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Abstract: 

Any property of metallic glasses is controlled by the microscopic ongoing relaxation processes. 

While the response of these processes to temperature is well documented, little is known on their 

pressure dependence, owning to non-trivial experimental challenges. By combining fast 

differential scanning calorimetry, X-ray diffraction and high-pressure technologies, we identify 

the origin of a recently discovered pressure-induced rejuvenation in metallic glasses from the 

different pressure response of the α- and β-relaxation in a series of hydrostatically compressed 

Vit4 glasses. While the localized β-relaxation promotes rejuvenation and is associated to a constant 

looser atomic packing independent of the applied pressure, the collective α-relaxation triggers 

density driven ordering processes promoting the stability. The latter parameter however cannot be 

solely described by the degree of equilibration reached during the compression, which instead 

determines the crossover between the two regimes allowing to rescale the corresponding activation 

energies of the two processes on a master curve.  

 

Introduction: 

Understanding the relaxation spectrum of metallic glass (MG)-formers is a great challenge in 

condensed matter physics and materials science with important technological implications, as 

relaxation modes play a prominent role in the aging and performance of glasses [1-5]. The 

structural relaxation process, also called α-relaxation, is responsible for the viscous flow in the 

liquid phase and it involves large cooperative rearrangements. Its temperature evolution in 

supercooled liquids determines the kinetic fragility of the material, a quantity that correlates with 

a large variety of material properties and allows classifying glass-formers in fragile and strong 

systems [6]. The secondary β-relaxation is instead related to the thermal activation of localized 

atomic mobility and persists also at temperatures much lower than the glass transition temperature, 

Tg [7-10]. Additional secondary processes, such as γ- and β'-relaxations, have been also identified 

in several glasses, and can be attributed to string-like motions far below Tg [11-15]. While 



countless studies have highlighted the strong dependence of many macroscopic properties on the 

relaxation dynamics [4,15-18], almost no signature of the different processes has been detected on 

the microscopic structure [19,20]. 

Hydrostatic pressure can significantly modify the relaxation spectrum of glass-formers. In 

molecular, ionic, and polymeric systems, dielectric experiments indicate that α-relaxation 

considerably slows down under high pressure, shifting Tg to higher values [21-23]. In contrast, 

secondary β-relaxation processes are less sensitive to pressure and exhibit a different response to 

isothermal compressions and isobaric thermal treatments. As a consequence, high pressure leads 

to a larger difference in time scales between α- and β-relaxation, and the impossibility to rescale 

the whole dynamics in a single master curve [24,25].  

In the case of MGs, still little is known on the pressure response of the relaxation processes 

due to the difficulty to apply in-situ hydrostatic compression. Recently, we developed an in-situ 

X-ray photon correlation spectroscopy (XPCS) setup that allows the measurement of the dynamics 

of supercooled metallic liquids under high-temperature and high-pressure conditions [26]. Our 

work shows an increasingly sluggish α-relaxation under in-situ high pressure, similarly to that 

reported in other families of glass-formers [21-23], and in agreement with molecular dynamic 

simulations [27]. However, due to technical limitations in the accessible time scales, no 

information on the pressure dependence of the β-relaxation process can yet be obtained. 

To circumvent the experimental challenges of performing in-situ high pressure measurements, 

many studies have focused on the pressure response of pre-densified MGs. In these cases, the 

material is first compressed at a given pressure and temperature, and subsequently studied after 

recovering the resulting glass at ambient conditions. The recovered materials contain therefore 

information on the glass ability to retain permanent densification after decompression from 

pressures exceeding their plasticity limit. For example, SiO₂ glass exhibits a density increase of 

over 20% at ambient conditions when previously subjected to pressures greater than 21 GPa [28]. 

In the case of MGs, a 1-2% increase in density has been reported in samples previously compressed 

at room temperature at 5.5-20 GPa [28-30], while recent in-situ high pressure X-ray diffraction 



(XRD) experiments have indicated the absence of important permanent structural changes in Zr-

based MG even densified up to 30 GPa at room temperature [31]. 

In MGs, the effects of high-pressure compression depend also on the applied temperature. 

Researchers have shown that isobaric quenching from the supercooled liquid under high pressure 

can enhance thermodynamic stability [32,33]. However, most glasses compressed at temperatures 

below their respective Tg(P) are found to be in a higher energy state than the pristine glass 

[29,30,34-37]. This pressure-induced rejuvenation is accompanied by an unexpected acceleration 

of the collective atomic motion under high pressure [38], which persists even after the pressure is 

released [39]. Understanding the pressure response of the different relaxation processes active in 

the probed temperature range and their relation to the microscopic atomic motion [15,40-42] and 

structural rearrangements [19,20] is thus essential for a proper comprehension of the response of 

MGs to pressure treatments. 

For this purpose, we conducted a systematic study of the thermal response and structure of a 

series of Zr46.25Ti8.25Cu7.5Ni10Be27.5 (Vit4) MGs previously compressed at various pressures in the 

1-7 GPa range, and for temperatures covering cold compression at ambient temperature, hot 

compression in the glassy state, and liquid compression in the supercooled liquid phase. We find 

that pressure shifts the β-to-α relaxation transition to higher temperatures, which scales with the 

pressure dependence of the glass transition temperature Tg(P). Furthermore, the nature of the 

relaxation process active during the compression protocol controls the thermal response and 

structure of the resulting glasses. The β-relaxation promotes rejuvenation and is associated with a 

looser atomic packing that is independent on the applied pressure and density, while the α-

relaxation involves larger-scale structural rearrangements and achieves glass stabilization through 

a pressure-dependent densification process. Our study highlights the critical role of relaxation 

processes in the response to hydrostatic pressure treatment of a prototypical strong metallic glass, 

providing clear thermo-mechanical processing guidelines for designing glasses with the same 

composition but different properties. 

