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According to the Kosterlitz-Thouless-Halperin-Nelson-Young (KTHNY) theory, the
transition from a solid to liquid in two dimensions (2D) proceeds through an ori-
entationally ordered liquid-crystal-like hexatic phase. While experiments have con-
firmed the KTHNY melting scenario in some 2D systems such as crystals of skyrmions
and of noble gas atoms, no evidence has previously been found for it in covalently
bonded 2D crystals. Here, 2D crystals of silver iodide embedded in multi-layer

graphene are studied with in situ scanning transmission electron microscopy (STEM).



Near the melting point, a highly dynamic state of Agl emerges that we show to be

the first observation of the hexatic phase in covalent 2D materials.

First order phase transitions are characterized by a discontinuous change in one or more thermo-
dynamic parameters such as entropy. A common example is ice melting into water accompanied with
a transient loss of its structural symmetries. However in the reduced dimensionality of 2D systems,
the KTHNY theory (/-6) predicts that solid-to-liquid transitions are instead continuous and proceed
through an ordered liquid-crystal-like state dubbed as the hexatic phase. In the KTHNY theory the
hexatic phase is created by thermally dissociated topological excitations that, over short distances,
break down the translational symmetry of a crystal, but which at the same time do not have a signifi-
cant effect on its orientational coherence (4).

The KTHNY theory predictions have been tested at various length scales and with different
isotropic physical interactions (7—14). Direct real space observations of the 2D solid-to-liquid phase
transition have been recorded in macroscopic particle systems such as charged metal spheres (/3)
and colloids (/2). The hexatic phase has also recently been observed in electronic systems of 2D
solids (/5), including the spin order in magnetic skyrmions (/6). Atomic crystals, too, have been
studied but the observations were limited to noble gases condensed on metal surfaces (/7) and cesium
intercalated into graphite (/8), both at cryogenic temperatures and studied exclusively via diffraction
techniques involving no real space imaging.

However, in all of the above instances (with the notable exception of Ref. 14), weak and omnidi-
rectional force interactions govern the dynamics of the studied systems, standing in contrast to cova-
lent crystals where the chemical bonds are both extremely strong and directionally confined. Given
this fundamental difference between covalent and non-covalent crystal systems, it is intriguing to
consider whether the KTHNY theory applies to covalent materials with complex chemical structures
as implied by simulations with monolayers of (hydrogen bonded) water molecules (/9). The primary

reason this question has remained unresolved until now is the limited thermodynamic stability of 2D

2



crystals near their melting point, where spontaneous 2D to 3D transformations occur (20-22), along
with melting temperatures that have exceeded previous experimental limits.

Here we overcome these obstacles with a model system to study the melting mechanism of co-
valent 2D crystals, consisting of monolayers of 2D silver iodide (Agl) (23) encapsulated between
graphene layers (24), as shown in Figure (1| Encapsulation enables us to observe the dynamic melting
of the 2D crystal via time and temperature resolved in situ scanning transmission electron microscopy
(STEM) by preventing the 2D to 3D transformation of the Agl, and by mitigating radiolysis and
knock-on damage (25) (see also Figure [S4). Furthermore, the non-commensurability of the Agl and
graphene lattices ensures the absence of periodic interactions between the two structures, allowing the
melting to occur free of significant orientational constraints (see Supplementary Figure[S7). From the
experimental data we calculate translational and orientational correlations based on atom positions
identified in thousands of STEM images using a pre-trained convolutional neural network (CNN),

and confirm for the first time the existence of the hexatic phase in covalent materials.

Melting of 2D Crystalline Silver Iodide

Figure[I|shows the evolution of a single encapsulated Agl crystal as it is heated until it melts and then
cooled. First, the fully crystalline material transitions into a dynamic crystalline phase, with regions
of disorder appearing and disappearing over time. Then, as the material is heated further, the disorder
fully takes over. As we will show later, the first stage corresponds to the hexatic phase, and the second
stage to the fully liquid phase of the covalent 2D material.

For different 2D Agl crystals, the temperatures of the phase transitions depends on the crystal size
(see Supplementary Figure with a possible minor dependence on the encapsulating graphene
thickness and crystal orientation. The largest 2D crystals melt at ca. 1200°C, which is substantially
higher than the 660°C reported for bulk Agl (26). Nevertheless, crystals of all sizes consistently

proceed through the two distinct stages of melting, consisting of a dynamically disordering crystalline
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Figure 1: Melting of 2D crystalline silver iodide A density functional theory (DFT) model of 2D Agl
with an atomically resolved STEM ADF image on the left. Development of the Agl structure during
heating and cooling: crystalline state at 1000°C, the phase one of the 2D melting process at 1115°C,
and the melting phase two at 1130°C. After cooling down to 25°C, the Agl crystal appears again but
is rotated by 12°, on the right end. The Fourier transform images in the bottom row result from 100
rapidly acquired STEM images (see Methods). Additional temperature datapoints and larger field of
views can be found from Figure [S8}{STT]

first stage and a fully disordered second stage, and then fully revert to 2D Agl after the temperature
is sufficiently lowered.

