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M elting is analyzed dynam ically as a problem of localization at a liquid-solid interface. A

Lindem ann-like criterion ofm elting isderived in term sofparticularvibrationalam plitudes,which

turn out to equala universalquotient (about one-tenth) ofthe m olecular spacing, at the inter-

face.Thenearuniversality oftheLindem ann ratio apparently arisesowing to strongly overdam ped

dynam ics near m elting,and despite the anharm onic interactions’being system -speci�c. A sim ilar

criterion isderived forstructuraldisplacem entsin thebulk ofthesolid,in particulartheprem elted

layer;thecriterion isno longerstrictly universal,butstilldependsonly on theharm onic properties

ofthesolid.W efurthercom putethedependenceofthem agnitudeoftheelem entalm oleculartrans-

lations,in deeply supercooled uids,on the tem perature and the high frequency elastic constants.

W e show explicitly thatthe surface tension between distinctliquid states,nearthe glasstransition

ofa supercooled liquid,isnearly evenly splitbetween entropic and energetic contributions.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N :W H A T IS \M ELT IN G "?

Theword \m elting" turnsoutto m ean m orethan one

thing. (Forreviews,see [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,

12].)

At a high enough tem perature,the shear m odulus of

a perfectcrystalwould vanish,which,according to Born

[7,13],would lead to m elting. This type ofm elting is

som etim escalled m echanicalm elting. Experience shows

neverthelessthat in realcrystals,the lattice alwaysbe-

ginsto desintegrate atsigni�cantly lowertem peratures,

when theshearresistanceofthebulk stillexceedsatleast

a halfofitszero tem peraturevalue[1,2,3].Thistypeof

m elting,called therm odynam ic m elting,appearsto usu-

ally initiate atdefects,m ostnotably atthe free surface,

but also at grain boundaries,im purity sites etc. [1,2].

Another well known peculiarity of the m elting/fusion

transition is, while liquids are relatively easy to over-

cool,overheating a crystalseem s very di�cult, except

under specialcircum stances,such as when the free sur-

face is \clam ped",or in the case ofwater,which con-

tracts upon m elting thus allowing for internalm elting

[8]. Surface m elting phenom ena are very com plicated,

asisjustaboutanything aboutsurfaces:The m eltm ay

orm ay notwetthe crystalsurface;the thicknessofthe

\prem elted" layer,separating the crystalfrom the va-

por,often exhibitspowerlaw scaling with the proxim ity

to the m elting tem perature;the surface itselfis usually

reconstructed and often experiences roughening transi-

tions below m elting [10,11]. O ne should add here the

e�ects oflattice anisotropy [14,15]and possible poly-

m orphic transitions near the m elting tem perature [16].

To sum m arize,conceptualizing m elting as a dynam ical

process is not straightforward and depends on speci�c

circum stances.

In view ofthe com plicationsabove,itcom esasa sur-

prise that there should be the following sim ple,nearly

universalphenom enologicalcriterion,due to Lindem ann

[6,17,18]: At m elting the typicalvibrationaldisplace-

m ent,fora given crystalline class,should be som e �xed

fraction ofthe lattice spacing. Lindem ann posited that

the ratio should be about a half,im plying direct colli-

sions between the atom s constituting the lattice would

becom e possible, leading to the lattice’s dem ise. O ne

m ay note that the Lindem ann’s argum ent accounts for

anharm onicitiesin theproblem butin averygenericfash-

ion,through the existence ofcollisions.The value ofthe

Lindem ann ratio waslaterrevised by G ilvarry [19]to be

aboutonetenth and worksratherwellindeed:Datacom -

pilations[8,20]show only avariation of10% orsowithin

a given crystalstructure type,and the overallrange is

between 0.068 and 0.114.

It is in the context ofthe Einstein’s theory ofvibra-

tionsin solidsthatLindem ann form ulated hiscriterion;

perhapsforthisreason,the criterion hasbeen a bench-

m ark in density functionalstudies(DFT)ofcrystalm elt-

ing (see e.g. [21,22]),which are accurate in the short-

wavelength,Einstein lim it. Nevertheless,itwasnotun-

tila DFT study ofaperiodic crystals,when the Linde-

m ann ratio turned up on a �rstprinciples basis,as an

orderparam eter:W olynesand coworkers[23,24]dem on-

strated that a liquid,iffailed to crystallize,should set-

tle into (long-living) aperiodic structures. The transi-

tion,orrathera cross-over,ischaracterized by a discon-

tinuous change in the localization length from an e�ec-

tively in�nite to a �nite value; the latter gives the vi-

brationaldisplacem entatthe m echanicalstability edge.

Thislength therefore directly correspondsto the Linde-

m ann length;itsDFT-com puted valuem atcheswellthat

observed in crystals,and,in the �rstplace,the neutron

scattering data in supercooled liquidsand frozen glasses

[25,26]. Lindem ann-like criteria also naturally arise in

treatm ents ofenergy landscape m odels ofprotein fold-

ing and collapse[27,28],m ean-�eld m odelsofthestruc-

turalglasstransition [29],and in vortex lattice m elting

in superconductors [30]. Even in the absence ofa �rst

principlesjusti�cation,theLindem ann ruleisoften used

on purely em piricalgrounds,evidently owing to its re-

m arkable circum stantialconsistency,and its sim plicity.

Applicationsrangefrom vortex latticesin rotating Bose

condensates [31]to estim ating the native state entropy

ofa protein [32]. Generalized Lindem ann criteria have

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0607009v1
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been applied to defect-induced am orphization ofa crys-

tal[33],or m elting in one-com ponent plasm as (see [34]

and referencestherein).An inverseLindem ann criterion

has been suggested for crystallization [35]. An increas-

ingly usefulapplication ofthe Lindem ann criterion isin

m olecular dynam ics sim ulations (see e.g. [36]), where

de�nitive observation ofm elting is usually beyond cur-

rentcom putationaltechnology.

Perhaps,the m ostim m ediate objection to the Linde-

m ann’scriterion isthatitinvolvescharacteristicsofonly

one ofthe two phases coexisting at m elting; a proper

criterion,presum ably,should com pare som e property of

both phases. For exam ple,in the absence ofextensive

defects,com paring the bulk free energieswould be ade-

quate.In addition,aswenow understand,aproperanal-

ysisofdynam icalm elting should proceed with reference

to processes at the liquid/solid interface. The present

work im plem entsthesetwo notionsin thefollowing way:

First,in Subsection IIA,we consider the escape ofa

m olecule from the solid/liquid interface into the liquid.

