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In-situ X-ray scattering monitoring is carried out during temperature annealing on different densified SiO2 glasses.
Density fluctuations and intermediate range coherence from x-ray scattering (SAXS) and diffraction (WAXS) evidence
a maximum in their evolution at the same relaxation time. These extrema confirm the existence of an intermediate
transitory disordered state between the two more ordered high and low density amorphous states. We propose that the
existence of this transitory state confirms the existence of two mega basin in the energy landscape and therefore an
amorphous-amorphous transition. Including older Raman results, we show that this intermediate disorder state implies
similar mechanisms at all length scales from a few angstroms to 5 nm.

I. INTRODUCTION

Polyamorphism describes the possibility for a liquid to
exist in two distinct amorphous phases, with possible transi-
tions among these. It was first presented as an explanation

for the negative melting slope
dTmelting

dP of some liquidus1,
in particular water. This concept has been extended to the
glassy state of water, leading to the progressive discovery
of three distinct amorphous structures for ice2,3. The con-
cept of polyamorphism became stronger when evidenced
in other glasses, such as in the YAG-Al2O3 system, or in
amorphous Si and Ge4–8. In the canonical network glass,
silica, polyamorphism was used to justify the increase in
the coordination number of silicon at high pressure9–13. In
this process the range of pressure where this coordination
change appears is very wide, in contrast to the sharp transition
observed in water. The transformation from SiO4 to SiO6
units spreads over 20 GPa at least, depending on studies14–16,
preventing direct assessment of polyamorphism. On the other
hand, polyamorphism can be linked to the densification of
silica glass, since this latter phenomenon can be addressed as
a coexistence of pristine glass and fully densified high density
amorphous glass17,18. In this last case, the study of the
structure of the densified glass is not self sufficient, because
the mechanisms of the amorphous-amorphous transitions
(AAT) and the origin of polyamorphism remain unsolved.

To overcome this ambiguity, we analyzed the structural
transformations of densified silica glass during annealings at
high temperature and atmospheric pressure.

The idea of studying the reverse transformation rather
than densification appeared as early as 1963 in MacKenzie’s
work.19 As pionering the work of MacKenzie was, the
multiplicity of the densification conditions, including shear,
as well as the absence of structural information, didn’t allow
him to evidence any identifiable specific transformation.
Ardnt et. al. took a closer look to the structure when relaxing
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isothermally silica glass samples that were previously den-
sified at high pressure and high temperature20,21. In these
papers, the authors noted that the density and the refractive
index of the Low density Amorphous (LDA) pristine state
were recovered after annealings at temperatures lower than
the glass transition temperature, e.g. 800◦C compared to
1200◦C. Moreover, when comparing the evolution of the
refractive index and the density, they evidenced a departure
from the expected linear relation, that they interpreted as
a transitory state. Later, Surovtsev et. al. performed 1h
annealings on densified silica at different temperatures,
allowing them to obtain a very broad range of densities22. A
careful examination of the low frequency part of the Raman
spectrum of the recovered samples allowed them to point out
the existence of a sharp change in the relaxationnal part of
the spectrum. They interpreted this change as a transition in
the stiffness of the material. Because this transition appears
at a density of 2.26 gcm−3, close to those of trydmite and
cristobalite, they concluded that the transition arises from
cluster crystal-like structured heterogeneities. In a previous
paper23, we demonstrated that the density cannot be used as a
reference of state parameter to study the structure of vitreous
silica (and glasses in general), since different isochemical
amorphous structures can have equal densities. Nevertheless,
there are several hints that indicate that a polyamorphic
transition might be visible during the annealing of densified
silica glass. Lately, Guerette et. al. evidenced a transition
in the mechanical properties of silica during annealings of
densified samples, visible through the evolution of the elastic
moduli24. In this study, we aim to track the underlying
structural changes at the possible amorphous-amorphous
transitions during the relaxation at high temperature of
densified samples, at the different length scales of the glass
structure.

In a recent paper25, we reported annealing experiments on
densified silica samples prepared with different P-T paths:

• The activation energy of the process, 255±45 kJmol−1,
is significantly lower than the activation energy of vis-
cous flow at the same temperatures26, i.e. 720 kJmol−1.
This indicates different mechanisms at the structural
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level.

• The evolution of the density during the transforma-
tion (Supporting Information) is a monotonous decrease
for all the samples tested, and so for all the compres-
sion parameters tested. This is consistent with pre-
vious measurements19,21,22,24,27, and indicates a global
monotonous volume expansion of the glassy network.

• The transformation goes through an transitory activated
state, characterized by an increase in the disorder within
the rings structure of the IRO. An increase in the inten-
sity and area of the so-called Raman D2 band is wit-
nessed for all the samples tested: for different compres-
sion temperatures at an identical pressure of 5 GPa, and
for different nominal pressures at room temperature.
This band is commonly assigned to three membered
rings in silica, therefore the increase of the D2 band in
the Raman spectrum indicates a creation of such three
membered rings. These small rings are characterized by
a mean Si-O-Si angle of 129± 1◦ (see Ref 23 for den-
sified silica structure), which is at the small bound of
the overall Si-O-Si angle distribution in densified sil-
ica glass28, making them the most compact structure
that can be found in the glassy network. The creation
of compact structure in an overall expanding network
is counter-intuitive, unless it implies an increase of the
level of heterogeneity and disorder. For instance, in a
simplified case, two 6 membered rings could transform
to a small 3 membered one and a large 9 membered one.
The creation of three membered rings is then associated
with the creation of larger voids in the structure, where
the expansion can take place.

