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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 is derived In tem s of particular vibrational am plitudes, w hich
tum out to equal a universal quotient (about onetenth) of the m olecular spacing, at the inter-
face. The near universality of the Lindem ann ratio apparently arises ow ing to strongly overdam ped
dynam ics near m elting, and despite the anham onic interactions’ being system -speci c. A sim ilar
criterion is derived for structuraldisplacem ents in the bulk of the solid, in particular the prem elted
layer; the criterion is no longer strictly universal, but still depends only on the ham onic properties
ofthe solid. W e further com pute the dependence of them agniude ofthe elem entalm olecular trans—
lations, In deeply supercooled uids, on the tem perature and the high frequency elastic constants.
W e show explicitly that the surface tension between distinct liquid states, near the glass transition
of a supercooled liquid, is nearly evenly split between entropic and energetic contributions.

I. NTRODUCTION:W HAT IS \M ELTING "?

The word \m elting" tums out to m ean m ore
thing. For reviews, see @, d, 3,4, 86 i8:
a1

At a high enough tem perature, the shear m odulus of
a perfect crystalwould vanish, which, according to Bom
ij., :_1:_’:], would lead to melting. This type of m elting is
som etin es called m echanicalm elting. E xperience show s
nevertheless that In real crystals, the lattice always be—
gins to desintegrate at signi cantly lower tem peratures,
when the shear resistance ofthe buk stillexceedsat least
a halfof its zero tem perature valie ﬂ,',-r_j,:_ﬂ]. T his type of
m elting, called therm odynam ic m elting, appears to usu—
ally initiate at defects, m ost notably at the free surface,
but also at grain boundaries, In purity sites etc. ﬁ}', :_Z].
Another well known peculiarity of the m elting/fusion
transition is, while liquids are relatively easy to over—
co0], overheating a crystal seem s very di cult, except
under special circum stances, such as when the free sur-
face is \clam ped", or in the case of water, which con-
tracts upon m elting thus allow ng for ntemal m elting
E]. Surface m elting phenom ena are very com plicated,
as is jast about anything about surfaces: The m elt m ay
orm ay not wet the crystal surface; the thickness of the
\pram elted" layer, separating the crystal from the va-
por, offen exhibits power law scaling w ith the proxim iy
to the m elting tem perature; the surface itself is usually
reconstructed and often experiences roughening transi-
tions below m elting [1(5, :1]; O ne should add here the
e ects of lattice anisotropy .[14,,15] and possbl poly—
m orphic transitions near the m elting tem perature Il6]
To summ arize, conoceptualizing m elting as a dynam ical
process is not straightforward and depends on speci ¢
circum stances.

In view ofthe com plications above, i com es as a sur—
prise that there should be the Pllow ng sin ple, nearly
universalphenom enological criterion, due to Lindem ann
@, 7, 18]: At melting the typical vibrational displace—
ment, for a given crystalline class, should be some xed
fraction of the lattice spacing. Lindem ann posited that
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the ratio should be about a half, in plying direct colli-
sions between the atom s constituting the lattice would
becom e possble, leading to the lattice’s dem ise. One
m ay note that the Lindem ann’s argum ent accounts for
anham onicities In the problem but in a very generic fash—
ion, through the existence of collisions. T he value of the
Lindem ann ratio was Jater revised by G ivarry [19] to be
about one tenth and w orks ratherwell indeed: D ata com —
pilations ¥, 201 show only a variation 0f10% orso w ithin
a given crystal structure type, and the overall range is
between 0.068 and 0.114.

Tt is In the context of the E instein’s theory of vibbra—
tions In solids that Lindem ann fom ulated his criterion;
perhaps for this reason, the criterion has been a bench-
m ark in densiy functionalstudies O FT) ofcrystalm elt—
ng (seeeg. Q-]_:, :_2-2_’:]), which are accurate in the short—
wavelength, E Instein lim it. Nevertheless, i was not un—
tila DFT study of aperiodic crystals, when the Linde-
m ann ratio tumed up on a rst principlkes basis, as an
order param eter: W olynes and cow orkers @-Z_;, 2-4_].'] dem on-—
strated that a liquid, if failed to crystallize, should set—
tle nto (long-living) aperiodic structures. The transi-
tion, or rather a cross-over, is characterized by a discon—
tinuous change In the bcalization length from an e ec-
tively In nie to a nie valie; the latter gives the vi-
brational displacem ent at the m echanical stability edge.
T his length therefore directly corresponds to the Linde-
m ann length; sD F T -com puted valuem atches well that
observed in crystals, and, in the rst place, the neutron
scattering data In supercooled liquids and frozen glasses
PS5, 26]. Lindem ann-lke criteria also naturally arise in
treatm ents of en Jandscape m odels of protein fold-
ing and collapse ﬁ27- .'28], m ean— eld m odels of the struc—
tural glass transition [29], and in vortex lattice m elting
In superconductors BO] Even In the absence ofa st
principles justi cation, the Lindem ann rule is often used
on purely em pirical grounds, evidently ow Ing to its re-
m arkable circum stantial consistency, and its sin plicity.
Applications range from vortex lattices In rotating Bose
condensates i_3-L'] to estim ating the native state entropy
of a protein t_B_@‘]. G eneralized Lindem ann criteria have
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been apphed to defect-induced am orphization of a crys-
tal {33 or m elting in one-com ponent plasn as (see B4
and references therein). An nverse Lindem ann criterion
has been suggested for crystallization BS An increas—
ingly usefiil application of the Lindem ann criterion is in
m olecular dynam ics simulations (see eg. l_3§']), w here
de nitive observation of m elting is usually beyond cur-
rent com putational technology.