  



Results 

 

Figure 1. Thermodynamic state of ex-situ compressed glasses. (a) Sketch of the densification protocol. First 

pressure is increased at the Pdens .= 7 GPa, and then for each sample the temperature is raised to a  fixed value 

Tdens. ranging from 298 K to 693 K for 10 min. When Tdens > Tg(P), the sample under compression is in 

thermodynamic equilibrium; when Tdens < Tg(P), it is in a thermodynamic non-equilibrium state. The temperature 

is then cooled back to the ambient value with a rate of 20 K/min prior to the release of the pressure. The resulting 

glasses are then recovered at ambient condition for calorimetry measurements. (b) and (c) Selection of 

calorimetry heating curves measured with FDSC at 200 K/s for samples previously compressed at 7 GPa and 

Tdens ≥ 643 K (b) and at Tdens ≤ 583 K (c). Reference data of samples pre-annealed at annealing temperatures 

Ta=Tdens and ambient pressure (dashed lines) are reported as well for comparison, together with data acquired in 



a glass cooled from the supercooled liquid state with a rate Φc =200 K/s equal to the heating rate used 

immediately after for the measurements (black line).  

 

Pressure dependence of the relaxation spectrum. In compression experiments, the properties of 

the material are influenced by both the densification pressure, Pdens, and the densification 

temperature, Tdens. To explore the effect of Tdens., we first employed an isobaric densification 

protocol and prepared different samples by maintaining a constant Pdens. of 7 GPa and varying Tdens. 

from 298 to 693 K (from the deep glass state to the fully-equilibrated supercooled liquid phase) 

(Fig. 1a). The resulting glasses were then studied by single shot flash differential scanning 

calorimetry (FDSC) [34] and synchrotron x-ray diffraction. Fig. 1b and 1c display FDSC curves 

of the compressed glasses. Reference samples subjected to the same temperature protocols but at 

1 atm are reported as well. In a single shot FDSC experiment, the sample is measured without the 

usual melting on chip to preserve the properties induced by the densification process. The validity 

of this approach as well as the reproducibility of the data is discussed in the methods (see also Fig. 

S1). The scans were performed using a heating rate, Φh, of 200 K/s, much faster than the cooling 

rate of 20 K/min employed during the densification protocols. This approach allows to preserve 

the effect of the densification up to the glass transition and generates an amplified overshoot peak 

in the curves [43], enabling a better comparison of the thermodynamic state among the different 

samples. As a reference, we also show the heating scan of a sample cooled from the supercooled 

liquid at 200 K/s, and immediately heated at the same rate. This scan markedly differs from those 

of samples mildly annealed at atmospheric pressure due to the much faster cooling rate.  

In agreement with our previous work [34], we find that it is possible to get both thermal 

relaxation and rejuvenation by varying Tdens. For samples compressed at 7 GPa from Tdens≥643 K, 

Tg,onset shifts by 6 K to larger values (Fig. 1b). This shift corresponds to an increase in the glass 

transition temperature (
∂Tg,onset

∂P
)
ex-situ

= 0.86 K/GPa in the plastically deformed glasses and strongly 

recalls the increased stability observed in Pt-based MGs quenched under pressure from the 

supercooled liquid [34], supporting that Vit4 is in equilibrium during the densification protocol. 



This consideration is supported also by the independence of the calorimetric response from the 

choice of Tdens(≥643) K. As shown in Fig 1b, all curves overlap on top of each other as it occurs 

also for the reference glasses which are all quenched from the corresponding supercooled liquid at 

1 atm (Tg(1 atm)=596 K, [44]). These observations imply Tg(7 GPa) is ≤ 643 K, in agreement also 

with previous ex-situ studies which suggest a 3.6 K/GPa increase of Tg under pressure [32], which 

would correspond to Tg(7 GPa)~621 K, i.e. much lower than our densification temperatures.  

 Rejuvenation is instead observed for glasses compressed at 7 GPa and Tdens ≤ 583 K, i.e. 

below Tg(1 atm). This result contrasts the increased endothermic contribution of the references 

pre-annealed glasses at 1 atm. Furthermore, the thermodynamic state of the compressed material 

varies with Tdens, reflecting the response of different metastable glassy states formed during high-

pressure annealing in the glassy state (Fig. 1c). At this pressure, lowering the annealing 

temperature shifts the main endothermic peak to a sub-Tg endothermic contribution, corresponding 

to the curve change from Ta=583 K to 513 K in Fig. 1c. This evolution is common in the aging of 

MGs and is attributed to a shift from α-relaxation-dominated dynamics at high temperatures to 

more localized particle motion driven by the β-relaxation in deep glassy states [45,46]. This 

behavior is universal as it is observed in other kinds of glasses, such as inorganic [47] and 

polymeric glasses [48]. In the compressed glasses at Tdens=583 K and 513 K, the sub-Tg 

endothermic peak appears with significantly reduced intensity. In the extreme case of 298 K (well 

below Tg), the heat flow curve shows a slightly broader exothermic peak compared to the sample 

obtained in the same conditions but at ambient pressure. 