More generally speaking, the transformation can be related
to an increase in the inhomogeneity of the structure during
the relaxation process. To characterize this transitory state
more thoroughly, we performed X-Ray scattering to track the
homogeneity of the glass structure up to several nanometers.

In Wide Angle X-Ray Scattering (WAXS), the First Sharp
Diffraction Peak (FSDP) is a feature present in the diffrac-
tograms of glasses when compared to the diffractogram of
there crystalline counterparts, and whom attribution has been
debated29–31. The models of Mei et al. and Crupi et al.

suggest that the FSDP arises from the boundary between in-
terstitial voids, corresponding to the rings of tetrahedron in
silica31,32. In any case, the position of the FSDP indicates the
characteristic distance of the intermediate range order (IRO),
when its width tells us about the distance over which the IRO
remains coherent29. Thus, on this length scale, variations of
the homogeneity should impact the width of the FSDP.

At a larger scale, over 1 to 5 nm, the electronic density fluc-
tuations 〈∆ρ〉 are directly proportional to the intensity of the
forward diffusion of X-Ray (of a volume V), i.e. with a zero
scattering vector q33,34.

I (q = 0) ∝ V 〈(∆ρ)2〉 (1)

I (q = 0) = I (q = 0,T = 0)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

static

+A× kbT ×

〈

1
ρV 2

l,∞

〉

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I(q=0)phonons,dynamic

(2)

In a glass, it was demonstrated that a static term is intro-
duced to take into account the frozen-in heterogeneities35.
The static term represents the largest structural order in
glasses, i.e. the spatial heterogenities in the elastic moduli
at the origin of the Ioffe-Regel criterion36. A dynamic term
accounts for the spatial fluctuations caused by the propagat-
ing phonons, and is thus temperature T dependent (A being a
proportionality factor, kb the Boltzmann constant). This con-
tribution I(q = 0)phonons is linked to the (spatially averaged 〈〉)
density ρ and longitudinal sound wave velocity (probed at in-
finite frequency) Vl,∞.
It has been demonstrated that the glasses recovered from com-
pression at high temperatures possess structures that are oth-
erwise inaccessible through thermal history only (or pressure
history only)37. Thus further the static term will be taken as
constant. However, we will use the extrapolation at the origin
of the intensity of the diffractograms I (q = 0) to extract the
density fluctuations at large length scale, over 1-5 nm.

II. EXPERIMENTAL

A. Densification at high pressure-high temperature

To study the possible AAT, we performed compressions
on three glassy samples from suprasil 300 commercial (OH
free) silica. Following the procedure described in Ref. 25,
three macroscopic cylinders were compressed in a Belt press
at 5 GPa and heated simultaneously at 425◦C, 750◦C and
1020◦C. During the compression, the temperature increase,
around 1◦C/s, starts only after the nominal pressure is reached.
The temperature is then maintained for 10 minutes, and finally
the sample is quenched by turning off the electrical current in
the furnace. After three to five minutes, the pressure is re-
leased and the sample is recovered. From experience, we es-
timate that the sample temperature is less than 100 ◦C when
the pressure starts to decrease. The homogeneity of each sam-
ple was checked using Raman mapping. No differences were
detectable in the collected spectra between the centre and the
edge of the samples.

The final density is measured by the buoyancy method in
toluene, and the densification ratio obtained for the recovered
samples compared to the pristine glass are respectively 9.2%
, 15.5% and 16.5%. Samples are thus labelled as Belt 9.2%,
Belt 15.5% and Belt 16.5%. The compression parameters with
the recovered densities are listed in table I. A description of
their structure is available in Ref. 23.
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Pressure Temperature Density Densification
Label

(GPa) (◦C) (g.cm−3) ratio ρ−ρ0
ρ0

5 425 2.40±0,03 9.2% Belt 9.2%
5 750 2.54±0,03 15.5% Belt 15.5%
5 1020 2.56±0,02 16.5% Belt 16.5%

TABLE I. compression parameters, recovered densities and denom-
ination of the different samples. The densities were estimated via
buoyancy measurements in toluene at room temperature.

B. X-ray scattering at high temperature

Several combined in-situ SAXS and WAXS experiments
were performed at the BM26 beamline in the ESRF in Greno-
ble (France), using a monochromatic beam operating at 12
KeV (1.033 Å). The sample was heated in air using a micro-
tomo furnace encaspulated by a aluminum lid with kapton or
mica windows. The SAXS signal was recorded using a pilatus
1M detector placed 1.4 meter away from the sample, with the
transmitted x-rays traveling through a primary vacuum, the
recorded SAXS signal ranges from 0.15 nm−1 to 7 nm−1. To
work on the FSDP solely, we needed to be able to substract
the rest of the structure factor. Thus, the WAXS signal was
recorded with a pilatus 300K detector placed as close as pos-
sible to the sample to get an significant part of this structure
factor: 8 to 50 nm−1.

