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We analyze the displacements of the particles of a liquid perpendicular to an attractive confining
surface, using extensive molecular dynamics simulations. Because of the attraction of the surface,
the particles are trapped in its vicinity. This leads to a three-step relaxation of the liquid close to
the surface. The first step is related to the rattling motions of the particles in the cages formed by
their nearest neighbors; the second step is related to small-scale movements close to the surface, and
the third step is associated with the process of escaping from the surface. The three-step relaxation
is seen through the self-intermediate scattering function or the mean squared displacement of the
particles. Upon reducing temperature, the second and third relaxation steps seem to be gradually
merged. The solid surface induces also a strong heterogeneity in the mobility of its adjacent particles.
This can be seen from the large peak of the non-Gaussian parameter for the particle displacements,
which concurs with the appearance of the third step in the relaxation functions. The surface-induced
dynamical heterogeneity increases with decreasing temperature.

The dynamics of confined glass-forming liquids has
been extensively studied computationally [1–9] and ex-
perimentally [10–15]. These studies are partly motivated
by the technological importance of understanding the be-
havior of these materials. Furthermore, confined systems
have been studied in order to gain insight into the mecha-
nism of glassy dynamics and the nature of glass transition
temperature, Tg [16, 17].

Some features of the dynamics of glass-forming liq-
uids are usually discussed based on the so-called cage
effect [18–21]. According to it, at short times, a particle
of the liquid is trapped in a temporary cage formed by its
neighboring particles. At intermediate times, some of the
particles escape from their cages while some of them are
still restricted in the cages; this leads to the heterogeneity
of particle displacements within the liquid which can be
recognized from the peak of the non-Gaussian parameter
for the particle displacements [22–25]. The cage effect
leads to a two-step relaxation of the liquid; a short-time
step that comes from fast movements within the cage
and a long-time step that appears after cage breaking
(α-relaxation) [19]. The two-step relaxation can be seen
through the two-step decay of, for example, self interme-
diate scattering function or through the two-step increase
of mean-squared displacement with time [19, 26].

Previously, for interfacial polymer systems, three-
step decay of self-intermediate scattering function was
observed and discussed as a polymer-specific phe-
nomenon [27, 28]. In this letter, we show that this phe-
nomenon is not limited to polymers. Also, besides the
scattering function, we show the signs of three-step re-
laxation in other dynamical observables of the confined
liquid. Analyzing different dynamical quantities and per-

ceiving the correlations between them lead to a deeper
understanding of the surface effects on liquid dynamics.
We discuss the wave vector dependence of the scattering
function and the temperature dependence of dynamical
quantities. Also, we compare the simulation results with
analytical calculations for a Fickian liquid in the vicinity
of a reflective wall.

We present the results of molecular dynamics simula-
tions of a low molecular weight liquid confined between
solid surfaces. The model liquid is hydrogenated methyl
methacrylate (HMMA, C5H10O2) and the model surface
is a periodic single layer of pristine graphene which has
weak van der Waals interaction with HMMA. The thick-
ness of the confined liquid is around 10 nm. HMMA
is similar to the chemical repeating unit of poly(methyl
methacrylate), a well-known glass-forming polymer. The
selection of HMMA was also motivated by our prelim-
inary work on confined PMMA melts, in which we ob-
served three-step relaxation near the confining surface
(data are not shown). Simulations were performed using
atomistic models [29, 30]. See section S1 of Supplemental
Material for the details.

We analyze the particle displacements perpendicular to
the confining surface (i.e., along the z direction), by cal-
culating self-intermediate scattering function (Fs(qz, t),
wave vector is parallel to the z axis), mean-squared
displacement (⟨∆z2(t)⟩), second-order non-Gaussian pa-
rameter (αz

2), and self part of the van-Hove function
(Gs(z, t)) (see section S2 for the definitions). To track
the displacements we look at the position of the α-carbon
atom of HMMA (see Figure S1). The dynamical quanti-
ties are calculated at different distances from the surface
(layer-resolved). For the layer-resolved analysis, calcula-
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tions are performed on the atoms present in a given layer
at t = 0.

FIG. 1: Solid curves and the curves with the circular
marker: the analytically calculated dynamical

observables for a layer of Fickian liquid that at t = 0
has a thickness of d and is located in contact with a

reflective wall (see inset of panel b). The dashed curves
display the observables for a bulk Fickian liquid.

