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Abstract 
 
At the interface of Earth’s upper and lower mantle, the post-spinel transition boundary controls 
the dynamics and morphologies of downwelling slabs and upwelling plumes, and its Clapeyron 
slope is hence one of the most important constraints on mantle convection. In this study, we 
reported a new in situ experimental dataset on phase stability in Mg2SiO4 at mantle transition 
zone pressures from laser-heated diamond anvil cell experiments, along with a compilation of 
corrected in situ experimental datasets from the literature. We presented a machine learning 
framework for high-pressure phase diagram determination and focused on its application to 
constrain the location and Clapeyron slope of the post-spinel transition: ringwoodite ↔ 
bridgmanite + periclase. We found that the post-spinel boundary is nonlinear and its Clapeyron 
slope varies locally from −2.3!1.4

+0.6  MPa/K at 1900 K, to −1.0!1.7
+1.3  MPa/K at 1700 K, and to 

0.0!2.0
+1.7  MPa/K at 1500 K. We applied the temperature-dependent post-spinel Clapeyron slope to 
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estimate its lateral variation across the “660-km” seismic discontinuity in subducting slabs and 
hotspot-associated plumes worldwide, as well as the ambient mantle. We found that, in the 
present-day mantle, the average post spinel Clapeyron slope in the plumes is three times more 
negative than that in slabs, and we then discussed the effects of a nonlinear post-spinel transition 
on the dynamics of Earth’s mantle. 
 
1 Introduction 

The pressure-induced, endothermic breakdown of ringwoodite (rw) into bridgmanite and 
ferropericlase (bm + fp) in the iron-bearing system (Mg,Fe)2SiO4, typically referred to as the 
post-spinel transition, coincides with a global scale seismic discontinuity in the Earth’s mantle at 
approximately 660 km in depth (e.g., Deuss et al., 2013). Significant changes in temperature, 
rheology, and buoyancy accompany the post-spinel transition and influence mantle circulation 
through interaction with cold downwelling (slabs) and hot upwelling (plumes). The reaction 
pressure of the post-spinel transition in (Mg,Fe)2SiO4 is nearly independent of the presence of 
iron in small amounts (e.g., <0.01 GPa at 1700 K, corresponding to <250 m in the mantle, Ishii 
et al., 2019). Hence, the pressure (P) and temperature (T) conditions and Clapeyron slope of the 
rw ↔ bm + periclase (pe) boundary in the iron-free system Mg2SiO4, can be used as a proxy to 
investigate the interactions of the mantle transition zone with slabs and plumes. 
 Several generations of experimentalists have studied the location and Clapeyron slope of 
the rw ↔ bm + pe post-spinel transition, along with other solid-solid phase transitions/reactions 
in Mg2SiO4 at transition zone pressures: wadsleyite (wd) ↔ rw and wd ↔ bm + pe, using ex situ 
(quench) or in situ experiments in multi-anvil (MA) press (Ito & Takahashi, 1989; Irifune et al., 
1998; Suzuki et al., 2000; Hirose, 2002; Katsura et al., 2003; Fei et al., 2004; Inoue et al., 2006; 
Ishii et al., 2011; Ghosh et al., 2013) as well as in situ experiments in laser-heated diamond anvil 
cell (DAC) (Shim et al., 2001; Chudinovskikh & Boehler, 2001). Despite several decades of 
experimental focus on one phase diagram, there is not yet a global analysis of phase stability 
observations in Mg2SiO4 that provides a statistically-optimized Mg2SiO4 phase diagram and 
determines its phase boundaries and their uncertainties self-consistently. Furthermore, the post-
spinel boundary has historically been conceived as a linear boundary, but a recent experimental 
dataset reported by Chanyshev et al., (2022) suggests that the post-spinel boundary is not linear 
based on free-hand drawing. A robust assessment of the nonlinearity of the post-spinel boundary 
therefore becomes indispensable for more realistic morphological and dynamical interpretation 
of slabs and plumes. 
 In this paper, we first reported a new set of the Mg2SiO4 phase diagram data (Section 2). 
This dataset covers the P–T range (16–28 GPa, 1573–2723 K) for all three phase transitions at 
transition zone pressures and includes the high temperature area between the triple point and the 
Mg2SiO4 solidus (>~2000 K) that has not been well constrained by previous studies. Then, we 
proposed a machine learning framework for high-pressure phase diagram determination. In 
combination with previously published experimental datasets (Section 3), we applied this novel 
analytical methodology to determine the locations and Clapeyron slopes of these phase 
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transitions in Mg2SiO4 and the corresponding triple point (Section 4). Most importantly, we 
obtained a robust estimate on the nonlinearity of the post-spinel transition Clapeyron slope and 
its associated uncertainty, and then estimated the lateral variation of the post-spinel Clapeyron 
slope in subducting slabs, hotspot-associated plumes, as well as the ambient mantle at the base of 
the transition zone (Section 5). 
 
2 New in situ experimental dataset on the Mg2SiO4 phase diagram 
 
2.1 Synchrotron X-ray diffraction experiments 
 Our experimental dataset on the Mg2SiO4 phase diagram was collected in laser-heated 
DAC experiments (LH-DAC) with in situ X-ray diffraction (XRD) at high pressure and high 
temperature. Short symmetric cells and a gas-membrane cell were used to generate high 
pressure. Double-sided laser heating and synchrotron XRD measurements were performed at 
beamline 13-ID-D of GeoSoilEnvrio Center for Advanced Radiation Sources (GSECARS) (Shen 
et al., 2005; Prakapenka et al., 2008), and beamline 16-ID-B, High Pressure Collaborative 
Access Team (HPCAT) (Meng et al., 2015) at the Advanced Photon Source (APS), Argonne 
National Laboratory (ANL). Starting materials were powdered synthetic forsterite Mg2SiO4 
mixed with tungsten (W). The mixed sample was sandwiched between two potassium chloride 
(KCl) layers and loaded in a sample chamber pre-dilled in a rhenium (Re) gasket. The KCl layers 
served as the pressure medium, thermal insulator, and the primary pressure scale while the W 
powder was used as a laser absorber and a secondary pressure scale. Both W and KCl have 
melting temperatures higher than those of Mg2SiO4 (Errandonea et al., 2002; Zhou et al., 2020) 
and are chemically inert at the relevant pressure and temperature range. More details of our 
experimental setup can be found in Supplementary Text S1. 

Sample temperatures (Tmeas) were measured spectroradiometrically, and temperatures of 
the KCl layers (TKCl) were estimated1 from the mean temperatures between the sample (Tmeas) 
and the diamond anvil culets, whose surface temperatures are 295 K (Campbell et al., 2009). 
Sample pressures PW and PKCl were determined based on the equation of state (EoS) of W with 
Tmeas (Sokolova et al., 2016) and the EoS of KCl with TKCl (Tateno et al., 2019, cross-calibrated 
with Sokolova et al., 2016), respectively. The estimated PW deviates from PKCl significantly at 
high temperatures (Fig. S1), likely due to lack of thermal EoS data on W at >~1673 K (Litasov et 
al., 2013; Sokolova et al., 2016). Therefore, we chose KCl as our primary pressure scale, and all 
pressures reported in the main text are based on the EoS of KCl from Tateno et al., (2019). The 
unit cell parameters of both KCl and W and their estimated pressures can be found in Table S1. 
 
2.2 Phase boundary detection 

 
1 The equation to estimate the effective temperature through the salt pressure medium proposed by Campbell et al. 
(2009) contains a typo, and the correct formula to calculate TKCl should be written as follows: 
TKCl= 3Tmeas+295

4
± Tmeas!295

4
. 
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 Here, we reported a new dataset of phase stability observations for Mg2SiO4 between 16 
and 28 GPa and between 1573 and 2723 K (Fig. 1). These in situ phase stability observations 
were collected upon heating and/or compression from 9 LH-DAC experiments with 17 laser-
heated spots. The P–T path of each experiment is shown in Fig. 1c–i, and further details 
(including unit cell parameters and uncertainties) are available in Table S1. In a typical 
experiment with the short symmetric cell (Fig. 1, d, f, g, h, j, and k), we first compressed the 
sample to a target pressure (usually 16–22 GPa) and then pre-heated the sample to 1200–1500 K 
until the diffraction peaks of either wd or rw became clear. After that, we began the heating cycle 
by increasing temperature slowly while continuously taking diffraction patterns. Three of our 
experiments, D1m, D4m, and D11m, were conducted in a gas-membrane cell; they were first 
heated up to 2000–2200 K at some pressures lower than 20–21 GPa, and then very small 
incremental loads were applied from a gas membrane system to increase the pressure remotely 
while the sample was being heated (Fig. 1, c, e and i). 