 

  



 

Figure 2. Pressure dependence of the aging kinetics and relaxation spectrum. (a) Fictive temperature, Tf of 

different annealed and compressed glasses as a function of Tdens or Ta. Inset is the Tf of different annealed and 

compressed glasses as a function of Tdens. and Ta normalized by the corresponding Tg(P), where the arrow 

indicates the shift in Tf under pressure. (b) Kissinger plot illustrating the characteristic temperature, Tp, of the 

endothermic peak (see Fig. S2 for definition) in the FDSC curves as a function of the heating rate Φh for different 

annealed and compressed glasses. (c) Activation energy, Ea of different annealed and compressed glasses. The 

data are reported as a function of Tdens or Ta. Only data displaying a clear endothermic peak have been used for 

the analysis of the activation energies. (d) Ea of different annealed and compressed glasses as a function of Tdens 

and Ta normalized by the corresponding Tg(P). The arrow indicates the transition from β-relaxation to α-



relaxation.  

 

By using Moynihan's area-matching method in the calorimetric scans [49], we can confirm 

the previous observations from the evaluation of the fictive temperature, Tf. Since the FDSC 

measurements were conducted at 1 atm, it is worth noting that Tf in this work is used as a metric 

for the thermodynamic state (see Fig. S3 for further details) and does not reflect the real 

temperature at which vitrification occurs under high pressure. Fig. 2a reports the Tf obtained in 

glasses densified at 7 GPa and different temperatures between 298 K and 693 K. Reference values 

for glasses annealed at the same temperatures and 1 atm are reported as well. In both sets of glasses, 

Tf evolves with the annealing or densification temperature from a maximum value at low 

temperatures, signature of a frozen glass configuration, to an increasingly lower value at larger Ta 

and Tdens, a consequence of thermally-activated microscopic structural rearrangements occurring 

in the material [50]. Tdens modifies the value of Tf in a non-monotonic way. For Tdens lower than 

400 K, the glasses compressed at 7 GPa are only slightly rejuvenated with a constant increase in 

Tf independently on the applied temperature during the densification. Differently, glasses densified 

at 7 GPa between 400 K and 630 K have systematically larger Tf by ~30 K (compared to samples 

annealed at the same temperature under 1 atm), signalling a more enhanced rejuvenation in this 

temperature range. In contrast, for Tdens≥643 K Tf decreases to a T-independent lower value (by 3-

4 K) with respect to the 1 atm data. The glass obtained from compressed liquid shows a higher 

Tg,onset and a lower Tf, reflecting a more relaxed state, which aligns with the behavior reported in 

Pt-based MG [34]. This relaxed state is further evidenced by the increased area of the endothermic 

peak (Fig. S4). Furthermore, the broadening of the endothermic peak in the compressed glass (Fig. 

1b and Fig. S4) indicates a modification in the process of glass transition, possibly associated with 

dynamical and structural transformation of the system under high pressure [27]. 

To get the activation energies associated with the different relaxation processes responsible 

for the observed kinetic stability, Fig. 2b shows Kissinger plots of glasses annealed and 

compressed under different Ta or Tdens and then measured with FDSC at different heating rates 



[45,51]. We outline here that for the densified glasses, each point corresponds to a new sample. 

The corresponding activation energies obtained by fitting the data are shown in Fig. 2c. The 

activation energies distinctly evolve between two extreme values on increasing the annealing 

temperature, Ta, in the reference glasses or Tdens in the compressed MGs. These values are close to 

those reported in literature for the β- and α-relaxation processes, respectively (~28 RTg,1atm for the 

β-process, and ~42 RTg,1atm for the α-relaxation [10,52,53]). As shown in Fig. 2c, pressure shifts 

the crossover between the two values by ~30 K at 7 GPa. This means that applying hydrostatic 

pressure at temperatures slightly below Tg(1 atm) can induce a transition in the dominant relaxation 

mode, explaining thus the difference between annealing and thermal compression. At 583 K, for 

instance, the significant decrease in activation energy for samples compressed at 7 GPa suggests 

that the α-relaxation is notably suppressed, leaving only the unrestricted localized atoms active, 

contributing to the β-relaxation observed as the sub-Tg endothermic peak. At the same temperature, 

however, the dynamics at 1 atm is still governed by the α-structural relaxation, explaining the 

improved stability during annealing. For Tdens≥ 643 K, the constant activation energy indicates that 

α-relaxation is fully activated also at 7 GPa and both pressures give similar activation energies.  