P erhaps, the m ost In m ediate ob ection to the Linde-
m ann’s criterion is that it nvolves characteristics ofonly
one of the two phases coexisting at m elting; a proper
criterion, presum ably, should com pare som e property of
loth phases. For exam pl, In the absence of extensive
defects, com paring the buk free energies would be ade—
quate. In addition, aswe now understand, a proper anal-
ysis of dynam icalm elting should proceed w ith reference
to processes at the liquid/solid interface. The present
work in plem ents these tw o notions in the follow hg way:

First, In Subsection ITA , we consider the escape of a
molecule from the solid/liquid interface into the liquid.
Here, two length scales of m olecular m otions w ill arise,
w hose ratio to them olecular spacing isuniversalat m elt—
Ing. O ne length scale is the size of the m etastable m ini-
mum harboring a m olecule which is about to change its
Jocation (for exam ple, to exit into the liquid); the other
is the extent of the transition state during the exit. The
relation of the two scales to the vibrational am plitudes
proper w illdepend on the detailed m orphology of the re—
gion in question; so for exam ple, the surface roughnessor
the speci ccrystalfacewilla ect surfacem elting. Under
m ost circum stances, nevertheless, the derived criterion
w ill sin ply am ount to a sim ple L indem ann-like criterion.

Second, we ask in Subsection :!E[_TB_:, what would be the
m agnitude of the Weakly activated) m olecular displace-
ments in the buk of the solid, In the presence of alter—
native structural states. For glassformm ing substances,
these displacem ents are actually present in the buk of
the m aterdial, if i is supercooled. O therw ise, altemative
structural states are present only in a \prem elted" layer,
if any. A proper m elting criterion will be form ulated,
which am ounts to com paring the vbrational m olecular
am plitudes to the structural displacem ents: In a stable
solid, the form er should less than the latter. W e w ill fur—
ther deduce the dependence of the structural displace—
ments on the m aterial’s sti ness, and the tem perature.
T he results apply directly to prem elted layers and super—
cooled liquids.

II. DERIVATION OF A MELTING CRITERION
A . M elting at the Interface

Tt will be m ost straightforward to see how a melting
criterion arises form olecules that are directly at the solid—
licquid interface, in the sense that here, sin ply an isolated
activated event is required in order for a m olecule to exit
irreversbly into the liquid. A num ber of conventions as

to what an \interface" is are possibl and are sub fct
to the sam e am biguities as the de nitions of the phases
them selves. It is beyond reasonable doubt that the sur-
face region of a m elting solid is far from the simpli ed
textook pictures, even ignoring surface roughening ef-
fects: T he interface isnot sharp, and often extends forup

to severaltens of atom s, as could be deduced, som ew hat
Indirectly, from studies of (pre)m elted layers dem arcat-
Ing a solid from its vapor tl4, :3'} (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 densiy functional studies [§§'] em ploying

soeci ¢ ansatzes for the equilbrium distrbution finc-
tions in the solid and liquid. Furthem ore, the hetero—
geneity across the layer is not only structuralbut must
also Involve a heterogeneity in relaxation tim es, ie. the

lifetim es of long-living local structures. Sinm ilar to the

density, the life-tim es in the pram el layer interpolate be-
tween those In the liquid and the solid. Severalways to

dealw ith the ambiguity In de ning a solid-liquid inter—
facem ay be proposed. Forexam ple, O xtoby and H aym et

{_§§'] em ploy an appropriate equilbriim order param eter
changing continuously when going from liquid to solid.

T rayanov and Tosatti I_B-Q'] analyze prem elted layers, n a

m ean— led fashion, based on two orderparam eters, \den—
sity™ and \crystallinity". Here, In order to focus on the

dynam ical aspects of m elting, we w ill use the lifetim es

of Jocalm etastable structures to establish an operational
criterion of whether a m olecule is in the solid, or part of
the Iiquid. W hile the equlbrium interfacial region m ay

be discussed only in a broad sense, asa \di use" entity,
the dynam ic Interface w ill tum out to be thin and well
de ned.

W e will distinguish between the liquid and the solid
In the usualway, via symm etry, and w ill speci cally fo—
cus on the time scale on which the symm etry is bro—
ken/restored. Consider a substance consisting of a sin—
gle, relatively com pact m olecular species, In the classical
regin e. The crystal breaks the translational sym m etry
In that here, one can kel the m olecules based sokely on
their each being located w thin a particular, wellde ned
cell. (C £f. however the incom m ensurate quantum crys—
tals @-(_]']) . Onemay soeak ofa uid, on the other hand,
when such labelling is impossble. The corresponding
translational sym m etry is physically m aintained by par-
ticle transport. Call o the time it takes a m olecule to
di use a distance de ning the volum etric density of the
Jicquid. Choose a com pact, speci c cell, In space, whose
volum e is equal to the volum e per m olecule in the lig—
uid. Since the tine ( is signi cantly longer than the
tin e scale of density uctuations, it is guaranteed that
another, identical m olecule w ill have visited the chosen
cell, within tine ( upon the exit of the previous cell’s
dw eller, thus erasing the possibility that one be able to
labela m oleculk by its spatial location. It is therefore at
tin es exceeding ( that onem ay speak ofa liquid state.
Recall also that we are considering com pact m olecules,
and so rotationaldi usion/equilbration is not an issue.