We performed different annealings between 750◦C and 900
◦C. The temperature was first increased at 10◦C/min up to the
desired value, and then maintained for various durations rang-
ing from one to several hours. SAXS and WAXS data were
recorded during the heating and the isothermal annealing. The
annealing temperatures were chosen to lie in the same range
that these used for the Raman based experiments. A run was
conducted without the sample to obtain the background sig-
nal, that originates from the window and air scattering, over
the entire experiment. With the intensity of the beam deter-
mined before and after the furnace, the diffractogramms were
normalized following Levelut’s method35. It is then possible
to extract the position at maximum intensity and the width of
the FSDP from the WAXS spectra, and the intensity extrapo-
lated at q = 0nm−1 from the SAXS data. The full procedure
to extract the data from the raw signal is detailed in the Sup-
porting Information (hereafter noted SI).

III. RESULTS

In-situ evolution of the FSDP during an annealing at 770
◦C during 6.5 hours for the Belt 16.5% is shown in the figure
1. The FSDP of the densified glass at room temperature corre-
sponds to the curve with a maximum at the highest q. During
the heating ramp, the FSDP shifts slightly to lower q, down
to the red spectrum, which corresponds to the first spectrum
acquired at the annealing temperature. During the heat treat-
ment, the position evolves continuously toward the position
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FIG. 1. Evolution of the FSDP for a Belt 16.5% sample annealed at
770◦C. The FSDP before annealing, at room temperature, is the one
as the highest q at maximum intensity. The red FSDP corresponds to
the first diffractogram recorded at the 770◦C annealing temperature.

of the non-densified glass, marked by an arrow in the figure 1.
This means that the correlation at the origin of the FSDP take
place over greater distances as the relaxation goes on. Note
in figure 1 that as the FSDP shifts to low q, its tail ranges out
of the detection window. Because of the experimental setup,
it was impossible to move the WAXS detector further, and
to get the whole FSDP. To avoid any underestimation of the
FSDP width, the peaks were fitted with Pearson IV distribu-
tions, giving ∆LFSDP (see SI for complete process). I(q = 0)
is extrapolated by a Guinier analysis.
Annealings were performed at 770◦C for the Belt 15.5% and
Belt 9.2% and at 900 ◦C for the Belt 16.5%. The results, i.e.
the FSDP position q(IMAX) and width ∆LFSDP, and the ex-
trapolation of the intensity at zero scattering angle I(q = 0)
are shown in figure 2 and 3. The missing data in the figure
2 are due to a loss of the beam during the experiment. The
dashed lines, corresponding to the results of other runs (the
run of the figure 1 for the WAXS data) complete the data sets.
The position of the maximum of the FSDP behaves similarly
for all samples. The initial plateaus indicate that very mod-
est changes appear at low temperature, followed by monoto-
neous decrease after different thresholds: above 800, 600 and
200◦C for the Belt 16.5%, 15.5% and 9.2%. The evolution of
q(IMAX) is very smooth throughout the transformation, and
no discontinuity or sudden change of rate is visible for any
of the initial densification ratio. At the end of the relaxation,
the positions of the FSDP, are close to these of pristine silica
glass, 15.1 ≥ q(IMAX)≥ 14.9 nm (SI), indicating a comple-
tion of roughly 80% of the transformation.

On the other hand, the evolution of the FSDP width dif-
fers strongly between the different samples during the exper-
iments. For the sample Belt 16.5%, one observes a slight de-
crease for a wide range of temperature, followed by a sud-
den increase initiating around 800 ◦C. This increase continues
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the position of the maximum q(IMAX), of the
half width ∆LFSDP of the FSDP and the intensity extrapolated at
q = 0 nm−1 I(q = 0) for the sample Belt 16.5% annealed at 900
◦C. The different parameters are expressed as a function of the tem-
perature during the heating part, and as a function of the time during
the isothermal annealing. The blank from 200◦C to 800◦C is due to
a loss of the beam during the experimental session.

during the isothermal annealing, to reach a maximum when
t = 600 s. ∆LFSDP then decreases continuously from that max-
imum. For the samples Belt 15.5% and Belt 9.2%, a general
decrease is observed as the temperature increases from room
temperature, a decrease that starts immediately as temperature
rises. At high temperature, around 720◦C (Belt 9.2%) and
770◦C (Belt 15.5%), there is a local maximum in ∆LFSDP fol-
lowed by a continuous decrease during the isothermal anneal-
ing. For pristine silica at 770◦C, ∆LFSDP = 5.4± 0.05nm−1.
At 900◦C it can be estimated at ∆LFSDP = 5.3± 0.05nm−1

(SI). The final value at the end of the experiments shown in
figure 2 and 3 are 5.97, 5.64 and 5.88 nm−1 (±0.03) for the
samples Belt 16.5%, 15.5% and 9.2% respectively.
The SAXS data show a unique maximum in I(q = 0) for
the three different samples, and this maximum is much more
pronounced than for ∆LFSDP. The maxima in I(q = 0) and
∆LFSDP appear during the heating ramp for Belt 9.2% and
15.5% samples, and during the isothermal annealing for
highly densified Belt 16.5% glass. These maxima coin-
cide only for Belt 16.5% glass. Otherwise the maximum in
I(q = 0) appears at lower temperatures with respect to the
maximum in ∆LFSDP. Furthermore, for the sample Belt 16.5%
only, I(q = 0) decreases for a significant part of the heating,
indicating a reduction of the density fluctuations at this stage.
Additionally, the curves that represent I(q = 0) and ∆LFSDP
are very much alike. The structural orders underlying the
FSDP and the SAXS intensity have similar relaxation dynam-
ics for this Belt 16.5% sample.
As adressed in our previous paper, a transitory disordered state
is visible during the relaxation through a maximum in the
area of the so-called D2 band in the Raman spectrum. This
D2 band is related to the rings made of 3 SiO4 tetrahedra
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FIG. 3. Evolution of the position of the maximum q(IMAX), of
the half width ∆LFSDP of the FSDP and the intensity extrapolated
at q = 0 nm−1 I(q = 0) for the Belt 9.2% and Belt 15.5% samples
annealed at 770 ◦C. The different parameters are expressed as a func-
tion of the temperature during the heating part, and as a function of
time during the isothermal annealing. The black points correspond
to the temperatures at which a maximum is visible in the area of the
D2 band in the Raman spectrum for the corresponding sample.