The pressure dependence of the crossover between the α- and β-dominated relaxation 

dynamics is responsible for the different stability of the high pressure annealed glasses. Comparing 

the Tf and Ea values, we can divide the Tdens space into three regions: (I) the cold compression 

region where temperature effects are almost negligible in this composition. Here, the slightly larger 

exothermic peak area after compressions indicates a purely mechanical rejuvenation; (II) the 

temperature-pressure coupling region: here, pressure delays the transition between β- and α-

relaxation leading to a significant rejuvenation in compressed glasses with Tf much larger than in 

annealed systems whose response is instead more controlled by the α-relaxation; (III) the 

equilibrium region, accompanied by a complete activation of the α-relaxation: here compression 

leads to a sample stabilization as manifested by a decrease in Tf. In this region, Tf and Ea are 

constant, indicating that the system has reached a state of thermodynamic equilibrium for T ≳ 625 

K. This means that during the densification process the transition between the glass and the 



supercooled liquid occurs between 625 K and 643 K (where equilibrium is achieved). Taking the 

midpoint of 634 K, we designate it as the Tg under in-situ compression at 7 GPa, and thus to 

(
∂Tg

∂P
)
in-situ

= 5.4 K/GPa, a factor of two smaller than the value measured in-situ at high pressure 

in Pt42.5Cu27Ni9.5P21 [34], reflecting the different sensitivities to pressure of the strong Vit4 and the 

fragile Pt-based metallic glasses.  

The correct evaluation of Tg(P) is also confirmed by the possibility to rescale all activation 

energy data in a unique master curve when the temperature is rescaled by the corresponding glass 

transition temperature at the applied pressure (Fig. 2d). This means that the β- to α-relaxation 

transition range occurs always at the same degree of equilibration, independently of the applied 

pressure, which corresponds to 0.85–0.96 Tg(P).  

Interestingly, while the relaxation spectrum can be scaled into a single curve, this is not the 

case for Tf. The inset in Fig. 2a and the comparison of FDSC curves in Fig. S5 show that, even 

when normalized by Tg(P), there is still a large difference in the Tf values at the two pressures, 

with a nonmonotonic trend exhibiting a maximum difference at about 0.85 Tg(P), followed by a 

gradually decrease at increasingly Tdens or Ta, until both values almost overlap in the supercooled 

liquid (see also Fig. 3e which shows the ratio Tf(7 GPa)/Tf(1atm)). The largest difference in fictive 

temperature corresponds to the beginning of the β-to-α relaxation transition. This indicates that the 

increase in Tf cannot be solely attributed to the reduced aging kinetics caused by the increase in Tg 

under high pressure—but to a different response to pressure of the two microscopic processes. As 

confirmed also by the structural measurements discussed later in the text, the different evolution 

of Tf at the two pressures implies that β-relaxation facilitates rejuvenation of the sample under high 

pressure, whereas α-relaxation contributes to accelerated aging (evidenced by the steeper slope in 

the evolution of Tf(7 GPa)/Tf(1atm) above 0.85 Tg(P) in Fig. 3e).  

 

 



 

Figure 3. Structural properties of annealed and compressed glasses. (a) Intensity profile, I(q), measured at 

ambient temperature with synchrotron XRD in glasses previously compressed at 7 GPa and different Tdens. The 

black symbols show the center position, q1 of the FSDP obtained with a Gaussian fit to the top of the peak (see 

Fig. S6 and S7, only upper 50% of the peak are fitted). Evolution of calorimetric and structural parameters  of 

glasses densified at 7 GPa and at various Tdens. Data represent: Ea (b), q1 of the FSDP (c), FWHM of the FSDP 

(d), and the normalized Tf (e). Reference data for annealed glasses at 1 atm are also included (black circles). The 

error in q1 is determined by the maximum deviation (sample thickness) in the sample-to-detector distance for 

each measurement, while the error in FWHM arises from the fitting uncertainties. The shaded area highlights 

the temperature transition region from β-relaxation to α-relaxation determined by the calorimetric measurements.  

 

Influence of pressure on the structure in compressed glasses. The different response of α- and 

β-relaxation to pressure is reflected also in a contrasting evolution of the structure in the two 

dynamical ranges. Fig. 3a displays the top part of the first sharp diffraction peaks (FSDP) 

measured at ambient temperature by means of synchrotron X-ray diffraction in glasses compressed 



at 7 GPa and different Tdens. The center position of the FSDP, q1 - a quantity often related to the 

sample density [54] - clearly shows two different regimes. It is almost constant up to Tdens~600K, 

while it shifts to larger q values at further increasing densification temperatures. As shown in Fig. 

3b and 3c, the crossover between these two regimes correlates with the change in the microscopic 

process active during the compression. A different structural evolution in the two regimes occurs 

also for the full width half maximum (FWHM) of the FSDP reported in Fig. 3d, which describes 

the degree of homogeneity of the structure at the probed length scale [55]. For a proper 

interpretation of the data, the figure also includes structural values corresponding to glasses 

annealed at 1 atm and several selected Ta. 

We first consider the samples subjected to solely temperature annealing. Here, the structure 

of the glass is almost insensitive to the applied thermal treatment, with only a small increase in q1 

observed at larger Ta, reflecting a more compact structure, in agreement with previous studies 

[54,56]. Differently, pressure affects the structure in a non-monotonic way with respect to the pure 

annealed samples which depends on the densification temperature and thus on the relaxation 

process active during the compression.  