Before presenting the simulation results, we examine
the above-mentioned dynamical quantities for an ideal-
ized case of a liquid that exhibits Fickian diffusion in
the vicinity of a reflective wall. Consider a homogeneous
layer of the liquid that at t = 0 has a thickness of d and is
located in contact with a reflective wall (see inset of Fig-
ure 1b). This geometry is relevant to the layer-resolved
analysis of this work. At the reflective wall ∂c/∂z = 0,
where c is the concentration of the particles of the layer.
The distribution of displacements, Gs(z, t), for the par-
ticles of the tagged layer can be calculated through the
reflection of displacements at the wall [31] (see section
S3). Using Gs(z, t), different dynamical quantities can
be calculated; see Figure 1. The dynamical observables
for the particles of the tagged layer deviate from the bulk
ones. This is expected because a particle that moves in
the negative z direction near the wall has to come back
to its original location. The αz

2(t) of the layer shows a
peak. The Fs(qz, t) of the layer decays slower than the
corresponding bulk curve and exhibits a tail; the devi-
ation is pronounced for qz values around 0.5/d to 4/d.
The ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ of the layer has an angle around the peak
time of αz

2(t). Around this time, ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ first shows a
mild sub-diffusive and then a mild super-diffusive behav-
ior. These calculations are useful for understanding the
mere geometric effect of confinement on the dynamical
observables of the liquid.

In simulations, for the layer-resolved analysis of the
dynamics, the confined film is divided into seven layers.
Close to the surface, we define six layers of thickness of
4 Å; however, for increasing visibility, we consider the
center of the film ([26–50] Å from the surface) as a single

layer (see legends of Figure 2). The selected 4 Å thick-
ness corresponds to the length scale of the local density
oscillations (coming from the layered structures of the
liquid) close to the surface. Particularly, the first layer
corresponds to the first peak of the density profile. At
lower temperatures, the layered structure propagates to
longer distances (Figure S7).
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FIG. 2: The layer-resolved αz
2(t), Fs(qz, t), and ⟨∆z2(t)⟩

curves for characterizing the displacements
perpendicular to the surface (T = 200 K). In panel (c)
the tangent lines show the changes in the slope of the

curve.

Figure 2a shows the layer-resolved αz
2(t) curves at

T = 200 K, roughly corresponding to T = 1.4Tg (see
section S5). The αz

2(t) of the bulk liquid and of the cen-
tral layers of the confined liquid exhibit a peak at short
times (around 50 ps at 200 K). This peak is related to the
dynamical heterogeneity originated from the cage effect
(see also Figure S5). The αz

2(t) of the first layer starts to
increase almost in parallel to the bulk αz

2(t). However,
after the peak time of the αz

2(t) of the bulk liquid, αz
2(t)

of the first layer continues to increase and shows a strong
peak at later times. This peak is much stronger than
the peak of the αz

2(t) close to a reflective wall (Figure 1);
hence, it is not a mere geometric effect of the confining
surface. This strong peak is related to the trapping of
the particles in the vicinity of the attractive surface. At
short times most of the particles stay in the vicinity of
the surface; at intermediate times, some particles escape
from the surface but some of them are still trapped near
the surface; this leads to heterogeneity of displacements
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observed through the peak of αz
2(t). The αz

2(t) of the
second layer also has a considerable peak, however, it is
much lower than that of the first layer. Further, at long
times (20 – 200 ns in Figure 2a) small peaks are observed
in the αz

2(t) of the third to sixth layers. The particles be-
longing to these layers are far from the surface at t = 0;
after some time, some of those come close to the surface
and feel its effects.

Figure 2b shows the layer-resolved Fs(qz, t) functions
at T = 200 K at qz = 14 nm−1, which is close to the peak
position of the structure factor of the α-carbon atoms
of HMMA (Figure S4). The Fs(qz, t) of the bulk liquid
and of the central layers shows its typical behavior for a
glass-forming liquid at a rather high temperature [19]; it
shows a two-step decay, however, the temperature is not
low enough to see the full separation between the two
steps. At T = 200 K, the surface modifies the Fs(qz, t) of
the four adjacent layers. With reducing temperature, the
effect of the surface on the liquid dynamics propagates
to longer distances. For example at T = 280 K, only the
first and second layers are affected (see section S7).

The Fs(qz, t) of the first layer decays slower than that
of the bulk liquid. Furthermore, it exhibits a three-step
decay (Figure 2b). Similar to the bulk liquid, the first
step of the Fs(qz, t) of the first layer is related to the rat-
tling of the particles in the cages formed by their neigh-
bors. However, the decay of the Fs(qz, t) of the first layer
in its first step is smaller than the decay of the bulk
relaxation function in the corresponding step. This be-
havior probably comes from the modification of the inter-
molecular packing close to the surface (i.e., the layered
structure of the liquid). After cage breaking the parti-
cles start cooperative motion; however, because of the
attraction of the surface, the particles only have small
scale back and forth movements close to the surface. This
is reflected in the partial decay of Fs(qz, t) in its second
step. At later times, when the particles start to escape
from the surface, an additional relaxation step (the third
step) emerges in their Fs(qz, t). The onset of the third
step corresponds to the position of the large peak of the
αz
2(t) of the first layer. (see Figure 3a). For the bulk

liquid, the onset of the second step of Fs(q, t) also co-
incides with the peak of the bulk α2(t) (see Figure S5).
Figure 2b shows also Fs(qz, t) for the whole confined liq-
uid. This quantity can be measured experimentally, e.g.,
through quasi-elastic neutron scattering [11]. Note that
Fwhole
s (qz, t) =