The changes occurring in stages one and two are visible both in our real-space images directly
as well as in their Fourier transforms (FT, Methods). In the larger crystals, where edge effects are
not dominant, and on which we will mostly concentrate here, the first stage generally sets in between
1000°C and 1125°C, and the liquid stage begins to dominate between 1050°C and 1200°C, depend-
ing on the crystal size. Close examination of the Agl crystal, shown in Figure [I] at 1115°C, shows
regions with clear hexagonal lattice still present, interspersed with areas that appear to lack obvious
crystallinity. Note that the encapsulating graphene is not visually apparent in the annular dark field
images (ADF, Methods) due to its low atomic number (27), but is easily distinguished in the FTs by a
set of spots on an outer circle revealing six layers of graphene rotated at different angles in this sam-

ple. The graphene layers are essentially unaffected by the temperature changes that in all instances

remain far below the melting point of graphene (28), as seen through the constant sharpness of its



characteristic spots in the FT of the images.

The disordering seen in the ADF images in stage one is also clearly seen in the FTs, with the 2D
Agl crystal spots significantly broadening in the azimuthal (angular) direction. It is important to note
that this azimuthal broadening of the 1st-order peaks directly implies the partial loss of orientational
order seen in deep hexatic phase materials slightly below the final melting temperature (/7, 29). This
observation is corroborated by the nearly complete loss of the 2nd-order Agl peaks signifying a si-
multaneous substantial decay of translational order. This state is highly dynamic with the regions
of disorder appearing and disappearing over time as captured in the fluctuations in the real-space
images shown in Supplementary Video SV1, and similar to phase-fluctuations seen in simulations by
Kapfer et al. (30) and in experiments by Huang et al. (16). We also emphasize that while the observed
fluctuations resemble the critical point fluctuations described by the Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory,
the origin of the fluctuations is different: the GL-transitions are ordinary 2nd-order phase transitions
and occur through symmetry breaking involving conventional order parameter behavior (37), whereas
the Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) transitions are driven by the binding and unbinding of vortex-antivortex
pairs (disclinations), preserving continuous symmetries. Thus, in our case, the fluctuations are likely
driven by the instability of the distorted symmetric phase (see the diffraction analysis below), charac-
terized by a reduced Frank’s constant (32).

At 1130°C the hexagonal Agl crystallinity has completely disappeared, as seen in Figure [I] and
Video SV2, indicating that the Agl has become a 2D liquid. It is interesting to note that weak isotropic
rings of disordered Agl are still visible in the FT, besides the higher frequency spots of the unaffected
graphene layers. However, the fluctuations seen in the lower temperature dynamic phase have disap-
peared from the FTs, leaving only constant isotropic rings. We attribute this complete loss of orien-
tational order and presence of only a very weak translational order, qualitatively different from the
one described before, to the liquid phase. When the temperature is decreased again to 25°C, the 2D

Agl crystal structure returns, in this case rotated by 12° with respect to the original lattice orientation,



with sharp spots in the FTs indicating once again the fully crystalline phase.

While direct atomic-resolution images are ideal for probing static and slow enough dynamic con-
figurations, they can only reveal averages of dynamics on shorter timescales. Correspondingly, in-
creasingly large parts of the area are washed out in the real-space images as the temperature is in-
creased, and our information is drawn from the fluctuating sections where structures are still visible
intermittently. Therefore, we use nano-beam electron diffraction (NBED) maps (Methods) as a com-
plementary method to analyze the behavior of another relatively large, but somewhat irregular, Agl
crystal shown in Figure 2| In the diffraction data, the time averaging takes place in reciprocal space,
so that structural correlations can be probed even if the structure reorganizes rapidly, as in a liquid.
In the example of Figure |2, when the crystal is brought very close to its final melting point, the left
hand side of the Agl flake is in a state that is dynamic on the time scale of single exposures (20 ms),
fluctuating between a solid and the phase that we identify as hexatic (Video SV3). The right hand
side of the crystal, in contrast, loses its hexagonal structure and continuous rings are visible in the
diffraction patterns (Figure [2[d, see also Video SV4). These rings are static in the sense that they look
the same all over this area and do not change (beyond the noise) in subsequent exposures, and we
identify this phase as liquid, as detailed below. The solid phase displays sharp diffraction features of
a hexagonal lattice, with a slight asymmetry in the intensities that can be attributed to a small sample
tilt as in our previous work (24) (Figure[2p). In the hexatic phase, in contrast, we observe azimuthally
broadened diffraction peaks, as shown in Figure [2c. This azimuthal broadening is consistent with a
lattice that is distorted by a high density of dislocations. Importantly, however, while the orientational
order is clearly reduced compared to the crystalline phase, it is nevertheless present and maintained
across the entire portion of the crystal that has not transitioned to the liquid state.