only25, so the disorder probed in Raman is on the length scale
of the tetrahedron rings within the silica network, which is a
shorter length scale that the one related to ∆LFSDP. There-
fore, to compare the dynamics of each length scale and the
structural orders associated, we represent here our Raman re-
sults, i.e. the maximum of the D2 band area, comparatively
to the signal evolution in SAXS and WAXS. For the samples
Belt 9.2% and Belt 15.5%, where the maximum in ∆LFSDP
and I(q = 0) appears during the heating ramp, the tempera-
tures corresponding to the D2 maximum are reported in the
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figure 3 by black points. For these samples, the maximum
in the D2 band area appears at the same temperatures than
the maximum in ∆LFSDP. For the Belt 16.5% sample, a di-
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FIG. 4. Normalized D2 band area (from Ref.25), ∆LFSDP, I(q = 0)
as a function of the reduced time t/〈τ〉. The curve of ∆LFSDP at
770◦C is shifted vertically for clarity. ∆LBrillouin, hwhm of the longi-
tudinal Brillouin peak obtained by Guerette et. al. during the relax-
ation at 850◦C of a sample densified at 4 GPa and 1100◦C is added
in the middle panel24.

rect comparison of the annealings performed with Raman and
WAXS spectroscopies is shown in the figure 4.

In this figure, we plotted the data as a function of a re-
duced time t/〈τ〉. The characteristic times of the relaxation
〈τ〉 are those obtained from Ref. 25, where annealings were
performed at different temperatures from 500◦C to 900◦C for
each Belt sample. Different annealing temperatures need to be
chosen in such a way that the whole transformation can be ob-
served within reasonable experimental times, i.e. within days.
It was found that the relaxation of the main structural features
in the Raman spectra can be modelled effectively by stretched
exponential, and that the characteristic times from all the sam-
ples independently of their initial densification have a simi-
lar dependence with annealing temperature, following the ex-
pression: 〈τ〉−1 = A× exp(−Ea/RT) (〈τ〉 in seconds, T in
Kelvin, Ea = 255.8kJmol−1, R= 8.314 JK−1 mol−1 and A =
81.82×106 s−1). Dividing the time of an isotherm by its char-
acteristic time allows comparing experiment realized at dif-
ferent temperatures. However, it is not sure that the processes
observed in x-ray scattering and Raman spectroscopy have the

same characteristic times 〈τ〉. In the figure 4 is shown the Belt
16.5% sample ∆LFSDP data for two isotherms at 770◦C and
900◦C rescaled using the characteristic times determined by
Raman spectroscopy. The consistent scaling of the two data
sets justifies the use on the X-ray data of the characteristic
relaxation times obtained from Raman spectroscopy.

The maximum in the area of the D2 band area is witnessed
at a similar relaxation time that the maximum in ∆LFSDP.
Therefore, the maxima observed in the area of the Raman D2
band and in the width of the FSDP coincide during the trans-
formation for the three initial densification ratio.

Finally, the data obtained by Guerette et. al. with Brillouin
Light Scattering show evidence of a similar result at a larger
scale, corresponding to the continuum approach24. We plotted
the data of Guerette, i.e. the evolution of the half width at half
maximum of the longitudinal Brillouin peak ∆LBrillouin during
the relaxation at 850◦C of a silica sample densified at 4 GPa
and 1100◦C in the lower panel of the figure 4, assuming that
the expression for 〈τ〉 holds for these compression parameters.
We observe that the maxima in ∆LBrillouin and in ∆LFSDP are
simultaneous.

IV. DISCUSSION

It is the first time in the literature that a structural study
of the temperature relaxation process of densified glass has
been observed with x-ray scattering. We will now discuss the
results for each length scale, i.e. for the FSDP then for the
SAXS data. In a last part, we will discuss the dynamics of
each structural feature comparatively, to describe the relax-
ation processes in a unified picture, from a few interatomic
distances up to the continuum scale.

Qualitative observation of the FSDP behavior during the re-
laxation has been done above from the figure 1. The primary
observation is the shift to lower scattering vector q. From the
general interpretation of the FSDP, it means that the caracter-
istic distance of the IRO (Intermediate Range Order) increases
continously. Although the FSDP cannot be linked directly to
the density38, a general trend exists39–41, and the shift to low q
is consistent with the monotonous decrease in the density that
we observe (SI). Quantitative evolution of the position of the
FSDP is available in the figures 2 and 3. As seen in our pre-
vious Raman study, the lower the temperature during densifi-
cation, the less stable the densification and lower temperature
the relaxation takes place. This can be seen by the plateaus
in the evolution q(IMAX), that end above 800, 600 and 200◦C
for the Belt 16.5, 15.5 and 9.2%. Interestingly, the transition
temperature during the relaxation is known to decrease with
increasing densification pressure24.