∑
ϕi Fsi(qz, t), where ϕi and Fsi(qz, t)

are the fraction of the particles present in layer i and its
scattering function.

Figure 3a shows the q-dependence of the Fs(qz, t) of
the first layer. In a rather wide range of q, Fs(qz, t)
vanishes at a q-independent time, after the peak time
of αz

2(t). Such a q-dependence resembles the behavior of
the single-chain scattering function of entangled polymer
melts, which according to the tube model is governed
by two processes: chain reptation inside the tube and
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FIG. 3: Fs(qz, t) and ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ of the first layer together
with its αz

2(t). ϕ(t) in panel (a) is the fraction of the
trapped particles at t = 0 which are still trapped (near

the same surface) at time t (T = 200 K).

the escape of the chain from its confining tube[32]. To
understand this q-dependence, we follow the arguments
made in [32]. A particle contributes to Fs(qz, t), if its
displacement ∆z(t) ≲ q−1

z (i.e., it is slow). The parti-
cles which escape from the surface become mobile and,
if qz is not very small, translate by distances larger than
q−1
z while some other particles are still trapped near the
surface. These mobile particles do not contribute to the
scattering function of the first layer and Fs(qz, t) is dom-
inated by the particles which are still trapped near the
surface. Based on this argument, for a range of qz, the
long-time behavior of Fs(qz, t) of the first layer is con-
trolled by ϕ(t) which is the fraction of the trapped par-
ticles at t = 0 which are still trapped there (near the
same surface) at time t. We assume that a scattering
center is trapped near the surface if it is located in the
first layer. Such particles are also described as adsorbed
or attached [33, 34]; also since ϕ(t) can be calculated like
a correlation function [27, 28, 34, 35], it is usually called
desorption correlation function. Because of the confine-
ment in a finite volume, ϕ(t) does not decay to zero at
long times, instead, converges to the fraction of all parti-
cles of the liquid which are trapped near one side of the
surface (around 0.045 in the current geometry). ϕ(t) can
be easily scaled to decay to zero at long times[27, 28, 35],
however, we do not scale it, because the finiteness of the
confinement volume affects also Fs(qz, t) and ∆z2(t)⟩ (see
below). ϕ(t) at 200 K is shown in Figure 3a. The fi-
nal decay of the Fs(qz, t) of the first layer over a wide q
range is in good agreement with the final decay of ϕ(t),
which is consistent with the above discussion. The de-
velopment of the large peak of αz

2(t) is also in line with
the decay of ϕ(t). This is consistent with the discussion
of Figure 2a regarding the relation of this peak to the
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process of escaping from the surface. With decreasing
temperature, the long-time overlap of the Fs(qz, t) curves
(over a range q) becomes more pronounced (see Figure
S9). This stems from the higher heterogeneity of parti-
cle displacements at lower temperatures (see Figure 4a).
With increasing dynamic heterogeneity, the distribution
of particle displacements becomes more consistent with
the categorization of the particles as trapped (near the
surface) and mobile, which is the basis of the argument
for the long-time overlap of Fs(qz, t) (see Figure S10 for
the distribution of displacements).

Figure 2c shows the layer-resolved ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ curves. Be-
cause of confinement in a finite volume, at long times,
the ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ curves of all layers become constant. Af-
ter the short-time ballistic regime (⟨∆z2(t)⟩ ∝ t2) the
⟨∆z2(t)⟩ of the bulk liquid (and of the central layers) ex-
hibits a sub-diffusive regime and then converges to nor-
mal diffusion (⟨∆z2(t)⟩ ∝ t1). This sub-diffusive regime
is related to the cage effect, however, at the studied tem-
perature, 200 K, the cages are not rigid enough to see
a plateau [19]. After the ballistic regime, the ⟨∆z2(t)⟩
of the first layer shows two sub-diffusive regimes (with
different slopes). Similar to the bulk liquid, the first sub-
diffusive regime comes from the cage effect. The second
regime comes from the trapping effect of the surface; this
regime corresponds to the second step of the decay of
Fs(qz, t). After these sub-diffusive regimes, ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ in-
creases rapidly and shows a pronounced super-diffusive
behavior. The onset of the super-diffusive regime almost
concurs with the position of the peak of αz