Tt isusef], for iture reference, to com pute the particle
exchange tine (o, In temm s of the collisional tine: Let
1=a’ n be the m olecular concentration in the uid, so
that a is the average, volum etric m olecular spacing. The
typical collisional, or auto-correlation tim e (also de ning
the density uctuation tim escale) is syto = m = , where

’ 6 a isthe friction coe cient, isthe viscosity, and
m isthemolculk’smass. Thetine ( it takesto di use
a distance a is roughly a?=6D , where D is the di usion
constant, related to the friction through the E Instein’s
relation D = ky T= .Asa resul,
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where is the liquid’s m ass density. O ne m ay directly
check that near m elting, this ratio is generically about
10° but variesw ithin an order ofm agnitude or so betw een
di erent substances: For instance, cobalt and sodium
vield 13 T0and 21  respectively. This ndicates
it takes about a thousand m olecular collisions or so, per
m olecular volum e, to establish localthem alequilbriim
n a liquid. Finally, note that the large value of the ratio
n Eq.@) is an intemal test of the argum ent’s consis-
tency: To give a counter exam ple, i would be incorrect
to use analogous logic to estim ate equilbration tim es in
dilute gases. Here one would nd, using the elem entary
kinetic theory, that o= auo / 9(=a2)? < 1,where is
the m olecular scattering cross section; clearly  doesnot
correspond to an equilbration tim e scale. O fcourse, the
rate lin iting step during equilbration in dilute gases is
di usion in the momentum space, which is responsble
for establishing the M axwell distrbution of velocities;
whereas in dense liquids near fiision, the rate lim iting
step iscon gurationalequilbration.

Consider now a region of space occupied by a solid
and itsm elt, at som e tem perature T Just above the low —
est tem perature, Ty, , at which surfacem elting ispossible.
Suppose there is a m okcule, In the region, that fails to
move a distancea In thetine (. (To avoid confiision we
note that if long wave-length sound is present in the sys—
tem , one should stipulate that the local reference fram e
move wih the sound. A1l such molcules can not be
regarded as part of the liquid, as jist discussed, and so
wemust regard them aspart ofthe solid. T he boundary
ofany (spatially) closed set of such m oleculesm ay there—
forebede ned asthe solid-liquid interface. O n the other
hand, the mability of a m olecule to m ove the distance a
In tine ( isequivalent to saying the m olecule is residing
In a metastable free energy m inimum . In other words,
a m olecule is part of the solid, if the escape tine  cscape
from is current neighborhood exceeds the exchange tin e

0=

0

escape > 0° )

The escape tine  ¢gcape Will generally di er for distinct
crystalline faces, or variousdistinct surfacem orphologies.
T he above stipulation that

T="T, +0"; 3)

V(X)

Xen X+ \ X
FIG .1l: A generic schem atic ofan escape free energy pro leis
shown. ) g, the transition state size, dem arcates the vicinity

of the saddle point w ithin the them al energy from the top.
d and dr g are de ned in text.

in plies that there isat least one speci ¢ face/m orphology
which is In near equilbrium with the liquid, and there
are no face/m orphologies w hich are m elting In a sponta—
neous fashion. In the follow ng we w ill speci cally con—
sider those faces that are m elting In a quasitequilibbriim
fashion. For these,

escape = 0+ 4)

One may regard this expression as the dynam ical def-
nition of a solid/liquid interface. A m elting tem pera—
ture T, , asde ned above, w ill generally di er from the
usualcalorim etricm elting tem perature, ifthe solid m elts
anisotropically. (T he latter is usually the case.)

In order to estin ate cscapes We shall adopt the ap-—
p_roagh of Frauenfelder and W olynes EFW ) [_51:] (see also
43,431, w ho have delineated the various activated trans—
port regin es, and com puted the corresponding rates, in
tem s of several characteristic length scales. First note
that owing to the frequent collisions (see also below),
the m otion of the reaction coordinate corresponding to
the escape m ode, is strongly overdam ped. An opera—
tional criterion of this is that the particle’s m ean free
path be signi cantly shorter than the transition state
size: L 5 T s. A schem atic of the free energy pro e
along the progress coordinate is shown in F jgs'!: ) Asare—
sul, the particle stays in the transition state region fora
long tin e, relative to them olecular collisionaltin e Lyto,
leading to a large num ber of barrier crossings, whike at
the top ofthebarrder: N . = k s=k g . T he corresponding
ratem ay therefore be estin ated using the standard tran—
sition state resul, muliplied by a (snall) tranam ition
factor 7 2l p=ks = 2 asutoVen=ks, as apprlgbpriate in
the overdam ped Kram ers lin i£. Here, i, =  3k,T=m
is the them al velocity of the particke. As a resuk, the
K ram ers rate reads:

1 _ 1 v\hj’ji- 2 autoVen V "=k T .
2(24d) ks

escape
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is the \size" of the m etastable basin. (The labelx, n
the Integration lin its indicates that the Integral is un—
derstood In its asym ptotic se in temm s of the basin’s
width) The coe cint 1= 2 was Incorporated in

the de nition o that d = ( x)2 ', if the poten-—
ial is strictly ham onic at the m Inmum x, . hjvi =

2=(3 vy, Isthethem ally averaged particle speed that
enters the expression forthem olecular ux at the barrier
top. Lastly, V* V &) V (% ) is the barrier height.
T he Jatter isactually quite easy to evaluate afterone real-
izes that an escape event w illhave occured, ifa particlk’s
displacem ent just exceeds the typicalthem alvibrational
am plitude of the interface. This is because the particle
w illhave crossed the them ally de nableboundary ofthe
solid and m ust be regarded aspart ofthe liquid. For this
sim ple argum ent to be valid, it is essential, again, that
the speci ¢ face of the solid be wetted by the liquid, ie.
the face be actually m elting. Since the typical energy of
the surface vibrations is exactly kg T, the partick’s typ—
ical displacem ent free energy cost will not exceed kg T,
hence VZ = kg T . Further, we de ne

1

drs EP_E krs; (7)
w here the num erical factor is chosen so that if the bar-
rier is parabolic at the top, then drs = ( x)? 2
the inverted potential at the saddle point. By de nition,
m (! )2 (s=2)?=2= kg T,where ! isthe underbarrier
frequency, see Fjg.:}'. A fter putting all this together
and recalling that o = a?=6D = a’m=6kg T auto =

a®=2v3  auto, One hasby E q.@:) :

ddrs 1

— =" 001; 8)
a 4 6 e

universally. W e therefore observe that it ispossble to for-
mulate a purely kinem atic criterion ofm elting, in tem s
ofthe ratio of length scales characterizing m olecularm o—
tions In the Interface region. The num erical constants
on the rhs. of E q.@:) should not, perhaps, be taken
too seriously; nevertheless the estin ate is expected to be
accurate w ithin a factor of2 or so.