Nevertheless, the decrease in density visible through the
evolution of the FSDP does not prevent any specific increase
in the fluctuations, that should be visible in its width ∆LFSDP.
The general trend in the behavior of ∆LFSDP, global increase
or decrease, depends on the initial value of ∆LFSDP. This ini-
tial value depends on the densification process, as higher tem-
perature during the compression produces a more homoge-
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neous glass24,25,42, leading to lower ∆LFSDP values for densi-
fied samples, eventually lower than ∆LFSDP for pristine silica
glass (5.6 nm−1) for the Belt 16.5%. However, there is a (lo-
cal) maximum in the evolution of ∆LFSDP during the temper-
ature relaxation process for all the tested samples. Recalling
that the distance over which the ring structure in the intermedi-
ate range order (IRO) of the glass remains coherent is given by
L = 2π/∆LFSDP, the maximum in ∆LFSDP indicates the pres-
ence of higher disorder in the IRO. This is the confirmation
that the relaxation in IRO goes through a transitory state.

During the relaxation, the values of ∆LFSDP at the local
maxima are 6.27, 6.03 and 6.21 nm−1 for the samples Belt
16.5%, 15.5% and 9.2% respectively. The magnitude of the
maximum in ∆LFSDP, i.e. the difference between these values
and these of pristine silica (SI) are 0.99± 0.12, 0.67± 0.06
and 0.85± 0.08 nm−1. These values are somewhat close,
compared to the total evolution of ∆LFSDP, but not enough
to assess that the increase in the inhomogeneities during the
relaxation is the same regardless the initial structure. In that,
the relaxation differ from the observation made on the Raman
D2 band only. Therefore the relaxation processes are different
at different (but close) length scales. No scaling law can thus
be deduced from our results. Finally, ∆LFSDP converges very
slowly to the pristine values, at a rate that is not compatible
with reasonnable observation times. This contrasts with the
observation of a near complete relaxation process indicated
by q(IMAX).

The intensity of the SAXS diffusion at the zero scattering
angle I(q = 0) evolves through a maximum for each anneal-
ing, showing a state of maximum density fluctuations. The
maxima are much more pronounced than for ∆LFSDP. For
pristine silica and in this range of temperature, the evolution
of I(q = 0) is due to changes in the dynamic fluctuations
induced by the acoustic phonons (see eq 2). For all samples,
we know that the density decreases monotonously during
the relaxation process (SI). Formally, Vl,∞ should be derived
using an high frequency probe, e.g. Inelastic X-Ray Scatter-
ing (IXS). However, in densified silica, a linear dispersion
relation has been shown to hold from the gigahertz to the
terahertz domains43, thus it is possible to derive Vl,∞ from
Brillouin Light Scattering (BLS) measurements. Such BLS
experiments were recently performed by Guerette et. al. for a
silica sample densified at 4 GPa and 1100◦C. The longitudi-
nal frequency shift during an isothermal annealing at 850◦C
shows a monotonous decrease, while the transition is visible
in the peak width24. In their experiment, the shift correlates
directly to Vl,∞. Thus, the density ρ and the longitudinal sound
wave velocity Vl,∞ both decrease monotonously with temper-
ature, and the dynamic part in Eq. 2 increases continuously.
The pronounced maximum observed here is then related to
an evolution of the static part of the density fluctuations.
Thus, this maximum that we observe is another evidence
that a polyamorphic transition occurs, through a transitory
state characterized by a maximum of inhomogeneities, here
on the density fluctuations over a length scale of about 1-5 nm.

The maxima observed in ∆LFSDP and I(q = 0) are not ex-

actly concomitant. It can be seen in figures 2 and 3 that
the maximum in I(q = 0) appears before the maximum in the
FSDP width during the relaxation process, with a gap δ that
depends on the densification conditions. The two maxima are
observed almost simultaneously for Belt 16.5% and are very
distinct for Belt 9.2%. Depending on the experiment the trans-
formation takes place at different time and temperature and it
is ambiguous to quantify the gaps δ to compare them. How-
ever the gap δ can be scaled by the corresponding relative
variation of q(IMAX), namely δ ′. The values q(IMAX) at room
temperature before the annealing and for pristine silica at the
annealing temperature define the initial and final values for
the relaxation of q(IMAX). If the maximum of the I(q = 0)
coincide approximately to the inflection point of the variation
of q(IMAX) around 40% of completion for all samples, the
maximum of the ∆LFSDP shifts toward the fully completion
of the I(q = 0) evolution when the sample density decreases
(lower compression temperature). For the Belt 16.5% sam-
ple, the gap δ is equivalent to a variation of I(q = 0) by only
δ ′ = 12± 5% when it is up to δ ′ = 12± 5% for Belt 9.2%
sample. This evolution reflects well the homogeneity of the
recovered densified sample. It was found that lower is the
compression temperature with an identical densification pres-
sure (5 GPa), more heterogeneous is the sample. The gap δ
(or δ ′) can then be interpreted as a decoupling between relax-
ation at the mid-range order (signal of I(q = 0)) or at the inter-
mediate range order (signal of ∆LFSDP). The dynamics of the
different length scale differ in relation to the heterogeneities.
To test further this idea in figure 5 is plotted the gap δ ′ in
function of the compression temperature. The values corre-
late very well. If a linear extrapolation is made it is then found
that δ ′ will be zero for a temperature of 1290± 100◦C so very
close to the nominal Tg of SiO2 which is around 1200◦C. The
higher is the temperature during densification, narrower is the
distribution of activation energy and the densified glass reacts
at the same time at all scales.