Compared to the reference samples annealed at 1 atm, when the densification temperature 

(Tdens) is far below Tg (i.e., 298–400 K), the compressed glasses exhibit smaller q1 and larger 

FWHM values. This indicates that the plastic deformations induced by the compression lead to 

structural expansion and increased heterogeneity in the sample. This effect is promoted by the β-

relaxation showing a maximum expansion (and thus a minimum in q1) for Tdens=513 K. In the β- 

to α-relaxation transition region (e.g., ~583 K), the glass starts to relax during the compression 

protocol due to the activation of the α-process and q1 increases to a value higher than that of the 

reference glasses. At the same time, the FWHM decreases, meaning that in this Tdens range, 

pressure promotes the formation of a more packed and homogenous structure. In the supercooled 

liquid state, q1 and FWHM become almost independent of Tdens within the error bars, which is 

consistent with the constant thermodynamic stability (Figs. 1b and 2a), indicating that the sample 

reached the equilibrium state under compression. Interestingly, the rapid variation in Ea during the 



activation of the α-relaxation is reflected in both structural parameters which show a steeper 

evolution with Tdens, in agreement also with the rate of change in fictive temperature (Fig. 3e).   

 

 

Figure 4. Real space analysis after densification at different Tdens. (a) Pair distribution function, G(r), of Vit4 

glasses compressed at 7 GPa and Tdens.=298 K (cold compression), 583 K (hot-glass-compression), and 643 K 

(liquid-compression). (b-d) Close-up views of the 1st to 3rd atomic coordination peaks of G(r), with arrows 

indicating the direction of changes in each peak as Tdens increases. The sub-peak and main peak in (b) are 

primarily corresponding to Zr-Zr and Cu-Zr atomic pairs [57], respectively. 

 

From a structural point of view, we can get further insights on the changes inferred by pressure 



during the densification processes by performing pair distribution function analysis of synchrotron 

XRD data covering a broader q-range up to 30 Å⁻¹. The obtained pair distribution functions, G(r), 

reveal the detailed atomic structure (particularly on the short-to-medium range scale), from the 

Fourier transform of the static structure factor (see Methods). Fig. 4a shows G(r) for three samples 

measured at ambient temperature and 1atm, previously compressed at 7 GPa and for three 

representative temperatures: i) Tdens= 298 K representing the cold-compression at ambient 

temperature, ii) Tdens= 583 K which corresponds to the onset of the transition region, and iii) Tdens= 

643 K where the system is in the supercooled liquid phase and the α-relaxation is active. In the 

two samples densified in the glassy state and affected mainly by β-relaxation (i.e. for Tdens = 298 

and 583 K), we observe only changes in the intensity of the peaks of the different coordination 

shells, signaling a more ordered structure in the glass densified at higher temperatures. The 

structure is instead clearly different at Tdens = 643 K, i.e. when the compression is triggered by the 

α-relaxation, with the significant changes mainly occurring in the first three atomic shells (Fig. 4b 

to 4d). 

In the low Tdens temperature β-relaxation dominated regime, the first coordination shell 

consists of a sub-peak around 2.7 Å and a main peak around 3.1 Å due to the nearly discrete 

bonding length distribution of nearest-neighbor atoms. The known interatomic distances indicate 

that the sub-peak at 2.7 Å can be primarily attributed to Zr-Cu pairs, while the main peak around 

3.1 Å corresponds mainly to Zr-Zr pairs [57]. By compression in the supercooled liquid phase, the 

sub-peak intensity is significantly reduced, while the main peak becomes more intense and shifts 

to shorter distances, signaling a structural contraction triggered by the α-relaxation process in 

agreement with the reciprocal space data of Fig. 3c. Based on these changes, it is suggested that 

the crossover between the β- and α-relaxation is accompanied by a redistribution of atomic pairs, 

reflected in a decrease in Cu-Zr bonds and in an increase in Zr-Zr bonds, together with a reduction 

in their bond distance.  

A contraction of the coordination shells for the glass densified at high temperature in the α-

regime is well visible also at larger coordination shells, suggesting a marked densification of the 



material during the compression in the liquid phase. Additionally, the clearer oscillations within 

each shell (increased peak intensity) in the high-pressure α-relaxation sample, suggest a more 

ordered atomic structure, consistent with the narrowing of the FSDP (Fig. 3d). Unfortunately, 

beyond the third atomic shell, the diffraction signal becomes relatively noisy for a proper 

comparison between the samples; therefore, discussions at larger atomic scales are not involved 

here. 

 

 

Figure 5. Pressure dependence of the FSDP. Intensity profile of glass samples compressed at different 

pressures and then measured at ambient temperature using synchrotron XRD. Measurements were performed 



for Tdens (a) below Tg(1 atm)=596 K and (b) above Tg(7 GPa)=634 K. To differentiate the curves, a vertical offset 

was applied. Lines and arrow indicate the evolution of peak positions with increasing Pdens. (c) Pressure 

dependence of the FSDP q13 for a sample kept in-situ at different pressures values Pin-situ, and for the glasses of 

panel (a) and (b) previously compressed at different Pdens and Tdens and measured here at 1 atm. All data are 

rescaled by the reference value at 1 atm. The difference between the in-situ and ex-situ densifications provides 

an indication of the volume recovery after the decompression. The green line is the fit of a third-order equation 

of state for the in-situ data with a fitted bulk modulus of 102±3 GPa. The inset reports q1 value for different 

densified glasses of panel (a) and (b). (d) The evolution of the FWHM of the XRD data of panel (a) and (b). 