In Figure 1, we showed two examples of our in situ phase stability observations in which 
phase transitions were detected between two consecutive diffraction patterns upon heating. 
Figure 1a shows the wd ↔ rw transition: all visible diffraction peaks of D13_S2_005 can be 
attributed to wd, and wd is the only stable phase at 1616 K, 20.6 GPa. In the next diffraction 
pattern, D13_S2_006, the rw peaks appeared in the heating cycle for the first time, and wd began 
transforming into rw at 1785 K, 21.0 GPa. Figure 1b shows the rw ↔ bm + pe post-spinel 
transition near the triple point. Here, the rw peaks of D13_S2_010 at 2052 K, 21.9 GPa 
continued to grow from D13_S2_006 at 1785 K, 21.0 GPa but became increasingly overlapped 
with the wd peaks at high temperatures (e.g., wd (040) and rw (220)). In the next diffraction 
pattern, D13_S2_011, the bm peaks appeared in the heating cycle for the first time, and rw began 
transforming into bm (+ pe) at 2173 K, 22.2 GPa. The relics of the wd phase remained in the 
diffraction pattern, and a few peaks grew significantly (123) or reappeared (211) upon heating. 
The pe peaks were rarely found in the diffraction patterns at the first appearance of the bm peaks 
due to their overlap with silicate peaks.  Additional details of phase identification and phase 
boundary detection can be found in Supplementary Text S2.    
                                                                                                                                                                        
3 In situ phase stability observations in Mg2SiO4 compiled from literature and their 
pressure and temperature corrections 

To compare our experimental observations (Section 2) with literature datasets, we 
searched and compiled all available in situ experimental data on the phase stability of wd, rw, 
and bm + pe available (Table S2), corrected the temperatures and pressures originally reported in 
each study (Table S3), and performed a comprehensive analysis of their inter-run and inter-lab 
uncertainties (Section 4). These previous in situ high-pressure experiments on Mg2SiO4 were 
conducted with either MA or DAC. Additional details of our data compilation can be found in 
Supplementary Text S4. 

One source of discrepancy among the literature datasets is the use of different pressure 
scales (MgO, Au, Pt, etc.). Pressure estimates have often been incompatible with each other due 
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to the lack of cross-calibrated equations of state (EoS) for those pressure scales used (e.g., Fei et 
al., 2007). Fortunately, most recent studies either reported the unit cell parameters of the pressure 
scales directly or provided the estimated pressure and the EoS references on which their pressure 
estimates were based. Therefore, we can recalculate the pressures based on some internally 
consistent pressure scales (Sokolova et al., 2016; Tateno et al., 2019).  

Another source of discrepancy is the use of different temperature-measuring techniques: 
temperature is determined with a spectroradiometer in DAC experiments and with 
thermocouples in MA. Thermocouples provide higher precision temperature measurements 
(smaller random errors) than the spectroradiometer in the DAC experiment, but the pressure 
effects on the temperature–electromotive force (emf) relationship in commonly-used 
thermocouples had not been systematically investigated until very recently (Nishihara et al., 
2020a; Nishihara et al., 2020b). We used the two abovementioned studies published by Nishi 
hara and others to correct the nominal temperatures originally reported by the type D 
(W97Re3−W75Re25) and type S (Pt90Rh10−Pt) thermocouples from MA experiments. These 
models for thermocouple pressure effects were obtained at relatively low temperatures 
(<1173K), the temperature corrections we made here, therefore, are provisional (Table S3).  
 
4 Global analysis of phase stability observations in Mg2SiO4 
 
4.1 Multi-class logistic model for high pressure phase diagram determination 
 In principle, to precisely determine the location of a phase boundary from experiments, a 
pair of phase stability observations, one on each side of the boundary, would be required. 
However, such experimental brackets become increasingly difficult to obtain at higher pressures, 
and the results reported from different runs and different laboratories may not be fully consistent 
with each other. Thus far, most experimental studies determined the phase boundary based on 
free-hand drawing across their own experimental brackets, without quantitatively considering the 
inter-run and inter-lab uncertainties among the literature datasets. This common approach does 
not get a maximum of information from all the experimental constraints available for phase 
diagram determination, despite the fact that these high pressure experiments are often expensive 
and time-consuming; it also does not allow for a comprehensive assessment of the reliability and 
accuracy of the experimental datasets. Here, we proposed a machine learning framework for the 
global analysis of phase stability observations with multiple (more than two) stable phases or 
phase assemblage fields. This analytical methodology consists of multi-class logistic regression 
(this section) and supervised learning (Section 4.2). We performed a global analysis of the 
Mg2SiO4 phase diagram data, compiled from Section 2 and 3, as a case study to demonstrate our 
proposed analytical methodology for evaluating and selecting models for a phase diagram as 
well as estimating the uncertainties associated with each phase boundary. 

To build a statistical model to describe the stability fields of a high-pressure phase 
diagram, the response variable (stable phase) must be categorical instead of numerical, and hence 
determining the location of a phase boundary should be considered a “classification problem” 
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(e.g., Bishop, 2006; James et al., 2013) since it involves assigning the observations to one stable 
mineral phase (discrete and categorical response) at a specific P–T condition (numerical 
predictor). Kavner & Jeanloz, (1998) and Kavner et al., (2011) pioneered a similar but much 
simpler analysis of phase stability observations through binary logistic regression and tested it on 
the melting curve of platinum (Pt). However, their implementation 1) is limited to two stable 
phases with one phase boundary, 2) requires additional assumptions on the shape of the phase 
boundary, and 3) does not include necessary procedures to prevent overfitting. For the Mg2SiO4 
phase diagram, with three stable phases or stability fields, wd, rw, and bm + pe at transition zone 
conditions, we need to generalize the simple binary logistic model and estimate the probabilities 
of observing multiple stable phases, p"(Y|P,T) simultaneously (Y = k, where k can be wd, rw, or 
bm + pe) at a given P–T condition. In the multi-class logistic model we propose here, the 
scenarios that Y belongs (or does not belong) to one specific phase stability field, k, can be 
modeled as: 
 

 p"(Y|P,T)  = &0,  if  Y= k
1,  if  Y ≠ k           (1) 

 
To describe the probability that gives outputs between 0 and 1, we can write the probability of 

observing phase Y = k, p"(Y = k|P,T) at a given P–T condition as a logistic function, e
f (X)

1+ef (X), where 

f (X) is a nth degree polynomial function with two variables, f (P,T): 
 

p"(Y = k|P,T) = e
∑ βi,j

k PiTjn
i,j=0

1+e
∑ βi,j

k PiTjn
i,j=0

           (2) 

 
Alternatively, Equation (2) can be rewritten as: 
 

ln p"#Y = k$P,T%
1!p"#Y = k$P,T%  = ln p"#Y = k$P,T%

p"#Y ≠ k$P,T% =∑ βi,j
k PiTjn

i,j=0 =	f (P,T)	           (3) 

 

The quantities ln p"#Y = k$P,T%
p"#Y ≠ k$P,T% and ln p"#Y = k$P,T%

1!p"#Y = k$P,T% are called log-odds and logit, respectively. 

We can interpret the logistic model as fitting the log-odds or logit as a polynomial function of P 
and T,	f (P,T).  

We can then convert probability estimates from three separate models (when k = wd, rw 
or bm + pe, K=3) to one set of probability estimates using a multi-class generalization of the 
logistic function, which is also known as the normalized exponential or the softmax function: 
 

p"(Y = k|P,T)= e
∑ βi,j

k PiTjn
i,j=0

∑ e
∑ βi,j

h PiTjn
i,j=0K

h=1

           (4) 
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The rescaled probability estimates add up to 1. We attribute the stable phase as the class with the 
largest probability, and the tripe point is recovered at which  p"(Y = wd) = p"(Y = rw) =
p"(Y = bm+pe)= 1

3
. 

The coefficients, βi,j
k , are estimated by minimizing a combined negative log-likelihood 

function, or total cross entropy, −L (Bishop, 2006): 
 
−L	=− 1

M
∑ ∑ {tm,k*ym = k+∙ ln,pm*ym = k+-+tm,l*yi ≠ k+∙ ln,1− pm*ym ≠ k+- }K

k=1
M
m=1            (5) 

 
where tm,l*yi = k+ is 1 if and only if the observation 𝑚 belongs to phase k, pm*ym = k+ is the 
output probability that the observation belongs to phase k, and vice versa; M is the total number 
of observations. Unlike the binary case (e.g., Kanver, 2010), the multi-class logistic model does 
not produce a simple, easy-to-interpret analytic solution, therefore the phase boundaries between 
the three phases and their triple point in Mg2SiO4 are determined numerically with a Python 
package, scikit-learn (Pedregosa et al., 2011). A comprehensive review of the multi-class logistic 
model can be found in James et al. (2013). 
 