Unfortunately, we are still lacking an comprehensive
description of the intermediate range order (IRO) of (silica)
glass. Moreover, the influence of the temperature on the
IRO in compression remains elusive. Indeed, due to the
combination of challenging experiments (in situ HP-HT)
and weak or hard-to-extract spectroscopic features (boson
peak, I(q = 0)), no complete systematic study of the IRO
with respect to temperature in compression is available to our
knowledge (only the FSDP for SiO2 and GeO2 glasses44,45).

Nevertheless, we can draw a parallel with cold densified
silica glass to discuss the SAXS/WAXS decoupling. At ambi-
ent temperature, permament densification is achieved in silica
glass when the pressure goes beyond 9 GPa, the elastic limit.
The recovered sample possesses a complex structure, where
the low (LDA, Low Density Amorphous) and high density
(HDA, High Density Amorphous) polyamorphic states are in-
tricated. Pure HDA glass is obtained only if the compression
pressure is high enough (about 25 GPa)17. Similarly, a silica
sample compressed at a certain pressure will have a particular
ratio of HDA and LDA states, depending on temperature. It
is important to note that this HDA state is not the same as the
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a function of the densification temperature. The value of delta at
1020◦C is an upper bound, as represented by the arrow, and the com-
plete simultaneity at Tg is hypothetical, and not experimentally de-
rived. The dashed line is a guide for the eyes.

HDA state obtained at room temperature, but only tempera-
tures close to the glass transition temperature Tg allow com-
plete densification, and the recovery of a complete HDA glass.
Given the glass transition temperature of suprasil 300: Tg =
1200◦C, only the sample Belt 16.5%, compressed at 1020◦C,
can be considered as nearly pure HDA. Consequently, only
the relaxation of this sample is a pure HDA-LDA transition.
As the behaviour of δ ′ suggest, we observe precisely that the
maxima observed in I(q = 0) and ∆LFSDP coincide more and
more as the compression temperature of the sample tend to
Tg, with near simultaneity for the sample Belt 16.5%. Our
proposed interpretation is that, for a pure HDA-LDA transi-
tion at high temperature, the maxima in structural fluctuations
observed at the length scales corresponding to the Raman D2
band, the FSDP and the density fluctuations are simultaneous.
The picture of an HDA-LDA transition through an acti-
vated transition state characterized by a maximum of het-
erogeneities at all scales is coherent with the current under-
standing of polyamorphism in water, where a pure HDA-LDA
transition is achieved. The HDA-LDA transition in amor-
phous water ice was shown to imply a State of Strongest
Heterogeneity (SSH) in the nanometer scale, corresponding
to the maximum in I(q = 0) described in this study. Fur-
thermore, this SSH is also simultaneous with ∆LFSDP during
the transformation46,47. Kim et. al. documented the liquid
polyamorphic transition between the Low Density and High
Density Liquids (LDL-HDL), in the deeply supercooled do-
main (228K in vacuum), but still at the thermodynamic equi-
librium. They found a perfect simultaneity between the het-
erogeneity probed at the SAXS and WAXS length scales48.
These heterogeneities or SSH states observed in water are
similar to the transitory state here observed in the case of
δ ′ = 0 we could have achieved if the densification have been

done closer to Tg.

V. CONCLUSION

A transitory state was evidenced in the structure of the
silica glass during relaxation of densified samples at high
temperature. This transitory state is defined by a maximum in
the structural heterogeneities. We propose that this activated
transitory state between the two more ordered high and
low density amorphous states confirms the existence of
two mega basin in the energy landscape and therefore an
amorphous-amorphous transition. With a combination of
experimental probes, namely small and wide x-ray scattering,
and in combination with previous Raman results, we confirm
that this transitory state appears at the different length scales
from a few interatomic distances to several nanometers. The
dynamics of the relaxation processes at the length scales
covered by the previous results in Raman and the FSDP width
are the same whatever the compression temperature of the
samples. When a pure HDA-LDA transition is monitored,
i.e. if the glass had been densified close to the glass transition
temperature, the transitory state is observed simultaneously
at all length scales, from few interatomic bonds to several
nanometers, eventually up to the continuum approach. When
the densification is not complete, a more complex relaxation
at the density fluctuation scale needs to be further elucidated.
This constitutes the first multiscale evidence of polyamor-
phism in oxide glasses, and opens the gates to a more detailed
statistical analysis of the phenomenon.

VI. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Additional content is available in the supplementary mate-
rial. This covers the processing of the scattering data, the first
sharp diffraction peak evolution with temperature in pristine
silica as well the necessary data to establish the connection
between our previous results from Raman spectroscopy to the
Raman data presented in the figure 2, 3 and 4.
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Evidence of polyamorphic transitions during densified SiO2 glass annealing
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I. EXTRACTION AND TREATMENT OF SAXS AND

WAXS DATA

a. Normalization

For each experimental configuration, i.e. for each change in

the ensemble furnace-lid-windows, a run was completed with-

out any sample over the entire temperature range. The spectra

corresponding with SAXS and WAXS data provide the back-

ground to normalize the experimental data at the correct tem-

perature. After dark field correction, each experimental spec-

trum is normalized using Levelut’s procedure1:

I (q) ∝

(

t ln

(
1

t

))−1

×

[
IS+B (q)/mS+B

1 − IB (q)/mB
1

]
×

mS+B
1

mS+B
0

(1)

t =
mS+B

1 ×mB
0

mS+B
0 ×mB

1

(2)

In these expressions, m0 and m1 correspond to the flux

of the beam respectively before and after the furnace, t

corresponds to the transmission and the suffixes S and B refer

to sample and background. The spectra are then corrected

from fluctuations of the beam intensity, and normalized to the

absorption of the sample.

b. SAXS data

According to Guinier,2,3 to extract the intensity at q = 0 we

have to perform a linear fit of the data in the
[
q2; ln(I)

]
space.