2(t), the onset
of the third step of Fs(qz, t), and the onset of the de-
cay of ϕ(t) (see Figure 3). This regime is related to the
process of escaping from the surface. As shown in Fig-
ure 1b, a super-diffusive behavior is also observed close
to a reflective wall. However, the effect is much stronger
for the model system. To explain the super-diffusive be-
havior, recall that for the calculation of ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ of the
first layer, particles that are present in the first layer at
t = 0 are taken into account. When some of the parti-
cles escape from the surface, they finally have diffusive
behavior (see ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ of the central layers)); however,
⟨∆z2(t)⟩ calculated relative to the initial positions of the
particles in the vicinity of the surface, increases rapidly,
and exhibits an apparent super-diffusive behavior. Note
that ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ is dominated by the fast particles.

Figure 4 shows the temperature dependence of the dy-
namical observables of the first layer. The presented tem-
perature range approximately corresponds to 2.45Tg to
1.26Tg. The αz

2(t) curve (panel a) increases at short
times because of the heterogeneity originated from the
cage effect and later, shows a strong peak because of
the surface effect on the displacement of particles. With
decreasing temperature, the heterogeneity of the parti-
cle displacements significantly increases, reflected in the
higher peaks of the αz

2(t). The distribution of displace-
ments at the peak time of αz

2(t) is shown in Figure S10.
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FIG. 4: Temperature dependence of different dynamical
quantities for the particles present in the first layer at

time origin.

Figure 4b shows the Fs(qz, t) of the first layer at dif-
ferent temperatures. At high temperatures, the cages
are not rigid and their effect is not clearly seen (i.e., at
short times Fs(qz, t) does not have two distinct steps).
As for bulk glass-forming liquids, upon reducing temper-
ature, the time scales of the first and second steps of
Fs(q, t) become more separated. This is reflected in the
appearance of an extended plateau between the first and
second steps. With reducing temperature, such a sign of
time scale separation between the second and the third
steps of Fs(qz, t) of the first layer is not observed; on the
contrary, the separation between the second and third
steps becomes less clear and their time scales seem to
come closer to each other. Furthermore, the contribu-
tion of the third step in the decay of Fs(qz, t) seems to
increase; that is, the onset of the third step appears at
larger Fs values. The Fs(qz, t) curves have also been ana-
lyzed by fitting their second and third steps with the sum
of two stretched-exponential functions (see section S10).
The time scales of these steps have been estimated from
the fitted functions and they are in favor of the gradual
merging of the second and third steps with decreasing
temperature. The merging can be explained as follows:
At low temperatures the particles face large (caging or
packing) barriers for their motions; if some of the parti-
cles can overcome these barriers, they probably can also
overcome the energetic barriers for escaping from the sur-
face. Long-time tails are also observed after the third
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step of Fs(qz, t). The appearance of this tail almost con-
curs with the convergence of ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ to a constant value
and it is related to the confinement of the liquid in a finite
volume.

Figure 4c shows the ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ of the first layer at differ-
ent temperatures. At low temperatures, two sub-diffusive
regimes can be detected (which are discussed above). At
high temperatures, the cages are not rigid enough and
their restricting effects are not seen; hence only one sub-
diffusive regime is observed. Furthermore, at lower tem-
peratures, transition to the super-diffusive regime occurs
at smaller ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ values. This is consistent with the
smaller contribution of the second step in the decay of
Fs(qz, t) at lower temperatures. With decreasing temper-
ature, the slope of the second sub-diffusive regime grad-
ually reduces and the slope of the super-diffusive regime
seems to gradually increase.

In summary, we analyzed the displacements of the par-
ticles of a liquid perpendicular to an attractive confining
surface. The surface imposes a large heterogeneity on
the displacements in the adjacent liquid and also leads
to its three-step relaxation. The first step is related to
the rattling of particles in the cages; the second step is
related to the small-scale movements close to the sur-
face, and the third step is related to the process of escap-
ing from the surface. With decreasing temperature, the
surface-induced dynamical heterogeneity increases, and
the second and third relaxation steps seem to be gradu-
ally combined.
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S1. MODEL AND METHOD

Figure S1a shows the studied model geometry. In this figure, the simulation box together with

one of its periodic images (along the z direction) is presented. Figure S1b shows a schematic repre-

sentation of the chemical structure of the model studied liquid, hydrogenated methyl methacrylate

(HMMA). The confining surface is a and periodic single-layer of pristine graphene. The graphen

surface is not frozen, i.e., the equations of motion for the wall particles are also taken into account.