A num ber of com m ents are due here. First of all, can
oneeven apply a transition state argum ent, when thebar-
rier is so low ? T he answ er is yes, because ofthe high frdic-
tion. Indeed, suppose foram om ent there w ere no barrier.
Even so, the exit would be far from Instantaneous, being
sub ectto (frequent) collisionsw ith the nearby m olecules,
Jjust as are the m olecular m otions in the neighboring lig—
uid. Usihg the Sm oluchow skidi usion lin ited reaction
rate expression (in 1D ), one still gets the sam e basic scal-
ing for th% escape rate: Kescape D :is ‘Eh auto:ljzj s
(see also [33)). T he overdam ped character of the m olecu-
larm otion is essential in the present context, and so one

should lke to estin ate the actual value of the L, =k s
ratio, which ise ectively the sm all param eter of theory.
The estin ate In Eq.(:}') suggests that this ratio is indeed
quite sm all. Num erically it is ofthe order one hundredth,
considering that dr s=a 0d.Atany rate,m olecularm o—
tions in liquids are overdam ped, near Ty, , and so must
be the m otions In the corresponding crystals, near Ty, ,
because they are of com parable (usually greater) density.

Desgpite sinpli cations due to the high friction, the
shallow ness of the m etastable potential com plicates the
Interpretation of the sinple result in Eq.@) . Sihce the
transition state size is virtually equalto the reaction path
length, it probably m akes little sense to di erentiate be-
tween drs and d. For those sam e reasons, the integral
n Eq.{_é) is only m eaningfiil n the lowest order in the
reactant basin w idth, the expansion being asym ptotic of
course. This leads to a sin pler yet relation

d
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where d;, ' d '’ drg stands for the am plitude of the
reversble m otion in the m olecular m etastable m inin um
at the liquid-solid interface. The subscript \L " alludes
to \Lindem ann"; the param eter d;, w illbe som etim es re—
ferred to asthe \Lindem ann length" . Im portantly, d;, isa
m easure ofthe digplacem ent in the direction ofthe fastest
escape, which is perpendicular to the surface. Further,
a signi es the m olecular spacing right at the interface.
Strictly speaking this in plies our (volum etric) m olecular
spacing is a variable changing continuously across the in—
terface. T his appears reasonable as the crystaland liquid
density di er actually relatively little, not by m uch m ore
than the typicalthem aldensity uctuations in the crys—
tal, near the m elting tem perature. (See also the earlier
m ention of the O xtoby and Haym et's order param eter
B39].) Finally, the param eters d and dr s should be der—
em Inabl in a sim ulation, w ith a m odest com putational
e ort.

A re the sin ple relations @) and ('g) consistent w ith
the general notions of surface m elting? Yes, n a rather
plin way. To give an exam ple, suppose the surface is
rough, so that it has a comer, or an edge. C learly the
vibrational am plitudes at comers and edges are larger
than those at extended at faces, because there are fewer
neighbors. This is consistent w ith the expectation that
comers (and edges) melt rst, ie. at lower tem peratures
than say at faces. The relation In Eq.@) is quantita—
tively consistent w ith Valenta’s calculations of the vibra—
tional displacem ents at the three distinct crystall faces
of kad, ie. (110), (100), and (111) [44]. These faces
are known to prem el at increasingly higher tem pera—
tures. A ccording to Ref.I_ZIZ_i], the vbrational displace—
ments at all three faces tum out ot be of nearly the
sam e m agniude of 022A or so, at the respective pre—
m elting tem peratures. In any event, one should expect
that denser packed, sti er faces willexhbit lesser vibra—
tional displacem ents nom al to the interface and there-
fore willm elt at Increasingly higher tem peratures. This



qualitative notion is consistent w ith the results of M D
sim ulationson an FCC crystal, by Ko Jm a and Susa I45],
and on a BCC crystal, by Sorkin at el. H].

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

Let usnow discuss the in plications ofthe relations Q'_d)
and ('_9) forthem olecularm otion am plitudes in thebuk of
the solid. T he typical vibrational displacem ents, dy 1, (0),
at the surface and in the bulk, dyy (z), willbe certainly
com parable. The var:irab]e z m easures the distance from
the Interface, see Fjgl_j. In the bulk, the greater lattice
sti ness in the buk willbe partially com pensated by a
an aller lattice constant, save the substances that expand
upon freezing. A s a resul, the local ([dyp (z)=a (z)) ratio,
while also generically of about 0:1 in value in the bulk,
is no longer expected to be strictly universal, in con—
trast to that at the Interface (see below ). Now , onem ust
bear in m ind that m otions resuting in a locally di erent
structure, m ay also be present on the solid side ofthe in—
terface. In the preceding Subsection, we have com puted
the m agniude of the displacem ents d;, such that would
lead to the exit of an atom from the solid into the lig—
uid. In this Section, we w ill com pute the m agniude of
analogous irreversible atom ic digplacem ents, but inside
the solid. Here, the atom also exits its present lattice
site but to nd iself n a reoon gured lattice, not in the
licquid. G iven the lattice has recon gured and is poised
to accept a particle, the latter will transfer in a nearly
activationless fashion, sim ilarly to exiing into the liquid.
T he lattice recon  guration itself is cooperative event con—
sisting of a Jarge num ber of those elem ental, nearly acti-
vationless transitions occuring on the tin e scale escape-
The latter must occur In a concerted fashion, In plying
the cooperative recon gurations are rare and occur on
much longer tin es scales:

str escaper’ 10)
w here the ndex \str" indicates \structural".

