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W e testclassicalnucleation theory (CNT)in the case ofsim ulationsofdeeply supercooled,high

density liquid silica,as m odelled by the BK S potential. W e �nd that at density � = 4:38 g/cm
3
,

spontaneous nucleation ofcrystalline stishovite occurs in conventionalm olecular dynam ics sim u-

lations at tem perature T = 3000 K ,and we evaluate the nucleation rate J directly at this T via

\brute force" sam pling ofnucleation events in num erous independentruns. W e then use parallel,

constrained M onte Carlo sim ulations to evaluate �G (n),the free energy to form a crystalline em -

bryo containing n silicon atom s,at T = 3000,3100,3200 and 3300 K .By com paring the form of

�G (n)to CNT,we testthe ability ofCNT to reproducethe observed behavioraswe approach the

regim e where spontaneousnucleation occurson sim ulation tim e scales.W e�nd thattheprediction

ofCNT for the n-dependence of�G (n)�tsreasonably wellto the data atallT studied. ��,the

chem icalpotentialdi�erence between bulk liquid and stishovite,is evaluated as a �tparam eter in

ouranalysisofthe form of�G (n). Com pared to directly determ ined valuesof�� extracted from

previouswork,the �tted valuesagree only atT = 3300 K ;atlowerT the �tted valuesincreasingly

overestim ate �� asT decreases. W e �nd thatn
�
,the size ofthe criticalnucleus,isapproxim ately

10 silicon atom s at T = 3300 K .At 3000 K ,n� decreases to approxim ately 3,and at such sm all

sizes m ethodologicalchallenges arise in the evaluation of�G (n) when using standard techniques;

indeed even the therm odynam ic stability ofthesupercooled liquid com esinto question underthese

conditions. W e therefore present a m odi�ed approach that perm its an estim ation of �G (n) at

3000 K .Finally,we directly evaluate atT = 3000 K the kinetic prefactors in the CNT expression

forJ,and �nd physically reasonable values;e.g. the di�usion length thatSiatom s m usttravelin

orderto m ove from the liquid to the crystalem bryo isapproxim ately 0.2 nm .W e are thereby able

to com pare the results for J at 3000 K obtained both directly and based on CNT,and �nd that

they agree within an order ofm agnitude. In sum ,our work quanti�es how certain predictions of

CNT (e.g. for��)break down in thisdeeply supercooled lim it,while others[the n-dependence of

�G (n)]are notasadversely a�ected.

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

In recentyears,com putersim ulationshaveincreasingly

been used to study thenucleation and growth ofcrystals

from the supercooled liquid state. M olecular dynam ics

(M D) sim ulations have been particularly usefulin test-

ing,on a m olecularlevel,the predictionsofclassicalnu-

cleation theory (CNT) [1,2,3,4,5,6]. In large m ea-

sure,thishasbeen m adepossibleby the developm entof

novelcom putationaltechniquesthatperm itthedeterm i-

nation,from sim ulations,offree energy barriers,kinetic

prefactors,and the order param eters required to quan-

titatively test the predictions ofCNT [7,8,9,10,11].

A key feature ofthese techniquesisthatthey allow the

study ofnucleation undertherm odynam ic conditionsat

which spontaneouscrystalnucleation doesnotoccuron

the shortphysicaltim e scalesaccessible to conventional

M D sim ulations.Asa consequence,m uch previouswork

has focussed on testing CNT,and calculating the nul-

cleation rate, at low to interm ediate degrees ofsuper-

cooling,whereCNT isexpected to bestapply.

At the sam e tim e, spontaneous crystalnucleation is

observed in a num berofsim ulated liquid system sunder

very highly supercooled conditionswherethe nucleation

tim e is com parable to or less than the sim ulation tim e

scale (e.g. Refs.[12,13,14,15,16]). Current conven-

tionalM D sim ulationstypicallyareabletostudysystem s

ofa few thousand m oleculesovera tim e scale oftensof

nanoseconds.W ithin these restrictions,a spontaneously

crystallizingsystem willexhibitquitesm allcrystalnuclei

com pared to thosefound athighertem peratureT,and it

isgenerally expected thatCNT willnotpredictwellthe

behaviorofthesystem in thisregim e.Consequently,rel-

atively few studiesexam inethisdeeply supercooled lim it

ofnucleation behaviorin the contextofCNT.

The purpose of the present work is to explore this

deeply supercooled lim itofnucleation behavior,with the

goaloftesting the lim its ofCNT and quantifying how

the theory begins to failin this regim e;and also to de-

term ine the technicallim its ofapplicability ofthe sim -

ulation m ethods usually em ployed athigher T. W e are

interested in determ iningifitispossibletocom pareanu-

cleation ratecalculated using CNT,and a ratefound di-

rectly from a spontaneously crystallizingM D sim ulation.

Thelatterquestion isparticularly interesting,sinceonly

a few sim ulation studiescom parenucleation ratesfound

from CNT to a ratecalculated independently [8,11,17],

yetsuch com parisonsare a key toolfor developing and

testing im proved theoreticaldescriptionsofnucleation.

To achieve these goals,we study liquid silica asm od-

elled by theBK S potential[18].Thetherm odynam icand

transportpropertiesofthesupercooledliquid stateofthis

m odelhave been characterized in detail[19,20]. Previ-

ous work has also evaluated the phase diagram ofthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601560v3
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system ,providing the coexistence conditions dem arcat-

ing the liquid,and severalcrystalline phases[21]. M ost

signi� cantforthe currentpurpose,we � nd thatthe liq-

uid spontaneously crystallizes to stishovite [22]in our

sim ulations when cooled to approxim ately T = 3000 K

at density � = 4:38 g/cm 3. The liquid at this T ex-

hibitsthetwo-step relaxation in itsdynam icalquantities

characteristicofa deeply supercooled  uid,butitisstill

di� usive enough to reach m etastable equilibrium on a

tim e scale m uch shorter than the tim e scale for crystal

nucleation. Consequently,we are able to m ake a direct

calculation ofthe rate at 3000 K using an ensem ble of

independentM D sim ulations,whileatthesam etim e,we

can determ ine the propertiesofthe m etastableliquid.

W ealsouseconstrainedM onteCarlosim ulationsofthe

liquid to calculate the free energy barrierto nucleation

atthe sam e density,overa range oftem peratures from

3000K to 3300K ,to testthedegreeto which thepredic-

tionsofCNT are satis� ed on approach to T = 3000 K .

The key predictions ofCNT we wish to test relate to

thecentralquantity ofthetheory,N (n),theequilibrium

cluster size distribution,or the num ber ofclusters con-

taining n particles [6]. In this work,we willtrack Si

atom sonly,and assum e from stoichiom etry thata clus-

ternom inally ofsizen (n Siatom s)actually contains3n

atom s (n Siatom s and 2n O atom s). N (n) is inter-

preted to yield the work � G (n) ofform ing a cluster of

sizen from the surrounding m etastableliquid via,

� G (n)

kB T
= � ln

�
N (n)

N (0)

�

; (1)

where N (0)isthe num berofliquid-like Siatom s;so de-

� ned � G (0) = 0. W hether the distribution ofcluster

sizes is extensive or intensive (i.e.,norm alized or not),

the barrierissystem sizeindependent.W ithin the CNT

fram ework,the phenom enologicalm odelforthe work is

given by,

� G (n)= � j� �jn + an
2=3

; (2)

where � � = �stish � �liq is the di� erence in chem ical

potentialbetween thebulk stableand m etastablephases

and a isasurfaceterm thatisproportionaltothesurface

tension  and dependson the shape ofthe nuclei. Ata

criticalclustersizen�,� G (n)hasa m axim um and clus-

terslargerthan n� willgrow spontaneously,form ing the

new phase.� G (n�)then representsthefreeenergy bar-

riertonucleation.In thisstudy,weusecom putersim ula-

tion techniquesthatconnect� G (n)with theprobability

ofappearance ofan n-sized cluster within the sim ula-

tion,where the clusteris identi� ed by a speci� c cluster

criterion [7,10,23]. W e can then com pare our barrier

calculationswith the generalform suggested by Eq.2.

According to CNT,therateofnucleation,i.e.therate

atwhich criticalnucleigo overthe barrier,is

J
C N T = K exp

�

�
� G (n�)

kB T

�

; (3)

wherethe kinetic prefactorisgiven by,

K = 24�nZD n
�2=3

=�
2 (4)

= �nZf
+

crit
; (5)

where Z =
p
j� �j=6�kB Tn

� isthe Zeldovich factor,D

thedi� usion constant,kB istheBoltzm ann constant,�n
isthenum berdensity ofparticles,� isa typicaldistance

particlesm ustdi� usein orderto go from them etastable

liquid to the em bryonic cluster,and f
+

crit
is the rate at

which particles are added to the criticalnucleus. W e

note thatthe use off
+

crit
isan innovation introduced in

Ref.[10].In thecaseofdi� usivebarriercrossingf+
crit

can

be calculated from sim ulation via,

f
+

crit
=
1

2

D

[n�(t)� n�(0)]
2
E

t
; (6)

whereh:idenotesan ensem bleaverage.