Here,two length scales ofm olecular m otions willarise,

whoseratioto them olecularspacingisuniversalatm elt-

ing.O ne length scale isthe size ofthe m etastable m ini-

m um harboring a m olecule which isaboutto change its

location (forexam ple,to exitinto the liquid);the other

isthe extentofthe transition state during the exit.The

relation ofthe two scales to the vibrationalam plitudes

properwilldepend on thedetailed m orphology ofthere-

gion in question;soforexam ple,thesurfaceroughnessor

thespeci�ccrystalfacewilla�ectsurfacem elting.Under

m ost circum stances,nevertheless,the derived criterion

willsim ply am ountto a sim pleLindem ann-likecriterion.

Second,we ask in Subsection IIB,whatwould be the

m agnitude ofthe (weakly activated)m oleculardisplace-

m ents in the bulk ofthe solid,in the presence ofalter-

native structuralstates. For glass-form ing substances,

these displacem ents are actually present in the bulk of

the m aterial,ifitissupercooled. O therwise,alternative

structuralstatesarepresentonly in a \prem elted" layer,

ifany. A proper m elting criterion willbe form ulated,

which am ounts to com paring the vibrationalm olecular

am plitudes to the structuraldisplacem ents: in a stable

solid,theform ershould lessthan thelatter.W ewillfur-

ther deduce the dependence ofthe structuraldisplace-

m ents on the m aterial’s sti�ness,and the tem perature.

Theresultsapply directly to prem elted layersand super-

cooled liquids.

II. D ER IVA T IO N O F A M ELT IN G C R IT ER IO N

A . M elting at the Interface

It willbe m ost straightforward to see how a m elting

criterionarisesform oleculesthataredirectlyatthesolid-

liquid interface,in thesensethathere,sim ply an isolated

activated eventisrequired in orderfora m oleculeto exit

irreversibly into the liquid. A num berofconventionsas

to what an \interface" is are possible and are subject

to the sam e am biguitiesasthe de�nitionsofthe phases

them selves. Itisbeyond reasonable doubtthatthe sur-

face region ofa m elting solid is far from the sim pli�ed

text-book pictures,even ignoring surface roughening ef-

fects:Theinterfaceisnotsharp,and often extendsforup

to severaltensofatom s,ascould bededuced,som ewhat

indirectly,from studies of(pre)m elted layers dem arcat-

ing a solid from its vapor [14,37]. (See also a recent

review [12]on surface ice m elting.) That the interface

is \di�use" near m elting has been also concluded the-

oretically,via density functionalstudies [38]em ploying

speci�c ansatzes for the equilibrium distribution func-

tions in the solid and liquid. Furtherm ore,the hetero-

geneity acrossthe layeris notonly structuralbut m ust

also involve a heterogeneity in relaxation tim es,i.e. the

lifetim es oflong-living localstructures. Sim ilar to the

density,thelife-tim esin theprem eltlayerinterpolatebe-

tween those in the liquid and the solid. Severalwaysto

dealwith the am biguity in de�ning a solid-liquid inter-

facem ay beproposed.Forexam ple,O xtobyand Haym et

[38]em ploy an appropriate equilibrium orderparam eter

changing continuously when going from liquid to solid.

Trayanov and Tosatti[39]analyzeprem elted layers,in a

m ean-�led fashion,based on twoorderparam eters,\den-

sity" and \crystallinity". Here,in orderto focuson the

dynam icalaspects ofm elting,we willuse the life-tim es

oflocalm etastablestructuresto establish an operational

criterion ofwhethera m oleculeisin the solid,orpartof

the liquid. W hile the equlibrium interfacialregion m ay

be discussed only in a broad sense,asa \di�use" entity,

the dynam ic interface willturn outto be thin and well

de�ned.

W e willdistinguish between the liquid and the solid

in the usualway,via sym m etry,and willspeci�cally fo-

cus on the tim e scale on which the sym m etry is bro-

ken/restored. Consider a substance consisting ofa sin-

gle,relatively com pactm olecularspecies,in theclassical

regim e. The crystalbreaks the translationalsym m etry

in thathere,one can labelthe m oleculesbased solely on

theireach being located within a particular,wellde�ned

cell. (C.f. howeverthe incom m ensurate quantum crys-

tals[40]). O ne m ay speak ofa uid,on the otherhand,

when such labelling is im possible. The corresponding

translationalsym m etry isphysically m aintained by par-

ticle transport. Call�0 the tim e it takes a m olecule to

di�use a distance de�ning the volum etric density ofthe

liquid. Choose a com pact,speci�c cell,in space,whose

volum e is equalto the volum e per m olecule in the liq-

uid. Since the tim e �0 is signi�cantly longer than the

tim e scale ofdensity uctuations,it is guaranteed that

another,identicalm olecule willhave visited the chosen

cell,within tim e �0 upon the exit ofthe previous cell’s

dweller,thus erasing the possibility thatone be able to

labela m oleculeby itsspatiallocation.Itisthereforeat

tim esexceeding �0 thatonem ay speak ofa liquid state.

Recallalso that we are considering com pact m olecules,

and so rotationaldi�usion/equilibration isnotan issue.
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Itisuseful,forfuture reference,to com pute the particle

exchange tim e �0,in term s ofthe collisionaltim e: Let

1=a3 � n be the m olecularconcentration in the uid,so

thata istheaverage,volum etricm olecularspacing.The

typicalcollisional,orauto-correlation tim e(also de�ning

thedensity uctuation tim e-scale)is�auto = m =�,where

� ’ 6�a�isthefriction coe�cient,�istheviscosity,and

m isthem olecule’sm ass.Thetim e�0 ittakesto di�use

a distance a isroughly a2=6D ,where D isthe di�usion

constant,related to the friction through the Einstein’s

relation D = kB T=�.Asa result,

�0

�auto
’
6�2�2a

�kB T
; (1)

where � is the liquid’s m ass density. O ne m ay directly

check that near m elting,this ratio is generically about

103 butvarieswithin anorderofm agnitudeorsobetween

di�erent substances: For instance, cobalt and sodium

yield 1:3� 103 and 2:1� 103 respectively. This indicates

ittakesabouta thousand m olecularcollisionsorso,per

m olecularvolum e,to establish localtherm alequilibrium

in a liquid.Finally,notethatthelargevalueoftheratio

in Eq.(1) is an internaltest of the argum ent’s consis-

tency:To give a counterexam ple,itwould be incorrect

to use analogouslogic to estim ate equilibration tim esin

dilute gases. Here one would �nd,using the elem entary

kinetic theory,that�0=�auto ’ 9(�=a2)2 < 1,where � is

them olecularscatteringcrosssection;clearly �0 doesnot

correspond to an equilibration tim escale.O fcourse,the

rate lim iting step during equilibration in dilute gasesis

di�usion in the m om entum space,which is responsible

for establishing the M axwell distribution of velocities;

whereas in dense liquids near fusion,the rate lim iting

step iscon�gurationalequilibration.