The surface was placed parallel to the xy plane and periodic boundary condition was applied along

all directions. At 200 K, the dimensions of the simulation box are almost 5.2×5.2×10.3 nm3 along

the x, y, and z directions. The periodic boundary conditions make the model geometry a multi-

layered system containing alternating almost 10 nm thick films of HMMA confined between infinite

surfaces. We performed molecular dynamics simulations with atomistic models using the GRO-

MACS package [1]. The leap-frog algorithm with 1 fs time step was used for the integration of the

equations of motion. Simulations were performed at constant temperature and constant pressure

(NPT ensemble). Nosé-Hoover thermostat with 0.5 ps relaxation time and Parrinello-Rahman

barostat with 5 ps relaxation time (for anisotropic pressure coupling) were used for controlling

temperature and pressure. Depending on the temperature, we performed simulations for 100 ns

up to more than 4 µs. The nonbonded interactions were truncated at 1 nm. Van der Waals tail
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correction was applied to energy and pressure and the particle-mesh Ewald method was employed

for the calculation of the long-range electrostatic interactions. The Lorentz-Berthelot mixing rule

was used for the calculation of the interactions between dissimilar atoms. The carbon atoms of

graphene have weak attractive van der Waals interactions (modeled with the Lennard-Jones pair

potential) with the atoms of HMMA. In the employed model, the depth of the individual Lennard-

Jones interactions between the carbon atoms of graphene and carbon atoms of HMMA is around

0.33 kJ/mol which is slightly smaller than the interaction energy between two carbon atoms of

HMMA. However, each atom of HMMA interacts with several carbon atoms of graphene, which

have a packed honeycomb structure with a bond length of around 1.42 Å. Figure S1c shows a

relaxed configuration of a single HMMA molecule on the graphene surface (the separation of this

configuration from graphene cots around 47 kJ/mol). The van der Waals interactions between the

graphene surface and the HMMA liquid lead to the layered structure of the liquid in the vicinity

of the surface (see Figure S7). The details of the employed force field can be found elsewhere [2].

FIG. S1: (a) The studied geometry. A snapshot of the simulation box and one of its period

images along the z direction are shown. (b) A schematic representation of the chemical structure

of HMMA. α-carbon atom of HMMA is also shown. (c) Top view of a relaxed configuration of

one HMMA molecule on the graphene surface.
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S2. THE DEFINITIONS OF THE STUDIED DYNAMICAL QUANTITIES

In the confined liquid, the displacements of particles perpendicular to the surface (along the

z direction) are analyzed by calculating self intermediate scattering function (Fs(qz, t), wave vec-

tor is parallel to the z axis), mean-squared displacement (⟨∆z2(t)⟩), second-order non-Gaussian

parameter (αz
2), and self part of the van-Hove function (Gs(z, t)) defined as :

Fs(qz, t) = ⟨cos[qz∆z(t)]⟩

⟨∆z2(t)⟩ = ⟨(z(t)− z(0))2⟩

αz
2(t) =

1

3

⟨∆z4⟩
⟨∆z2⟩2 − 1

Gs(z, t) = ⟨δ(z − [zi(t)− zi(0)])⟩

(S1)

where ⟨⟩ shows averaging over appropriate atoms and time origins and δ is the delta function. For

the isotropic bulk liquid, the dynamical properties along all different directions are identical and

the following relations can also be used:

Fs(q, t) = ⟨sin[q∆r(t)]

q∆r(t)
⟩

MSD(t) = ⟨∆r2(t)⟩ = ⟨(r(t)− r(0))2⟩

α2(t) =
3

5

⟨∆r4⟩
⟨∆r2⟩2 − 1

(S2)

where MSD(t) is the total mean-squared displacement of particles which in the case of isotropic

systems is equal to 3⟨∆z2(t)⟩.

S3. DYNAMICAL OBSERVABLES FOR A FICKIAN LIQUID CLOSE TO A

REFLECTIVE WALL

In a bulk liquid, if the particles have Fickian diffusion then the distribution of their dis-

placements is Gaussian: Gs(z, t) = exp(−z2/4Dt)/
√
4πDt, αz

2(t) = 0, ⟨∆z2(t)⟩ = 2Dt, and

Fs(qz, t) = exp(−q2zDt), where D is the diffusion coefficient of the particles the liquid. Now,

consider some tagged particles of a Fickian liquid that at t = 0 are located at a distance z0 from an

ideal planar reflective wall (that is, at t = 0 the spatial distribution of particles is δ(z− z0), see the

inset of Figure S2b). At the reflective wall ∂c/∂z = 0, where c is the concentration of the tagged

particles. The distribution of displacements of the tagged particles (displacements relative to the

position at t = 0) can be calculated via reflection of the displacements at the wall. For these tagged
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FIG. S2: Solid curves and the curves with circle marker: the analytically calculated dynamical

observables for some tagged particles of a Fickian liquid that at t = 0 are located at distance z0

from a reflective wall (see inset of panel b). The dashed curves display the observables for a bulk

liquid with Fickian diffusion of particles.