O ur M onte Carlo sim ulations ofliquid silica between

3300and 3000K show thatCNT describestheliquid well

atthehighestT,butthatdeviationsin theobserved and

predicted behaviorem erge atlowerT. Atthe lowestT,

we also identify technicaldi� cultiesassociated with ob-

tainingN (n)and wedescribean alternativestrategythat

atleastpartially addressesthem .Notwithstanding these

challenges,atthelowestT = 3000 K ,wearestillableto

calculatethekineticprefactorsforthenucleation rateas

described in CNT,so thatwecan com parethepredicted

rateto thatcalculated from directM D sim ulations.De-

spite the worsening correspondence between our results

and the therm odynam ic aspects ofCNT at low T,the

ratescom pare reasonably well. W hether the correspon-

dence ofthe rates at this large degree ofsupercooling

is peculiar to our system ,or whether this is a general

result is an open question. W e also � nd that N (n),as

obtained fortheequilibrium system (i.e.,thesystem that

sam plesthe equilibrium distribution ofem bryos,includ-

ing thoseem bryosnearto,at,and beyond thenucleation

barrier),isdi� erentfrom the analogousquantity forthe

m etastable liquid state (i.e.,the m etastable equilibrium

sam pled in a conventionalM D sim ulation prior to the

onsetofnucleation),raising thequestion ofwhich distri-

bution ism oresigni� cantin determ ining the rate.

In Section II,we desscribe the m odelsystem .Section

IIIdescribes the direct M D nucleation rate calculation,

whileSection IV describestheCNT calculationsand ex-

plorestheuseofthem etastableliquid in determ iningthe

freeenergy barrier.W esubsequently presentourDiscus-

sion and Conclusions.Appendix Idescribesourm ethods

and criteria forde� ning a crystallinecluster.

II. SY ST EM O F ST U D Y

W e study a system of444 Siand 888 O ionsgoverned

by a m odi� ed BK S potentialand in a cubic sim ulation

cellwith periodicboundaries.Them odi� cation includes
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FIG .1:Location ofstudied liquid state points(�lled circles)

in the (a) P T and (b)V T phase diagram ofBK S silica. At

a given P and T,stishovite hasa higherdensity than thatof

the liquid.Therefore,we also plotthe stishovite state points

corresponding to the liquid P (open squares) in (b). The

phases shown in the diagram s are the liquid (L),�-quartz

(Q ),coesite (C) and stishovite (S).(b) At �xed V ,therm o-

dynam ic ground states are often m ixtures oftwo coexisting

phases. The liquid state points studied fallwithin the one-

phasestability �eld ofstishovite.D espitetheproxim ity ofour

chosen statepointsto thestishoviteto stishovite-plus-coesite

boundary in the V T plane,the location in the P T plane is

deep within thestishoviteregion.D ashed linesarem etastable

extensionsofstishovite and �-quartz transitions,and dotted

linesrepresentthe uncertainty in the location ofthe m elting

lines.V isgiven perm olion.

a shortrange additive patch to prevent\fusion" events,

and a tapering ofthe realspace part ofthe potential

with a polynom ialtailso that it sm oothly reaches zero

at 1 nm . Long range forces are handled via the Ewald

sum m ation. The details of the potentialare given in

Ref.[20].

FIG .2: Stishovite at3000 K ,asviewed down the crystallo-

graphic c-axis.O nly Siatom sare shown.

The phase diagram of BK S silica has been recently

evaluated in Ref.[21](Fig.1). In thatwork,the stabil-

ity � elds ofthe liquid,stishovite,�-quartz and coesite

have been determ ined. In this study we focus on the

m olarvolum e V = V0 = 4:5733 cm 3/m ol(� = 4:3793 g

cm �3 )liquid isochore,which asshown in Fig.1(b),falls

in the one-phase stability � eld ofstishovite. A view of

stishovitealong the c-axisshowing Siatom sonly ispro-

vided in Fig. 2. In stishovite, there are six O atom s

surrounding each Siatom in an octahedralarrangem ent.

These octahedra,connected along edgesand atcorners,

arrangethem selvesin a com pactm anner.

W e perform our sim ulations in the N V T ensem ble,

where N is the num ber of m olecules. Usually, nucle-

ation experim entsand sim ulationsare done atconstant

pressure,P . However,we � nd thatforthe state points

ofinterest,the criticalnucleiwe observe are sm all,and

do notnoticeably changetheP ofthesystem .O nly once

thecrystallization processadvanceswellinto thegrowth

stage does P or the potentialenergy U ofthe system

changesigni� cantly.Therefore,thecriticalnucleusform s

within aliquid thatischaracterizedtoagood approxim a-

tion eitherby thesystem ’sP orV .However,thedensity

ofthe nucleusitselfis notknown. Hence,we also show

in Fig.1(b) the V ofbulk stishovite at the pressure at

which the liquid isstudied.

P and U are needed along the V0 isochore to deter-

m ine� �,which weobtain by extending thecalculations

described in Ref.[21]. The di� usion coe� cient is also

needed in order to calculate the kinetic prefactor. To

obtain these quantities,we perform M D sim ulations at

constant V in both the liquid and stishovite,near and
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along V0. First we equilibrate the system near the de-

sired T with sim plevelocity scaling every 100 tim esteps,

and then we allow the system to continue in the N V E

ensem ble forabout1 ns(E isthe totalenergy).Forthe

T = 3000 K and T = 3100 K cases,num erousindepen-

dentrunsareperform ed,and onlythosethatdonotshow

any signs ofcrystallizing are used to determ ine desired

quantities.

For the liquid at T = T0 = 3000 K and V0, the Si

di� usion coe� cientisD = 8:04� 0:2� 10�7 cm 2 s�1 as

determ ined from theslopeofthem ean squared displace-

m entofSiatom sasafunction oftim et,and thepressure

isfound to be P0 = 44:0 G Pa. Thisand higherT state

pointsareshown to be in the stishovite stability � eld in

the P T phasediagram [Fig.1(a)].

At P0, stishovite has a lower m olar volum e (V =

4:364 cm 3 m ol�1 ) than the m elt. The stishovite state

pointscorrespondingto thepressureoftheliquid [shown

in Fig.1(b)]are the state points used to calculate � �:

� � iscalculated between the two phasesatthe sam eP ,

forwhich (in general)the volum esaredi� erent.

III. N U C LEA T IO N R A T E FR O M M D

SIM U LA T IO N S

W e use M D sim ulationsin the N V T ensem ble to cal-

culatethenucleation rateatT0 and V0 in a \bruteforce"

way.W e � rstequilibrate the liquid at5000 K ,and then

quench 198 independent con� gurations to 3000 K ,em -

ploying the Berendsen therm ostat[24]with a tim e con-

stantof1 ps. O ther sim ulation details are the sam e as

given in the previoussection. The sim ulation continues

at3000 K untilthe system crystallizes.

Fig.3(a) showstwo sam ple tim e series,illustrating a

largedrop in potentialenergy associated with the phase

change. Fig.3(b)showscom ponentsofthe radialdisti-

bution function g(r) = gSiSi(r)+ 2gSiO (r)+ gO O (r) for

them etastableliquid (i.e.,when thetim eseriesisstable),

the crystallized system ,and pure stishovite at T0. The

com parison ofeach g(r)showsthatweindeed crystallize

to stishovite.

Fig.3(c)showsFSiSi(q;t),the dynam ic structure fac-

torat� xed wavenum berq obtained by considering only

Siatom s (which di� use m ore slowly than O ),obtained

from them etastableliquid portion ofa sim ulation before

the onsetofcrystallization.Asa reference forthe three

wavenum berschosen,we plotthe static structure factor

S(q)in the inset.W e do notobserveany tim e evolution

ofS(q)duringthesteadystateliquid portionsofthetim e

series.W ith regardsto theN V E sim ulations,wedo not

observeany signi� cantdi� erencesin F (q;t)orS(q).

From FSiSi(q;t),we see thatthe �-relaxation tim e for

the system atV0 and T0 isapproxim ately 100 ps.Thus,

even though the system exhibits two-step (glassy) re-

laxation,the relaxation tim e is typically m uch shorter

than the nucleation tim es and we are able to achieve a

m etastableliquid state.
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FIG .3: Crystalizing liquid. (a) D eterm ination oftx from

the potentialenergy as a function of tim e. At t = 0, the

therm ostatisresetfrom 5000 K to 3000 K .W hen thesystem

reaches a potentialenergy of Ux = � 1:81 (M J/m ol), it is

wellunderway to crystallizing. (b) Structure at 3000 K as

m easured by gSiSi(r) and gSiO (r)(inset),ofthe liquid (Liq),

thesystem aftercrystallization (X-Liq)and stishovite(Stish).