Consider now a region of space occupied by a solid

and itsm elt,atsom etem peratureT justabovethelow-

esttem perature,Tm ,atwhich surfacem eltingispossible.

Suppose there is a m olecule,in the region,that fails to

m ovea distancea in thetim e�0.(To avoid confusion we

notethatiflong wave-length sound ispresentin thesys-

tem ,one should stipulate thatthe localreference fram e

m ove with the sound.) Allsuch m olecules can not be

regarded aspartofthe liquid,asjustdiscussed,and so

wem ustregard them aspartofthesolid.Theboundary

ofany (spatially)closed setofsuch m oleculesm ay there-

forebede�ned asthesolid-liquid interface.O n theother

hand,the inability ofa m olecule to m ovethe distance a

in tim e�0 isequivalentto saying them oleculeisresiding

in a m etastable free energy m inim um . In other words,

a m olecule ispartofthe solid,ifthe escape tim e �escape
from itscurrentneighborhood exceedstheexchangetim e

�0:

�escape > �0: (2)

The escape tim e �escape willgenerally di�er for distinct

crystallinefaces,orvariousdistinctsurfacem orphologies.

The abovestipulation that

T = Tm + 0+ ; (3)

x

TS

dTS

k T
Bd

x

V(x)

xm

l

FIG .1: A genericschem aticofan escapefreeenergy pro�leis

shown.lT S,the transition state size,dem arcatesthe vicinity

ofthe saddle point within the therm alenergy from the top.

d and dT S are de�ned in text.

im pliesthatthereisatleastonespeci�cface/m orphology

which is in near equilibrium with the liquid,and there

areno face/m orphologieswhich arem elting in a sponta-

neousfashion. In the following we willspeci�cally con-

siderthose facesthatare m elting in a quasi-equilibrium

fashion.Forthese,

�escape = �0: (4)

O ne m ay regard this expression as the dynam icaldef-

inition ofa solid/liquid interface. A m elting tem pera-

ture Tm ,asde�ned above,willgenerally di�erfrom the

usualcalorim etricm eltingtem perature,ifthesolid m elts

anisotropically.(The latterisusually the case.)

In order to estim ate �escape, we shalladopt the ap-

proach ofFrauenfelderand W olynes(FW )[41](see also

[42,43]),whohavedelineated thevariousactivated trans-

portregim es,and com puted the corresponding rates,in

term s ofseveralcharacteristic length scales. First note

that owing to the frequent collisions (see also below),

the m otion ofthe reaction coordinate corresponding to

the escape m ode, is strongly overdam ped. An opera-

tionalcriterion ofthis is that the particle’s m ean free

path be signi�cantly shorter than the transition state

size:lm fp � lT S.(A schem atic ofthe free energy pro�le

alongtheprogresscoordinateisshown in Fig.1.) Asare-

sult,theparticlestaysin thetransition stateregion fora

longtim e,relativeto them olecularcollisionaltim e�auto,

leading to a large num ber ofbarriercrossings,while at

thetop ofthebarrier:N c = lT S=lm fp.Thecorresponding

ratem ay thereforebeestim ated usingthestandard tran-

sition state result,m ultiplied by a (sm all) transm ition

factor � ’ 2lm fp=lT S = 2�autovth=lT S,as appropriate in

the overdam ped K ram erslim it. Here,vth =
p
3kbT=m

is the therm alvelocity ofthe particle. As a result,the

K ram ersratereads:

�
�1
escape =

1

2

hjvji

(
p
2�d)

2�autovth

lT S
e
�V

z

=kB T ; (5)
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where

d �
1

p
2�

Z

xm

dxexp�[V (x)�V (x m )]=kB T (6)

is the \size" ofthe m etastable basin. (The labelxm in

the integration lim its indicates that the integralis un-

derstood in its asym ptotic sense in term softhe basin’s

width.) The coe�cient 1=
p
2� was incorporated in

the de�nition so that d =


(�x)2

�1=2
, if the poten-

tialis strictly harm onic at the m inim um xm . hjvji =
p
2=(3�)vth isthetherm ally averagedparticlespeed that

enterstheexpression forthem olecularux atthebarrier

top. Lastly,V z � V (xz)� V (xm )isthe barrierheight.

Thelatterisactuallyquiteeasytoevaluateafteronereal-

izesthatan escapeeventwillhaveoccured,ifa particle’s

displacem entjustexceedsthetypicaltherm alvibrational

am plitude ofthe interface. This is because the particle

willhavecrossed thetherm ally de�nableboundary ofthe

solid and m ustberegarded aspartoftheliquid.Forthis

sim ple argum entto be valid,it is essential,again,that

the speci�c face ofthe solid be wetted by the liquid,i.e.

the facebe actually m elting.Since the typicalenergy of

the surface vibrationsisexactly kB T,the particle’styp-

icaldisplacem ent free energy costwillnot exceed kB T,

hence V z = kB T.Further,wede�ne

dT S �
1

2
p
2
lT S; (7)

where the num ericalfactorischosen so thatifthe bar-

rier is parabolic at the top,then dT S =


(�x)2

�1=2
in

theinverted potentialatthesaddlepoint.By de�nition,

m (!�)2(lT S=2)
2=2 = kB T,where!