To perform the linear extrapolation, we considered several

values of q (qnominal = 0.75,1,1.25,1.75, ...,4 nm−1), which

we elevated at the power 2. We selected the two points in the

experimental spectrum at an equal distance ∆q2 = 0.25nm−2

of the nominal q2 values. These two points form a line,

that we extrapolate to the value I(q = 0). This is shown in

figure 1 for a random spectrum, for the two first values of

qnominal. Extraction from two points only might not be suffi-

cient compared to a proper fit of a serie of points within an

interval, but the result is the same (within uncertainties) re-

gardless the extrapolation technic. This is due to the choice

of the value of ∆q2. The results for some selected values of

a)Now at the University of Manchester: antoine.cornet@manchester.ac.uk
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FIG. 1. SAXS intensity as a function of q or q2, focus on the low q

region.

qnominal for the experiment conducted on the Belt 15.5% sam-

ple, with a steady temperature of 770◦C, are shown in figure

2. For an extrapolation made using low values of q, namely

qnominal = 0.75 nm−1 and qnominal = 1 nm−1, the maximum is

clearly visible, with a reasonable signal over noise ratio. As

the nominal value of q increases, the rise of intensity leading

to the maximum decreases, down to the point where it is com-

parable to the noise. Given that observation, we used the pa-

rameters qnominal = 0.75 nm and ∆q2 = 0.25 nm−2 for all the

extraction of I(q = 0) in the present study.

On the figure 1, one sees that the extrapolation could

be done at lower q, because the slope of the curve change

dramatically. However, in this case and with our experimental

set-up, we reach the limit of the detection window. The

extrapolation results from this very low q region for the three

densified samples are presented in figure 4, with a continuity

between the heating ramp and the isothermal annealings in

the horizontal axis. We can see, especially in the heating part

of the Belt 15.5% sample, several maxima, due to several

drops in I(q = 0). This more than likely due to erratic data at

the edge of the detection window. The almost perfectly linear

increase for the Belt 16.5% is questionnable as well. Thus,

we did not extend our study to values of q (−
√

∆q2) lower

than 0.75 nm−1.

c. WAXS data

As highlighted in the main text of this paper, the detec-

http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.05321v1
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the intensity extrapolated at q=0 for extrapo-

lation around different values of qnominal: 0.75, 1, 1.25, 1.5, 1.75, 2

and 2.5 nm−1. The data from the entire experiment are represented

as a function of time in the upper panel, while the evolution of tem-

perature is represented in the lower panel.
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FIG. 3. Characteristic diffraction pattern of silica showing the first

sharp diffraction peak, fit and reconstructed FSDP in the upper panel.

In the lower panel, the residuals of the fit are shown.

tion window was fixed because of the experimental set-up.

Expanding this detection window in the low-q region would

have been done at the expense of considerably cutting the

SAXS signal. Thus, the low q tail of the First Sharp Diffrac-

tion Peak (FSDP) could not be recorded, and the minimum

of the FSDP could not be determined satisfactorily. This im-

plies troubles in the determination of the half-maximum, and

finally in ∆LFSDP.

Because of this, all the work done on the WAXS data was

perfomed by fitting a Pearson IV distribution to the FSDP.

This function, whose expression is shown below, was derived

to model asymmetric probability distribution, which makes it

suitable for fitting the FSDP. The expression of the function

is:

I (q) = k

[

1+

(
q−λ

α

)2
]−m

×exp

[

−νtan−1

(
q−λ

α

)]
(3)

with the normalizing factor being equal to:

k =
22m−2|Γ(m+ iν/2)|2

παΓ(2m− 1)
(4)

where α > 0 and m > 1/2 are scale and shape parameters, λ

a location parameter and ν an additional parameter. Γ is the

gamma function. This function admits a mode at q equals:

qmaximum = λ −
aν

2m
(5)

The different steps of the fitting process are highlighted in

figure 3. The normalized cyan (color online) spectrum, be-

tween 5 and 50 nm−1, is a random spectrum acquired during

the heating ramp in the Belt 16.5% experiment. A portion

of this spectrum, slightly shifted vertically, is considered for

the fit. This portion is as wide as possible in the low q re-

gion, but limited in the high q region, with the limit fixed

at q = qmaximum+ 2 nm−1. This is to avoid significant con-

tribution of the "classical" structure factor (the one originat-

ing from the tetrahedral structure of the glass). The fit is per-

formed on that portion of the spectrum, and visible here in a

dashed red line (color online). The residual of this fit is shown

in the lower part of the figure, and can be seen to be between

two and three orders of magnitude lower than the signal. Thus

the fit can be considered as good. Moreover, this fit quality is

representative of all the treated data.