(c) FSiSi(q;t),the dynam ic structure factor for Siatom s for

threeq.InsetshowsthestaticstructurefactorS(q)alongwith

its com ponents: total(circle),SiSi(square),O O (triangle) ,

and SiO (diam ond).
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If the fraction R(t) of unnucleated system s obeys a

sim ple � rst-orderratelaw,then the rateofnucleation J

can be obtained from

ln[R(t)]= � JV (t� t0) , (7)

whereV isthevolum eofthesystem andt0 isthelagtim e,

i.e. the tim e required to achieve a steady state ofpre-

criticalnuclei[25]. However,to take advantage ofEq.7

we m ust be able to identify the tim e when a particular

system from our ensem ble ofruns has nucleated. Vari-

ousm ethodscan beused to detectcrystallization such as

exam ing theVoronoivolum esorcounting thenum berof

particle neighbors[25]. In this study,we contrastthree

approaches: � rst,we em ploy a sim ple energy criterion

speci� cto thestatepointstudied so thatthecrystalliza-

tion tim etx foraM D run isthetim eatwhich thepoten-

tialenergy � rstreachesa value ofUx = � 1:81 M J/m ol.

Thatvery few sim ulation runs reached Ux and then re-

turned toasteadystateliquid m eansthatthesystem has

progressed wellpastnucleation. In a sense,thism im ics

experim entalm easureswhich only identify a nucleation

eventby observingpostcriticalclustersthataregrowing.

Second,weallow runstocontinue500psafterthesystem

reachesa lowerpotentialenergy Ulow = � 1:82 M J/m ol.

Using Ulow ,we can also check the sensitivity ofourrate

calculation on the chosen energy threshold.

O urthird criterion isbased on identifying the critical

nucleus. In Section IV,we � nd the size ofthe critical

nucleus,using theclustercriteria outlined in Appendix I

toidentify an n-sized cluster,tobeabout3.W ecan then

de� ne a new tim e,tnuc as the latest tim e at which the

largestclusterin thesystem nm ax � 1,i.e.,thelasttim e

theliquid isprecritical,and com parethenucleation rates

based on our di� erent criteria. By choosing nm ax � 1,

we erron the side ofm aking tnuc a lowerbound on the

nucleation tim e.

Thus,we have three m easuresofthe nucleation tim e:

the tim e tx it takes to reach a potentialenergy Ux in-

dicative ofthe beginning ofcrystallization;the tim e it

takesto reach a low energy threshold Ulow ;and the last

tim e tnuc atwhich the system possessesa largestcluster

ofsize1.

Fig.4 showsa plotofR using these three criteria R x,

R low (t)and R nuc(t),obtained using theupperand lower

energy criteria and the criticalcluster criteria respec-

tively,asa function oftim e. The slope ofeach ofthese

functionsisthesam ewithin theerrorsuggestingthatour

rate calculation isnothighly sensitive to the nucleation

criteria,while the lag tim e,obtained from the intercept,

is sensitive. Using tx, we � nd that the 198 quenches

from 5000 K to 3000 K yield a shortest crystallization

tim eof0:28 ns,and longesttim eof10:53 ns,with an av-

eragetim e of2:12 ns.The slope ofthe line ofbest� tis

0:60� 0:02ns�1 ,wherewehaveom itted data from tim es

before1 nsin the� t,and thetim elag t0 = 0:4 ns.G iven

thatourcubicbox length is2:1627nm ,thisyieldsa rate

ofJ = 0:059� 0:002 nm �3 ns�1 ,or6� 1034 m �3 s�1 .

W e m easure tnuc in each ofour 198 nucleation runs

0 2 4 6 8 10
t  (ns)

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

R

R
x

R
low

R
nuc

0 1 2
t  (ns)

10
0

R

FIG .4: D eterm ination ofnulceation ratefrom R .Thefunc-

tion R x (circles) is shown here to be welldescribed (except

forvery early tim es)by exponentialdecay with rateconstant

0:60� 0:02 ns
�1
,determ ined from thelineofbest�t.D atabe-

tween 1 nsand 5 nswereused to obtain the�t.Thefunctions

R low (t)and R nuc(t)havethesam eslopetowithin uncertainty.

Inset:close-up atsm allt.

to a resolution of 0:005 ns and � nd a lower estim ate

ofthe lag tim e t0 � 0:260 ns. The average tim e dif-

ference is tx � tnuc = 0:212 ns,with standard deviation

0:117ns.Com paringthesetwocriteria,we� nd them ean

value ofthe largestclusterattx ishnm ax(tx)i= 39,i.e.

about 10% ofthe system ,with a standard deviation of

23.Therefore,foroursystem ,thecrystallization process

signi� cantly lowersthe energy only when about10% of

the system hascrystallized. W e also note thatin about

5% oftheruns,theUx criterion istriggered prem aturely,

i.e.,alow-energy uctuation goesbelow Ux,butthen the

system energy rem ainsin steady state.

W e note that calculating the rate directly from the

slope of the plots in Fig.4 m ay ignore e� ects due to

transient nucleation,i.e. that R decreases sm oothly at

early tim esinstead ofrem ainingat1 untilt0 [25],sothat

ourestim ate ofthe rate and lag tim esare strictly lower

bounds. Nevertheless,the independence ofourslope on

the nucleation criteria suggests that our calculation of

the rateisrobustand any correctionswould be sm all.

Fig.5(a)showsa criticalnucleusat3300 K (obtained

from constrained M C sim ulationsdescribed later),while

Fig.5(b)showsa postcriticalcrystallite ofsize 23 from

an M D sim ulation at T0. Fig.5(c) shows a representa-

tive con� guration atthe end ofa crystallization sim ula-

tion. These pictures provide a visualcon� rm ation that

theliquid doesindeed crystallizeto stishovite;thatsm all

nuclei(atleastfornm ax � 10)resem ble the bulk phase;

and thatthe procedure used to de� ne clustersisable to

track the nucleation process.
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FIG .5: Top:Sam plecriticalnucleusat3300 K containing10

Siatom s.M iddle:A snapshotofthe growing crystalem bryo

from a dynam ic crystallization sim ulation at3000 K when it

contains 23 Siatom s. Bottom : Sam ple end con�guration of

a crystallization sim ulation.

IV . C N T C A LC U LA T IO N S

A . Free energy barrier

The centralquantity ofCNT is N (n). However,it is

notfeasibleto obtain N (n)through directsim ulation for

tworeasons:criticalclustersaretypicallyrare,and hence

itisdi� cultto gain statistics;and aftertheform ation of

thecriticalcluster,thesystem irreversiblyevolvestoward

thecrystallinestate.To overcom ethis,weadd a biasto

the system Ham iltonian which constrainsthe clustersof

interestintoexistence.Thenew constrainedHam iltonian

isthen

H C = H B K S + �(nm ax); (8)

where H B K S is the unbiased Ham iltonian derived from

ourBK S potentialand

�(nm ax)=
�

2
(nm ax � n0)

2
, (9)

isthecontraintwith � and n0 beingconstants,and where

nm ax,the size ofthe largestclusterin the system ,isan

orderparam eter[10].TheN (n)m easured underthecon-

straintis then related to its value in the unconstrained

system through the relation

hN (n)i=
hN (n)exp[�(nm ax)=kB T]iC

hexp[�(nm ax)=kB T]iC
; (10)

where h:i
C
denotes an average in the constrained en-

sem ble. In the case where a cluster of size n is rare

N (n)= P (nm ax),theprobability thatthelargestcluster

in the system isofsizenm ax,and Eq.10 becom es,

hP (nm ax)i=
hP (nm ax)iC exp[�(nm ax)=kB T]

hexp[�(nm ax)=kB T]iC
: (11)

Itisim portantto notethatourclusterde� nition ignores

O atom s,and only usesSiatom s.Thus,a clusterofsize

n containsn Siatom s,orn SiO 2 units(see Appendix).

Since itiseasierin practice to m easureP (nm ax)than

N (n),wewilluseP (nm ax)interchangeably with N (n)in

the regim e where the two are shown to be equal. For-

m ally, this occurs when clusters are rare, and can be

justi� ed by thefollowing.LetPn betheprobability that

there isatleastone clusterofsize n in the system ,and

Pn(i)bethe probability thatthereareexactly iclusters

ofsize n.Then,

Pn = Pn(1)+ Pn(2)+ Pn(3)::: (12)

N (n) = Pn(1)+ 2Pn(2)+ 3Pn(3):::: (13)

W hat we m ean by a rare cluster ofsize r is that Pr(1)

is sm all,and additionally that rare cluster appearance

is independent of what other clusters are present, i.e.

Pr(2) � Pr(1)� Pr(1) � 0. This im m ediately leads

to Pn = N (n) [10, 23]. By extension, two rare clus-

ters ofdi� erent sizes appearing at the sam e tim e also

occurs with vanishing probability Pr+ m (1)� Pr(1) � 0

[assum ing Pr+ m (1)< Pr form > 0,i.e. largerclusters

are rarer],and so a rare cluster willalso be the largest

clusterin the system . From these argum ents,we obtain

Pn(1) = Pn = N (n) = P (nm ax),for n � r (the equal-

ity holds up to a norm alization constant that is irrele-

vant in determ ining the free energy). O fcourse,when

N (n)6= P (nm ax),we m easureN (n)directly.