 

To clarify this different densification process in the two dynamical ranges, we investigated 

the pressure dependence of glasses compressed at different values of Pdens in both the β-dominated 

regime at Tdens = 583 K and in the liquid controlled by structural relaxation at 643 K. The intensity 

profiles of the maximum of the FSDP of the recovered glasses are shown in Fig. 5a and 5b together 

with reference data pre-annealed at 583 K and 643 K at 1 atm (black lines). The center position of 

the FSDP, q1, and the FWHM values were fitted using Gaussian functions within the same peak 

range (Fig. S6). In agreement with the previous data of Fig. 3, pressure significantly amplifies the 

relaxation response. Remarkably, we can clearly distinguish differences in the pre-compressed 

samples depending on whether the samples were compressed from the liquid or glassy state, or 

more specifically, whether sufficient degree of equilibration occurred before decompression. 

While constant peak position and FWHM are observed after densification in the glass, the 

maximum of the FSDP increases and the FWHM decreases with larger pressure values in the 

glasses compressed from the liquid phase. The effect is quantified in Fig. 5c and 5d, where we 

report the evolution of the cube of the center position of the FSDP, q1
3 and the FWHM. We remind 

that the inverse quantity 1/q1
3 is often associated to density changes [54]. For a better 

comprehension, we report also data obtained with XRD during in-situ compression at high 

pressure with a diamond anvil cell (see Methods). These data provide information on the 

compressibility of the sample at room temperature.  



The glasses recovered after compression in the liquid at Tdens=643 K, exhibit an increase in 

q1 and a linear relationship with (
∂q1

∂Pdens.

)
Tdens.

   0.0008 Å⁻¹/GPa within the applied Pdens. range, 

without showing signs of saturation in densification. This behavior reflects the increasing 

densification occurring in the sample kept at high pressure. However, when Pin-situ reaches 7 GPa, 

the q1
3 increases by approximately 6.3% compared to the pristine sample, while, the 7 GPa sample 

compressed in the liquid shows only about 0.6% permanent densification, indicating that most of 

the deformation is elastic and is recovered during the pressure release process. 

In contrast, when compressed at 583 K, the resulting samples exhibit a lower q1 value, even 

lower than that of the 1 atm reference sample, in agreement with the structural expansion shown 

in Fig. 3 and literature studies [34,35]. This is consistently observed for different Pdens., with q1 

remaining constant at an average value of 2.624±0.001 Å⁻¹, representing a decrease of 0.17% 

compared to the 1 atm reference sample. Thus, unlike densification, the resulting material exhibits 

a novel configuration with a looser atomic packing structure at the level of the FSDP compared to 

the pristine state, independently of the applied pressure. A similar trend is confirmed also by the 

FWHM shown in Fig. 5d. At Tdens=643 K, FWHM decreases as pressure increases, aligning with 

the trend observed for q1, which indicates that densification and structural ordering occur 

simultaneously. In contrast, at Tdens=583 K, the FWHM remains unchanged within the fitting error 

range, suggesting that in the glassy state, the compressed structure is independent of the applied 

pressure.  

 

Discussion: 

Our densification experiments allow us to disentangle pressure and temperature effects on the 

structure and stability of compressed glasses, here indicated by the evolution of the Tf and the 

FSDP. Hydrostatic compression at room temperature has a weak influence on thermal properties, 

resulting in a small rejuvenation process, which instead can be significantly enhanced on 

increasing Tdens in the β-relaxation dominated regime, and which can be retained after 

decompression (Fig. 2a and 3e). At the same time, the structure of the recovered glasses is more 



expanded and disordered, at least over length scales of about ~10Å and is independent on the 

applied pressure Pdens (Fig. 3b, 3c and 5c). The XRD data show only a weak signature of an 

ordering process with increasing Tdens as signaled by the increased intensity in the first three 

coordination shells (Fig. 4). This implies that pressure modifies the short- and medium-range order 

of the glass and brings it towards a free energy minimum which must differ from that of the pristine 

material.  

Furthermore, as shown also by recent simulations [15] and XPCS experiments [58] some 

liquid-like collective atomic dynamics are activated below Tg (around 0.9 Tg), corresponding to 

our observation that the rejuvenation effect begins to weaken when the β- to α-relaxation transition 

occurs (Fig. 3). In this region, both fictive temperature and structural parameters are strongly 

influenced by Tdens reflecting the rapid variation in the activation energy of the involved relaxation 

process. However, while the structure exhibits a monotonic evolution toward a more compacted 

and homogenous configuration (Fig. 3b and 3c), Tf abruptly drops, due to an acceleration of the 

aging induced by the α-relaxation process (Fig. 3e). When Tdens exceeds Tg(P), the complete 

activation of the α-relaxation process ensures sufficient relaxation of the sample before 

decompression, resulting in a denser glass with enhanced stability, as signaled by the lower value 

of Tf with respect to the reference data at 1 atm. In this region, Tf is also independent on Tdens as 

all glasses are densified from the same equilibrium liquid phase. The non-monotonous evolution 

of Tf is a consequence of the different response to pressure of the α- and β- relaxation and means 

that the degree of equilibration reached by the system is not a sufficient parameter to describe the 

stability of a glass (Fig. 2a and Fig. S5). 

At the same time, the samples densified from the liquid phase exhibit a reduction in the radial 

distances of each atomic coordination shell, which is promoted for larger Pdens, typically leading 

to glass densification (Fig. 5c).  