4.2 Toward a nonlinear post-spinel transition in Mg2SiO4 
 
4.2.1 Thermodynamics of the Clapeyron slope for the post-spinel transition 
 The Clapeyron slope of a coexistence curve, either a phase transition or a reaction, is 
uniquely determined by the entropy change (ΔS) of the phase transition/reaction divided by its 
volume change (ΔV); when P and T are constant and the change in the Gibbs free energy, 
ΔGP, T = const. = 0, we have TΔS = ΔH, and then γ can be written as: 
 

γ	=	 ∂P
∂T
	=	 ΔS

ΔV
 = ΔH
TΔV

            (6) 
 

Previous studies (e.g., Ito & Takahashi, 1989; Irifune et al., 1998; Shim et al., 2001; Katsura et 
al., 2003; Fei et al., 2004; Ishii et al., 2011; Ghosh et al., 2013) often adopted a linear 
approximation for the post-spinel transition in Mg2SiO4, with visual inspection and free-hand 
drawing. This assumption of a linear boundary was a reasonable choice, given the considerable 
inter-run and inter-lab uncertainties in existing experimental datasets and the lack of a robust 
statistical analysis; this linear assumption has often been justified by the semi-empirical 
interpretation that the changes in ΔSpost-spinel and ΔVpost-spinel along the reaction boundary 
between rw and bm + pe are small, gradual, and comparable.  

However, if we take a closer look at recent empirical thermodynamic models of Mg2SO4 
that examined and extrapolated the low-temperature thermodynamic data carefully (e.g., 
Fabrichnaya, 2008; Kojitani et al., 2016; Kojitani et al., 2017), some of their calculated 
transitions in Mg2SiO4, the post-spinel transition in particular, have a small but non-negligible 



 

 8 

nonlinearity. A recent first-principles calculation suggested an increasingly negative post-spinel 
Clapeyron slope in Mg2SiO4 with higher temperatures (Hernández et al., 2015). This predicted 
nonlinearity of the post-spinel transition implies that the thermal expansion coefficient (αrw) of 
rw increases slower than that of bm (αbm) and the volume difference between rw and bm + pe 
(ΔVpost-spinel) would hence decrease with temperature (Hernández et al., 2015; Belmonte et al., 
2022); assuming ΔSpost-spinel remains approximately constant, γpost-spinel is expected to become 
more negative with increasing temperature. Such nonlinearity may be small enough to be ignored 
if we are only interested in an averaged value for the Clapeyron slope within 100–200 K, and 
evidently, earlier studies indeed focused on bracketing the transition near 1700–1900 K, a 
temperature range only pertinent to warm slabs and the average temperature in ambient mantle 
across the “660-km” discontinuity. However, we need to take into account the nonlinearity of the 
post-spinel transition when we consider it across a range of several hundreds of kelvins because 
ΔVpost-spinel may change substantially over the entire mantle temperature range, from cold slabs to 
the ambient mantle and then to hot plumes. Chanyshev et al. (2022) have revisited the post-
spinel transition recently with the state-of-the-art MA technique and reported the first 
experimental evidence of a nonlinear post-spinel transition. Its estimated nonlinearity, however, 
is based on the experimentalists’ visual inspection and free-hand drawing only, the robustness of 
their reported Clapeyron slope and its compatibility with other experimental data needs to be 
assessed.  
 
4.2.2 A machine learning framework for the nonlinearity of phase boundary  
 In the multi-class logistic model we proposed for phase diagram determination in Section 
4.1, a nonlinear phase boundary can be implemented in the log-odd/logit function (Equation 3), 
and it is mathematically simplified as a polynomial function of P and T. Ideally, a phase 
boundary should be described by a function of thermoelastic properties such as thermal 
expansion coefficient, entropy, heat capacity, etc., which can then be converted into a function of 
pressure, temperature, and chemical composition. However, it would be cumbersome to obtain 
analytic approximation of these thermodynamic functions because such conversion would 
require solving a number of inexplicit functions in the EoS for each phase. For simplicity, we 
used polynomials (Equation 3) to capture the nonlinearity of the phase boundary without the 
mathematical burdens to extract a complex analytic solution from physical thermodynamics 
directly. 

Overfitting is often the primary argument against using a polynomial in regression 
models. The high degree of freedom we introduce to a conventional analysis would allow the 
model to capture not only the location of the phase boundary, but also the noise in the 
experimental dataset. As the degree of the polynomial keeps increasing, we would begin to fit a 
squiggle that matches more data points, despite the fact that only a smooth curve is expected for 
a phase boundary thermodynamically. On the contrary, this proposed machine learning 
framework is a robust way to identify the shape of a phase transition and to estimate its 
magnitude. Here, we applied a set of supervised learning algorithms from common machine 
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learning practices to avoid overfitting, accompanied with regularization and bootstrapping: 1) we 
first split the compiled dataset into a train set and a test set (70% and 30%). The train set is 
further divided into k-fold (k = 3–5) for cross validation as well as (hyper-)parameter tuning to 
produce an optimized model for a series of polynomial functions with different degrees (n = 1–
5), while the test set remained unseen to the models. Then, we used the test set to make the final 
selection of the best degree of polynomials based on the classification scores of the test set, F1 
score, a harmonic mean of precision and recall, where an F1 score reaches its best value at 1 and 
worst score at 0. To further limit the behavior of the high-order polynomials, we applied L1 
regularization method (lasso) to allow the coefficients of some high-order terms to shrink to zero 
(truncation of high-order terms) when necessary. Finally, we used the selected model with the 
best degree of polynomials (regularized) to fit the entire dataset (Fig. 2).  

During model selection, we used grid search to exhaustively consider all parameter and 
hyperparameter combinations for the multi-class logistic model, including the degree of 
polynomials (n), regularization strength (C), and optimization solvers. The regularized 3rd order 
polynomial (with C = 1000 and some high-order terms truncated by L1 regularization) is found to 
be the best model to describe the Mg2SiO4 phase diagram, with the highest F1 scores of 0.78 for 
the test set and 0.82 for the train set. In Fig. 3, the linear and 2nd order polynomial phase 
boundaries (polynomial with degrees 1 and 2) are insufficient to fit the training data 
(underfitting). For higher degrees, the models become stabilized but overfit the training data 
(with high F1 scores for the training data and lower F1 scores for the unseen testing data). 
Definitions and additional details of parameter tuning, regularization, and model selection can be 
found in Supplementary Text S4. A schematic diagram of the model selection procedures is 
shown in Fig. S2; nevertheless, a full description of supervised learning algorithms cannot be 
done here as comprehensively as in textbooks, for example, James et al., (2013). 

With the selected best model, we estimated the uncertainty in our predicted phase 
boundaries using bootstrapping. We resampled the compiled dataset with replacement (67%) and 
created 5×103 copies of the bootstrapped dataset. We then fit the best model to each resampled 
copy of the dataset, resulting in 5×103 sets of phase boundaries. We reported 10–90% confidence 
intervals of the simulated distributions as the allowed P–T regions (or uncertainty) for the phase 
boundaries.  

 
4.3 Machine learned phase diagram of Mg2SiO4 at transition zone conditions  
 From the machine-learned phase diagram of Mg2SiO4 (Figure 2), we found that the 
Clapeyron slope of the rw ↔ bm + pe post-spinel transition varies locally from −2.3!1.4

+0.6  MPa/K 
at 1900±50 K, to −1.0!1.7

+1.3  MPa/K at 1700±50 K, and to 0.0!2.0
+1.7  MPa/K at 1500±50 K, and that 

the wd ↔ rw boundary and the wd ↔ bm + pe boundary are approximately linear, with 
estimated slopes of 6.2!1.1

+1.6  MPa/K at 1800±200 K and 0.4!2.9
+1.8  MPa/K at 2400±200 K, 

respectively (Fig. 2 e-g,). The location of the triple point is estimated to be ~22 GPa and ~2155 
K. The probabilities of observing each phase, p"(Y = k|P,T), k = wd, rw, or bm + pe, are shown as 
a function of P with a constant T of 1800 K and 2400 K, respectively (Fig. 2a–c). 
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The nonlinear post-spinel boundary (more negative with increasing temperature) agrees 
visually with the corrected experimental data compilation (Fig. 2d). It is also in general 
consistent with that reported by Chanyshev et al. (2022); However, their post-spinel slope is on 
average slightly less negative (varies from −0.9 MPa/K at 2000 K to −0.1 MPa/K at temperatures 
<1700 K) and increasingly deviates from our estimate with increasing temperature. Except for 
Chanyshev et al. (2022) , all previous studies on the post-spinel transition assumed a linear 
boundary and determined it with visual inspection and free-hand drawing; hence those estimates 
are incommensurate with the nonlinear post-spinel Clapeyron slope we reported here. 
Nevertheless, we performed additional tests on the literature data using the simple binary logistic 
model with a linear boundary for benchmarking the methodology with these previous studies. A 
more detailed discussion on the comparison can be found in Supplementary Text S5 and Fig. S3–
5.  