The basic M C schem e follows that presented in

Ref.[26], where short N V E M D trajectories generate
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new con� gurationsthataretested againsttheBoltzm ann

distribution.M oreexplicitly,we begin with a con� gura-

tion C1 with largestclustern
[1]
m ax.New random velocities

drawn from the M axwelldistribution appropriateto the

desired T are assigned to allthe particles,and at this

pointthe totalenergy isH
[1]

B K S
. W ith these new veloci-

ties,the system evolvesalong a constantNVE M D tra-

jectory for10 tim esteps,with forcesderived from H B K S,

to arrive at a new con� guration C2 with totalenergy

H
[2]

B K S
, and largest cluster n

[2]
m ax. W ith a perfect inte-

gration schem e, H
[2]

B K S
= H

[1]

B K S
. C2 is accepted with

propability p given by,

p = m in

�

1;exp

�

�
1

kB T

�

H
[2]

C
� H

[1]

C

���

: (14)

Itisim portantto note thatthe acceptance criterion for

thishybridM D-M C m ethod usesthetotalenergy(kinetic

pluspotential),ratherthan justthe potential.

W ith this hybrid M C m ethod,it is only necessary to

evaluate the cluster size distribution of the system at

the end ofeach M D m ini-trajectory. The m ethod also

providesa way ofincorporating theEwald sum sthrough

m ultiparticleM D m oves,i.e.,energychangesarisingfrom

single particle m ovesare di� cultto calculate e� ciently

when therearelong rangeforces.

In orderto facilitate equilibration,we em ploy parallel

tem pering overa m atrix ofruns having di� erentvalues

ofn0 and T.O urtem pering schem e followsthe descrip-

tions given in Refs.[10,27]. The particularsare asfol-

lows.Com putenodesrunning in paralleldecidewhether

to attem pt switches ofcon� gurations with neighboring

nodesevery 10 M C steps,alternating between T-switch

and n0-switch attem pts. For T-switches,an attem pt is

m ade with each neighborwith probability 0:36.Forn0-

switches,an attem pt is m ade with each neighbor with

probability 0:19.Theprobabilitiesforacceptingswitches

aregiven in Refs.[10,27].In practice,itiscom putation-

ally fasterto switch Ham iltoniansorT between proces-

sors,ratherthan con� gurations.

To gather data,we set up a grid ofsim ulations with

severalvalues ofn0 for each T. Sim ulations are seeded

from con� gurationssam pled from theM D crystallization

runsatT0.Toinitiallylocaten
�,wesetup agrid asgiven

in Table I(a),with � = 8 kJ/m ol. After equilibration,

and after roughly determ ining the shape ofthe � G (n)

curves,we set up other grids with � = 16 kJ/m ol,as

shown in TableI(b-c).

O ur results for T = 3100, 3200 and 3300 K com e

from Table I(b),and the run tim e is 700000 M C steps.

The starting con� gurations are those from Table I(a).

� G (n) is calculated over the intervalfrom 100000 to

700000 M C steps, checking that � G (n) as calculated

separately from theintervals100000� 400000M C steps

and 400000� 700000M C stepsdo notshow appreciable

di� erences.Forthese T,N (n)� P (nm ax)forn � 2 and

so we use P (nm ax)to determ ine � G (n). The � rstpart

of� G (n)isobtained by calculating N (n)directly from

(a) n0

T 1 3 5 7 9 11 14 17 20 25

3000 0 1 2 3 4

3100 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

3200 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22

3300 23 24 25 26 27 28 29

(b)

3100 0 1 2 3 4

3200 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

3300 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

(c)

3000 0 1 2

3100 3 4 5

3200 6 7 8

TABLE I:Paralleltem pering grids for three sets ofsim ula-

tionsshowing n0 and T foreach node,using a parabolic con-

straint on nm ax with � = 8 kJ/m ol(a),and � = 16 kJ/m ol

(b-c). Each node is allowed to com m unicate with its near-

est neighbor. For exam ple,in (b),node 10 can attem pt T-

tem pering switches with node 18,and n0-tem pering switch

with nodes9 and 11.

sim ulations where n0 is sm all. The sim ulation grid in

TableI(c)providesa consistency check on theresultsfor

T = 3100 K and T = 3200 K .The run tim e is 350000

M C steps.

Fig. 6 shows pieces of N (n) and P (nm ax) obtained

from parallelsim ulations for T = 3200 K and for var-

ious n0. W e see from the n0 = 1 case that for n � 2,

P (nm ax)= N (n). Therefore,only P (nm ax)need be cal-

culated fordeterm ining� G (n)beyond n = 2.Fig.6also

shows the consistency ofthe sam pling between sim ula-

tionsofdi� erentn0 nearthetop ofthebarrier.Foreach

n0,a portion ofN (n)isrecovered up to a m ultiplicative

constant,oradditiveconstantin � G (n).The piecesare

m atched using theself-consistenthistogram m ethod [27],

and the resulting � G (n) curve is shown in Fig.7. The

curves for T = 3300 and 3100 K are produced by the

sam em ethod.

B . M ethodologicalchallenges at T = 3000 K

ForT = 3000 K ,weencounterm ethodologicaldi� cul-

tiesusingtheparabolicconstraintin ourM C sim ulations,

apparently due to the sm allsize ofthe criticalnucleus.

At this T, as we shallsee, P (nm ax) 6= N (n), and so

wem ust� nd N (n)directly,buttheparabolicconstraint

togetherwith Eq.10 doesnotyield adequate statistics.

Forexam ple,in Table I(c),node 0 infrequently sam ples

states over the barrier,and because ofthe large factor

ofexp[�(nm ax)=kB T]in Eq.10,these particular states

dom inatethe resulting N (n).

To obtain N (n) at 3000 K ,we replace the parabolic

constraint with a vertical, hard wallpotential by set-
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FIG .6: Portionsof�G (n)before shifting,based on unnor-

m alized histogram s for N (n) and P (nm ax). These are data

transform ed via Eq.10 and 11 from the constrained into the

BK S silica ensem ble.ThesedistributionsareforT = 3200 K ,

forprocessors5,6,7,8 and 9 from Table I(b).Legend shows

the valuesofn0 used to constrain the system . Sym bols and

bold lines indicate portions of the data used to obtain the

com plete �G (n). Forthe casesofn 0 = 1 and 3,N (n)isob-

tained directly.Thedashed lineshowsP (nm ax)forthen0 = 1

case,illustrating thatalready N (n)= P (nm ax)forn � 2.For

largervaluesofn0,P (nm ax)isused to obtain �G (n).
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FIG .7: �G (n) obtained from N (n) after piecing together

resultsfrom parallelsim ulationssuch asthoseshown in Fig.6.

Filled sym bolsare for data described in Table I(b),open di-

am onds are for hard wallconstraints described in Table II.

The solid curves are �ts to the form given by Eq.2. For

T = 3000 K only pointswith n � 4 are used for the �t. For

T = 3300,a one-param eter �t is shown: �� in Eq.2 is ob-

tained from independentcalculations,and only a�t is left to

�t.

n
l
m ax � n

u
m ax

T 0-2 1-3 2-4 3-5 4-6 5-7

3000 0 1 2 3 4 5

3100 6 7 8 9 10 11

TABLE II:Paralleltem pering sim ulation grid showing T and

lim itson nm ax foreach node,using hard wallconstraints.For

a given node,only con�gurations with n
l
m ax � nm ax � n

u
m ax

areaccepted during theM C sim ulation.Each nodeisallowed

to com m unicatewith itsnearestneighbor.Forexam ple,node

1 can attem ptT-tem pering switcheswith node 7,and nm ax-

tem pering switcheswith nodes0 and 2.

ting upper and lower bounds on nm ax. Any M C m ove

which violatesnlm ax � nm ax � num ax is rejected. Eq.10

ism odi� ed to sim ply be hN (n)i= hN (n)i
C
fornlm ax �

nm ax � num ax,i.e.,N (n) is the sam e in the constrained

and unconstrained ensem bleswithin theupperand lower

bounds on nm ax. The constrained Ham iltonian in this

casebecom es,

H C = H B K S + �(nm ax;n
l
m ax;n

u
m ax); (15)

where

�(nm ax)= 0 fornlm ax � nm ax � n
u
m ax (16)

1 otherwise: (17)

W e then set up the hard wallsim ulation as outlined in

TableII,takinginitialcon� gurationsfrom TableI(c)and

running for1400000 M C steps. Foreach node,N (n)is

determ ined for nlm ax � n � num ax. Sm allwindows in n

areuseto gathergood statisticsaswellasto preventnu-

cleation in the bin closestto n = 0.Errorestim atesare

taken by consideringdi� erenttim eintervalsin determ in-

ing N (n).Ideally,� G (n)forT = 3100 K should be the

sam ewhen calculated eitherwith hard wallorparabolic

constraints. Any discrepancy between the curvesis an-

otherm easureofouruncertainty in � G (n).