particles: Gs(z, t) =
[
exp(−z2/4Dt) + exp(−(z + 2z0)

2/4Dt)
]
/
√
4πDt, z ≥ −z0. With Gs(z, t) at

hand Fs(qz, t), ⟨∆z2(t)⟩, and αz
2(t) = 0 can be calculated:

Fs(qz, t) ==

∫ ∞

−∞
Gs(z, t) cos[qzz]dz

⟨∆z2(t)⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
Gs(z, t)z

2dz

⟨∆z4(t)⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
Gs(z, t)z

4dz

αz
2(t) =

1

3

⟨∆z4⟩
⟨∆z2⟩2 − 1

(S3)

We calculated the above integrals numerically. The results are presented in Figure S2. The

geometric effect of the wall modifies the dynamical observables of the tagged particles. The behavior

of Fs(qz, t) is interesting. Generally the Fs(qz, t) curves of the tagged particles differ from the bulk

curves. However, at q = nπ/z0 (n = 1, 2, 3, ..), the Fs(qz, t) of the tagged particles are similar to

the bulk ones. Furthermore, at some q values (e.g., q = 4/z0 and q = 8/z0 in Figure S2), the

Fs(qz, t) curves are non-monotonic. For example, at q = 4/z0, Fs(qz, t) becomes negative before

converging to zero; or at q = 8/z0, Fs(qz, t) becomes almost zero and then increases again. Such

non-monotonic shapes can also be observed in the simulations through layer-resolved calculations

of Fs(qz, t) for very thin layers. For example see Figure S3.

Now, we consider a homogeneous layer of tagged particles that at t = 0 has a finite thickness

of d and is located in contact with a reflective wall (see inset of Figure 1b of the main article). For
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FIG. S3: Fs(q, t) curves calculated for thin 2 Å layers in the confined liquid (T = 200 K). The

Fs(q, t) curves of some of the layers show a non-monotonic behavior which is consistent with the

analytical results presented in Figure S2.

these tagged particles the distribution of displacements can be calculated through:

Gs(z, t) =
1

d
√
4πDt

∫ d

0

[
exp(−z2/4Dt) + exp(−(z + 2z0)

2/4Dt)
]
H(z + z0)dz0 (S4)

where H(.) is the unit (Heaviside) step function (H(x) = 1 for x ≥ 0 and H(x) = 0 for x < 0).

The above integral was also calculated numerically. The calculated dynamical observables using

the above relation for Gs(z, t) are provided in Figure 1 of the main article.

S4. STRUCTURE FACTORS OF THE BULK LIQUID
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FIG. S4: (a) Static structure factor of the HMMA liquid at different temperatures. (b) Partial

structure factor of the α-carbon atoms of HMMA at different temperatures.
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The static structure factors of the model liquid, at different temperatures, are shown in Fig-

ure S4a. Figure S4b shows the partial structure factor of the α-carbon atoms of HMMA. With

reducing temperature, the peak of S(q) shifts to slightly larger q values. This is the result of

the increasing density of the liquid with decreasing temperature. The Fs(q, t) curves are mainly

calculated at q = 14 nm−1 which is close to the peak position of the partial structure factor of

the α-carbon atoms. Note that the experimental melting point of HMMA is 188 K [3]. However,

in the simulation of the model HMMA liquid, we do not see any sign of crystallization or a time-

dependent behavior at temperatures lower than 188 K. This observation originates from the much

longer time scales of crystallization than the simulation time window. Furthermore, the melting

temperature of the model HMMA liquid might deviate from that of the experimental sample (due

to the choice of the force field).

S5. DYNAMICS OF THE BULK LIQUID

The dynamical observables for the bulk HMMA liquid at various temperatures are shown in Fig-

ure S5. Upon reducing temperature, dynamical heterogeneities related to the cage effect increases.

This is reflected in the higher peaks of α2(t) at lower temperatures (Figure S5a). Furthermore,

at lower temperatures, the cages are more rigid. This is reflected in the development of plateau

regimes in the Fs(q, t) and MSD(t) curves (Figure S5b-c). The maximum of α2(t) almost coincides

with the onset of decay of Fs(q, t) and also onset of increase of MSD(t), after the cage regime.

From the Fs(q, t) curves we can calculate the relaxation times of the α-process in the liquid.