The spatial correlation length in liquids is much shorter than in crystalline materials and typically
extends no further than a few nearest neighbors. In our diffraction patterns, the complete loss of ori-

entational order is evident from the ring-shaped intensities, which also indicate that the structure is



dynamic on a time scale much faster than the diffraction pattern acquisition time. Nevertheless, some
insights on the near-ordering can be gained from the radial profile (Figure [2d, see also Figure [SI3):
The primary distances are the same as for crystalline Agl, suggesting that the building blocks and
bonding in the liquid phase are the same as in the solid. Compared to crystalline Agl, radial broaden-
ing of the peaks can be observed, especially in the 2nd-order diffraction ring of the liquid phase, but
also in the measured width of the 1st-order ring (Figure[ST3)). This broadening corresponds approxi-

mately to a correlation length between 0.6 and 2 nm, as discussed in the Supplementary Material.
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Figure 2: Phase analysis based on nanobeam electron diffraction (NBED) a A NBED map of an
Agl crystal with its right side in a liquid state and the left side in a dynamic state fluctuating between
solid and hexatic phases. The supplementary videos SV3 and SV4 show time series of diffraction
patterns recorded on a fixed position as indicated in the figure. b-d Diffraction patterns of the solid,
hexatic and liquid phases averaged over all diffraction patterns of each phase within the NBED map.
The coloring in the NBED map is based on the following classification: sharp diffraction spots —
solid phase (blue); azimuthal broadening of the diffraction spots — hexatic phase (purple); isotropic
rings — liquid phase (orange).



These observations are not just in excellent qualitative agreement with the theoretical expectations,
but as we will show next, also in quantitative agreement. The hexatic phase featuring in the KTHNY
melting scenario is rigorously defined by how the translational and orientational orders are correlated
as a function of distance within the surrounding material. The theory predicts an exponential decay of
the translational correlation within the hexatic phase, distinguishing it from the power-law decay ex-
pected in solids at a finite temperature. The hexatic state retains quasi-long range orientational order,
distinguishing it from both the crystalline phase and the liquid phase; a fully crystalline phase has a
long range orientational order while a liquid phase has only a short range order. These conditions can
be expressed in terms of specific critical exponents exactly. The hexatic phase must simultaneously
posses a translational correlation power-law decay exponent 77, > 1/3 and an orientational correlation
decay exponent g < 1/4 (11,33, 34). These behaviors are demonstrated in Figure [3] as we will now

discuss.

Translational Correlation

The translational correlation functions are computed using the center of mass positions 7 of the Agl
polygons detected automatically in real space STEM ADF images by the CNN (see Supplementary
Figure [S2] and Videos SV5-SV14). Locally, the deviation from the perfect hexagonal crystal is ob-

tained by computing the translational order parameter
Uy (r) = e ', (1)

where ¢; is a reciprocal lattice vector of a perfect crystal. The reciprocal lattice vectors are found by
first computing a 2D structure factor S(q) (35) and then fitting the 1st-order peaks (see Supplementary
Material Figure for examples). The translational correlation function is then computed using ¥,

as
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The correlation function is averaged over N, pairs of polygons, and over the first six reciprocal vectors
in S(q). Figure shows G averaged over all images at each temperature together with the best fitting
power-law o< r~"* and exponential o e”" decay functions. The statistical distribution of the power
law fitting parameter 7);, of all recorded images can be found in Figure 3.

Power-law decay of G(k) o< e~ ™ with low 7 is observed in nearly all images at 1090°C, as
expected for a solid system. As the temperature is raised the power law fitting exponent remains
nearly constant and well below the critical value of 7, = 1/3 required by the definition of the hexatic
phase until 1120°C. However, at 1125°C the decay of the averaged translational correlation function
suddenly becomes quasi-exponential and 7, exceeds 1/3 in more than half of the recorded images, as
the material fluctuates between crystallinity and the hexatic state as shown in video SV7.

The KTHNY theory predicts that the solid-hexatic transition is accompanied by the appearance of
isolated 5-7 type defects (dislocations), whereas the hexatic-liquid transition is catalyzed by unbound-
ing of the 5-7 defects into isolated 5- and 7-membered rings (disclinations). Here, the abundance of
paired and isolated 5-7 defects, segmented via Voronoi tessellation, remain constant across all tem-
peratures until the solid-to-hexatic transition at 1125°C, beyond which the abundance exhibits a rapid
increase. A detailed discussion of this analysis is provided in the Supplementary Material, with the
results summarized in Figure[ST4]

With increasing temperature the average 7 rises steadily until it reaches a plateau at around
1150°C, where nearly all images have a translational decay parameter larger than 1/3, indicating a
nearly complete loss of translational order with an exponentially falling average G. As Gy decays
exponentially in both the hexatic and liquid phase, power-law fits are not strictly applicable, leading
to a wide spread in 7). However, the key point is that the decay parameter remains larger than the
critical 1/3 value in most recorded images, implying the presence of either the hexatic phase or a
semi-ordered liquid. At 1160°C two thirds of the images have no discernible first order diffraction

spots, indicating the 2D crystal is almost completely in the liquid state.
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Figure 3:  Spatial correla-
tion functions a The average
translational correlation func-
tion G(k) at various temper-
atures with solid lines indi-
cating either power-law fits
(1090°C and 1120°C) or expo-
nential fits (1130°C, 1140°C,
and 1150°C). The critical ex-
ponent 7, — 1/3 is shown
as brown dashed lines. b The
average orientational correla-
tion function G(6) with solid
power-law fits. The critical ex-
ponent 175 — 1/4 is plotted
with brown dashed lines. As
negative values can not be plot-
ted in a log-log coordinate sys-
tem, some datapoints in a and
b are not visible. ¢ Fit param-
eters for G(k) and G(6) as a
function of temperature for ev-
ery datapoint. Data are classi-
fied and color-coded as: solid
phase (n, < 0.33), hexatic
phase (7, > 0.33 and 75 <
0.25), and liquid phase (g >
0.25). Relative phase abun-
dances are shown below. All
images lacking reciprocal lat-
tice vectors are considered lig-
uid. The number above or be-
low the individual columns in-
dicates the number of analyzed
frames.