 Consistent with previous findings in different MGs [34-36,59], hydrostatic compression in 

the Vit4 glassy state leads to a shift of the FSDP to larger length scales (see Fig. 3a, 3d). This 

phenomenon likely reflects a universal characteristic of MGs: pressure compels atoms into regions 



with insufficient space, thereby expanding the nearest-neighbor atomic cages. Pan et al. 

demonstrated that the hydrostatic component of axial compression stress in notched specimens 

plays a critical role in achieving significant thermodynamic rejuvenation (Tf increases) and volume 

expansion at room temperature [35]. Based on our results, where samples are treated under pure 

hydrostatic pressure, the structural expansion appears to be more pronounced (q1 decreased by 

~0.17 %). 

Although β-relaxation in Zr-based MGs (including Vit4) is characterized by an excess wing 

in the dynamic mechanical spectrum [8], which makes it difficult to distinguish it from α-relaxation, 

in calorimetry it is assumed to be responsible for the observed sub-Tg endothermic peak [45,52,53], 

and, for long annealing experiments well below Tg results in multiple steps of equilibrium recovery 

in various kinds of glasses [60,61], with the fast step mediated by the β-relaxation. Recent 

experiments have shown that the intensity of the sub-Tg endothermic peak associated with β-

relaxation can be amplified under fast heating conditions [52,53]. As shown in this study, fast 

calorimetry provides an opportunity to characterize the β-relaxation under high-pressure and to 

calculate its activation energy across a wide range of heating rates. 

In summary, through densification experiments over a wide temperature range combined with 

subsequent calorimetric and X-ray diffraction analysis in real and reciprocal space, we studied the 

pressure and temperature response of the α- and β-relaxations in a strong MG (Vit4) and its effect 

on the stability and structure of the recovered glasses.   

We found that the degree of ergodicity reached by Vit4 during the compression significantly 

impacts the pressure response, leading to relaxation or rejuvenation depending if the relaxation 

process controlling the dynamics is the collective α-relaxation process or the localized β-relaxation, 

respectively. When the dynamics are governed by the collective α-relaxation process, the glass 

tends to undergo relaxation; in contrast, when dominated by the localized β-relaxation, the glass 

exhibits rejuvenation. This result rationalizes also our recent similar findings in a Pt-based MGs 

[34]. The pressure-sensitivity of the relaxation spectrum of Vit4 is reflected by the shift of the β-

to α-relaxation transition to higher temperatures with increasing pressure, which occurs always at 



a specific degree of equilibration, as demonstrated by the scaling of the activation energies of the 

different processes onto a master curve based on T/Tg(P). This relationship does not hold for the 

Tf due to the different pressure response of the two relaxation processes and due to the fact that the 

shift dTg(P)/dP reflects only the pressure dependence of the α-relaxation process. This implies that 

the degree of equilibration reached by the system is not a sufficient metric to define the stability 

of a glass and rescale all the dynamics as indeed is the case also for molecular and polymeric 

systems [46,50,60].  

Combined with subsequent X-ray diffraction analysis, it further shows that β-relaxation 

promotes rejuvenation and is associated with a looser atomic packing independent of the applied 

pressure which appears to be independent on density, while the α-relaxation process leads to glass 

stabilization through a pressure-dependent densification process, involving larger-scale structural 

rearrangements despite the very small permanent densification retrieved after the compression. 

Our results elucidate the role of pressure and temperature on the structure and stability in a 

prototypical strong metallic glass, allowing to formulate well-defined thermo-mechanical 

protocols to design glasses of the same composition and different properties. This is another 

important implication of our work that can be important in the development of new amorphous 

metals or in their application under external stimuli.  

 

Methods 

Sample preparation and compression protocols: Element metals with a minimum purity of 99.99% 

were melted under a high-purity argon atmosphere to form the master alloy, following an atomic 

ratio of Zr46.25Ti8.25Cu7.5Ni10Be27.5. Ribbons of the corresponding MGs with a thickness of 30±2 

μm were then produced by melt spinning the master alloy molten liquid under Ar atmosphere. The 

compression protocols were performed with a Belt press at the institute Néel, Grenoble, France. 

For this purpose, the ribbons were cut into 2× 2 mm2 H× V pieces and each compression was 

performed by inserting 10-20 pieces in a boron nitride (BN) capsule in different groups separated 

by small disks of BN. The capsules were then inserted in a graphite furnace and mounted in the 



press, ensuring hydrostatic compression. Different densification protocols were performed in order 

to study separately the dependence of the material properties on the densification pressure Pdens in 

the (1-7) GPa pressure range at a fixed densification temperature, Tdens, and then the dependence 

of Tdens in the 298-693 K range while keeping Pdens fixed. For each sample, we first increased the 

pressure to Pdens and subsequently increased the temperature to Tdens for a 10-minute isotherm. The 

samples were then cooled to 298 K under pressure, and the pressure was released only after 

reaching ambient temperature. The heating/cooling rate and the compression/decompression rates 

were set to 20 K/min and 0.3 GPa/min, respectively. 