First of all, do such rare structural recon gurations
take place in the buk? W e argue in the follow ing that
they do Indeed, w ithin prem elted layers. A ccording to
the surface calorim etric studies of Santucci at el @é],
the excess entropy ofthe \prem elted" surface lJayer ofthe
Li (110) face, relative to the buk crystal, is about a l}a]f
ofthebulk liquid entropy excess, see Fig.3 (o) ofRef.Ile'].
(T he author is aware of surface calorim etric estim ates
only on this particular substance, however com parable
values of the surface entropy are expected for otherm ate-
rialsaswell, see {_éfé] and references therein.) T his clearly
In plies that the excess entropy, sc, within the prem ekt
layer, is Intermm ediate betw een that ofthe crystaland the
liquid. Furthem ore, this entropy m ust decrease into the
buk, so asto Interpolate between the liquid and the solid
values. T he latter is zero. T he relatively high density of
states In the prem ek, corresponding to s. g =2 per
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FIG.2: A cartoon of a solid-liguid interface is shown, in-

cluding the prem elt layer; the latter is characterized by som e
disorder. (Here, we ignore possible roughness or reconstruc—
tion of the surface.) The area containing the doubled circles
i strates a region undergoing a cooperative structural recon—

guration. T he cooperativity isnecessary tom inim ize density
variations during the transition. The solid and the dashed
circles denote the atom ic con gurations before and after a
structural transition. An individual, elem ental displacem ent
isofm agnituded;, (z) m ildly dependent on the distance to the
interface. Each of these elem ental displacem ents are nearly
activationless; w hereas the total cooperative event has a high
barrier because the probability of a Jarge num ber of concerted
elem ental events is low .

particle, would be Inpossble to account for by trans-
lations of vacancies: T he vacancy concentration would
be too am all, considering that the density and the com —
pressbility ofthe prem el are com parable to those In the
solid buk. (The vacancy form ation energies are in the
eV range, of course, see eg. [_41]'].) A s a resul, the room
for m olecular translations is provided not by di using
vacancies, but som e other structural degrees of freedom
that involve m ore than one particle. A nother possbility
is dislocations, whose signi cance seem s less straightfor-
ward to estin ate than that of vacancies. At the present
stage of theory, how ever, i appers that dislocations be-
com e In portant closerto thepoint ofm echanicalm elting,
w hich they m ost likely orchestrate in the rstplace. The
m echanicalm elting tem peratiire seem s to be severaltens
of degrees above the bulk them odynam ic m elting point
(see @4', :_2, :_3] and references therein.)

W hat is the detailed m icroscopic nature of the con-

gurational degrees of freedom , in the surface pram elted
layer? It is lkkely that they correspond to transitions
between long-living structures analogous to the local
m etastable structures predicted by the random  rst or-
der transition RFO T ) theory of supercooled liquids and
glasses, of W olynes and cow orkers [_5§', :fl-cj, :_'3-(_)'] T he tran—
sitions span regions 3 to 6 m olecular units across, and
have been directly observed by a variety of non-linear
spectroscopies, see [51 for a recent review . The con g-
urational entropy of a supercooled liquid, just above the



glass transition, is about 0:8ky perm olecularunit. It is
therefore com parable to that in the prem elted layers. To
com plete the analogy, note the viscosity of supercooled
m elts, near Ty, is extrem ely high, consistent w ith the pre-
m elted layers exhibiting progressively slower relaxation
away from the interface proper.

Onem ay estim ate, sam Iquantitatively, how the m ag—
niude of the elem ental displacem ents decreases away
from the surface, as the sti ness increases. The m ag—
nitude of the digplacem ents w ill generally depend on the
distance from the interface, ie. dy = di (z), see Figd.
Because a partick exits not into the liquid but into a
m atrix poised to receive the particle, we no longer have
the convenience ofthe barrier being equalto the them al
energy. W em ay say, hevertheless, that thebarrerw illin-
crease Into the bulk because the lattice sti ness increases
away from the surface. Let us denote this z-dependent
barrier asV ? (z), so that

VZ0)= kg Tn 11)

Now, it tums out that both Luto and escape are z-—
Independent, because of the detailed balance: There is
no net particle transport at these tin escales. The ac-
tualnet particle transport occurs at them uch slowertim e
scale, g, Of the extended structural transitions, and is
consistent w ith the existence of a density gradient in the
prem elt layer. (T he detailed balance argum ent above is
only valid when the elem ental and the structural tran—
sitions are tjme: scale separated, which is indeed true,
in view oqu.C_lC_i)). T he constancy of ayto and escaper
together w ith Eqs.("fq) and C_l-]_:), vield that the follow ing
quantity is invariant throughout the solid:

v Z(z)
evio = g

dy z) °
d, )

T his statem ent can be used to self-consistently determ ine
the value of the d;, (z)=d;, (0) ratio, after one recalls that
the activation barrier V* arises from the elastic strain
of the lattice: Since the them ally relevant vibronic dis-
placam ents are w thin about one-tenth of the m olecular
spacing or less, the elastic energy, as a function of the
lattice strain, is dom inated by the quadratic com ponent,
ie.:

12)

dy, (z)

a(z)

Here, K (z) is a locale ective elastic m odulus that de—
pendsboth on the isotropic com pressibility and the shear
modulus, and a(z) is the local volum etric spacing; in
other words V ? (z) gives the elastic energy arising from

the local strain M (z)=a(z)F, per molcular volm e.
(The ratio M (z)=a(z)F is a m easure of the them ally
averaged square of the din ensionless elastic strain used

VZ@)' K (z) @)a @) @); (13)

here as In the standard elasticity theory [_5@].) O ne ob-
tains, asa result:
2 h i,
fe! dy, (2)
5, (2) e P TO = a4)

dz, (0)
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FIG.3: Shown are the dependences of the Lindem ann and
the vibronic digplacem ents, relative to their m axim al value
dm ax, achieved at the surface, as functions of the dim ension—
Jess sti ness . The latter is the product of the elastic con—
stant and the lattice constant, in term s ofthem inim um value
of this product achieved at the surface.

where, again, [dr, (0)]’ O:idlaandtheparam eter (z) gives
the sti ness of the lattice, at distance z from the Inter—
face, relative to its value at the interface:

K (z)a(z) .