The rw ↔ bm + pe post-spinel boundary has a considerable nonlinearity while the wd 
↔ rw boundary remains virtually constant over the same temperature range. This marked 
difference is generally consistent with the temperature- and pressure-dependent thermal 
expansivity trends in the Mg2SiO4 polymorphs, and more specifically, the divergent trends in 
ΔVwd↔rw and ΔVpost-spinel: 1) αrw and αwd increase at a similar rate with increasing temperature 
but αrw increases slower than αbm at high temperatures (Hernández et al., 2015); 2) the 
temperature-dependent thermal expansivity in rw becomes more pronounced at higher pressures 
(Belmonte et al., 2022). Therefore, ΔVwd↔rw is expected to vary much less than ΔVpost-spinel at 
their relevant P–T conditions. In the meantime, the shape of the wd ↔ bm + pe boundary 
remains underdetermined because the experimental constraints on the fields of wd and bm + pe 
above the triple point remain sparse. Our global analysis with regularization/model selection 
chose a relatively simple linear boundary for the wd ↔ bm + pe boundary when the data is 
insufficient to fit a more complex, nonlinear boundary, and it demonstrates the effectiveness of 
our proposed machine learning framework in avoiding overfitting. 

The major limitation of all previous studies is that they focused on determining one phase 
boundary at a time: for example, if the primary task of the study was to determine the rw ↔ bm 
+ pe post-spinel boundary, the information contained in the phase stability observations of wd 
was typically ignored. The analytical methodology we proposed here concerns the exact 
opposite, and the task of determining the wd ↔ rw and wd ↔ bm + pe boundaries is not 
ancillary to determining the post-spinel boundary — the two tasks are one and the same. In other 
words, the post-spinel boundary here is statistically optimized from and consistent with the phase 
stability observations of all three phases/phase assemblages around the corresponding triple 
point, not just a simple inversion of the phase observations of rw and bm + pe only. 

Last but not least, our discussion is so far limited to determining the Mg2SiO4 phase 
diagram. However, this analytical methodology with multi-class logistic regression and 
supervised learning can be applied generally to the inversion of any phase diagram data (e.g., P–
T, P–X, T–X, etc.). Many widely-used thermodynamic datasets for modeling the Earth’s mantle 
followed the general strategy in selecting the minimal possible set of phase stability studies that 
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constrain the relevant phase diagrams based on least-squares inversions (Holland & Powell, 
1990; Stixrude & Lithgow-Bertelloni, 2011). Such approach is susceptible to significant errors if 
the experimental dataset selected a posteriori were systematically biased. In addition, the least-
squares fits used to create the abovementioned databases are unstable with the presence of 
experimental outliers. Our proposed analytical methodology can get a maximum of information 
from all existing phase diagram data without overfitting them and is less susceptible to both 
systematic bias and significant outliers, which help improve our ability to directly estimate 
thermodynamic quantities (such as high-temperature entropy) for which experimental 
measurements do not exist from the relevant phase boundaries, as well as to indirectly invert 
other thermochemical parameters (e.g., free energy, characteristic vibrational temperature, 
interaction parameters). 
 
5. Mantle expression of the nonlinear post-spinel boundary in slabs and plumes worldwide 
 Our understanding of how phase transition Clapeyron slopes interact with mantle flow, 
both upwelling and downwelling, can be briefly summarized as follows: an endothermic 
transition/reaction with negative Clapeyron slope (latent heat is absorbed, i.e., ΔH > 0 in 
Equation (6) impedes the passage of mantle flow, whereas an exothermic transition/reaction with 
positive Clapeyron slope (ΔH < 0) enhances it (e.g., Christensen, 1995). In particular, the 
endothermic post-spinel transition can cause localized and transient deflection to downwelling 
slabs and upwelling plumes. In this section, we explored the mantle expression of the 
nonlinearity of the post-spinel transition. First, we assembled a composite temperature map of 
the “660-km” discontinuity (referred to as T660) that includes individual slabs and plumes across 
the globe as well the ambient mantle (Fig. 5a). For consistency, T660 is defined as the temperature 
at 23 GPa (slightly shallower than the depth where the post-spinel transition is expected to occur) 
along the adiabatic geotherm of its respective mantle potential temperature (Tp). We derived the 
lateral variations in T660 from the Tp estimates based on 2D kinematic models for subducting 
slabs (Syracuse et al., 2010), global shear velocity constraints for plume-fed hotspots (Bao et al., 
2022), and globally compiled S660S observations for the ambient mantle (Waszek et al., 2021). 
Further details of this composite T660 model can be found in Supplementary Text S6. The mantle 
temperature variation patterns in these three independently-constrained thermal models are 
consistent with each other; for example, mantle temperature is the lowest around the Western 
Pacific subduction zones while the plume-fed hotspots coincide with the positive T660 anomalies 
in the ambient mantle.  

The ambient mantle has a global average T660 of 1955±74 K (one standard deviation, 
same hereafter). The post-spinel transition is the predominant bm-forming reaction when T660 is 

between 1400 K and 2050 K near 23 GPa (Stixrude & Lithgow-Bertelloni, 2011). The “660-km” 
seismic discontinuity coincides with the post-spinel transition, and it contains the sharpest 
changes in seismic properties. Equally significant changes in temperature, rheology, and 
buoyancy are also accompanied by the post-spinel transition. The Clapeyron slope of the post-
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spinel transition, γpost-spinel, hence, becomes one of the most important constraints on mantle 
convection. 

A nonlinear post-spinel transition means that its Clapeyron slope is temperature 
dependent. To visualize this, we produced a global map of post-spinel Clapeyron slope at the 
“660-km” discontinuity (Fig. 5b) based on the composite T660 map where the post-spinel 
transition is predominant (Fig. 5a). The ambient mantle has a global average γpost-spinel of –
3.1±0.6 MPa/K (~91% of the total surface of the “660-km” layer), which is consistent with the 
seismically derived post-spinel Clapeyron slope of ~–3 MPa/ K for the ambient mantle structure 
of the western half of the continental U.S. (Tauzin & Ricard, 2014). The slabs accompanied by 
the post-spinel transition have an average T660 of 1569±125 K and an average γpost-spinel of –
0.9±0.5 MPa/K (45 of 50 slabs considered here), while the hotspot-associated plumes have an 
average T660 of 2030±71 K and an average γpost-spinel slope of –3.3±0.6 MPa/K (5 of 26 plume-fed 
hotpots considered here). We found that the post-spinel Clapeyron slopes associated with the 
plumes (upwelling) are nearly three times more negative than those associated with the slabs 
(downwelling).  

The temperature-dependent post-spinel Clapeyron slope renders a varying degree of 
hindrance to subducting slabs. Qualitatively speaking, the majority of the subducting slabs are 
cold (mostly clustered around the West Pacific with T660 = 1400−1600 K) and have a slightly 
negative post-spinel Clapeyron slope of –0.6––0.7 MPa/K; these cold slabs are expected to 
encounter little to moderate hinderance from the post-spinel transition across the “660-km” 
depth. On the contrary, several hot slabs near Colombia/Ecuador (T660 = ~1810 K), Central 
Cascadia (T660 = ~1880 K), and North Cascadia (T660 = ~1930 K) have much more negative post-
spinel Clapeyron slopes of –1.8––2.9 MPa/K and are expected to encounter much greater 
hinderance to subduction from the post-spinel transition. We caution that any quantitative 
interpretation of the observed morphologies of subducting slabs must take into account other 
factors including (1) the viscosity and/or compositional contrasts between the upper and lower 
mantle and (2) the configuration and subduction history of the specific subduction zone (e.g., 
shape, strength trench motion) (e.g., Goes et al., 2017). Therefore, we advocate a reassessment of 
global subduction zone dynamics with the temperature-dependent post-spinel Clapeyron slope, 
which would help elucidate the diverse range of observed slab morphologies: some slabs remain 
neutrally buoyant temporarily (stagnation) at the base of the transition zone while others 
penetrate the lower mantle. Furthermore, if we consider the temporal evolution of one single 
slab, the effects of rheology and buoyancy driven by the temperature-dependent post-spinel 
transition may vary its dynamics and morphology over its lifetime as the slab becomes thermally 
equilibrated with the surrounding ambient mantle. 