We fitted an stretched exponential function (f(t) = A exp(−(t/τ)β)) on each Fs(q, t) curve and

calculated the relaxation times through τc = τ/βΓ(1/β), where Γ is the Gamma function. The

calculated relaxation times at different temperatures are presented in Figure S6. To describe

the temperature dependence of α-relaxation, we fitted a Vogel-Fulcher-Tammann (VFT) function

(τc = τ∞ exp(B/(T − T0))) on the relaxation times (see the dashed line in Figure S6). The fitting

parameters are: T0 = 129.0 K, B = 500 K, and τ∞ = 0.00016 ns.

Usually, the Tg of a liquid is measured as the temperature at which the relaxation time of

α-relaxation equals around 100 s. This time scale is very far from the accessible time scales of

molecular simulations, however, from the fitted VFT relation we can calculate a rough estimate

of Tg. Especially for the studied model liquid, a clear deviation from the Arrhenius temperature

dependence of the relaxation times is seen in the temperature range of this study and hence the VFT

parameters can be determined rather reliably. For the model HMMA liquid, Tg ≈ 143 K assuming
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FIG. S5: Dynamical observables for the model liquid at different temperatures. (a), (b), and (c)

show non-Gaussian parameter, self-intermediate scattering function, and mean-squared

displacement, respectively.

τc(Tg) = 100 s. Hence, the temperature range shown in Figure S5, approximately corresponds to

2.45Tg down to 1.12Tg.

S6. INTERFACIAL DENSITY PROFILES

The interfacial mass density profiles for the model confined system are presented in Figure S7.

The density profiles are calculated as a function of axial distance (the distance on the z axis) from
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FIG. S7: Interfacial mass density profiles of the confined liquid as a function of axial distance

from the center-of-mass of the confining surface. In panel (b) the density profiles are normalized

by the respective bulk densities.

the center of mass of the confining surface. For the calculations, the space is divided into thin

slabs of 0.05 Å thickness and the density of the liquid in each slab is calculated. Figure S7a shows

the density profiles without normalization and Figure S7b shows the density profiles normalized

by the respective bulk values.

S7. THE LAYER-RESOLVED Fs(q, t) CURVES AT DIFFERENT TEMPERATURES

Figure S8 shows the layer-resolved Fs(q, t) functions of the confined liquid at different tem-

peratures (220 K, 280 K, and 180 K). With reducing temperature, the length scale over which

the confining surface modifies the dynamics of the liquid increases. At T = 280 K, the dynamics
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FIG. S8: Layer-resolved Fs(q, t) curves for the confined liquid at (a) T = 280 K, (b) T = 220 K,

and (c) T = 180 K (q = 14 nm−1).

in the first and the second layers are affected by the confining surface. However, with reducing

temperature, the dynamics in the further layers are also modified. At T = 220 K, the dynamical

gradient propagates up to the fourth layer, and at T = 180 K, up to the fifth one. This trend

correlates with the more pronounced layered structure of the liquid close to the surface at lower

temperatures (see Figure S5). It is worth mentioning that the increase of the length scale of the

surface effect has also been observed for confined liquids that have a similar structure to the bulk

liquid [4]. In these cases the increase of the length scale was explained by increasing the size of

cooperatively rearranging regions with decreasing temperature.
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S8. THE q-DEPENDENCE OF THE Fs(q, t) OF THE FIRST LAYER AT DIFFERENT

TEMPERATURES
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FIG. S9: The q-dependence of the Fs(q, t) of the first layer at (a) T = 350 K, (b) T = 280 K, and

(c) T = 180 K. In each panel, ϕ(t) and αz
2(t) of the first layer are also presented. ϕ(t) is the

fraction of the trapped molecules at t = 0 which are still trapped near the surface at time t.

Figure S9 shows the q-dependence of the Fs(q, t) of the first layer at T = 350 K, T = 280 K,

and T = 180 K. For a discussion of this figure, see the main text, the discussion of Figure 3a, in

which the q-dependence of Fs(q, t) of the first layer at T = 200 K is presented.
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FIG. S10: The self part of the van-Hove function, Gs(z, t), for the particles that are present in

the first layer at time origin. (a) Gs(z, t) at T = 200 K at different times. Here, t = 18 ns (the

solid red curve) almost corresponds to the peak time of αz
2(t). (b) Gs(z, t

⋆) at different

temperatures. t⋆ is the peak time of αz
2(t).