Orientational Correlation

To distinguish the hexatic from solid and liquid phases we must also assess the orientational order

which is accounted for by analyzing the orientational correlation
Go(r) = 57 2_ Vo(ri) W5 (r)) (3)

in which the local orientational order parameter is defined as

Nnn
Wo(r) = o > i )
7 Nnn — )
]:

where 0;; is the angle between a polygon at position r; and its N,,, nearest neighbors relative to
a fixed axis. The nearest neighbors are determined by Voronoi tessellation (35). Figure 3b shows
(s averaged over all images at each temperature and the corresponding fits on a log-log scale. The
statistics of the power law fitting parameter 15 among all images can be found in Figure [3c.

During the heating experiments, G4 remains nearly constant up to 1120°C as expected for a solid.
As the temperature is increased to around 1125°C, the orientational correlation (G4 enters into a power
law decay o< e, corresponding to a linear decrease on the log-log scale. However, the decay param-
eters 1) remain low and do not exceed the critical value 7, = 1/4 for the hexatic-liquid transition until
approximately 1145°C. Nevertheless, even at 1145°C, over 75% of the images display orientational
decay consistent with the hexatic phase, i.e., with 776 < 1/4. This means that both the orientational
order and translational order correlations agree with the definition of the hexatic phase between ap-
proximately 1125 and 1145°C.

At 1150°C a sudden increase in 74 occurs, accompanied by a large deviation in the fitting pa-
rameter values, consistent with an increasingly liquid character of the crystal. At these temperatures
a sudden increase in the density of isolated 5- and 7-defects is also visible (see supplementary Fig-
ure [ST4). At 1160°C the orientational correlation vanishes completely, and the Agl crystals can be

considered molten with an average 1 of 1.12. These observations are in perfect agreement with the
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FTs of the datasets shown in supplementary Figure [ST8] which display a gradual azimuthal broaden-

ing of the Agl peaks above 1125°C.

Conclusions

We have, for the first time, recorded the phase transitions from solid to liquid in a covalently bonded
2D crystal, and demonstrated that melting occurs via a hexatic intermediary phase. Graphene en-
capsulation enabled us to observe this transition in 2D Agl via time and temperature resolved in-situ
atomic resolution STEM imaging and nano-beam electron diffraction. The hexatic phase, which is
only expected in 2D-systems, displays long-range orientational order but only short-range transla-
tional order, and occurs within a 25°C temperature interval below the crystal melting point with the
absolute temperature of the phase transition varying depending on crystal size. These observations are
in excellent agreement with the KTHNY theory, both qualitatively and quantitatively in terms of cor-
relation functions, and extend our understanding of unique 2D melting behavior to strongly bonded
covalent crystals with directional bonding and high melting temperatures, far beyond the previously

confirmed parameter range.
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Supplementary Material:

Materials and Methods
Sample Preparation

The heterostructures of graphene-encapsulated Agl were synthesized using the chemical process de-
tailed in our previous work, where silver nitride served as the metal precursor and iodic acid as the
iodine source (24). The structures were grown directly on Protochips Fusion heating holders, which
were subsequently used for the in situ heating experiments. The freestanding portions of the sample
were supported by a holey carbon film, mounted on a 200 nm thick silicon nitride/silicon carbide

membrane with 10 . perforations, as shown in Figure [ST]

Figure S1: Optical compound microscope images of a Protochips Fusion heating holder The
graphene encapsulated 2D Agl is suspended on amorphous carbon film, which is supported on a
silicon nitride/silicon carbide membrane. The carbon membrane is only visible in panel ¢, whereas the
silicon nitride/silicon carbide membrane with a total of nine holes, is visible in lower magnifications
images in a-b as well.

Scanning Transmission Electron Microscopy (STEM)

All microscopy data in this study were acquired using an aberration-corrected Nion UltraSTEM 100
scanning transmission electron microscope. The experiments were performed at an acceleration volt-

age of 60 kV and a convergence semiangle of ca. 35 mrad, and the images captured using a high-
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angle annular dark-field (HAADF, cited in the manuscript as ADF) detector featuring a collection
semi-angle of 80—300 mrad. The electron energy loss spectra in Figure were acquired using a
custom-built device comprising a Gatan PEELS 666 spectrometer and an Andor iXon 897 electron-
multiplying charge-coupled device (EMCCD) camera with 0.5 eV/px energy dispersion. The Pro-
tochips Fusion sample carriers (see above) were resistively heated by a Keithley sourcemeter model
2614B controlled through Protochips Fusion proprietary software. The accuracy of the temperature
setpoint provided by the manufacturer is + 5%. In these experiments a temperature ramping rate of
6°C per minute was used, and a 15-min thermal stabilization period was allowed before data collection

at each temperature setpoint.