@ = 020

5)
Note that K (0)a(0)d2 (0) = V*(0) = ks Ty, . W e stress
again that the (very low) barriers, inplied in Egs. {13)
and Cl4 ), correspond to elem entaltranslationsthat would
occur given another structural state exists and therefore
apply to all of the bulk. Because the elem ental events
are sub ect to the existence of an underlying structural
transition in the corresponding region, it is appropriate
to tem the displacem ents d;, as duciary displacem ents,
or presum abk displacem ents. _

Tt is easy to solve, num erically, Eq.{_lfi) for the
dy, (z)=d;, (0) ratio asa finction ofthe dim ensionless sti —
ness (z), wih the result shown in Fjg;_j. The du-
ciary displacem ent dy, (z) should be com pared to the ther-
m al vibrational am plitude dy, (z), which is xed by the
equipartition theorem :

@)a(z)dy @)= ks T

The lhs. ofthe rst equation gives the usualelastic en—
ergy density of the solid, tim es the volum e ofa unit cell.
As follow s from the discussion in the preceding Subsec—
tion,

16)

Ay 0) = dr 0)  Ghax:

T he vibronic displacem ent dy 4, (z) depends on the sti -
nessin a very sin pleway, and isshown in and alongside
the -dependence of the duciary, Lindem ann diplace—
ment. Note that here we did not have to treat explic-
itly the anisotropy of elastic properties, as Iong as we

a7



w ere consistent iIn m easuring the displacem entsdy, (0) and
dyp (0) nom alto the free surface.

Since the z-variabl isa dum m y label, i is appropriate
to sin ply think of the displacem ents d;, and dyy, rela—
tive to their m axim al values achieved at the surface, as

functions of the dim ensionless sti ness . A ccording to
Fjgn_i, i is always true that
v (2) < dp (2); (2> 0); (18)

ct. Eq.(nr_Z). W e therefore observe that solids m ay be
de ned as collections of m olecules in which the m agni-
tude of purely vibrational excitations is always sn aller
than the extent ofthe duciary structuraldisplacem ents.
As a result, a solid is (typically) capable of sustain-—
ing vibrationalexcitationsw ithout irreversible structural
changes. A cocording to Fjg;_j, a stabler solid corresponds
to greatervalues ofthe sti nessparam eter , correspond-—
Ing to larger values of the di erence (@ dp). One
m ay therefore interpret Eq.C_l-E_il) as saying that the sti -
ness of a Jattice that allow s for altemative structures, is
som ew hat am aller than the sti ness of the correspond-
Ing lattice which is strictly elastic, ie. m echanically sta—
ble. W ethusobserve that vanishing ofthe shearm odulus
is not required In order for the lattice to be locally m e-
chanically unstable. Now, the 1m iting siuation where
dvip (z) = dp (), at z = 0, bears a dualmeaning: (@)
it signi esmelting and () i de nes the boundary be—
tween the solid and the liquid phase. In view oqu.('_l-g:),
the statem ents In this paragraph are valid regardless of
the elastic free energy being strictly quadrath in the dis-
placem ent. Finally note that Egs. Cl4) and (lé are law s
of corresponding states for the structuraland vibrational
displacem ents In a solid.

W e have thus found that form ulating a criterion of
melting and de ning a solid, In the st place, requires
Introducing duciary structuralm odes, In the sense that
thesem odesm ay orm ay notbe readily observed in a real
m aterial. W ehave argued that such m odesprobably exist
In asu ciently extended prem elt layer. O therw ise, there
is stilla way to force the solid to sam ple the spectrum of
those structural excitations, even at tem peratures below
the m elting point, nam ely by quenching the correspond—
Ing substance from is liquid state into a frozen glass.
M any polym ers sin ply do not form crystals, and are dif-

cult to characterize m orphologically In a de nie way,
In the rstplace. In these, there is no shortage of struc—
tural transitions. A sin ilar comm ent applies to folded
proteins. Certain substances, that are very di culk to
supercoo], such as ice, am orphize under pressure (seeeg.
ﬁ_i-z;]) . Finally, energetic particle beam sm ay be em ployed
to Jocally force a crystalinto a structurally excited state.
T he possibility of such extemally induced structurally ex—
cited states isactually a physicalrealization ofa M axwell
construction! To give an analogy, the M axw ell construc—
tion in a non-ideal gas also uses presum able states, ie
such that (@p=0@V )r > 0, in deriving a criterion ofa rst
order transition, ie. boiling/condensation.

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

the surface. D irect spectroscopic observations of these
are intrinsically di cult, since a beam (neutron or X -
ray) su ciently intense to produce usefiil signal, would
also nevitably heat up and liquefy the surface. On the
other hand, surface, nearatom ic reso]ut:on techniques,
such as those em ployed by Israclo .[541], m ay be helpful
In characterizing structural surface m odes. Im portantly,
a oconclusive surface study must be non-linear so as to
sense dynam ic heterogeneity, in order to distinguish ir-
reversble structural relaxations from purely vbrational
excitations.