For the hotspot-associated mantle plumes accompanied primarily by the post-spinel 
transition near the “660-km” depth (T660 = 1870–2050 K in the compilation of global volcanic 
hotspots by Bao et al., 2022, 5 plumes in total considered here), the post-spinel Clapeyron slope 
is estimated to range from –2.5 MPa/K at T660 = 1890 K (Ascension) to –3.8 MPa/K at T660 = 
2010 K (Cape Verde). According to geodynamic modeling (e.g., Bossmann & van Keken, 2013), 
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the post-spinel transition tends to trap plume heads at γ = < ~–3.4 MPa/K while plumes ascend 
into the upper mantle at γ = > ~–2.8 MPa/K; ring-shaped secondary plumes may form when γ is 
between –3.4 and –2.8 MPa/K. Therefore, the “660 km” depth is expected to hinder the passage 
of three post-spinel dominated plumes, Cameroon (γpost-spinel  = –3.5 MPa/K at T660 = ~1980 K), 
Crozet (γpost-spinel  = –3.6 MPa/K at T660 = ~1995 K), and Cape Verde (γpost-spinel  = –3.8 MPa/K at 
T660 = ~2010 K); while the plumes in two locations, Ascension (γpost-spinel  = –2.5 MPa/K at T660 = 
~1890 K) and Manus Basin (γpost-spinel  = –2.8 MPa/K at T660 = ~1920 K), ascend across the “660 
km” depth without much impediment. In addition, the dynamic topography of large igneous 
provinces above the post-spinel dominated plumes is influenced by γpost-spinel and can be used to 
estimate the T660: the dynamic subsidence decreases and lasts shorter as γ becomes more 
positive, from 100 m and 14 Ma at γ = −3.0 MPa/K to 200 m and 20 Ma at γ = −3.2 MPa/K 
(Leng & Zhong, 2010), and such change in surface subsidence can be attributed to a difference 
of 20 K in mantle temperature (from 1940 to 1960 K).  

If the Earth’s mantle is made of the simplified Mg2SiO4 system only, a bm-forming 
reaction, wd ↔ bm + pe with the Clapeyron slope of ~ 0 MPa/K, would replace the post-spinel 
transition when T660 is above ~2155 K (above the wd-rw-bm/pe triple point). In a more realistic 
mantle composition (e.g., pyrolite), however, wd becomes increasingly less stable than majorite 
garnet (gt) (Stixrude & Lithgow-Bertelloni, 2011). The post-garnet transition, gt ↔ bm, rather 
than the post-spinel transition or the wd ↔ bm + pe transition, is expected to dominate some 
hotspot locations (hatched symbols in Fig. 5b) where T660 is above ~2050 K (Stixrude & 
Lithgow-Bertelloni, 2011), such as the Eastern and Southern Pacific; it is expected to affect less 
than ~2% of the total surface of the “660-km” depth of the ambient mantle (hatched areas in Fig. 
5b, the areal fraction distorted visually due to projection). This post-garnet transition is 
analogous to the one in the MgSiO3 system and displays a positive Clapeyron slope of 1–4 
MPa/K (e.g., Hirose, 2002, Ishii et al., 2011), with opposite sign to the post-spinel transition; the 
magnitude of the post-garnet Clapeyron slope currently remains underdetermined by existing 
experimental constraints. 

Another bm-forming reaction, akimotoite (ak) ↔ bm may replace the post-spinel 
transition in a small number of extremely cold slabs when T660 is below 1400 K, such as Tonga 
(T660 = ~1320 K) as well as Kamchatka, Kurile, and West Banda Sea (T660 = ~1380 K). The 
presence of ak ↔ bm has been seismically observed in the coldest Tonga slab. The rw ↔ ak +pe 
transition in Mg2SiO4 is nearly identical to the same transition in pyrolite and has a negative 
Clapeyron slope of −8.1 MPa/K at low temperatures up to 1300 K (Chanyshev et al., 2022) and 
hence significantly hinder the passage of subducting slabs towards the lower mantle. The 
extremely cold condition for the ak ↔ bm transition is unlikely to be present in the ambient 
mantle today based on our temperature estimates. 

The global map of lateral variations in the post-spinel Clapeyron slope along with the 
identified regions of the post-garnet and rw ↔	ak + pe transitions provides a spatial guide for us 
to study subducting slabs and hotpot-associated plumes worldwide (buoyancy-driven, active 
upwelling and downwelling) in their specific Clapeyron slope magnitude. In addition, the 
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temperature-dependent post-spinel Clapeyron slope also permits a varying degree of convective 
layering and hence an evolving temperature contrast across the “660-km” depth through time. 
These nonlinear effects ultimately depend on T660 and remain virtually unexplored in 
geodynamical models. It is therefore critical to model the thermal and dynamical evolution of 
slabs, plumes and the ambient mantle consistent with the temperature-dependent post-spinel 
Clapeyron slope. 
 
 
6 Conclusions 
 The phase diagrams of mantle minerals have been investigated experimentally in the past 
several decades thanks to developments in high pressure techniques. Of these, the Mg2SiO4 
phase diagram is the most extensively studied, because the Clapeyron slope of its post-spinel 
boundary represents one of the most important constraints on mantle dynamics. Yet the existing 
experimental datasets on the Mg2SiO4 phase diagram still show notable discrepancies in the 
location and Clapeyron slope of the post-spinel transition as well as the triple point of wd, rw, 
and bm + pe. The lack of rigorous analysis on inter-run and inter-lab uncertainties in the 
experimental results has motivated us to develop a machine learning framework with multi-class 
logistical regression and supervised learning algorithms for the determination of high-pressure 
phase diagrams. As a proof of concept, we have applied such analytical methodology to the 
Mg2SiO4 phase diagram data, including the new dataset reported by this study and previously-
published datasets with redetermined P and T. Among our findings are that the post-spinel 
Clapeyron slope varies locally from −2.3!1.4

+0.6  MPa/K at 1900±50 K, to −1.0!1.7
+1.3  MPa/K at 

1700±50 K, and to 0.0!2.0
+1.7  MPa/K at 1500±50 K and that the location of the triple point is 

statistically optimized at ~22 GPa and ~2155 K. Our proposed analytical methodology with 
machine learning can be applied generally for data inversion in phase diagram data and provides 
a tool to accurately predict thermodynamic modeling parameters. 

Most importantly, the polymorphic phase transitions and solid-state reactions in Mg2SiO4 
have been historically conceived to be linear, but we found that the post-spinel boundary is 
noticeably nonlinear and its Clapeyron slope temperature dependent. To explore the mantle 
expression of the nonlinearity, we first presented a composite temperature map of the “660-km” 
discontinuity with which the post-spinel transition coincides and then estimated the lateral 
variation of the post-spinel Clapeyron slope, in subducting slabs and hotpot-associated plumes 
worldwide, as well as most of the ambient mantle. The nonlinearity of the post-spinel transition 
shifts our conceptual scheme of its role in mantle convection: its geodynamical effects are 
temperature dependent and the existing models of mantle flow across the “660-km” 
discontinuity, both upwelling and downwelling, need to be reassessed with the temperature-
dependent Clapeyron slope. 
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Figure 1: In situ phase stability observations in Mg2SiO4 collected in LH-DAC experiments 
with synchrotron XRD from this study. (a–b) Representative diffraction patterns from run D13 
demonstrating the first appearance of the peaks of a new phase (marked by colored stars), from 
wd to rw (a), and then from rw to bm (+ pe) (b). All visible diffraction peaks of D13_S2_005 
can be attributed to wd, including prominent peaks (040), (132), (152), (143), and (301), and 
minor peaks (211), (123), (240), (251) (?), (015), (341), (253), and (215), and wd is the only 
stable phase at 1616 K, 20.6 GPa. In D13_S2_006, the rw peaks appeared for the first time, 
(220), (400), and (341), and wd began transforming into rw at 1785 K, 21.0 GPa. The rw peaks 
of D13_S2_010 at 2052 K, 21.9 GPa continued to grow from D13_S2_006 at 1785 K, 21.0 
GPa but became increasingly overlapped with the wd peaks at high temperatures (e.g., wd 
(040) and rw (220)). In D13_S2_011, the bm peaks appeared for the first time (112), (202), 
(311), (132), (024), and (320), and rw began transforming into bm (+ pe) at 2173 K, 22.2 GPa. 
All peaks are identified and labeled by (hkl). (c–k) P–T paths of phase stability observations in 
each experimental run (solid black line) with uncertainties (grey crosses). Phases are color 
coded as follow: wd in red, rw in blue, bm + pe in yellow. 
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Figure 2: Machine learned phase diagram of Mg2SiO4 at transition zone conditions. (a–c) 
Probabilities of observing the (a) wd ↔ bm + pe, (b) wd ↔ rw, and (c) rw ↔ bm + pe phase transition 
are predicted at (a) 2400 K and (b–c) 1800 K, respectively, with multiple logistic regression and 
supervised learning algorithms. Experimental observations made within 100 K of those prediction 
temperatures are shown with the predicted probability curves in (a–c). The phase transition pressure at 
the prediction temperature is the vertical solid line in each plot with uncertainties in the vertical grey 
dashed lines. (d) Phase stability fields of wd, rw and bm + pe are predicted between 1500 and 2700 K 
and between 15 and 27 GPa with a bootstrapped confidence interval (CI) of 10–90% in the grey 
dashed lines. Experimental observations (circles: this study; squares: literature data) are shown with 
the predicted phase stability fields. P–T conditions for (a–c) are indicated by point A, B and C in (d) 
with a white cross. Phases are color coded as follow: wd in red, rw in blue, and bm + pe in yellow. 
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Figure 3: Model selection and evaluation for the Mg2SiO4 phase diagram. (a–e) Hyperparameter 
optimized predictions for phase stability fields of wd, rw and bm + pe with different degree of 
polynomial functions (n = 1–5) using multi-class logistic model and supervised learning. Legend is 
the same as in Figure 2. (f) Model performance (bias and variance measured by F1 score) as a function 
of degree of polynomials. As the degree of the polynomial function increases, the performance of the 
model over the train set (solid grey circles) increases continuously. On the other hand, the 
performance over the test set (solid black circles) increases initially but after degree 2 (n = 3), the 
classification score of the test set starts to decrease. Among the degree of the polynomial (n = 1–5) we 
tested in the study, n = 3 (highlighted in gold) is selected as the best parameter to balance the bias-
variance trade-off in the model. 