� isthe under-barrier

frequency, see Fig.1. After putting all this together

and recalling that �0 = a2=6D = a2m =6kB T�auto =

a2=2v2
th
�auto,onehasby Eq.(4):

ddT S

a2
=

1

4
p
6�e

’ 0:01; (8)

universally.W ethereforeobservethatitispossibletofor-

m ulate a purely kinem atic criterion ofm elting,in term s

oftheratio oflength scalescharacterizingm olecularm o-

tions in the interface region. The num ericalconstants

on the r.h.s. ofEq.(8) should not, perhaps,be taken

too seriously;neverthelesstheestim ateisexpected to be

accuratewithin a factorof2 orso.

A num berofcom m entsare due here.Firstofall,can

oneevenapplyatransitionstateargum ent,when thebar-

rierissolow? Theanswerisyes,becauseofthehigh fric-

tion.Indeed,supposeforam om enttherewerenobarrier.

Even so,theexitwould befarfrom instantaneous,being

subjectto(frequent)collisionswith thenearbym olecules,

justasarethem olecularm otionsin theneighboring liq-

uid. Using the Sm oluchowskidi�usion lim ited reaction

rateexpression (in 1D),onestillgetsthesam ebasicscal-

ing for the escape rate: kescape � D =l2T S � v2
th
�auto=l

2
T S

(seealso [32]).Theoverdam ped characterofthem olecu-

larm otion isessentialin thepresentcontext,and so one

should like to estim ate the actualvalue ofthe lm fp=lT S
ratio,which ise�ectively the sm allparam eteroftheory.

The estim atein Eq.(1)suggeststhatthisratio isindeed

quitesm all.Num erically itisoftheorderonehundredth,

consideringthatdT S=a � 0:1.Atanyrate,m olecularm o-

tions in liquids are overdam ped,near Tm ,and so m ust

be the m otions in the corresponding crystals,near Tm ,

becausethey areofcom parable(usually greater)density.

Despite sim pli�cations due to the high friction, the

shallownessofthe m etastable potentialcom plicates the

interpretation ofthe sim ple result in Eq.(8). Since the

transition statesizeisvirtuallyequaltothereaction path

length,itprobably m akeslittle senseto di�erentiatebe-

tween dT S and d. For those sam e reasons,the integral

in Eq.(6) is only m eaningfulin the lowest order in the

reactantbasin width,theexpansion being asym ptoticof

course.Thisleadsto a sim pleryetrelation

edL �
dL

a
’ 0:1; (9)

where dL ’ d ’ dT S stands for the am plitude ofthe

reversiblem otion in the m olecularm etastable m inim um

at the liquid-solid interface. The subscript \L" alludes

to \Lindem ann";theparam eterdL willbesom etim esre-

ferredtoasthe\Lindem annlength".Im portantly,dL isa

m easureofthedisplacem entin thedirection ofthefastest

escape,which is perpendicular to the surface. Further,

a signi�es the m olecular spacing right at the interface.

Strictly speaking thisim pliesour(volum etric)m olecular

spacing isa variablechanging continuouslyacrossthein-

terface.Thisappearsreasonableasthecrystaland liquid

density di�eractually relatively little,notby m uch m ore

than thetypicaltherm aldensity uctuationsin thecrys-

tal,nearthe m elting tem perature. (See also the earlier

m ention ofthe O xtoby and Haym et’s order param eter

[38].) Finally,the param etersd and dT S should be der-

erm inablein a sim ulation,with a m odestcom putational

e�ort.

Are the sim ple relations (8) and (9) consistent with

the generalnotionsofsurface m elting? Yes,in a rather

plain way. To give an exam ple,suppose the surface is

rough,so that it has a corner,or an edge. Clearly the

vibrationalam plitudes at corners and edges are larger

than thoseatextended atfaces,becausetherearefewer

neighbors. This is consistentwith the expectation that

corners(and edges)m elt�rst,i.e.atlowertem peratures

than say at faces. The relation in Eq.(9) is quantita-

tively consistentwith Valenta’scalculationsofthevibra-

tionaldisplacem ents at the three distinct crystallfaces

oflead,i.e. (110),(100),and (111) [44]. These faces

are known to prem elt at increasingly higher tem pera-

tures. According to Ref.[44], the vibrationaldisplace-

m ents at allthree faces turn out ot be of nearly the

sam e m agnitude of0:22�A or so,at the respective pre-

m elting tem peratures. In any event,one should expect

thatdenserpacked,sti�erfaceswillexhibitlesservibra-

tionaldisplacem ents norm alto the interface and there-

fore willm eltatincreasingly highertem peratures. This
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qualitative notion is consistent with the results ofM D

sim ulationson an FCC crystal,by K ojim aand Susa [45],

and on a BCC crystal,by Sorkin atel.[4].

B . A therm odynam ic m elting criterion in the bulk

Letusnow discusstheim plicationsoftherelations(8)

and (9)forthem olecularm otion am plitudesin thebulkof

the solid.The typicalvibrationaldisplacem ents,dvib(0),

atthe surface and in the bulk,dvib(z),willbe certainly

com parable. The variable z m easuresthe distance from

the interface,see Fig.2. In the bulk,the greaterlattice

sti�ness in the bulk willbe partially com pensated by a

sm allerlatticeconstant,savethesubstancesthatexpand

upon freezing.Asa result,thelocal(dvib(z)=a(z))ratio,

while also generically ofabout0:1 in value in the bulk,

is no longer expected to be strictly universal, in con-

trastto thatattheinterface(seebelow).Now,onem ust

bearin m ind thatm otionsresulting in a locally di�erent

structure,m ay also bepresenton thesolid sideofthein-

terface.In the preceding Subsection,we have com puted

the m agnitude ofthe displacem entsdL such thatwould

lead to the exit ofan atom from the solid into the liq-

uid. In this Section,we willcom pute the m agnitude of

analogous irreversible atom ic displacem ents,but inside

the solid. Here,the atom also exits its present lattice

site butto �nd itselfin a recon�gured lattice,notin the

liquid. G iven the lattice has recon�gured and is poised

to accept a particle,the latter willtransfer in a nearly

activationlessfashion,sim ilarly to exiting into theliquid.

Thelatticerecon�gurationitselfiscooperativeeventcon-

sisting ofa largenum berofthoseelem ental,nearly acti-

vationlesstransitionsoccuring on the tim e scale �escape.

The latter m ust occur in a concerted fashion,im plying

the cooperative recon�gurations are rare and occur on

m uch longertim esscales:

�str � �escape; (10)

wherethe index \str" indicates\structural".