As described above, we have calculated � G (n) for

T = 3100 K with three setsofsim ulations,asdescribed

in TablesI(b-c)and II. In Fig.8 we plotascrossesthe

resultsfrom TableI(c),and seethatthedata show good

consistency with thoseobtained from TableI(b),deviat-

ing only beyond n = 5,the last n0 in Table I(c). The

hard wallcurve also shows good consistency with the

parabolicconstraintresults.

Fig.8 also showsthatwhileN (n)� P (nm ax)holdsfor

T = 3100K ,itbreaksdownforT = 3000K ,necessitating

thedirectcalculation ofN (n)which weaccom plish with

ourhard wallconstraints.

However,despite the narrow binning ofnm ax outlined

in TableII,allthe binsatT = 3000 K eventually nucle-

ate.Fig.9 showsfornode 0 in Table IIthe U and nm ax

tim e series[panels(a)and (b)]aswellasearly and late

tim e distributions N (n) [panel(c)]and P (nm ax) [panel

(d)]. The U tim e seriesat� rstglance seem sstable,but

doesshow larger uctuationsatlaterstagesthan atthe
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FIG . 8: �G (n) obtained from N (n) and P (n m ax) for

T = 3000 K ,com pared to resultsforT = 3100 K .O pen and

�lled diam ondsrepresentthe sam e data asin Fig.7.Crosses

show results for T = 3100 K obtained from sim ulations in

Table I(c),while open circles are from hard wallconstraint

sim ulations described in Table II. Allthree curves agree up

untilthe criticalsize. The line connecting plus sym bols (+ )

shows for Table IIthe approxim ate equality ofP (nm ax)and

N (n)forn � 2.Thelineconnecting stars(� )showsthatthis

equality breaksdown forT = 3000 K .

beginning. The nm ax tim e series also shows a change

in behavior: at early tim es (up to 400000 M C steps)

nm ax = 0 or1 isfavored,while atlatertim esnm ax = 1

or 2 is favored. The early and late tim e N (n) pro� les

show a signi� cantdi� erence,asdo the P (nm ax) curves.

In fact,attim e beyond 500000 M C steps,� lnP (nm ax)

m onotonically decreases.

Since nm ax is an order param eter, the quantity

� kB T lnP (nm ax)isa free energy.The later-tim e curves

shownin panel(d),therefore,wouldseem toindicatethat

thereisno barrierto increasing nm ax forthesystem ,i.e.

thattheliquid isno longera m etastablephase.Alterna-

tively,thesedata m ightsuggestthatitisno longersu� -

cienttodescribethenucleation reaction coordinatesolely

in term sofn and thatan additionalparam etersuch as

clusterquality m ay beneeded [28].Forexam ple,itcould

bethecasethatsm allclustersthatarewellordered m ay

beoverthebarrier,asindicated in thesecond halfofthe

tim e series,while otherlessordered clustersofthe sam e

size are on the liquid side ofthe barrier. Thus,forlate

tim es,thisbin no longercontainsthe m etastable liquid,

but rather a post-criticalstate. The late-tim e � G (n)

pro� les,therefore,representa lowerbound ofthe CNT

barrierforthisT.Theearly tim ebehavior,however,still

showsam etastableliquid accordingto� lnP (nm ax),and

isthereforeused toestim atetheCNT barrier.Thecurves

forT = 3100 K show no such di� culties.

Theseobservationshighlightthedi� culty in determ in-

ing � G (n)forsuch sm allvaluesofn�,wherethequality

oftheclusterm ay signi� cantly a� ectwhetheraclusterof
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FIG .9: Breakdown ofnm ax orderparam eteratT = 3000 K .

Tim e series are shown for node 0 in Table IIfor U (a) and

nm ax (b).In (a),U beginsin a steady statesim ilarto theun-

constrained M D sim ulationsat3000K (0� 300000M C steps),

and following period ofsm alldecrease(300000� 500000 M C

steps) enters a regim e with slightly larger uctuations and

where lower energy states are probed m ore often. Panel

(b) shows a crossover near 400000 M C steps to a regim e

where nm ax = 2 is favored over nm ax = 0. The e�ect on

�G (n) = � lnN (n)+ const is shown in (c), where distri-

butions taken from di�erent portions ofthe tim e series are

plotted: the early tim e pro�le isdistinctfrom the later-tim e

steady state.Panel(d)plots� lnP (nm ax)+ const,showing it

to be m onotonically decreasing at late tim es,apparently in-

dicating a barrierless regim e. However,itism ore likely that

the nucleation processissim ply notadequately described by

using nm ax alone.

a given size ispost-critical. A possible solution isto in-

troduceanotherorderparam eterthattakesinto account

the quality ofthe cluster when determ ining free energy

pro� les.

O ur m ain result from Fig. 8 is that we obtain

� G (n)=kB T = 7:86� 0:6 for T = 3000 K .The uncer-
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T (K ) j��j=k B T j�� �tj=kB T a�t=kB T =kB T nm
�2

3000 3.28 5.14 11.23 29

3100 (HW ) 3.12 3.97 10.28 26

3100 3.12 4.36 10.84 24

3200 2.96 3.57 10.00 26

3300 2.81 2.87 9.08 23

3300 (1-par) 2.81 2.81 8.96 23

TABLE III:Fit param eters using Eq.2 to describe data as

plotted in Fig.7.The quantity j��j=k B T isnota �tparam -

eter,and isdeterm ined in a way described in Ref.[21],within

an errorof� 0:08.The label1-par indicatesa one-param eter

�t in which only a�t is varied. Estim ates of are obtained

from a�t,assum ing a sphericalnucleus.

tainty isobtained by consideringdi� erentportionsofthe

(early) tim e series when constructing � G (n). W e also

obtain n� = 3 Siatom s(SiO 2 m olecules),or� 9 atom s

including O .

C . C om parison w ith C N T

Fig.7 showsthefull� G (n)curvesforthedi� erentT.

W eseefrom Fig.7 thatboth n� and � G (n�)decreaseas

T decreases.Furtherm ore,we see thatn� rangesfrom 3

to 10.These sm allvaluesm ake itunlikely thatperiodic

boundary conditions induce catastrophic nucleation in

oursystem [29].M oreover,forT = 3000 K we� nd n� =

3,and analyzing our M D sim ulation runs, we con� rm

thattheenergy (orpressure)signatureofcrystallization

occurs after nucleation occurs,and that the creation of

a criticalnucleusatthisT doesnotdetectably a� ectthe

pressure.

Theresultsin Fig.7 allow usto com paretheobserved

behaviorto theform of� G (n)predicted by CNT,given

in Eq.2.W e � tEq.2 to the data ateach T,and deter-

m ine the constants a�t and � ��t as� tting param eters.

These � ts are shown as solid lines in Fig.7,and show

thatthe functionalform ofEq.2 satisfactorily describes

the data atallT.ForT = 3000 K ,the� tissatisfactory

only up to the top portion ofthe curve.

Next,given that the presence ofthe criticalnucleus

doesnota� ectthesystem pressure,wecalculate� � be-

tween stishovite and the liquid at the T and P ofthe

liquid V T statepointunderconsideration (calculated as

the di� erence in G ibbs free energy per m ole of Si, or

SiO 2 unit),based on the results presented in Ref.[21].

The valuesare presented in Table III,and com pared to

the corresponding values of� ��t. W e � nd that � ��t
com pareswellto � � atT = 3300K ,butthatdi� erences

appearatlowerT,getting largerasT decreases. Thus,

though theform ofEq.2� tsthedatafor� G (n)atallT,

theability ofCNT to predict� � islostforT < 3300 K .

Assum ingthatwehavean approxim atelysphericalnu-

cleus,weestim atethesurfacetension from the� tparam -

etera�t forourrangeofT to be =kB T � 25 nm �2 ;see

Table III. Note thata = 4�(3=(4��n))
2=3 forspheres.

Forsilicaatam bientP and nearT = 1500K ,experim en-

talvaluesfor rangefrom 0:3 to 0:7 Jm �2 ,or=kBT =

15 to 34 nm �2 [30]. Forcom parison,the value recently

reported for NaClat800 K is N aC l = 80 erg cm �2 ,or

N aC l=kB T = 7:2 nm �2 . Thus,we see that at ourhigh

P and T,where the liquid issim pler,i.e.,doesnothave

a tetrahedralnetwork, isstillclose in value to whatit

isatam bientP ,and doesnothavea valuecloserto that

ofa sim pleionicliquid.TableIIIalso showsthatdespite

the breakdown in the ability ofCNT to predict � � in

thisT range,a � tofEq.2 to our� G (n)data stillgives

a relatively consistentestim ate of.