Finally, for completeness, one should lke to see
w hether 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,
prin arily ow ing to the details of interaction between
the constituents of the m xture, phase separation etc.
Here, we will Iim it ourselves to a few rem arks. Suppose
the m olecules are (chem ically identical) rigid, relatively
weakly interacting rods. C larly the m elting w ill occur
from the face parallelto the ordentation of the rods, oth—
erw ise the m olecule would have to slide out of the m a—
trix, which would be too costly energetically. W e as—
sum e the rods are closely packed, in a colinear fashion.)
The \m elting digplacam ent" d is therefore perpendicular
to the rods’ ordentation, and, consequently, is also about
one tenth of the m onom er size, but probably not univer—
sally. A nalogous logic appliesto a crystalm ade ofweakly
Interacting disk-shaped m olecules, which willmelt o the
crystallographic plane parallel to the disk planes. (This
is In the case when the discs are stacked in a coplanar
m anner.) The case ofm ono-valent ionic m els is proba-
bly adequately view ed asthat ofa single-com ponent sub—
stance w ith a slightly elongated m olecule, since the m el
w il tend to be locally electrically neutral, on average.
A gain, we recover the basic estin ate from Eq.@) w here
a isthe volum etric spacing betw een the distinct m oieties,
not the unit cell size; d is the digplacam ent between the
neighboring atom s.

III. ACTIVATED MOTIONS IN SUPERCOOLED
LIQUIDS ASLOCAL MELTING

T he analysis of Subsection :_-]'_[33_: was conducted on the
assum ption that solids exist, of course. In other words,
the argum ent by itself could not be used to establish the
existence of a solid state, but could only give the condi-
tions of stability of a solid once it is form ed. T he details
of solidi cation,below T, , are known to depend on how
fast one cools the substance and on the liquid’s viscos—
ity. If either of the cooling speed or the viscosiy is high
enough, the nuclkation of the crystalline phase will be
prevented, w ith the liquid nding iself in a supercooled
state for a signi cant am ount oftim e.

Here, we w ill estin ate the tem perature dependence of
the elem ental displacem ents In a liquid that was cooled



below its fusion point, but has failed to crystallize. Since
the structural equilbbration has never occured, displace—
m ents m ust take place such that they Inply a change
of the local structural state. Since these displacem ents
are at the m echanical stability edge of the m aterdal, we
m ay also denote their m agnitude with dy, (T ), where we
explicitly indicate the tem perature dependence of the
m agniude of the elem ental displacem ents. (C kearly,
dp (T ) = dp, (z= 0).) Therefore In a supercooled liquid,
the displacem ents d;, are no Ionger duciary, but strictly
factual. O n the other hand, the regular liquid state, that
does not discrim inate between m olecular displacem ents
of less than size a (recallour \labelling" discussion), now
becomes a duciary state! For reference, we point out
such a regular liquid state explicitly arises, for instance,
in the DFT study of aperiodic crysta]s in Ref. 123], or of
the m ean—- eld Potts glasses [55] ) W emay use this new

duciary state to write the law of corresponding states
from Eq.{14) at a tem perature T below Ty :

h i
dy (z;T) 2

dy, (z;T) dp (077 = e: 19)

dy, 0;T)

(z;T)

Here, even though the z-variabl is dummy, it is strictly
Inplied thatz= 1 , ie. the interface isIn niely rem ote
from thebulk, by construction. Since the universalquan—
tity & d 0)=a () is, by is very m eaning, tem pera—
ture independent, it is convenient to rew rite the above
relation In the follow ing fom :

3 ., (dp=a)?
K a =T )dr—2

—\2
G=a)r T 20)

a
w here

K (T)a’>(T)=ks T
3=T) : 21
®a K (To)a> (To)=ks To e

As a rem inder, K (Tg)a® (To)&=ks To = 1, or any Ty.
W hile, n principle, the interface at any tem perature
Ty T, may be used as a reference state, In practice
one can m easure the sti nessonly at the physicalm elting
tem perature Ty, ; therefore m ost conveniently one would
st T = Tp 4 Eq. CZO) Again, we have arrived at a
law of corresponding states, even though the variables
are distinct from those entering Eq.@é_‘): The displace-
m ents are in relation to the Jattice spacing; the running
coupling constant K a®=T, goveming the displacem ents
m agnitude, is din ensionless too, and is of the order 1.
T he Jatter suggests that below the m elting tem perature
butaboveviri cation!) the system rem ainsata delicate
balance between energetic and entropic contributions to
its free energy (see also [49] and the discussion of the
surface energy below ).

A s already mentioned, the RFOT theory has built
a constructive, m icroscopic picture of structural relax—
ations in deeply supercoooled liquids and frozen glasses.
W e lam from the RFOT theory that one may think
of structural rearrangm eents in deeply supercooled lig-
uids as activated growth of distinct aperiodic phases

Ji:th

! each other. The corresponding activation pro Il
8,

4g]:

m:,

. P
FN)i>1, = N

TgN; 22)
where N is the number of particles in the nuclkus of
the new structural state within the previous structural
state. The con gurational entropy (the TgN tem)
drives the transitions, w hﬂepth_e barrier arises due to the
m isn atch energy penaly, N , between distinct states.
This m ism atch m ay be thought of as the surface ten-
sion of the dom ain wall ssparating the two altemative
structural states. A s already m entioned, the elem ental
displacem ents occur on a conditionalbasis, ifan altema—
tive structural state is present locally. As a resul, the
fIIRFO T structural relaxation rate is:

1 =
RFOT

cmape Tiz=1 )eFrror~T; @3)
(The tine scale g, troduced earlier, was an analog
of the tim e scale rroT but in the context of structural
relaxations in prem elted crystalline layers.)