STEM Acquisition Parameters

The overviews showing the Agl crystal in Figure [I| were acquired with a pixel dwell time of 8.0 ys
using a 2048 x 2048 probe array. The electron beam’s flight-back time was 120 us per scan line in
all experiments, in this case resulting in a total image acquisition time of 33 s. The Fourier transforms
shown in Figure [I] were averaged from Fourier transforms of 100 individual STEM ADF images.
Each of these images consisted of a 1024 x 1024 probe array with a pixel dwell time of 0.5 us.
This resulted in a total image acquisition time of 0.65 s. The images used for the spatial correlation
function analysis (Figure[3) were acquired with a pixel dwell time of 1.0 us and a 1024 x 1024 probe
array, resulting in a frame acquisition time of 1.17 s per image. A total of 200 images were captured
for each temperature condition. The nano-beam electron diffraction (NBED) patterns (Figure [2] and
Supplementary Videos SV3 and SV4) were acquired using a nearly parallel beam illumination mode
with an approximate probe size of 5 nm. Each diffraction pattern was recorded with an acquisition
time of 20 ms. For the NBED map, a 40 x 40 probe array was used, with a spatial step size of 1.75 nm.
A background subtraction for the NBED images in Figures [2| and was performed by averaging

20 NBED images taken outside the crystal and subtracting this contribution from each diffraction
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pattern.

Fourier Transforms

The Fourier transforms shown in Figures [T] and [ST8| were generated using the ImageJ software suite.
This process involved computing a 2D FT for each STEM ADF image (16 nm X 16 nm each) of an
image stack containing either 100 (Figure[I)) or 200 (Figure [ST8)) individual frames, and subsequently

averaging the resulting transforms.

STEM Simulations

The simulated STEM ADF images in Figures|S3|and |S5|were computed using the abTEM code (36).
The atomic models used for the simulations were produced via density functional theory (DFT) calcu-
lations or convolutional neural network (CNN, see below). All simulations employed realistic instru-
ment parameters: 60 kV acceleration voltage, 80-300 mrad ADF detection semiangle, and 35 mrad
probe convergence semiangle. For DFT structures, potential and probe sampling were set to 0.03 A,
using Nyquist sampling for the grid scan, while CNN models used 0.1 A potential and probe sampling
with Nyquist sampling of 0.358 A. Poisson noise was applied to the simulated images, replicating the

experimental electron dose per frame of 1.3 x 10* electrons/A2.

Density Functional Theory Modeling

First principles calculations were performed using the plane wave QUANTUM ESPRESSO (QE)
package (37, 38). We used the Perdew—Burke—Ernzerhof exchange-correlation functional (39) as
implemented in the full-relativistic SG15 optimized norm-conserving Vanderbilt (ONCV) pseudopo-
tentials (40, 41). The plane wave basis was converged using the kinetic energy cut-offs 60 Ry and
240 Ry for the wave function and charge density, respectively. The two-dimensional heterostructure
was modeled by introducing a vacuum 17.8 A in the stacking (z-) direction minimizing the interac-

tion between the periodic images of the system. Van der Waals interactions were taken into account
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within the semi-empirical Grimme’s DFT-D2 corrections (42, 43). Self-consistency was achieved us-
ing 10 x 10 x 1 Monkhorst-Pack (44) k-point mesh for the supercell calculations. The optimized
lattice constant of Agl, arg = 4.59 A, was found by variable cell relaxation, assuming force and
total energy thresholds 104 Ry/bohr and 10~° Ry respectively, and allowing the cell to move in the

two-dimensional plane.

Obtaining the Atomic Structure from STEM Images

Convolutional Neural Network (CNN)

The CNN was designed for analyzing microscopy images features a UNET architecture with ro-
tational equivariance, based on the approach developed by Weiler et al. (45). The neural network
is specifically trained to detect atoms in simple hexagonal lattices on images with a pixel size of
0.1 A/px, and images with other pixel sizes are rescaled accordingly. The scaling factor is deter-
mined directly from the known Agl lattice vectors using a robust automated algorithm in Fourier
space. The image mean and standard deviation are normalized, but in images with significant con-
tamination, the statistics can be heavily skewed due to the contrast difference between the lattice and
contamination regions. To address this, we apply the neural network in two stages: in the first pass,
we generate a segmentation map to create a mask that excludes heavily contaminated areas from the
statistics (note however that high-contrast contamination areas in our data still in many cases contain
sufficient information to interpret the most likely atom positions). The second pass then uses these
contamination-masked images with improved normalization for the final prediction. While this pro-
cess could be iterated until convergence, we find that two passes are typically sufficient. The full
description of the CNN architecture used for this work can be found in Ref. 46.