First of all, do such rare structuralrecon�gurations

take place in the bulk? W e argue in the following that

they do indeed,within prem elted layers. According to

the surface calorim etric studies ofSantucciat el. [46],

theexcessentropy ofthe\prem elted"surfacelayerofthe

Li(110)face,relativeto thebulk crystal,isabouta half

ofthebulk liquid entropy excess,seeFig.3(b)ofRef.[46].

(The author is aware of surface calorim etric estim ates

only on this particular substance,however com parable

valuesofthesurfaceentropyareexpected forotherm ate-

rialsaswell,see[46]and referencestherein.) Thisclearly

im plies that the excess entropy,sc,within the prem elt

layer,isinterm ediatebetween thatofthecrystaland the

liquid.Furtherm ore,thisentropy m ustdecreaseinto the

bulk,soastointerpolatebetween theliquid and thesolid

values.The latteriszero.The relatively high density of

states in the prem elt,corresponding to sc � kB =2 per

z=0
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FIG .2: A cartoon ofa solid-liquid interface is shown,in-

cluding theprem eltlayer;thelatterischaracterized by som e

disorder. (Here,we ignore possible roughness or reconstruc-

tion ofthe surface.) The area containing the doubled circles

illustratesaregion undergoing acooperativestructuralrecon-

�guration.Thecooperativity isnecessary tom inim izedensity

variations during the transition. The solid and the dashed

circles denote the atom ic con�gurations before and after a

structuraltransition. An individual,elem entaldisplacem ent

isofm agnitudedL (z)m ildly dependenton thedistancetothe

interface. Each ofthese elem entaldisplacem ents are nearly

activationless;whereasthetotalcooperative eventhasa high

barrierbecausetheprobability ofa largenum berofconcerted

elem entaleventsislow.

particle,would be im possible to account for by trans-

lations ofvacancies: The vacancy concentration would

be too sm all,considering thatthe density and the com -

pressibility oftheprem eltarecom parableto thosein the

solid bulk. (The vacancy form ation energies are in the

eV range,ofcourse,seee.g.[47].) Asa result,the room

for m olecular translations is provided not by di�using

vacancies,butsom e otherstructuraldegreesoffreedom

thatinvolvem orethan one particle.Anotherpossibility

isdislocations,whose signi�canceseem slessstraightfor-

ward to estim ate than thatofvacancies.Atthe present

stage oftheory,however,itappersthatdislocationsbe-

com eim portantclosertothepointofm echanicalm elting,

which they m ostlikely orchestratein the�rstplace.The

m echanicalm elting tem peratureseem sto beseveraltens

ofdegreesabovethe bulk therm odynam ic m elting point

(see[1,2,3]and referencestherein.)

W hat is the detailed m icroscopic nature ofthe con-

�gurationaldegreesoffreedom ,in thesurfaceprem elted

layer? It is likely that they correspond to transitions

between long-living structures analogous to the local

m etastable structurespredicted by the random �rstor-

dertransition (RFO T)theory ofsupercooled liquidsand

glasses,ofW olynesand coworkers[48,49,50].Thetran-

sitions span regions 3 to 6 m olecular units across,and

have been directly observed by a variety of non-linear

spectroscopies,see [51]fora recentreview. The con�g-

urationalentropy ofa supercooled liquid,justabovethe
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glasstransition,isabout0:8kB perm olecularunit.Itis

thereforecom parableto thatin theprem elted layers.To

com plete the analogy,note the viscosity ofsupercooled

m elts,nearTg,isextrem elyhigh,consistentwith thepre-

m elted layers exhibiting progressively slower relaxation

away from the interfaceproper.

O ne m ay estim ate,sem i-quantitatively,how the m ag-

nitude of the elem ental displacem ents decreases away

from the surface,as the sti�ness increases. The m ag-

nitudeofthedisplacem entswillgenerally depend on the

distance from the interface,i.e. dL = dL (z),see Fig.2.

Because a particle exits not into the liquid but into a

m atrix poised to receive the particle,we no longerhave

theconvenienceofthebarrierbeing equalto thetherm al

energy.W em aysay,nevertheless,thatthebarrierwillin-

creaseintothebulk becausethelatticesti�nessincreases

away from the surface. Let us denote this z-dependent

barrierasV z(z),so that

V
z(0)= kB Tm : (11)

Now,it turns out that both �auto and �escape are z-

independent,because ofthe detailed balance: There is

no net particle transport at these tim e-scales. The ac-

tualnetparticletransportoccursatthem uch slowertim e

scale,�str,ofthe extended structuraltransitions,and is

consistentwith theexistenceofa density gradientin the

prem eltlayer. (The detailed balance argum entabove is

only valid when the elem entaland the structuraltran-

sitions are tim e scale separated, which is indeed true,

in view ofEq.(10)). The constancy of�auto and �escape,

togetherwith Eqs.(5)and (11),yield thatthe following

quantity isinvariantthroughoutthe solid:

�
dL (z)

dL (0)

�2

e
V
z
(z)

V z(0) = e: (12)

Thisstatem entcan beused toself-consistentlydeterm ine

the value ofthe dL (z)=dL(0)ratio,afteronerecallsthat

the activation barrier V z arises from the elastic strain

ofthe lattice:Since the therm ally relevantvibronic dis-

placem entsare within aboutone-tenth ofthe m olecular

spacing or less,the elastic energy,as a function ofthe

latticestrain,isdom inated by thequadraticcom ponent,

i.e.:

V
z(z)’ K (z)

�
dL (z)

a(z)

�2

a
3(z)= K (z)a(z)d2L(z); (13)

Here,K (z) is a locale�ective elastic m odulus that de-

pendsboth on theisotropiccom pressibility and theshear

m odulus, and a(z) is the local volum etric spacing; in

other words V z(z) gives the elastic energy arising from

the local strain [dL (z)=a(z)]
2, per m olecular volum e.