Using the parameters given by the fit (performed with Ori-

gin software using the Levenberg Marquardt algorithm), we

were able to reconstruct the FSDP in a wider q region. This

corresponds to the orange spectrum (color online), which

spreads from 7 to 40 nm−1 in figure 3. We used the value

of the reconstructed FSDP at q = 40nm−1 as the minimum.

We were then able to derive ∆LFSDP, which is defined as the

full width at half maximum.

II. WAXS DATA OF PRISTINE SILICA AND ESTIMATION

OF UNCERTAINTIES

We reviewed the behavior of the FSDP of pristine silica

with temperature. The FSDP of silica, recorded by both neu-

tron and X-ray diffraction, is known not to evolve significantly

with respect to the temperature within our temperature range.4

Quantitatively, Susman et. al. observed a shift of 0.1 nm−1 to-

ward low q and and a decrease of ∆LFSDP of 0.1 nm−1 when

the temperature increases from ambient to 1036 ◦C.4 Our re-

sults for the evolution of the position of the maximum and the

width of the first sharp diffraction as a function of tempera-

ture for pristine silica are shown in figure 5. The position of

the FSDP at ambient temperature is 0.1 nm−1 below literature
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the eyes and represent the evolution of the mean of the data.

data.5,6 Comparison of ∆LFSDP with other study is irrelevant

because, to our knowledge, the way the HWHM is extracted

is never clearly detailed.

When the temperature rises, we observe the same trends

than Susman et. al., although very slightly more pronounced.

Over an increase of temperature from ambient to 800 ◦C, so

200 ◦C below Susman et. al. study, we see a shift toward low

q of 0.1 nm−1 and a decrease of ∆LFSDP of 0.2 nm−1, both

progressive. The examination of the data show a dispersion

relatively to the mean (dashed lines in figure 5). These fluctu-

ations are either completely random for ∆LFSDP, or more com-

plex for q(IMAX). Such fluctuations have multiple origins,

from the raw data to the fitting process, so they are represen-

tative of the overall uncertainties on our results. Thus, for this

study, we used the uncertainties derived here, i.e. ±0.01 nm−1

for q(IMAX) and ±0.05 nm−1 for ∆LFSDP.

III. DENSITY EVOLUTION

The evolution of the density for the three different den-

sified samples during the complete relaxation is shown in

figure 6. The densities were extracted during previous

Raman experiments7. Briefly, images of the full sam-

ples are recorded under a microscope during heating and

isothermal annealing, the contour of the sample is later ex-

tracted and the surface computed. The surface data are

then transformed into a volume assuming an isotropic ex-

pansion. The data are finally normalized to the density of

the densified samples obtained prior heating by a buoyancy

method. The thermal expansion coefficient of silica be-

ing very low8 (4.8 6 ...6 5.1× 10−7 K−1 over 0-900◦C), the

density changes visible in figure 6 are due to the relaxation

processes only.
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FIG. 6. Evolution of the density for the three different samples during

the full relaxation process, expressed as a function of the degree of

transformation.

IV. EXPRESSION OF RAMAN D2 DATA WITH RESPECT

TO TEMPERATURE
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FIG. 7. Record of the temperature at which a certain degree of trans-

formation is reached for the Raman experiments on Belt 9.2% and

Belt 15.5% samples. The filled areas represent the standard devia-

tion, obtained from a fit to an Arrhenius exponential law.

In our previous paper, we monitored the isothermal anneal-

ings of the samples only, using Raman spectroscopy. To fol-

low the entire reaction, we performed a complete set of exper-

iments with annealings at temperature ranging from 500◦C to

900◦C. Finally, we were able to express our results, regarding

the D2 band of the Raman spectrum, as a function of a degree

of transformation y (0 6 y 6 1). In the current study, we ana-

lyze the heating ramp as well. Moreover, we find that the state

of maximum disorder, i.e. the signature of the polyamorphic

transition, appears during that heating ramp for the samples
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FIG. 8. Evolution of the Raman D2 band area as a function of the

degree of transformation for the Belt 15.5%, from ref 7.

Belt 9.2% and Belt 15.5%. In order to compare the Raman

results to our present study, we need to express the D2 max-

imum as a function of temperature. Thus we need to express

the temperature as a function of degree of transformation y.

In our previous paper, as we performed only isothermal an-

nealings, we had to consider the part of the relaxation hap-

pening during the heating ramp. We found that this lead to

an uncertainty on the relaxation time that is negligible. Thus,

we can use the first values of y in each isothermal anneal-

ing to establish the relation between y and the temperature.

This is pictured in figure 7, with the filled areas correspond-

ing to the standard deviation. In the figures 8 and 9 we rep-

resent the data of the normalized area of the Raman D2 band

for the experiments led on Belt 9.2% and Belt 15.5% sam-

ples. For a complete interpretation of that result, refer to our

previous paper7. However, the maximum in these data indi-

cates, as for SAXS and WAXS data, the presence of an tran-

sitory state characterized by a higher disorder at the length

scale corresponding to the D2 band. The intervals consid-

ered for the determination of the maximum of the D2 area are

y = 0.18− 0.23 and y = 0.22− 0.29 for Belt 9.2% and Belt

15.5% respectively.

Using both figures, we can estimate the temperatures at

which the maximum in the D2 band area appears for the two

samples. We find T = 688± 40◦C for the Belt 9.2% sample

and T = 780± 40◦C for the Belt 15.5% sample.
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