In our workflow (Figure [S2)), the CNN output is first converted into a point map representing all
discernible atoms within the image area. For validation, this atom position map can also generate a

simulated image of the initial structure, as shown in Figure[S3] The stable Delaunay algorithm is then
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Figure S2: Segmentation workflow STEM ADF input stacks are analyzed automatically using a
convolutional neural network (CNN) to detect the most probable atom positions in each frame. To
study the defect configurations and polygon orientations, the polygon center of mass is first deter-
mined using the stable Delaunay algorithm, and the configurations are segmented further by applying
Voronoi tessellations. The example STEM images have a field of view of 7.4 nm x 7.4 nm.

applied to determine the center of mass of each polygon defined by the atoms, which is subsequently
used for Voronoi tessellation (35), as shown on the right in Figure [S2] To mitigate image distortions
caused by electron-beam flight-back on the left edge, and uncertainties related to atom positions next
to the image boundaries, we discard a ca. 1 nm wide slice around the image perimeter (see e.g.

Figure [S3h). The spatial correlation functions are computed from the tessellated region that excludes

the edges.
Baseline Behavior of Spatial Correlation Functions

Electron-beam-induced damage in 2D materials typically arises from knock-on displacement, radioly-

sis, or thermal effects, leading to vacancies, bond-breaking, or structural modifications (47). Persistent
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Figure S3: Comparison of the extracted atomic structure and the original STEM image a Origi-
nal STEM ADF image. b Delaunay wire mesh based on the CNN output with atom positions marked
with red dots. ¢ The original STEM image overlaid with the wire mesh. Simulated STEM ADF image
of the extracted atomic structure in d without noise and with a o = 0.6 Gaussian filter, and in e with
realistic acquisition-related Poisson noise.

strain from such defects perturbs the crystal, causing a decay in its spatial correlations. However, it is
generally accepted that graphene encapsulation can very effectively mitigate such damage (25). This
is also evidenced by the baseline dataset acquired in our experiments to track the temporal evolution
of spatial correlations during electron irradiation. This dataset comprises 952 continuously acquired
STEM ADF images, with spatial correlation decay exponents computed in Figure [S4d. These results
clearly indicate that electron irradiation alone does not cause any irreversible changes in the stud-
ied structures. The accumulated electron dose during the baseline data collection was approximately
1.45 x 107 electrons/A2, with a total data collection time of around 1114 s.

Another source of uncertainty in the estimation of spatial correlations is the random noise arising

from thermal instabilities of the sample and holder, as well as rapid Agl structural reordering that we
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are unable to fully capture in our experiments. We evaluated the noise tolerance of the CNN by first
adding artificial Gaussian noise on the baseline image data, and then re-evaluated the correlation decay
exponents frame-by-frame. These results that are summarized in Figure S4d, and show that while the
translational decay exponents (7);) are slightly higher for noisy input data, the overall contribution is
not significant even in case of extremely noisy input with a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of -75.13 dB.

The SNR for STEM ADF images was here calculated as

(Eq. S1)

' P
SNR = 10-log;, <Szgnal 0wer> |

Noise Power

where Signal Power is the variance (or mean squared value) of a reference image (e.g. Figure[S4h),

and Noise Power is the variance of the difference between the noisy image and the reference.
CNN Handling of Defects and Lattice Distortions

The CNN used in this work was trained to detect atom positions in simple hexagonal materials. Agl,
with its more complex structure comprising two atoms per column (Ag and I), poses challenges due
to potential misalignment of the Ag and I atoms due to thermal excitations, which could confuse the
CNN. Additionally, the 60 keV electron beam may induce Ag and I vacancies, occasionally with
nonzero charge states (48), further distorting the Agl lattice. To assess robustness of the CNN against
these lattice distortions, the CNN was tested with simulated input data shown in Figure[S5] The results
indicate that the CNN is able to track the center of mass of even severely misaligned Ag and I atoms,
while in case of single atom vacancies, the CNN accurately estimates the position of the remaining I

and Ag atoms.
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Figure S4: Baseline of the spatial correlation function decay exponents a A single image from
the baseline dataset with CNN-detected atom positions. b-¢ The same image with added artificial
Gaussian noise. d Translational (7)) and orientational (7)) decay exponents calculated for 952 images,
both with and without added Gaussian noise.
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Figure S5: Atom positions in distorted Agl lattices. The top row displays thermalized Agl struc-
tures without z-directional confinement (imposed experimentally by graphene), distorted by thermal
excitations and vacancy-type defects with various charge states (48). The middle row presents simu-
lated STEM ADF images computed for realistic electron doses and Poisson noise of approximately
1.3 x 10* electrons/A? per frame, as used in the experiments. The bottom row includes the same
images with additional Gaussian noise, approximating the diffuse background from encapsulating
graphene layers and the sample’s thermal instability.

Graphene-Agl Interaction Strength

Due to the difference in lattice constants, the graphene and Agl lattices are inherently non-commensurate.
To estimate the interaction strength between these structures from first principles, we utilized the
CellMatch code (49) to identify feasible commensurability conditions. This approach enabled the
construction of a relatively small supercell containing only 128 atoms, where the Agl layer was sand-
wiched between graphene layers. In this configuration, the graphene lattice constant was compressed
by 1.2% to ag = 2.43 A, and the Agl layer was twisted by # = 19.1° relative to the graphene layers;
without the twist and compression the simulation cell would be too large to compute the interaction
energies. The final structure is shown in Figure [S6