(The ratio [dL (z)=a(z)]
2 is a m easure ofthe therm ally

averaged square ofthe dim ensionlesselastic strain used

here asin the standard elasticity theory [52].) O ne ob-

tains,asa result:

�
dL (z)

dL (0)

�2

e
�(z)

h
dL (z)

dL (0)

i
2

= e; (14)
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FIG .3: Shown are the dependences ofthe Lindem ann and

the vibronic displacem ents, relative to their m axim alvalue

dm ax,achieved atthe surface,asfunctionsofthe dim ension-

less sti�ness �. The latter is the product ofthe elastic con-

stantand thelatticeconstant,in term softhem inim um value

ofthisproductachieved atthe surface.

where,again,[dL (0)]’ 0:1aand theparam eter�(z)gives

the sti�ness ofthe lattice,atdistance z from the inter-

face,relativeto itsvalueatthe interface:

�(z)=
K (z)a(z)

K (0)a(0)
: (15)

Note that K (0)a(0)d2
L
(0) = V z(0) = kB Tm . W e stress

again that the (very low) barriers,im plied in Eqs.(13)

and(14),correspondtoelem entaltranslationsthatwould

occurgiven anotherstructuralstateexistsand therefore

apply to allofthe bulk. Because the elem entalevents

are subject to the existence ofan underlying structural

transition in the corresponding region,itis appropriate

to term thedisplacem entsdL as�duciary displacem ents,

orpresum able displacem ents.

It is easy to solve, num erically, Eq.(14) for the

dL (z)=dL(0)ratioasafunction ofthedim ensionlesssti�-

ness �(z), with the result shown in Fig.3. The �du-

ciarydisplacem entdL (z)should becom pared tothether-

m alvibrationalam plitude dvib(z),which is�xed by the

equipartition theorem :

K (z)a(z)d2vib(z)= kB T: (16)

Thel.h.s.ofthe�rstequation givestheusualelasticen-

ergy density ofthesolid,tim esthevolum eofa unitcell.

As followsfrom the discussion in the preceding Subsec-

tion,

dvib(0)= dL (0)� dm ax: (17)

The vibronic displacem ent dvib(z) depends on the sti�-

nessin averysim pleway,and isshown in Fig.3,alongside

the �-dependence ofthe �duciary,Lindem ann diplace-

m ent. Note that here we did not have to treat explic-

itly the anisotropy ofelastic properties,as long as we
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wereconsistentin m easuringthedisplacem entsdL (0)and

dvib(0)norm alto the free surface.

Sincethez-variableisadum m y label,itisappropriate

to sim ply think ofthe displacem ents dL and dvib,rela-

tive to their m axim alvalues achieved atthe surface,as

functions ofthe dim ensionless sti�ness �. According to

Fig.3,itisalwaystrue that

dvib(z)< dL (z); (z > 0); (18)

c.f. Eq.(2). W e therefore observe that solids m ay be

de�ned as collections ofm olecules in which the m agni-

tude ofpurely vibrationalexcitations is always sm aller

than theextentofthe�duciary structuraldisplacem ents.

As a result, a solid is (typically) capable of sustain-

ingvibrationalexcitationswithoutirreversiblestructural

changes.According to Fig.3,a stablersolid corresponds

togreatervaluesofthesti�nessparam eter�,correspond-

ing to larger values ofthe di�erence (dL � dvib). O ne

m ay therefore interpretEq.(18)assaying thatthe sti�-

nessofa lattice thatallowsforalternativestructures,is

som ewhat sm aller than the sti�ness ofthe correspond-

ing latticewhich isstrictly elastic,i.e.m echanically sta-

ble.W ethusobservethatvanishingoftheshearm odulus

is notrequired in order for the lattice to be locally m e-

chanically unstable. Now,the lim iting situation where

dvib(z) = dL (z),at z = 0,bears a dualm eaning: (a)

it signi�es m elting and (b) it de�nes the boundary be-

tween thesolid and theliquid phase.In view ofEq.(12),

the statem ents in this paragraph are valid regardlessof

theelasticfreeenergy being strictly quadraticin thedis-

placem ent.Finally note thatEqs.(14)and (16)arelaws

ofcorrespondingstatesforthestructuraland vibrational

displacem entsin a solid.

W e have thus found that form ulating a criterion of

m elting and de�ning a solid,in the �rst place,requires

introducing �duciary structuralm odes,in thesensethat

thesem odesm ay orm ay notbereadily observed in areal

m aterial.W ehavearguedthatsuchm odesprobablyexist

in asu�ciently extended prem eltlayer.O therwise,there

isstilla way to forcethesolid to sam plethespectrum of

thosestructuralexcitations,even attem peraturesbelow

the m elting point,nam ely by quenching thecorrespond-

ing substance from its liquid state into a frozen glass.

M any polym erssim ply do notform crystals,and aredif-

�cult to characterize m orphologically in a de�nite way,

in the �rstplace.In these,there isno shortageofstruc-

turaltransitions. A sim ilar com m ent applies to folded

proteins. Certain substances,that are very di�cult to

supercool,such asice,am orphizeunderpressure(seee.g.

[53]).Finally,energeticparticlebeam sm ay beem ployed

to locally forcea crystalinto a structurally excited state.

Thepossibilityofsuch externallyinduced structurallyex-

cited statesisactually aphysicalrealization ofaM axwell

construction!To givean analogy,theM axwellconstruc-

tion in a non-idealgas also uses presum able states,i.e.

such that(@p=@V )T > 0,in deriving a criterion ofa �rst

ordertransition,i.e.boiling/condensation.

Now,suppose there is a signi�cant prem elt layer on

the surface. Direct spectroscopic observations ofthese

are intrinsically di�cult, since a beam (neutron or X-

ray)su�ciently intense to produce usefulsignal,would

also inevitably heatup and liquefy the surface. O n the

other hand,surface,near-atom ic resolution techniques,

such asthose em ployed by Israelo� [54],m ay be helpful

in characterizing structuralsurfacem odes.Im portantly,

a conclusive surface study m ust be non-linear so as to

sense dynam ic heterogeneity,in order to distinguish ir-

reversible structuralrelaxationsfrom purely vibrational

excitations.

Finally, for com pleteness, one should like to see

whether the argum ents above would also be robust in

system s other than single-com ponent liquids. Unfor-

tunately, m ixtures necessitate considering m any addi-

tional factors, well beyond the scope of this article,

prim arily owing to the details of interaction between

the constituents of the m ixture, phase separation etc.

Here,we willlim itourselvesto a few rem arks. Suppose

the m oleculesare (chem ically identical)rigid,relatively

weakly interacting rods. Clearly the m elting willoccur

from thefaceparallelto theorientation oftherods,oth-

erwise the m olecule would have to slide out ofthe m a-

trix,which would be too costly energetically. (W e as-

sum e the rodsare closely packed,in a colinearfashion.)