S9. THE DISTRIBUTION OF DISPLACEMENTS

Figure S10 shows simulating results for the self part of the van-Hove function, Gs(z, t), for

the particles that are present in the first layer ([2–6] Å from the surface) at t = 0. Gs(z, t)

simply shows the distribution of particle displacements along the z direction. The distribution

of displacements for the particles that are located on the right-hand side of the confining surface

and the distribution for the particles that are located on the left-hand side are expected to be

symmetric under reflection with respect to z = 0. Hence, here, the distribution of displacements

for the left-hand side particles has been reflected over z = 0 and then the average distribution has

been calculated. Figure S10a shows the Gs(z, t) at differnt times at T = 200 K. At short times,

the particles have small movements within the layer and Gs(z, t) has an almost symmetric shape.
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Gradually some particles leave the layer and diffuse toward the center of the film. At later times

a secondary peak is seen in Gs(z, t). This secondary peak originates from the layered structure

of the liquid close to the surface. The distance between the first and second peaks is similar to

the distances between the first and second peaks of the density profile of the α-carbon atoms (the

target atoms for the calculation of van-Hove functions). Figure S10b shows Gs(z, t
⋆) at different

temperature. t⋆ is the peak time of αz
2(t) (the αz

2(t) curves are shown in the Figure 4a of the main

text). At all temperatures Gs(z, t
⋆) exhibits a shoulder which is related to the displacement of the

particles which have escaped from the surface. With reducing temperature the height of the main

peak of Gs(z, t
⋆) increases. This large peak is related to the displacement of slow particles which

are still trapped near the surface. Furthermore, the shoulder of Gs(z, t
⋆) becomes more pronounced

and appears as a small secondary peak

S10. QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE Fs(q, t) CURVES OF THE FIRST LAYER
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FIG. S11: (a) The estimated relaxation times of the second and third steps of the Fs(qz, t) of the

first layer, [2–6] Å from the surface. (b) The contributions of the second and third steps in the

decay of the Fs(qz, t) of the first layer are estimated by fitting Fs(qz, t) curves with a sum of two

stretched exponential functions. A2 and A3 are the weights of the stretched exponential functions.

In this section we analyze the Fs(qz, t) curves of the first layer of the confined liquid by fitting

the second and third steps of Fs with the sum of two stretched-exponential functions: f(t) =

A2 exp[−(t/τ2)
β2 ] + A3 exp[−(t/τ3)

β3 ] (A2 + A3 < 1). The mean relaxation time associated with

each step has been calculated using τci = τi/βiΓ(1/βi), where Γ is the gamma function. The

values τci at different temperatures are provided in Figure S11a. For bulk glass-forming liquids,

with reducing temperature α-relaxation becomes more separated from the process of movements
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in the cages. As shown in Figure S11a, the second and third steps of the Fs(qz, t) of the first layer

do not show signs of time-scale separation with reducing temperature. On the contrary, τc3/τc2

generally decreases with reducnig temperature. The temperature dependence of the relaxation

times is in favor of the gradual merging of the second and third steps upon reducing temperature.

To better see the trend, we also fitted VFT functions on the relaxation times of the second and

third steps. The fitted curves are shown as thin dashed curves in Figure S11a. The parameters of

the fitted VFT curves are: T0 = 130.0 K, B = 620 K, and τ∞ = 0.000165 ns for the second step

and T0 = 130.0 K, B = 555 K, and τ∞ = 0.1 ns for the third one. It should be noted that the

accuracies of the fitted VFT functions on the relaxation times of the first layer are lower than the

VFT function fitted on the bulk relaxation times. Unlike the bulk liquid, at 170 K and 160 K, the

relaxation times of the first layer are outside of the simulation window; even at 180 K full decay

of the relaxation function can not be seen, despite more than 4 µs run (see Figure S8c).

Figure S11b shows the values of A2 and A3 at different temperatures. The contributions of

the second and third steps in the decay of the Fs(qz, t) of the first layer can be estimated from

A2 and A3. It seems that upon reducing temperature, A3 increases and A2 decreases; although

on the low-temperature side of the graph, this trend can not be seen. It should be noted that at

the lowest studied temperatures, the full decay of Fs(qz, t) of the first layer is not observed in the

simulation window (see Figure S8c), and hence the fitting parameters have a rather high degree of

uncertainty.

In the main text, we provide a short explanation for the merging of the second and third

relaxation steps with reducing temperature. Here we continue the discussion. In bulk glass-forming

liquids, with decreasing temperature, the process of small-scale movements in the cages becomes

separated from the α-relaxation process. In this case, at low temperatures, the cages become rigid,

and most (or all) particles perform rattling movements in the cages before α-relaxation happens.

Close to an attractive solid surface, with increasing temperature, the second and third relaxation

steps become more separated. At high temperatures, intermolecular packing (caging) barriers are

lower than the energetic barrier for escaping from the surface, and hence most particles perform

small-scale back-and-forth movements close to the surface before the process of escaping from the

surface. At low temperatures, intermolecular packing barriers become very large, and few particles

that can overcome these barriers can also overcome the energetic barrier for escaping from the
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surface. This leads to the merging of the second and third relaxation steps close to the surface.
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