Furtherm ore, it is interesting to note that while

� ��t=kB T changessom e 80% asT decreasesfrom 3300

to 3000 K ,=kB T roughly changes by only 25% . This

perhaps indicates that the structure and/or density of

the criticalnucleusinteriorundergo largerchangeswith

T than surfaceproperties.

D . K inetic prefactor

Thecrucialquantityin thekineticprefactoriseither�,

orf+
crit

from Eqs.4 and 5.Following thework ofFrenkel

and co-worders[10,11],wecalculatef
+

crit through Eq.6.

Eq.6 follows the assum ption that the addition and de-

tachm entofparticlesfrom the near-criticalcrystallite is

a di� usive process.In orderto m easure the deviation of

theclustersizefrom thecriticalvalue,i.e.,therighthand

side ofthe equation,we isolate80 clustersnearthe crit-

icalsize from constrained M C sim ulationsand use them

toseed N V E sim ulationslasting150pswith random ized

initialvelocitiescorresponding to T = 3000 K .W e then

usem ultipletim eoriginsfrom each tim eseries,whereat

each tim e origin the con� guration has nm ax = n�. Ad-

ditionally,to ensure we are m easuring the propertiesof

clusters ofcriticalsize,each tim e origin is only chosen

when the average cluster size for the preceding 1000 fs

isbetween 2 and 4.Varying the averaging tim e orthese

upperand lowerboundsdoesnotappreciably a� ectthe

results.

W e plot in Fig. 10(a) the quantityD

[nm ax(t)� n�(0)]
2
E

. The plot shows a very rapid

early tim e increase to a value ofabout 4 (inset shows

early tim e behavior) or a  uctuation in size of the

cluster ofabout 2 particles. Notwithstanding the early

tim e change in

D

[nm ax(t)� n�(0)]
2
E

, we see that the

tim e series enters into a di� usive regim e that is linear

in tim e, with jnm ax(t)� n�(0)j between 2 and 3. By

� tting a line to this section, we obtain an estim ate

of the slope m = (2:0 � 0:2)� 102 ns�1 which gives

f
+

crit = m =2 = (1:0� 0:1)� 102 ns�1 . This is about 3

tim eslargerthan the value obtained form olten NaClat

T = 825 K and atm osphericP of0:033 ps�1 [11].

The early tim e behavior of

D

[nm ax(t)� n�(0)]
2
E

is
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+

crit. Panel(a) shows a plot of

[n(t)� n

�(0)]2
�
as a function of tim e at 3000 K .After a

briefearly tim e regim e,thesize oftheclustershowsdi�usive

behavior.Theslope ofthelineofbest�tin thelinearregim e

is (2:0 � 0:2)� 10
2
ns

�1
= 2f

+

crit
. Inset shows early tim e

behavior. Panel(b)showsnm ax(t)fora portion ofan N V E

sim ulation seeded witha clusterofsize n? = 3.

plotted in the inset of Fig. 10(a), and shows a rapid

increase corresponding to short-tim e  uctuations in the

cluster size. These rapid  uctuations are seen in

Fig.10(b),where we plota representativeportion ofan

N V E sim ulation with a criticalcluster in it. Although

short-tim e  uctuations can be considerable given that

n? = 3,thegeneraltrend shown heresuggestsnm ax  uc-

tuatesaround n?.

Allthefactorsrequired tocalculatethenucleation rate

viaEq.3aresum m arized in TableIV.Theresultingrate

isJC N T = 4:1� 1035 m �3 s�1 ,and given theuncertainties

in the calculated quantities,this result should be accu-

rate within a factorof2. Note thatwe have calculated

therateusingj� �jasobtained from independentfreeen-

ergy calculations. Itcould be argued thatj� ��tjisthe

appropriate quantity and this introduces an additional

Q uantity Value

n
�

3

�G (n �)=kB T 7:86� 0:6

f
+

crit (1:0� 0:1)� 10
2
ns

�1

j��j=k B T 3:28� 0:08

�n 43:8929 nm
�3

D (8:0� 0:2)� 10
�8

nm
2
fs
�1

Z 0.241

� 0.2 nm

J 6� 1034 m �3 s�1

J
C N T

4:1� 10
35

m
�3
s
�1

J
m s

1:6� 10
34

m
�3
s
�1

TABLE IV:Sum m aryofcalculated quantitiesforT = 3000K .

factorofuncertainty of
p
j� ��tj=j� �j= 1:25

Thequantity� can beobtained bysolvingEqs.4and 5,

resulting in,

� =

s

24D n�2=3

f
+

crit

: (18)

Using our values for D , f
+

crit and n�, we obtain � =

0:20 nm . To put this in perspective,the � rst peak of

theSi-Siradialdistribution function fortheliquid atour

statepointis� 0:3nm and thewidth ofthe� rstneighbor

peak in the liquid gSiSi(r)isabout0:1 nm .

E. M etastable equilibrium liquid N (n)

W enow focuson the steady-stateliquid thatexistsin

ourM D runspriorto any crystallization,which we call

the m etastable equilibrium liquid. W e ask whether we

can extractinform ation aboutthe barrierto nucleation

from thism etastableequilibrium liquid,i.e.,withoutany

constrained M C sam pling [31]. To this end,we harvest

con� gurationsfrom ourdirectnucleation M D runsthat

have 500 ps� t� tx � 500 ps. Thisreasonably ensures

thatwe havecon� gurationsonly from m etastable liquid

equilibrium ,orsteadystateliquid,and havenotincluded

con� gurationsthat have begun to crystallize. W e m ea-

sure the distributions ofcluster sizes to obtain N m s(n)

and then de� ne the freeenergy

� G m s(n)= � kB T lnN
m s(n)+ const; (19)

where the constant is chosen to ensure � G m s(0) =

0. O ne m ight expect the two distributions N (n) and

N m s(n)to be the sam e. However,N (n)isobtained by

allowing otherwiseunstableclustersto equilibratein the

surrounding liquid, while N m s(n) is obtained directly

from a dynam ic sim ulation. Furtherm ore,the way we

obtain N m s(n) reduces sam pling ofstates near the top

ofthe barrier.
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FIG . 11: W ork of cluster form ation at T = 3000 K

derived from N
m s(n) distributions obtained directly from

N V T M D sim ulations where no crystalnucleation has oc-

curred. Panel(a) shows �G
m s
(n)=kB T (�lled cirles) along

with theequilibrium �G (n)=k B T (open diam onds),thecurve

(� j��jn + 9:2n
2=3

)=kB T (solid curve),and a �t ofthe lin-

ear part of �G m s(n)=kB T at high n. Panel(b) shows the

quantity [�G m s(n)+ j��jn]=k B T,that according to Eq.2

should be linearfunction ofn
2=3

.The line ofbest�tpassing

through theorigin and through thedatapointscorresponding

to n = 1,2,3 and 4,hasslope 9.2.

W e plot � G m s(n) in Fig.11(a) (� lled circles). Al-

though the� rstpartofthedatabehaveslikeausualbar-

rier,the curveatlargern isstraight.A linear� G m s(n)

im pliesan exponentialN m s(n). Italso im pliesthatthe

work required to add a particleto theclusterisindepen-

dent ofn. Clearly,this does not � t the CNT picture,

whereincreasing thesizeoftheclusterreducesthework

required to add a particle.

In orderto extractsom e inform ation from � G m s(n),

wecalculatethequantity[� G m s(n)+ j� �jn]=kB T,which

should be a linear function of n2=3, and plot it in

Fig.11(b). The resulting curve doesindeed show a lin-

ear dependence on n2=3 at sm alln. A � t through the

origin and the � rst4 non-zero data pointsyieldsa slope

of9:2. Using this slope,we construct the CNT curve

C m s(n) = � j� �jn + 9:2n2=3 and plot it in Fig.11(a)

(solid line). From this curve,we obtain � G m s(n�) =

10:74and n� � 6.Using theseparam eters,whilekeeping

f
+

crit
calculated earlier,we obtain an estim ate ofthe nu-

cleation rateofJm s = 1:6� 1034 s�1 m �3 ,a valuecloser

to J than thatobtained from N (n)(seeTable IV).

Thisclose agreem entwith J stillleavesuswith ques-

tion ofwhy� G m s(n)6= � G (n).In Fig.11(a),weplotfor

com parison � G (n),and see thatisitsigni� cantly lower

than � G m s(n).

V . D ISC U SSIO N

In this study, we take advantage of a liquid state

pointthatspontaneously nucleateson a tim e scale long

enoughtoallow thedeterm ination ofthepropertiesofthe

m etastableliquid.By sam pling m any nucleation events,

we obtain the rate directly as shown in Fig.4, where

we show that the nucleation process enters a regim e of

� rst-orderkinetics.Thecriterionused todeterm inewhen

nucleation hastaken place,whetheran energy criteria or

an exam ination ofthe clustersize,doesnotsigni� cantly

alterourestim ateofthe rate.