The elemental transhtions, corresponding to the
length d, , play an In portant role in the RFO T theory,
for a num ber of reasons. First of all, the corresponding
length scale arises as an order param eter during a  rst
order crossover from the \regular" liquid state to the
one w here m etastable structures persist for a discemible
tm e. (Fora deep enough quench, this tin e is given by

RFO r from Eq. (23') In the course ofthis cross-over, the
lJocalization length of a m olecule jimps from in niy to
a nite value, ie. 4, iself P3]. This localization kngth
depends only weakly on the tem perature/density, as the
DFT study in Ref. {23 ] suggested. The near constancy
of the Lindem ann ratio di =a tumed out instrum ental
In establishing the near universality of the surface ten—
sion coe cient between locally com peting licquid struc—
tures In deeply supercooled liquids. This surface tension
was com puted by X ia and W olynes XW ) [49] w ithout
adjustable param eters: it depends only logarithm ically
on the Lindem ann ratio kading to the follow ing expres—
sion for the tension coe cient

P— 2
2 3 (a=dy, )
= ks Tlh —— : (24)
2 e

(T he notations are from Reﬁ.[_S-ll, :_S-Q'].) This resuk,
am ong other things, enabled XW to calculate the nu-—
m ericalvalue of the barrier for structuralrecon guration
from Eqg. QZ ) leading to speci c estin ates ofthe size ofa
cooperatively rearranging region. T his size grow s from a
few m olecular units (\beads"), near T, , to roughly 200
beads near the glass transition, iIn plying each region is
about 5-6 beads across near Tg. A bead typically con—
sists of a few atom s; fr a detailed discussion see 51],
and also [58)).

T he present argum ents enable one to com pute explic—
ik the tem perature dependence of the Lindem ann ratio,
based on the relation in Eq.('_2-g). The resuk is shown,



again, in Fjgd where = kg T=K (T)a>(T)) now, see

Eq.Q1). The lattice spacing of the liquid w ill decrease,

and the elastic constants w ill Increase, w ith low ering the

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

the high frequency elastic constants, which are de nabl
on tin e scales shorter than the lifetim es of the long-
Iiving m etastable structures. For m ost substances, the

ratio Tg=Tp 2=3, em pirically. As a resul, the pa-
rameter 1,1 Fjg:_?;, w ill decrease at m ost to the value

0of 0.67, before the liquid freezes into a glass, leading to

dy, (Tg)=a(Ty) " 09, according to the gure. W e have
thusestablished, on a rstprinciplesbasis, that the d =a

ratio indeed vardes little w ith tem perature, at m ost by

10% . T his corroborates the use of the Lindem ann crite—
rion, by the RFO T theory, to establish the near univer-
sality ofthe surface tension on the basis ofa nearuniver—
sality of the m olecular displacem ent at the m echanical
stability edge, relative to the m olecular spacing. F inally,

the com puted tem perature dependence ofthe L indem ann

length d;, should bem easurable by neutron scattering, as

in Ref. @6

Further we can see explicitly what param eters in the
problem drive the surface energy , by substJtutmg the
running value of the dp=a ratio from Eqg. {_20 Into the
logarithm i Eqg. C_ZZ_L)

@@=d, )? P

kg T In =kgTM@ 6) 1]+ V*(T); @5)

e

whereV*(T') = K (T)a ()& (T) isthe actualenergy bar-
rier for a typicalelem ental 1slation, as stem m ing from

the lattice strain; also, In (4 6) 1]’ 128. It llows
from the equation above that the energetic and entropic
contrbutions to the surface tension are actually com pa-—
rable, at all tem peratures above vitri cation: T > Ty.

For the reference, we show in FJgA the VZ (T )=kg T ra-—
tio, which is easily com puted from Eq.{0), asa finction
of . At '’ %7,V?'’ 121ksT. It is not entirely
clear, at present, what signi cance should be attrbuted
to the ! -intervalthat corresponds to tem peratures be—

w vitri cation.

Finally, it seem s instructive to m ake an explicit es-
tin ate of the o, (T;z = 1 ). As already m entioned,
the num ber of collisions per unit tin e, for a ham onically
con ned particle, scales linearly w ih en , leading to

auto T)= auto Tm ) = Tm =T . This and Egs. (dad) yield:

1 p_D(Im) VZ:kET

1 1 Z=kg
escape 3=8 dde (T, )e v T

(6)

where D (T, ) and ¢ (T, ) are the regular di usion con—
stant and the equilbration tine scale , of the corre-
soonding liquid at them elting tem perature Ty, . o (T ) is
about ten picoseconds, and the exponential part actually
does not lead to an activated tem perature dependence,
but a much weaker one, In view ofFjg:fl.
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FIG. 4: Shown is the ratio of the energy barrier to the
tem perature, for an elem ental translation, as a function of

Iv. SUMMARY

W e have established the existence of a universal crite—
rion of melting, n tem s of the ratio of length scales
characterizing the escape of a particke from is cur-
rent m etastable con guration. T he criterion is therefore
purely kinem atic. T he obtained quantitative results are
consistent w ith earlier studies of digplacem ents at crystal
surfaces, or several speci ¢ substances :_[{l,:_zl;ﬁ,:_iﬁ]. The
said length scales are closely related to the vibrational
am plitudes In the crystalbul, which was argued to un—
derlie the otherw ise puzzling consistency ofthe em pirical
Lindem ann criterion.

A proper treatm ent of buk m echanical stability has
been perform ed, and has required considering \ duciary"
alemative structural states in the lattice. Such altema-
tive states are known to exist in supercooled liquids and
glasses, and w ere argued here to exist n a prem elted layer
at the liquid-crystal interface. A proper criterion ofm e-
chanical stability was form ulated; it stipulates that the
vbrationalm olecular displacem ents be less than the ele—
m entaldisplacam ents that would occur during them uli-
particle structuraltransitions. W e have seen that vanish—
ing of the shear m odulus is not necessary for the lattice
to be m echanically unstable, consistent w ith the appar—
enthigh con gurationalentropy ofprem el layers. D irect
observation of cooperative rearrangem ents In such layers
is di cul, but may be possbl wih availabl surface
techniques.

W e have com puted the dependence of the elem ental
disgplacem 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, for nstance, by neutron scatter—
ng.
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