Synchrotron XRD on compressed samples: The structure of the glasses recovered after the 

compression was measured at ID13 and ID15a beamlines at ESRF, Grenoble, France. At ID13, the 

X-ray beam energy was set at 13 keV and the diffraction data were collected using the Eiger X 4M 

detector using a beam size of 2.5×2.5 H×V µm2. The detector-to-sample distance was set to 81.6 

mm to achieve a detectable q-range of 0.1-7 Å–1, and ensuring sufficient resolution for the first 

diffraction peak with one point per 0.003 Å–1. A calibration was performed using a standard α-

Al2O3 material. Samples were mounted on a 3D-printed epoxy resin platform and kept at room 

temperature. To ensure robust statistical data, we collected approximately 1800 points of the 

sample with a 5µm interval between each point and an exposure time of 0.02 s per point. 

Subsequently, the diffraction intensities from all points were averaged, and the background noise 

generated by the air adjacent to the sample was subtracted. These data provided information on 

the structure in reciprocal space. In order to obtain the q1 and the FWHM for the FSDP of I(q), we 

employed Gaussian function fitting to the data: y=y
0
+ 

A

w√
π

4×log(2)
 
×exp(-4×log(2)×(

x-xc

w
)
2
), where y 

represents data from the first peak of I(q), x represents the q values, y0 is the baseline value, A is 

the amplitude of the function, xc is q1, and w is the FWHM of the peak. The discussion of the fitting 

results in relation to the fitting range of the data can be found in Fig. S6 and S7. 

Direct space analysis was instead performed by measuring the pair distribution functions, G(r), at 

beamline ID15a using a 68.5 keV photon energy and a 145 mm detector-to-sample distance, 



probing a 0.3-30 Å⁻¹ detectable q-range. CrO3 was used for calibration prior to the measurements. 

The samples were fixed using copper clamps at ambient temperature. The scattered intensity was 

recorded with a Pilatus3 X CdTe 2M detector and each sample was exposed for 1 min to obtain 

good statistics. Diffraction patterns were azimuthally integrated using routines from the pyFAI 

library, and locally implemented corrections for the outlier rejection, background, polarization of 

the X-rays and detector geometry, response, and transmission, to yield 1D diffraction patterns. The 

structure factor, S(q), was extracted from the scattered intensity IC(q) as S(q)=1+
IC(q)−|〈𝑓(q)〉|2

|〈𝑓(q)〉|2
, 

where 〈𝑓(q)〉=∑ c𝛼𝑓𝛼(q) 𝛼 with fα(q) and cα the atomic form factor and atomic concentration for 

chemical species α, respectively. G(r) were then obtained through a Fourier transform of the 

structure factor using the equation G(r)=
2

π
∫ q(S(q)-1)sin(qr)dq
+∞

0
  by means of the PDFgetX2 

software [62].  

Synchrotron high-pressure XRD. Additional in-situ high-pressure measurements were conducted 

at P10 beamline at PETRA III in Hamburg, Germany. A pre-cut sample with the dimension of 

40×40×30 H×V×L μm3 was loaded in a membrane diamond anvil cell (DAC) with helium as a 

pressure-transmitting medium, and the pressure was monitored from the fluorescence spectrum of 

a ruby sphere placed next to the sample. The X-ray energy was set to 15.0 keV and data were 

recorded using an EigerX 4M detector situated 1840 mm downstream from the sample. The 

pressurization/decompression rate was controlled by an automatic pressure driver with a rate of 

0.2 bar/s. After reaching each isobaric stage, the pressure was maintained for at least 30 minutes 

with a stability better than 0.1 GPa and XRD data were continuously collected during this stage, 

with an exposure time of 0.5 s/frame. 

Calorimetry: Thermal properties were studied using a FDSC (flash differential scanning 

calorimetry, Mettler Toledo, FDSC2+) apparatus with a heating rate of 100-1000 K/s. 

Measurements were conducted under a high-purity N2 flow of 80 ml/min. The measured samples 

were cut into pieces of ~80×80×30 μm3 and then transferred to the UFS chip of the calorimeter. 

Unlike the traditional melting-quenching-heating measurements, we used a single-shot method for 



thermal analysis, with each sample being used only once. For each sample, at least two different 

sections were cut and measured independently to ensure reproducibility (Fig. S1). 

In order to determine the mass of the sample in FDSC, we first conduct a DSC (Mettler Toledo, 

DSC3) measurement by using approximately 10 mg of the sample to assess the heat flow step, ΔQ, 

which adheres to the formula ΔQ = Cp *Φ * m, where Cp represents the specific heat of the sample, 

Φ is the heating rate, and m is the sample mass. By ascertaining the ΔQ in FDSC, we can further 

verify the mass of the sample with the FDSC setup based on the sample Cp.  

Fictive temperatures, Tf, were calculated using Moynihan's area-matching method [49] with the 

following equation: 

∫ (Cp,  liquid − Cp, glass)dT =  
T1≫Tg

Tf
∫ (Cp −  Cp, glass)𝑑𝑇               

T1≫Tg

T2≪Tg
(1) 

where Cp, liquid and Cp, glass represent the specific heat capacities of the liquid and glass, respectively. 

The endothermic peaks with different characteristic temperatures, Tp (Fig. S2 shows the definition 

of Tp), of the FDSC curve indicate relaxation processes. The Kissinger equation [63] of the 

different Tp and the Φ were used to estimate the activation energies, Ea, of these processes: 

ln (
𝛷

Tp
2 ) = −

𝐸𝑎

RTp
+ a                 (2) 

where R is the gas constant and a is a constant. 
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