W ith thedirectrateinhand,wewishtotestthepredic-

tion ofCNT.First,wecalculate� G (n)fora seriesofT

aboveand including T0.Asitisde� ned in Eq.1,� G (n)

isonly form ally a (relative)freeenergy forthecasewhen

n-sized clustersarerare.In such a case,� G (n)becom es

equivalentto � lnP (nm ax),which is form ally a free en-

ergy. However,N (n) is the quantity ofcentralim por-

tancein CNT,and theinterpretation of� G (n)asa free

energy,and � G (n�)asa free energy barrier,isvalid for

m ore m oderate supercooling or for liquid condensation

from the supersaturated vapor.

In this work,we probe T low enough that a consid-

erable (sm all-n) portion of N (n) is not equivalent to

P (nm ax).Indeed,atT = 3000 K ,where the sm allvalue

ofn� m akesallclustersizesofinterestsu� ciently com -

m on,N (n)and P (nm ax)are di� erenteverywhere. This

doesnota� ecttheform alism ofCNT,m erely theidenti-

� cation of� G (n),asde� ned in Eq.1,asa free energy.

This becom es im portant at T = 3000 K ,where it is

di� cult to keep the m etastable liquid from nucleating,

even atthe sm allestrange ofnm ax. At this T,the free

energy barrier according to P (nm ax) is about 1:5 kB T

[Fig.9(d)]. The possibility ofa spinodal-like lossofliq-

uid stability to the crystalbecom es a prom inent possi-

bility [32]. O n the otherhand,a setofcriteria are used

in orderto distinguish liquid and crystalstates.Thus,in

a system where nucleation istaking place in a localized

region,m ostofthe system willstillbe labeled asliquid.

Therefore,therewillbem oreliquid-likeparticles(corre-

sponding to n = 0)than singlecrystal-likeparticles(cor-
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responding to n = 1),so that � G (n) willalways show

a barrier. Hence, ifnucleation is unavoidable because

ofsom e spinodalprocess,the usefulness ofinterpreting

� G (n�)asa freeenergy barrierisnotclear.

W ith these thoughts in m ind,we proceed to discuss

the progression of � G (n) with T. At T = 3300 K ,

the identi� cation ofN (n)with P (nm ax)holdsvery well.

The resulting � G (n)iswelldescribed by Eq.2.Indeed,

even the bulk valuefor� � calculated independently ac-

curately describes the data,necessitating a � t only to

determ ine the surface tension term . It is im portant to

note thatourapproxim ation thatthe appearance ofthe

criticalnucleus does not a� ect P should be weakest at

this highest T since the criticalnucleus is largest. The

� � resultupholdsourapproxim ation.

The� G (n)pro� lesforT = 3200 and 3100 K aresim -

ilar to the 3300 K case,except that the bulk value of

� � shows increasing deviation from � ��t. This devia-

tion stem sfrom eitherviolatingtheassum ption ofcluster

incom pressibility used in the derivation ofEq.2 [6,33],

orfrom the (nearcertain)possibility thatthe structure

ofthe sm allnucleiisdi� erentfrom bulk stishovite,and

therefore follows a di� erent equation ofstate (the bulk

equation ofstateisused calculate� �).

Here,a noteaboutensem blesisin order.Sinceweare

atconstantV ,� G (n)[or� lnP (nm ax)forthatm atter]

representa change in Helm holtz free energy ofthe sys-

tem . The use of� � in Eq.2,however,is stillform ally

correct [34]. M oreover,as we have shown,the critical

nucleusdoesnotsigni� cantly alterthe P in oursystem .

Hence,the nucleuscan be regarded asbeing in eithera

constantV ora constantP environm ent.

AtT = 3000 K ,clustersareinsu� ciently rareto iden-

tify N (n) with P (nm ax). Therefore,we calculate N (n)

directly using hard-wall constraints, a m ethod giving

the sam e results for3100 K as those obtained from the

parabolic constraint. Furtherm ore,we see a breakdown

in the ability ofoursingle orderparam eternm ax to suf-

� ciently characterize the criticalcluster. A high quality

cluster ofsize 2 can be post-critical,resulting in what

appearsto be a spinodal-likepro� le in Fig.9(d)forlate

tim es.Forourcurrentpurposes,weusetheportion ofthe

tim e serieswhich explicitly showsthe m etastable liquid

state in orderto calculate � G (n). In orderto calculate

P (nm ax) accurately at T near 3000 K ,m ore stringent

m easures should be taken, including perhaps using an

extra order param eter to help characterize the critical

statebetter.

Calculatingthekineticcom ponentsoftheCNT expres-

sion forthe rate,though m ore straightforward,requires

com m ent. The param eter � is usually de� ned as the

distance a particle m ust di� use when m oving from the

surrounding  uid to the nucleating phase,which is an

intuitive interpretation in the case ofcondensation in a

dilute gas.In the caseofcrystalnucleation,itsm eaning

isnotso clear,especially when we ask how � should be

interpreted with respectto a clustercriteria which iden-

ti� escorrelationsbetween particleenvironm ents.Never-

theless,by calculating D and f
+

crit
,we � nd � = 0:2 nm .

Thisvalue isphysically appealing,asitislessthan the

� rstneighborSi-Sidistance of0:3 nm and the distance

between the two sub peaksofthe � rstgSiSi(r) peak for

stishovite (the � rstpeak issplit),isabout0:1 nm .This

reasonable value of� isevidence thatCNT providesan

adequatedescription ofnucleation in oursystem ,a con-

trastto the case ofm olten NaCl,where � wasfound to

be unphysically large[11].

O ur calculation of f+
crit

suggests there are two tim e

scalesassociatedwith thedynam icsofthecriticalcluster.

[nm ax(t)� n
�(0)]2 growsrapidly overthe� rst40fsbefore

reaching a plateau near4,afterwhich,itincreasesata

m uch slower rate. The di� usive growth ofthe cluster

occurs slowly and m easurem ents off+
crit

on the longer

tim e scale leads to reasonable values of�. The short-

tim e  uctuations m ost likely arise arise from particles

closeto theclusterde� nition thresholds,forwhich sm all

m otionsresultin theirbeing included orexcluded in the

crystallinecluster.

W e em phasize thatdespite the di� culties at3000 K ,

the rates J and JC N T com pare quite favorably,given

sim ilar com parisons done previously [11]. At higher T,

there are no di� culties with the form alism used to cal-

culate � G (n).Furtherm ore,the quantitative agreem ent

between � G (n) and Eq.2 is excellent,especially given

the fact that � � is calculated independently for bulk

phases.

Another intriguing aspect ofthis study is the di� er-

ence between � G (n)and � G m s(n). � G (n)isobtained

through equilibrium sim ulations ofthe constrained sys-

tem .The constraintallowsfora rigorousdeterm ination

on N (n),allowingpost-criticalstatestobesam pled while

determ iningthebarrier.� G m s(n)isdeterm ined through

M D sim ulationsofliquid quenched from T = 5000 K to

T0,allowing the liquid to relax for several�-relaxation

tim es,and collecting data only until500 psbefore crys-

tallization is detected through the energy. O nly three

runshave tx � tnuc > 500 ps,with the largestdi� erence

being 781 ps. Increasing the cuto� ofthe tim e seriesto

800 psbeforetx doesnotsigni� cantly alter� G
m s(n).

Thus,� G m s(n)isconstrained in a peculiarway.The

data are pruned to include post-criticalstructures, so

long as they happen to dissolve through som e  uctua-

tion.Therefore,post-criticalstatesaresam pled in anon-

equilibrium fashion. Also,pre-critical uctuations that

happen to carry the system overthe barrierquickly are

not sam pled welleither. Therefore,near-criticalstates

are sam pled less often than in equilibrium [and hence

� G m s(n)> � G (n)]. W e have not determ ined whether

this sam pling di� erence is su� cient to account for the

di� erencebetween � Gm s(n)and � G (n).

G iven these di� culties,the agreem entbetween J and

the rate calculated from N m s(n), following from our

seem ingly logicalprocedure to obtain a barrier height

from � G m s(n)[C m s(n�)],m ay be fortuitous. However,

another possibility regarding the discrepancy between

� G m s(n) and � G (n) is that the tim e scale on which
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the N (n) evolves is m uch longer that the �-relaxation

tim e oftheliquid.W e notethatquantitieslikeg(r)and

the structurefactorareconstantduring the tim e 500 ps

< t < tx � 500 ps. However,it is possible that N (n)

evolves m ore slowly. In this case,the N m s(n) that we

m easure isnotexpected to be the sam e asN (n),and is

perhapsm orephysically relevantin calculating the rate.

Perhapsthisiswhy Jm s agreesbetterwith J than does

JC N T . Clearly,the com parison ofthe m etastable liq-

uid distribution and the equilibrium distribution raises

a num ber ofinteresting questions that warrant further

investigation.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e perform N V T M D sim ulations ofliquid silica at

T0 = 3000K and V0 = 4:5733cm 3/m ol,correspondingto

P0 = 44:0G Pa,and calculatetherateofhom ogenousnu-

cleation tostishovitetobeJ = (6:0� 0:2)� 1034 m �3 s�1 .