The\m elting displacem ent" d isthereforeperpendicular

to therods’orientation,and,consequently,isalso about

onetenth ofthem onom ersize,butprobably notuniver-

sally.Analogouslogicappliestoacrystalm adeofweakly

interactingdisk-shaped m olecules,which willm elto� the

crystallographicplane parallelto the disk planes. (This

is in the case when the discs are stacked in a coplanar

m anner.) The case ofm ono-valentionic m eltsisproba-

bly adequately viewed asthatofasingle-com ponentsub-

stancewith a slightly elongated m olecule,sincethem elt

willtend to be locally electrically neutral,on average.

Again,we recoverthe basic estim ate from Eq.(9)where

a isthevolum etricspacingbetween thedistinctm oieties,

notthe unitcellsize;d isthe displacem entbetween the

neighboring atom s.

III. A C T IVA T ED M O T IO N S IN SU P ER C O O LED

LIQ U ID S A S LO C A L M ELT IN G

The analysisofSubsection IIB wasconducted on the

assum ption thatsolidsexist,ofcourse. In other words,

theargum entby itselfcould notbeused to establish the

existence ofa solid state,butcould only give the condi-

tionsofstability ofa solid onceitisform ed.Thedetails

ofsolidi�cation,below Tm ,areknown to depend on how

fast one cools the substance and on the liquid’s viscos-

ity.Ifeitherofthe cooling speed orthe viscosity ishigh

enough,the nucleation ofthe crystalline phase willbe

prevented,with the liquid �nding itselfin a supercooled

statefora signi�cantam ountoftim e.

Here,wewillestim ate the tem peraturedependence of

the elem entaldisplacem entsin a liquid thatwascooled
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below itsfusion point,buthasfailed to crystallize.Since

the structuralequilibration has never occured,displace-

m ents m ust take place such that they im ply a change

ofthe localstructuralstate. Since these displacem ents

are atthe m echanicalstability edge ofthe m aterial,we

m ay also denote theirm agnitude with dL (T),where we

explicitly indicate the tem perature dependence of the

m agnitude of the elem ental displacem ents. (Clearly,

dL (Tm )= dL (z = 0).) Thereforein a supercooled liquid,

thedisplacem entsdL areno longer�duciary,butstrictly

factual.O n theotherhand,theregularliquid state,that

does not discrim inate between m olecular displacem ents

oflessthan sizea (recallour\labelling"discussion),now

becom es a �duciary state! (For reference,we pointout

such a regularliquid state explicitly arises,forinstance,

in the DFT study ofaperiodic crystalsin Ref.[23],orof

the m ean-�eld Pottsglasses[55].) W e m ay use thisnew

�duciary state to write the law ofcorresponding states

from Eq.(14)ata tem peratureT below Tm :

�
dL (z;T)

dL (0;T)

�2

e
�(z;T )

h
dL (z;T )

dL (0;T )

i
2

= e: (19)

Here,even though the z-variableisdum m y,itisstrictly

im plied thatz = 1 ,i.e.theinterfaceisin�nitely rem ote

from thebulk,by construction.Sincetheuniversalquan-

tity ~dL � dL (0)=a(0) is,by its very m eaning,tem pera-

ture independent,it is convenient to rewrite the above

relation in thefollowing form :

(dL =a)
2

~d2
L

e
�(K a

3
=T )

(dL =a)
2

~d2
L = e; (20)

where

�(K a
3
=T)�

K (T)a3(T)=kB T

K (T0)a
3(T0)=kB T0

: (21)

As a rem inder, K (T0)a
3(T0)~d

2=kB T0 = 1,for any T0.

W hile, in principle, the interface at any tem perature

T0 � Tm m ay be used as a reference state,in practice

onecan m easurethesti�nessonly atthephysicalm elting

tem perature Tm ;therefore m ostconveniently one would

set T0 = Tm in Eq.(20). Again,we have arrived at a

law ofcorresponding states,even though the variables

are distinct from those entering Eq.(14): The displace-

m entsare in relation to the lattice spacing;the running

coupling constant K a3=T,governing the displacem ents

m agnitude,is dim ensionless too,and is ofthe order 1.

The lattersuggeststhatbelow the m elting tem perature

(butabovevitri�cation!) thesystem rem ainsatadelicate

balance between energetic and entropic contributionsto

its free energy (see also [49]and the discussion ofthe

surfaceenergy below).

As already m entioned, the RFO T theory has built

a constructive,m icroscopic picture ofstructuralrelax-

ationsin deeply supercoooled liquidsand frozen glasses.

W e learn from the RFO T theory that one m ay think

ofstructuralrearrangm eents in deeply supercooled liq-

uids as activated growth of distinct aperiodic phases

within each other. The corresponding activation pro�le

is[48,49]:

F (N )jT > Tg = 
p
N � TscN ; (22)

where N is the num ber of particles in the nucleus of

the new structuralstate within the previous structural

state. The con�gurationalentropy (the � TscN term )

drivesthetransitions,whilethebarrierarisesdueto the

m ism atch energy penalty,
p
N ,between distinctstates.

This m ism atch m ay be thought of as the surface ten-

sion ofthe dom ain wallseparating the two alternative

structuralstates. As already m entioned,the elem ental

displacem entsoccuron a conditionalbasis,ifan alterna-

tive structuralstate is present locally. As a result,the

fullRFO T structuralrelaxation rateis:

�
�1

R FO T
= �

�1
escape(T;z = 1 )e�F

z

R F O T
=T
: (23)

(The tim e scale �str,introduced earlier,was an analog

ofthe tim e scale �R FO T butin the contextofstructural

relaxationsin prem elted crystallinelayers.)