4 



 

 20 

 5 

 
Figure 4: Temperature-dependent Clapeyron slope in the post-spinel transition in Mg2SiO4. (a) 
Phase diagram for Mg2SiO4 up to 26 GPa. Three phase boundaries, wd ↔ rw, wd ↔ bm + pe, and rw 
↔ bm + pe, at the transition zone conditions are statistically optimized from this study (solid black 
lines). The melting boundaries and the ol ↔ wd, ak ↔ bm, and pe + st ↔ bm (dashed black lines) are 
adapted from Li (2022) and Stixrude & Lithgow-Bertelloni (2022), respectively. (b–d) The 
distributions of the estimated Clapeyron slopes of the rw ↔ bm + pe post-spinel transition at (b) 1900 
K, (c) 1700 K, and (d) 1500 K are produced with bootstrap resampling (n = 5×103), and the local 
Clapeyron slope for the post-spinel transition is averaged within 50 K of its prediction temperatures 
(in the vertical solid line in each plot) with a bootstrapped confidence interval (CI) of 10–90% in the 
vertical grey dashed lines. P–T conditions for (b–d) are indicated by point A, B and C in (a) with a 
cross. The present-day ambient mantle adiabats were estimated based on Stixrude & Lithgow-
Bertelloni (2011) with mantle potential temperatures between 1550–1650 K. The slab surface 
temperatures were extrapolated from a global compilation of subduction zone thermal models 
reported by Syracuse et al. (2010). 
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Figure 5: Global mapping of mantle temperature and post-spinel Clapeyron slope at the “660-
km” discontinuity with superimposed subducting slabs and plume-fed hotspots locations. (a) 
Composite temperature map of the “660-km” discontinuity for ambient mantle (color-coded 
background, based on globally compiled S660S observations from Waszek et al. (2021)), subducting 
slabs (color-coded square, based on 2D kinematic models from Syracuse et al. (2010)) and plume-fed 
hotspots (color-coded circle, based on global shear velocity constraints from Bao et al. (2022)). The 
temperature variation patterns in these three independently constrained thermal models are consistent 
with each other; for example, temperature is the lowest around the Western Pacific subduction zones 
while the plume-fed hotspots coincide with the positive T660 anomalies in the ambient mantle. (b) 
Composite post-spinel Clapeyron slope map of the “660-km” discontinuity based on the nonlinearity 
of the post-spinel transition (Fig. 4 and Fig. S5 from this study). A more negative post-spinel 
Clapeyron slope would produce stronger hindrance to the passage of mantle flow, both upwelling and 
downwelling. The subducting slabs (colored square) and plume-fed hotspots (colored circle) 
dominated by the post-spinel transition are color-coded based on the magnitude of Clapeyron slope, 
while those dominated by the rw ↔	ak + pe transition (<1400 K in slabs) and post-garnet transition 
(>2050 K in plumes) are highlighted with hatched square and circle, respectively. Lateral variations of 
the post-spinel Clapeyron slope at the “660-km” discontinuity in the ambient mantle are shown as the 
color-coded background, and the potential regions of the ambient mantle influenced by the post-garnet 
transition (>2050 K) are hatched and outlined in thin dotted black lines. The name and location of 
each subducting slabs or plume-fed hotspot are listed with its post-spinel Clapeyron slope in Table 
S5–S6.  
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Supplementary Text: 
 
S1: Additional details of experimental procedures 

Short symmetric cells and a gas-membrane cell were used with 300 µm culet diamonds anvils to 
generate high pressure. Re gaskets were pre-indented to 20–28 GPa using the ruby fluorescence pressure 
and diamond anvil Raman (Akahama & Kawamura, 2006; Dewaele et al., 2008), and the Re gaskets 
were drilled to form a sample chamber with 120 µm diameter.  

Starting material was powdered synthetic forsterite Mg2SiO4 (Alfa Aesar, synthetic, 99%). W 
powder (Alfa Aesar, puratronic, 99.999%) was ground and mixed in with the sample material in a ratio 
of ~1:3 by volume using a ball mill. The bulk composition and homogeneity of the starting material 
were confirmed by energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDS). The powder mixtures were compressed 
between two diamond anvils to form a flake ~10 µm thick, then loaded between two layers of KCl. The 
KCl powder was oven-dried for at least 6 hours before sample loading. The samples were handled under 
clean, dry conditions at all stages of preparation and baked at 393–413 K (120–140 °C) under vacuum 
for 1–7 hours to remove residual moisture after loading but before closing the cell.  

During laser heating, the sample was heated from both sides by two identical Yb fiber lasers (λ = 
1064 nm). The X-ray beam was monochromatized to a wavelength of 0.3344 Å and focused to an area 
of 5.3 µm × 4.4 µm at GESCARS, and to a wavelength of 0.4066 Å and focused to an area of 2.9 µm × 
4.8 µm at HPCAT. Diffraction images were recorded with X-ray exposure times of 3–60 seconds and 
then were integrated into 1-D patterns using Dioptas (Prescher & Prakapenka, 2015). 

Backgrounds of the integrated XRD patterns were identified using the least-squares fit of the 
Chebyshev series to data (implemented with the NumPy package in Python, Harris et al., 2020) and then 
subtracted. The peaks of W and KCl were identified and fitted with a combination of Gaussians, 
Lorentzians, and Voigt functions (implemented with the lmfit package in Python, Newville et al., 2014; 
Ostrouchov, 2018), and their 2𝜃 values (related to the angles of diffraction) were estimated and used to 
calculate the unit cell parameters of W and KCl. Typically, the diffraction lines of (110), (200), (211), 
(220), (310) and (321) were used to determine the unit cell volume of W; (110), (200), (211) and (220) 
for the unit cell volume of KCl. The diffraction lines, their precision, and the propagated error to 
pressure were reported with the estimated pressure for each data point in Table S1. 
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S2: Additional details of phase identification and phase boundary detection 
In general, 1) we used the first appearance of the peaks from the newly formed phase(s) between 

two consecutive diffraction patterns to detect phase transition, and 2) we tracked the trend of the peak 
intensity of the existing phase(s) between the phase boundaries detected in each heating cycle. The 
downside of the second criterion is that changes in peak intensity may also result from the non-random 
orientation of a small number of newly formed crystal grains and/or peak sharpening upon heating (e.g., 
Chanyshev et al., 2022). Therefore, as an additional criterion, we relied on the “spottiness” of Debye 
rings in the 2D XRD images to track the stability of existing phase(s) when the intensity of their 
diffraction peaks does not change in the same direction. In addition, to avoid mistaking variations in 
peak intensity and location caused by temperature drop for phase transitions, we excluded any 
diffraction pattern with a temperature drop of >50 K in the heating path. 

One of the goals of this study is to explore the location of the Mg2SiO4 triple point as well as the 
high-temperature area between the triple point and the solidus. To reach this target P–T range (~21–23 
GPa and 1900–2300 K), we started some of our experiments 3–4 GPa lower than this target pressures to 
account for the thermal pressure upon heating (from ~17–20 GPa and 1300–1600 K). This choice means 
that the newly formed rw and the relic wd often coexist throughout most of the experiment because the 
P–T conditions are close to the wd ↔ rw phase boundary (with a lower reaction rate when approaching 
the boundary, Chanyshev et al., 2022). Wd with the orthorhombic structure has a much higher density of 
diffraction peaks than rw with the cubic structure, most of which are located near corresponding cubic 
features in the XRD patterns, which makes the detection of the first appearance of rw peaks particularly 
challenging. 