Within the simulation cell, it is evident that the positions of iodine (I) atoms closest to the graphene
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layers exhibit no strong correlation with the carbon atoms. Instead, these iodine atoms are distributed
almost equally among the top sites (I atom positioned directly below a carbon atom), bridge sites
(I atom located at the midpoint of a C—C bond), and hollow sites (I atom situated at the center of a
graphene hexagon). It is therefore anticipated that Agl will exhibit only a weak positional preference
relative to the graphene layers. This is confirmed by performing total energy calculations for 36
distinct positions of Agl while keeping the graphene layers fixed. Each configuration is made by
shifting the Agl atoms from their initial position shown in Figure by J, € [0,1.2145 A], 0y €
[0,0.7012 A] Due to symmetry of graphene lattice we change the position of Agl by (d,,6,) in the
range depicted by the orange rectangle in Figure [S7p. For all configurations the interlayer distance
is fixed at diper = 3.42 A, which corresponds to the average interlayer distance of the fully relaxed
structure for d, = 0 and §, = 0.

The obtained total energy profile AE = E(,,9,) — E(0,0) shown in Figure is nearly uni-
form, indicating that the energy landscape is flat, with a variation of only 1 meV across the entire
simulation cell (128 atoms). Considering that the commensurability of the graphene-Agl system in
real samples is lower than in our simulations (where compressed graphene ensures commensurability
within a cell of approximately 1 nm), it is expected that, in actual samples where graphene layers
are randomly oriented and non-compressed, the energy landscape will be even flatter. This directly
implies that the Agl crystal is nearly free of orientational constraints, and that the mutual orientation

and alignment between Agl and graphene is not important for the melting process.
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Figure S6: Atomic structure of two-dimensional Agl encapsulated in graphene sheets. Side (left
panel) and top (right panel) view of the atomic structure with atoms indicated by colors. Red and blue
shaded areas depict the primitive unit cells of graphene and Agl lattices, respectively. The relative
twist angle between the unit cells is 19.1°
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Figure S7: Total energy profile of the G/Agl/G heterostructure under the shift of Agl layer
a crystalline structure of G/Agl/G heterostructure. The orange rectangle depicts the range of shifts
(04, 0,) of Agl layer with respect to fixed graphenes. b Total energy difference map AE = E(6,, d,)—
E(0,0) plotted for 36 positions of Agl obtained by shifting . The ¢, and ¢, are measured from the
bottom left corner of the rectangle. £(0,0) = E(J, = 0,6, = 0) is the total energy corresponding
to 0, = 0, 4, = 0, when the Iodine atom in the bottom left corner of the rectangle sits between two
carbon atoms .
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Supplementary Datapoints for Manuscript Figure |]]

1000 °C

Figure S8: 1000°C
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1100 °C

Figure S9: 1100°C and 1110°C
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Figure S10: 1115°C and 1120°C
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Figure S11: 1125°C and 1130°C
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2D-Melting-Point Depression

At the nanometer scale, it is well established that the melting temperature of solids exhibits size
dependence. This effect arises from differences in cohesive energy between surface and bulk atoms.
For 3D nanoparticles, the melting temperature is inversely proportional to the square of the particle
diameter or, equivalently, to the surface-to-volume ratio (50). In 2D particles, this scaling changes,
reflecting the ratio of the circumference to the area, resulting in an inverse proportionality to the
particle diameter (57). Figure [S12|illustrates this relationship for various 2D Agl crystal sizes, with
the z-axis representing the square root of the particle surface area. The surface area was determined
from calibrated STEM ADF images using the ImageJ software suite. The experimental data in Figure

is fitted to the model

B
Toop = Toopos [1— —= ) | Eq. S2
2D 2D < \/Z) ( q )

where B and T, 2p_o are fitting parameters, and A is the area of the 2D particle. Based on this

model, we estimate the 2D melting point for a crystal of infinite size, 7}, 2p~o, to be 1220+40°C.
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Figure S12: Melting-point depression in 2D. The insets show example STEM ADF images of crys-
tals studied for the graph, and they are all displayed in the same scale. The solid line is the best fit to
[Eq. S2]and the dashed lines represent 95% confidence bounds of the fit.
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Broadening of Diffraction Profiles in the Liquid Phase

Figure shows averaged diffraction patterns and line profiles from the solid, hexatic and liquid
phase. It is assumed that the FWHM measured in the solid phase is dominated by the intrinsic width
as given by the NBED convergence angle, and additional broadening in the liquid and hexatic phase

is added in quadrature. Hence, the broadening due to disorder in the liquid phase is estimated as

A]’{;liquid - \/(Aktotal)2 - (Aksolid)zy (Eq S3)

which results in 1.66 nm~! for the second order ring and 0.46 nm~! for the first order ring. This
means that the distance (1/Ak) over which a periodicity and hence a correlation is present is ca.
0.6 nm for the periodicity of the second order peak (0.22 nm) and ca. 2 nm for that of the first order

peak (0.38 nm).
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Figure S13: Broadening of the diffraction features Line profiles over the diffraction features in
Figure [2) are analyzed to extract the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of each diffraction feature.
The data is fitted using a sum of Gaussian and Cauchy-Lorentz line shapes (Voigt profile).
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The Density of Isolated and Paired 5-7 Defects

The evolution of defects is visualized with Voronoi diagrams (Figure [ST4)), highlighting defect struc-
tures in the data. The counts of 5-7 pairs, isolated dislocations (5-7 pairs surrounded by hexagons),
and isolated disclinations (5- or 7-coordinated quasi-particles) are computed.