The elem ental translations, corresponding to the

length dL ,play an im portantrole in the RFO T theory,

fora num berofreasons. Firstofall,the corresponding

length scale arises as an order param eter during a �rst

order cross-over from the \regular" liquid state to the

onewherem etastablestructurespersistfora discernible

tim e. (Fora deep enough quench,thistim e is given by

�
�1

R FO T
from Eq.(23).) In thecourseofthiscross-over,the

localization length ofa m olecule jum ps from in�nity to

a �nite value,i.e.dL itself[23].Thislocalization length

dependsonly weakly on the tem perature/density,asthe

DFT study in Ref.[23]suggested. The near constancy

of the Lindem ann ratio dL =a turned out instrum ental

in establishing the near universality ofthe surface ten-

sion coe�cient between locally com peting liquid struc-

turesin deeply supercooled liquids.Thissurfacetension

was com puted by Xia and W olynes (XW ) [49]without

adjustable param eters: it depends only logarithm ically

on the Lindem ann ratio leading to the following expres-

sion forthe tension coe�cient:

=
2
p
3�

2
kB T ln

�
(a=dL )

2

�e

�

: (24)

(The notations are from Refs.[51, 56].) This result,

am ong other things, enabled XW to calculate the nu-

m ericalvalueofthebarrierforstructuralrecon�guration

from Eq.(22)leading to speci�cestim atesofthesizeofa

cooperatively rearranging region.Thissizegrowsfrom a

few m olecularunits (\beads"),nearTm ,to roughly 200

beads near the glass transition,im plying each region is

about5-6 beadsacrossnearTg. (A bead typically con-

sists ofa few atom s;for a detailed discussion see [57],

and also [58]).

The presentargum entsenable one to com pute explic-

itly thetem peraturedependenceoftheLindem ann ratio,

based on the relation in Eq.(20). The result is shown,
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again,in Fig.3,where � = kB T=(K (T)a3(T)) now,see

Eq.(21). The lattice spacing ofthe liquid willdecrease,

and theelasticconstantswillincrease,with lowering the

tem perature, albeit weakly. Here of course, we m ean

thehigh frequency elasticconstants,which arede�nable

on tim e scales shorter than the life-tim es of the long-

living m etastable structures. For m ost substances,the

ratio Tg=Tm � 2=3, em pirically. As a result, the pa-

ram eter��1 ,in Fig.3,willdecreaseatm ostto the value

of0.67,before the liquid freezesinto a glass,leading to

dL (Tg)=a(Tg) ’ 0:9,according to the �gure. W e have

thusestablished,on a�rstprinciplesbasis,thatthedL =a

ratio indeed varies little with tem perature,at m ost by

10% .Thiscorroboratesthe use ofthe Lindem ann crite-

rion,by the RFO T theory,to establish the nearuniver-

sality ofthesurfacetension on thebasisofa nearuniver-

sality ofthe m olecular displacem ent at the m echanical

stability edge,relativeto them olecularspacing.Finally,

thecom puted tem peraturedependenceoftheLindem ann

length dL should bem easurableby neutron scattering,as

in Ref.[26].

Further we can see explicitly whatparam etersin the

problem drive the surface energy ,by substituting the

running value ofthe dL =a ratio from Eq.(20) into the

logarithm in Eq.(24):

kB T ln

�
(a=dL)

2

�e

�

= kB T[ln(4
p
6)� 1]+ V

z(T); (25)

whereV z(T)= K (T)a(T)d2
L
(T)istheactualenergy bar-

rierforatypicalelem entaltranslation,asstem m ingfrom

the lattice strain;also,[ln(4
p
6)� 1]’ 1:28. It follows

from the equation abovethatthe energeticand entropic

contributionsto the surface tension are actually com pa-

rable,at alltem peratures above vitri�cation: T > Tg.

For the reference,we show in Fig.4 the V z(T)=kB T ra-

tio,which iseasily com puted from Eq.(20),asa function

of�. At ��1 ’ :67,V z ’ 1:21kB T. It is not entirely

clear,atpresent,whatsigni�cance should be attributed

to the��1 -intervalthatcorrespondsto tem peraturesbe-

low vitri�cation.

Finally, it seem s instructive to m ake an explicit es-

tim ate ofthe ��1escape(T;z = 1 ). As already m entioned,

thenum berofcollisionsperunittim e,foraharm onically

con�ned particle,scaleslinearly with energy,leading to

�auto(T)=�auto(Tm )= Tm =T.Thisand Eqs.(5-8)yield:

�
�1
escape =

p
3=8

D (Tm )

�ddT S
e
�V

z

=kB T = �
�1
0 (Tm )e

1�V
z

=kB T ;

(26)

where D (Tm )and �0(Tm ) are the regulardi�usion con-

stant and the equilibration tim e scale �0,ofthe corre-

spondingliquid atthem eltingtem peratureTm .�0(Tm )is

aboutten picoseconds,and theexponentialpartactually

does not lead to an activated tem perature dependence,

buta m uch weakerone,in view ofFig.4.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1/ζ

0

1

2

3

4

V
✝ (T

)/
k B

T

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10

1

2

3

4

FIG . 4: Shown is the ratio of the energy barrier to the

tem perature,foran elem entaltranslation,asa function of�.

IV . SU M M A R Y

W e haveestablished the existenceofa universalcrite-

rion of m elting, in term s of the ratio of length scales

characterizing the escape of a particle from its cur-

rentm etastable con�guration.The criterion istherefore

purely kinem atic. The obtained quantitative resultsare

consistentwith earlierstudiesofdisplacem entsatcrystal

surfaces,forseveralspeci�c substances[4,44,45]. The

said length scales are closely related to the vibrational

am plitudesin the crystalbulk,which wasargued to un-

derlietheotherwisepuzzling consistency oftheem pirical

Lindem ann criterion.

A proper treatm ent ofbulk m echanicalstability has

been perform ed,and hasrequired considering\�duciary"

alternativestructuralstatesin the lattice.Such alterna-

tivestatesareknown to existin supercooled liquidsand

glasses,and werearguedheretoexistin aprem elted layer

atthe liquid-crystalinterface.A propercriterion ofm e-

chanicalstability was form ulated;it stipulates that the

vibrationalm oleculardisplacem entsbelessthan theele-

m entaldisplacem entsthatwould occurduring them ulti-

particlestructuraltransitions.W ehaveseen thatvanish-

ing ofthe shearm odulusisnotnecessary forthe lattice

to be m echanically unstable,consistentwith the appar-

enthigh con�gurationalentropyofprem eltlayers.Direct

observation ofcooperativerearrangem entsin such layers

is di�cult, but m ay be possible with available surface

techniques.

W e have com puted the dependence ofthe elem ental

displacem ents on the m aterial’s sti�ness, and on the

tem perature. W hen taking place in supercooled liquids,

these can be m easured,forinstance,by neutron scatter-

ing.
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