Ideally, we would want to reverse the P–T path and observe the phase transitions again upon 
cooling. In practice, however, it is difficult to completely recombine the dissociated bm + pe back to one 
single phase upon cooling for the time frame allowed for fast-paced synchrotron experiments due to a 
slow diffusion rate (Shimojuku et al., 2014) and the separation of the bm and pe grains (Ishii et al., 
2018). Reversed experiments are often only feasible in multi-anvil experiments because the 
compression-decompression cycle and heating-cooling cycle can be controlled simultaneously and in 
small increments by a resistance heater and a hydraulic ram. However, the accuracy of temperature 
measurements in a multi-anvil press is limited by the thermocouple calibrations, and the pressure effects 
on emf remains unconstrained experimentally at >~1000 K and, for example, would introduce a 
systematic temperature error of >80 K at 1773 K for the type D thermocouple, which significantly 
affects the determination of Clapeyron slopes (Nishihara et al., 2020). Therefore, LH-DAC experiments 
provide an effective way to collect a relatively large dataset with less systematic errors (at the cost of 
larger random errors) in temperature measurements. 
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S3: Additional details of the selection of phase stability observations from literature. 
Historically, experimental studies determined the P–T conditions of a phase transition using the 

ex situ method, and these ex situ studies (e.g., Ito & Takahashi, 1989; Ishii et al., 2011) reported 
pressures based on “fixed point” calibrations (typically with one at room temperature and one at high 
temperature, e.g., Irifune et al., 2014). In these ex situ experiments, however, pressure usually varies 
with temperature, and this temperature dependence of pressure is a complex function of thermal pressure 
and material relaxation and depends on the P–T path of the run (Fei et al., 2004). It is difficult to 
compare and correct the pressures of these ex situ datasets, and we hence excluded them from the 
compilation. For temperature correction, one in situ study, Fei et al. (2004), used the type C 
(W95Re5−W74Re26) thermocouple; No extrapolatable calibration of its pressure effects is available for 
the type C thermocouple (Li et al., 2003). Therefore, we also excluded the Fei et al., (2004) dataset from 
the compilation. These excluded datasets represent only a very small fraction of total data points of our 
data compilation, and they had minimal effects on the location and slope of the post-spinel boundary 
when they were included in the global analysis. 
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S4: Additional details of machine learning procedures 
In the framework of supervised learning (Fig. S2), the data compilation was first split into a train 

set (70%) and a test set (30%). The multi-class logistic model for the Mg2SiO4 phase boundaries would 
be eventually evaluated on both the train set and test set because the model could overfit the train set to 
predict perfect responses but fail to perform well in the unseen test set. In this study, we used the 
polynomials of P and T by degree 1 to 5 to describe a phase boundary. Overfitting might occur without 
supervised learning if the degree of the polynomial we chose is too large, and to prevent overfitting, we 
applied a regularization method called Lasso, or L1 regularization. The regularization method constrains 
or regularizes the coefficient estimates, 𝛽!, by modifying the least-squares loss function, ℒ(𝛽), into a 
regularized loss function, ℒLasso(𝛽) = ℒ(𝛽) + 𝜆 ∑ (𝛽",!($

",!%& , where 𝜆 is a scaler that assigns weights to 
the regularization term, or the regularization strength,  𝜆 ∑ (𝛽",!($

",!%& . We then used 𝜆 to 
discourage/penalize extreme values of 𝛽! to avoid overfitting: when 𝜆 is sufficiently large, the 
regularized loss function ℒLasso(𝛽) becomes increasingly sensitive to  𝜆 ∑ (𝛽",!($

",!%& ; in such scenario, a 
successful convergence would shrink 𝛽Lasso to zero, or close to zero.  

The hyperparameter (C), or the inverse of regularization strength (λ= 1
C
), along with other 

parameter choices in the scikit-learn package including “multi_class” (classification strategies) and 
“solver” (algorithms to use in the optimization problem), need to be tuned to optimize the multi-class 
logistic models. We performed (hyper-)parameter tuning using grid search with k-fold cross-validation, 
in which the train set was further split into k folds (k = 3–5): the model was trained using k−1 of the 
small folds, and the resulting model was validated on the reminder of the train set, a single fold held out 
as the validation set. The final evaluation of the parameters was based on the average over the k folds.  

The next step was to choose an evaluation metric. Two common metrics are precision 
( true positive
true positive + false positive

) and recall ( true positive
true positive + false negative

): for example, if we were to draw a phase 

boundary between rw and bm + pe, precision describes the proportion of the data points the estimated 
phase boundary identified as rw actually were rw; while recall describes the proportion of all rw data 
points the estimated phase boundary actually identified as rw. The precision and recall of a model are 
inversely corelated, and in phase diagram determination, we need to maximize both precision and recall. 
So, their harmonic mean is used as the evaluation metric, F1 score (2× precision × recall

precision + recall
) and it has the 

advantage of penalizing extreme values. A high F1 score means a better balance between precision and 
recall. The hyperparameter-tuned model was then fit to the train set and test set, and the degree of 
polynomial that has the maximum F1 score on the test set became the best-fit model. Then, we used the 
multi-class logistic regression with the selected degree of polynomial to fit the original data set (the train 
and test set recombined) and produced a statistically-optimized phase diagram. 
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S5: A brief review of previous data and their comparison with this study. 
To benchmark the logistic model used in this study, we applied the simple binary logistic model 

(Kavner et al., 2011) with the assumption of a linear boundary to the individual uncorrected literature 
dataset. The phase boundaries redetermined by on the logistic models in general agree with the free-
hand drawn boundaries, which validates the logistic functions as a model to describe phase stability 
observations. We now review previous individual experimental datasets and compare it with our global 
analysis: 

1) The Clapeyron slope of the post-spinel transition in Mg2SiO4 has been studied extensively 
because of its relevance to the “660-km” seismic discontinuity, and except for Chanyshev et al. 
(2022), the majority of the literature assumed a linear boundary. Earlier experimental studies 
usually report a more negative Clapeyron slope for the post-spinel boundary,  −3–−4 MPa/K 
(Ito & Yamada, 1982; Ito & Takahashi, 1989; Ito et al., 1990; Akaogi & Ito, 1993; Chopelas et 
al., 1994; Irifune et al., 1998); the pressures reported by these earlier studies were determined ex 
situ based on “fixed-point” calibrations, so they were more susceptible to systematic biases than 
in situ pressure scales (Li, 2022). More recent work with improved experimental techniques 
(e.g., pressure determination, phase identification, etc.) suggest the post-spinel slope is less 
negative, from −1–−2 to virtually 0 MPa/K (Katsura et al., 2003; Fei et al., 2004; Ghosh et al., 
2013; Ishii et al., 2011; Ghosh et al., 2013;Chanyshev et al., 2022). The estimates on the post-
spinel Clapeyron slope have become less negative over several decades of experimental 
investigation. This trend suggests inadequate assumption of the linear boundary that would cause 
overestimation of the post-spinel Clapeyron slope magnitude if it was averaged over a larger 
temperature range: indeed, earlier experimental studies that reported the slopes of −3–−4 
MPa/K typically averaged their slopes between 1200 to 2100 K while more recent works 
averaged their slopes of −1–−2 MPa/K over 1600 to 2100 K. The nonlinearity we introduced in 
this study rendered the multi-class logistic model to capture the increasing negative post-spinel 
slope that the linear assumption was insufficient to describe.  

2) We also found a nearly vertical wd ↔ bm + pe boundary of 0.4'2.9
+1.8  MPa/K at 2400±200 K, 

which is generally consistent with the dataset reported by Chudinovskikh & Boehler (2001) and 
Hirose (2002). The Chudinovskikh & Boehler (2001) dataset is uncorrectable due to the lack of 
the EoS information about its pressure scales, so it is not included in our compilation and 
therefore can be considered as an independent test. Hirose (2002) suggested a slightly negative 
wd ↔ bm + pe slope (~–2 MPa/K), but its slope was only implied by a single pair of 
experimental brackets at 2273 K, so its slope was not effectively constrained. In general, the wd 
↔ bm + pe slope remains less well constrained even with the compiled dataset, due to the 
increasingly scattered data above the triple point.  