Below 1120°C, the defect density is low, dominated by vacancy-like defects (visualized in Voronoi
diagrams as higher-order polygons surrounded by two or three 5-sided polygons) and 5-7-7-5 defects,
which largely account for the observed 5-7 pairs. These defects have a zero Burgers vector, preserv-
ing long-range translational and orientational order. While some images show isolated dislocations,
detailed analysis reveals that most 5-7 pairs are aligned in lines with a net zero Burgers vector (Fig-
ure [ST3). As the temperature approaches 1125°C, the defect density steadily increases, marking the
transition to the hexatic phase. From 1125°C to 1140°C, isolated dislocation density rises sharply.
Above 1140°C, 5-7 pairs increasingly form large defect clusters, reducing isolated dislocations. At
lower temperatures, free disclinations are rare, but around 1135°C, the rise in isolated 5- and 7-quasi-
particles signals the onset of the hexatic-to-liquid transition. The observed changes in defect densities
and the unbinding of dislocation pairs near 1125°C align with KTHNY theory, which predicts disloca-
tion unbinding at the solid-hexatic transition. While isolated dislocations unbinding into disclinations
at the hexatic-liquid transition were not directly observed, the steady rise in isolated disclinations near
this temperature supports the Kosterlitz-Thouless transition.

Finally, we point out that defect clustering introduces systematic ambiguity in the analysis of
defects (52). For instance, a 5-7-5-7-5-7 defect cluster can be interpreted either as a paired dislocation
combined with a single dislocation, or as three single dislocations. Our strict criteria of using only
completely isolated defects reduces some of this ambiguity, but also underestimates the amount of
dislocations and disclinations, in particular in the hexatic and liquid phases. Therefore, the result of

Figure [ST4]should be considered an estimate that is useful primarily for qualitative analysis.
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Figure S14: a Cutout of a Voronoi diagram of a single frame at 1135°C. Pentagons, heptagons and
other not 6-sided polygons are colored in blue, red and purple, respectively. b The total amount of
5-7 pairs, isolated 5-7 pairs and isolated disclinations as a function of temperature. Note that the total
amount of 5-7 pairs is scaled down by a factor of 10.
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Burgers Vectors of Defects

Figure S15: Burgers vectors of defects. Vacancy-type defects a-b, as well as 5-7-7-5 ¢ and paired
5-7 defects d have a zero Burgers vector, thus preserving long range order. Dislocations (isolated

5-7 defects) (E) and disclinations (F) have a non-zero Burgers vector which leads to decay of the
translational and orientational order.

39



Structure Factors S(q)

1090°C

qy [nm~1]
qy [nm~1]

75 -50 -25 0
ax [nm~1]

1120°C

ay [nm~1]
gy [nm~1]

=75 =50 =25 0
ax [nm~1]

1140°C

qy [nm~1]
qy [nm~1]

-75 -50 -25 0 25 50 75
ax[nm~1]

Figure S16: 2D structure factors S(q) The 2D structure factors of individual frames at different
temperatures calculated using the freud.diffraction module (35). The red circles mark the center
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On Possible Sources of Residual Error

Vacancy-type defects with non-zero charge may induce slight in-plane distortions in Agl, potentially
affecting the exponents of translational and rotational correlation decays (48). However, as our base-
line data shows, these defects are not activated in significant quantities by the electron beam, nor is
there any indication they would dominate at higher temperatures. Despite this, the slow decay of the
translational correlation at low temperatures reveals that the 2D Agl is not a perfect hexagonal crystal
system. Contributing factors to this behavior likely include crystal anisotropy (24) and out-of-plane
distortions (53), similar to those observed in 2D Cul. In some cases, these issues caused severe corre-
lation decay even at room temperature, leading to the exclusion of certain crystals from our analysis
early on. Another potential source of uncertainty is the ambiguity in the fitting process for the corre-
lation functions, yielding parameter values 7, and 7 shown in Figure[3| However, the validity of the
rotational correlation fit values is supported by the orientational parameter |Wg|, which, based solely
on hexagon positions and relative angles, exhibits behavior similar to 7 (Figure [3). Finally, inaccu-
rate determination of reciprocal lattice vectors can lead to large deviations in G, (54), and as such, all
images without a clear crystal direction or identifiable 1st-order peaks were discarded in our analysis.
This approach, however, likely leads to an underestimation of the translational decay exponent values

at higher temperatures.
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Figure S17: Orientational parameter The average orientational parameter |Wg| as a function of tem-

perature. The data points for the individual frames are color-coded according to the criteria described
in Figure 3]
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Supplementary Fourier Transforms
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Figure S18: Fourier transforms Fourier transforms (FT) of the data that were used to compute the
spatial correlation functions shown in Figure[3] Each FT consists of an average of 200 STEM ADF
images.
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Electron Energy Loss Spectroscopy (EELS)
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Figure S19: Electron energy loss spectra of Agl The Ag M, 5 edge is shown on the top row and
I M, 5 edge on the bottom row.
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