Thisstate pointislocated deep in the stishovite� eld in

the P T phase diagram ,and within the single phase co-

existence region ofstishovite in the V T phase diagram .

T0 isatabouthalfthe m elting tem perature atthisP0.

W e also com pare thisrate to thatpredicted by CNT.

The work in form ing a clusterofsize n [� G (n)]follows

the form predicted by CNT (Eq.2) for T = 3000 K ,

3100 K ,3200 K and 3300 K .At 3300 K ,an indepen-

dent calculation of� � using bulk phase values allows

fora successfulone-param eter� tof� G (n).Assum ing a

sphericalnucleus,an estim ate forsurface tension in this

rangeofT is=kB T � 25.AtT = 3000K ,theCNT form

only � tsthe data wellonly up to n = 4,one largerthan

the criticalsize. Furtherm ore,the usualidenti� cation

N (n)� P (nm ax)breaksdown strongly atthisT.

W e also � nd that N (n) and Nm s(n) di� er. In fact,

using N m s yields a CNT result that is closer to direct

m easurem ent.Thism ay indicatea subtledependenceof

thenucleation rateon theinitialT from which thesystem

isquenched,viaslow evolution oftheclusterdistribution.

Calculating the kinetic prefactor, we obtain f
+

crit =

100 � 10 ns�1 , resulting in a calculated rate of 4:1 �

1035 m �3 s�1 ,with an uncertainty ofafactorof2.There-

fore CNT overestim atesthe rate by an orderofm agni-

tude. The averagedistance thata Siatom m ustdi� use

in attaching itselfto a crystalline clusteris� = 0:2 nm .

Thislength isapproxim ately twicethe width ofthe � rst

neighborshellofthe Si-Siradialdistribution function.
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Structure N b Q 4 Q 6 Q 8

FCC 12 0.19 0.57 0.40

BCC 12 0.08 0.54 0.38

HCP 12 0.10 0.48 0.32

SC 6 0.76 0.35 0.72

SC 10 0.40 0.02 0.60

LIQ 10 0.02 0.03 0.02

X-LIQ 6 0.21 0.33 0.24

X-LIQ 8 0.23 0.30 0.27

X-LIQ 10 0.23 0.27 0.29

X-LIQ 12 0.11 0.22 0.33

ST 3000K 6 0.39 0.52 0.33

ST 3000K 8 0.39 0.48 0.35

ST 3000K 10 0.40 0.45 0.38

ST 3000K 12 0.25 0.38 0.42

ST 0K 10 0.41 0.51 0.42

TABLE V:Q l for l= 4,6 and 8,for various structuresand

choicesofN b:face-centered cubic(FCC),body-centered cubic

(BCC),hexagonally close-packed (HCP),sim ple cubic (SC),

liquid silica atT = 3000 K (LIQ ),stishovite (ST)at3000 K ,

stishovite at 0 K ,and the structure that results when the

liquid spontaneously crystallizes to stishovite at 3000 K (X-

LIQ ).

V III. A P P EN D IX :D ET ER M IN IN G C LU ST ER

SIZE

W e only considerSiatom sin oursam ple when deter-

m ining crystallinity.There arethree reasonsforthis:Si

and O atom s have di� erent localgeom etry and so the

analysisism adeeasierby lookingonly atSi-Sistructure;

itis com putationally fasterto do so;and ourorderpa-

ram eterdoesnottrack,and thereforedoesnotin uence,

whatthe O atom sare doing,allowing forgreaterstruc-

turalfreedom during the constrained M C sim ulations.

In term s ofdeterm ining localgeom etry,the di� culty

arisesin describing the di� erentenvironm entsofSiand

O atom s. In the case ofNaCl, both species have the

sam e coordination environm ent in the solid,and there-

fore can be described with one schem e. In the case of

SiO 2,ratherthan � nding a way ofdescribing Si-O ,O -O

and Si-Sibonds separately,we choose to accountfor Si

atom sonly. Thisisalso com putationally faster. W e as-

sum e that the strong localstoichiom etry willpersist in

the growing clustersaswell.

In orderto de� ne a crystalline clusterform ing within

the liquid,we follow the procedure laid out in [7]. W e

need a bond orderparam eterthatcapturescrystalstruc-

ture.Tobegin with,weusesphericalharm onicsYlm (̂rij),

where r̂ij isa unitvectorpointing along a bond between

particles iand j (and thus providing elevation and az-

im uth angleswith respectto a � xed coordinatesystem ).

ForFCC and BCC crystals,l= 6 hasbeen used,while

forsalt(havingcubicstructure),l= 4hasbeen used [11].

The� rststep isto de� nea localquantity on theparticle
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FIG .12: D eterm ination ofcharacterization thresholds. W e

plot the probability distribution ofcij values in (a) for the

liquid,stishovite and the spontaneously crystallized liquid at

T0 and V0. The results in each case are averages from �ve

con�gurations.Based on thisplot,wechooseavalueofccut =

0:5. In (b)we plotthe probability distribution ofN c values

based on ccut. At this T,stishovite appears to always have

ten Si-SiconnectionsperSi.Based on thisplot,we choose a

valueofN
c
cut = 5,atorabovewhich a Siion isdeem ed to be

crystal-like.

level,

qlm (i)=

N b(i)X

j= 1

Ylm (̂rij); (20)

wherethesum isovertheN b bondsofparticlei.A global

m easureofthe overallcrystallinity can be written,

Q lm =

P N

i= 1
qlm (i)

P N

i= 1
N b(i)

; (21)

and hence a quantity thatdoesnotdepend on the coor-

dinatesystem is,

Q l=

 

4�

2l+ 1

lX

m = �l

jQ lm j
2

! 1=2

: (22)

Usually,N b isdeterm ined viaacuto� distancenearthe

� rstm inim um in theradialdistribution function.Ideally,

FCC,BCC and HCP structures have twelve neighbors,

whilesim plecubichassix.However,duringasim ulation,

N b will uctuate. In the presentwork,instead ofde� n-

ing a distance cut-o� ,we always choose the closest ten

silicon neighborsofa given silicon atom ,i.e.,N b = 10 al-

ways.In stishovite,the� rstSi-Sineighborshellcontains

ten atom s,although theshellissplitwith two neighbors

slightly closerthan the othereight.

In Table V, we list the Q l values for l = 4, 6 and

8,for various crystalstructures as wellas for both the

m etastableliquid and thestateaftertheliquid hasspon-

taneously crystallized (crystalwith defects).W eseethat

both Q 6 and Q 8 givehigh valuesform ostcrystals.How-

ever,l= 8 seem to be less sensitive to the value ofN b

chosen.In particular,forN b = 10 in thecaseofthesim -

ple cubic structure,Q 6 fares m uch worse that Q 8. For

our study,we do not know what the structure ofpre-

criticalnucleiofstishoviteis,and thuswepreferto have

an order param eter that is m ore accepting ofdi� erent

structures.Therefore,we choosel= 8

Havingselected N b = 10,and l= 8,wenow proceed to

determ ine whata crystal-like atom is,and whethertwo

crystal-like atom s are part ofthe sam e cluster. Having

de� ned qlm in Eq.20,wecan form adotproductc(� 1 �

c� 1)between two neighboring Siatom siand j,

cij =

8X

m = �8

q̂8m (i)̂q
�
8m (j); (23)

where

q̂8m (i)=
q8m (i)

�P 8

m = �8 jq8m (i)j
2
�1=2

; (24)

and q� is the com plex conjugate ofq. In this way,c is

determ ined forevery pairofneighboring atom s.Fortwo

atom swith very sim ilarly oriented bonding geom etry,c

willhavea value closeto unity.

Thedistribution ofcvaluesisplotted in Fig.12(a)for

stishovite,liquid and spontaneouslycrystallized liquid all

atT0 and V0.W e seefrom the plotthatvery few atom s

pairsin the liquid havea value greaterthan about0:75,

while very few atom pairin stishovite have a value less

than 0:75.However,a value ofc= 0:5 providesa better

criterion for di� erentiating between the liquid,and the

spontaneously crystallized con� guration. Therefore,we

chooseacut-o� valueofccut = 0:5.A pairofneighboring

atom siand j thathave cij � ccut are considered to be

connected by a crystal-likebond.

To de� ne a crystal-likeatom ,we say thatthe num ber

of connections N c an atom possesses m ust be greater
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than or equalto N c
cut. To determ ine N c

cut,we plot the

distribution ofN c in Fig.12(b)forthesam ecasesasfor

c. W e see that allatom s in the stishovite crystalhave

N c = 10,while the distribution for the liquid vanishes

near N c = 5. From the plot,any value between 5 and

10 would serveto distinguish theliquid from thecrystal.

W e choose N c
cut = 5 to be less restrictive in our choice

oforderparam eter.Beyond this,clustersarede� ned by

considering connectionsonly between crystal-likeatom s.
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