3) Lastly, we found a wd ↔ rw slope of 6.2'1.1
+1,6  MPa/K at 1800±200 K, which is consistent with the 

free-hand drawn slopes reported by Katsura & Ito (1989) and Suzuki et al. (2000) (~7 MPa/K) 
and slightly more positive than the free-hand drawn slopes from Kuroda et al. (2000) and Inoue 
et al. (2006) (~3–4 MPa/K). A relatively more positive slope between 1500 and 2100 K is more 
consistent with the corrected experimental observations and it is also more consistent with the 
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phase diagram globally because a relatively linear wd ↔ rw slope of ~3–4 MPa/K would 
intersect and form at a triple point that does not agree with the majority of the wd ↔ bm + pe 
boundary observations (Chudinovskikh & Boehler, 2001; Hirose, 2002; this study). We noticed 
that the redetermined wd ↔ rw slope (~1 MPa/K) from the Suzuki et al. (2000) data is 
significantly smaller than the values originally reported (~7 MPa/K); it implies that the wd ↔ rw 
boundary may become much more nonlinear when temperature is lower than 1500 K. 
Unfortunately, the low-temperature constraints on the wd ↔ rw boundary are still lacking; our 
speculation on the nonlinearity of the wd ↔ rw boundary below 1500 K requires future 
experimental evidence to confirm. 
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S6: Additional details of the composite mantle temperature model for the “660-km” discontinuity. 
 The composite mantle temperature model for the “660-km” discontinuity estimates the lateral 
variations in the mantle temperature at the “660-km” depths, T660 (Fig. 5a). It combines three existing 
thermal models derived from seismic, geophysical and geodynamical constraints: 1) 2D kinematic 
models for subducting slabs (Syracuse et al., 2010), 2) global shear velocity constraints for plume-fed 
hotspots (Bao et al., 2022), and 3) globally compiled S660S observations for the ambient mantle 
(Waszek et al., 2021). 
 To extrapolate slab temperatures to the “660-km” depth, we used the P–T paths of the slab 
surface for all arc segments from the W1300 case of Syracuse et al. (2010) (up to 250 km). The 
gradients of most subduction temperature profiles become virtually constant after 150 km (~5 GPa) and 
vary between 0.3 and 0.5 K/km (Shirey et al., 2021). We, therefore, calculated the average slope of each 
subduction temperature profile between 150–250 km (~5–8 GPa) and then estimated the T660 for each 
subduction segment by extrapolating their P–T paths to the 660-km depth with their respective 
temperature gradient.  

Our estimates of the T660 for plume-fed oceanic hotspots were obtained based on their mantle 
potential temperature estimates reported by Bao et al. (2022) (Table S6). We first calculated the mantle 
adiabats for each plume-fed oceanic hotspot with their respective mantle potential temperature using 
HeFESTo, assuming a depleted MORB mantle (DMM). We then took the mantle temperature at the 
“660-km” depth along the respective mantle adiabat as the T660 for that specific hotspot. 

Similarly, our estimates of the T660 for the ambient mantle were extrapolated from the global 
mantle potential temperature map reported by Waszek et al. (2021). We calculated the mantle adiabats 
for each geographical location based on their respective mantle potential temperature using HeFESTo, 
assuming a mechanically mixed (MM) mantle of 20% basalt and 80% harzburgite. We then took the 
mantle temperature at the “660-km” depth along the respective mantle adiabat as the T660 for that 
specific geographical location. 
 The simple extrapolations we used here to estimate T660 may introduce significant errors. For 
example, slab geometry may vary significantly beyond 250 km for some arc segments, and our 
assumption of the constant temperature gradient for all slab segments is likely unrealistic. The actual 
mantle temperatures for some slab segments at the “660-km” depths may deviate from our estimates. 
With that being said, this composite T660 model serves as reasonable first-order approximations for the 
lateral variation of mantle temperature across the “660-km” discontinuity. 
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Supplementary Figures: 
 

 
Figure S1: Difference between pressures (in GPa) calculated based on the W scale (Sokolova et 
al., 2016) and pressures based on the KCl scale (Tateno et al., 2019). The PW estimates deviate 
significantly from those of PKCl at high temperatures, likely due to lack of thermal EoS data on W 
at >~1673 K (Litasov et al., 2013; Sokolova et al., 2016).  Therefore, we chose KCl as our primary 
pressure scale, and all pressures reported in the main text are based on the EoS of KCl from Tateno et 
al., (2019) The PW estimates upon heating in D14 spot 1 are plotted in blue circles; their respective 
PKCl estimates are plotted in a solid yellow line with the uncertainty range in dashed yellow lines. 
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Figure S2: Flow chart of machine learning procedure. The original dataset is split into two sets: a 
training set (70%) and a testing set (30%). With the training dataset, hyperparameters in the multi-
class logistic model are optimized using grid searching with cross-validation. The F1 scores are 
estimated for the hyperparameter-optimized multi-class logistic models of the polynomials by degree 
1 to 5 on the train set and test set, respectively; The best model is selected based on the F1 score of the 
testing set in the final evaluation.  

Original data set

Training set
(70%)

Testing set 
(30%)

Hyperparameters

Grid search with
cross-validation

Hyperparameter-
optimized model 

Polynomial degree
n = 1− 5

Training scoreTesting score

Final evaluation
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rw ↔ bm + pe 

 
Figure S3:  Benchmarks on the rw ↔ bm + pe post-spinel transition with the simple binary 
logistic model for each literature dataset. Phase stability observations on rw and bm + pe are color-
coded in blue and yellow, respectively. Phase boundaries predicted by the simple binary logistic 
models are plotted as solid red lines while the free-hand drawn phase boundaries previously reported 
by their respective studies are plotted as dashed black lines. Clapeyron slopes estimated by the simple 
binary logistic models and free-hand drawing are shown in red and black, respectively. Additional 
information about the literature dataset is listed above each subplot, including the abbreviations for the 
relevant study, the type of high pressure techniques used, whether the data was collected in situ or ex 
situ, the type of pressure scale or calibration used, and the type of temperature measurement.  The 
following abbreviations are used: I89, Ito & Takahashi (1989); I98, Irifune et al. (1998); S01, Shim et 
al. (2001); K03, Katsura et al. (2003); F04, Fei et al. (2004); I11, Ishii et al. (2011); G13, Ghosh et al. 
(2013); C22, Chanyshev et al. (2022); MA, multi-anvil press; DAC, diamond anvil cell; TC, 
thermocouple; Spec., spectroradiometer. 
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wd ↔ bm + pe 

 
Figure S4: Benchmarks on the wd ↔ bm + pe transition with the simple binary logistic model 
for each literature dataset. Phase stability observations on wd and bm + pe are color-coded in red 
and yellow, respectively. Phase boundaries predicted by the simple binary logistic models are plotted 
as solid red lines. Clapeyron slopes estimated by the simple binary logistic models are shown in red.  
Additional information about the literature dataset is listed above each subplot, including the 
abbreviations for the relevant study, the type of high pressure techniques used, whether the data was 
collected in situ or ex situ, the type of pressure scale or calibration used, and the type of temperature 
measurement.  The following abbreviations are used: C01, Chudinovskikh & Boehler (2001); DAC, 
diamond anvil cell; Spec., spectroradiometer; misc., miscellaneous pressure scales. 
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wd ↔ rw 

 
Figure S5: Benchmarks on the wd ↔ rw transition with the simple binary logistic model for each 
literature dataset. Phase stability observations on wd and rw are color-coded in red and blue, 
respectively. Phase boundaries predicted by the simple binary logistic models are plotted as solid red 
lines while the free-hand drawn phase boundaries previously reported by their respective studies are 
plotted as dashed black lines. Clapeyron slopes estimated by the simple binary logistic models and 
free-hand drawing are shown in red and black, respectively. Additional information about the 
literature dataset is listed above each subplot, including the abbreviations for the relevant study, the 
type of high pressure techniques used, whether the data was collected in situ or ex situ, the type of 
pressure scale or calibration used, and the type of temperature measurement.  The following 
abbreviations are used: S00, Suzuki et al. (2000); I06, (Inoue et al., 2006); I11, Ishii et al. (2011); MA, 
multi-anvil press; DAC, diamond anvil cell; TC, thermocouple; Spec., spectroradiometer. 
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Supplementary Tables: 
(For Tables S1–S6, please see the Excel spreadsheets attached.) 
 
Table S1: New in situ experimental dataset on the Mg2SiO4 phase diagram.  
 
Table S2: In situ phase stability observations in Mg2SiO4 compiled from literature with corrected 
pressures and temperatures. 
 
Table S3: In situ and ex situ phase stability observations in Mg2SiO4 compiled from literature with 
uncorrected pressures and temperatures. 
 
Table S4: Model selection results. 
 
Table S5: Subducting slabs and their T660 and γpostspinel. 
 
Table S6: Hotspot-associated plumes and their T660 and γpostspinel. 
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