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The crystallisation of carbon from the melt under extreme conditions is highly relevant to

12 materials manufacturing, and nuclear fusion research.” The

earth and planetary science,
thermodynamic conditions near the graphite-diamond-liquid (GDL) triple point are espe-
cially of interest for geological and technological applications, but high-pressure flash heat-
ing experiments aiming to resolve this region of the phase diagram of carbon exhibit large
discrepancies.*” Experimental challenges are often related to the persistence of metastable
crystalline or glassy phases, superheated crystals, or supercooled liquids. A deeper under-
standing of the crystallisation kinetics of diamond and graphite is crucial for effectively in-
terpreting the outcomes of these experiments. Here, we reveal the microscopic mechanisms
of diamond and graphite nucleation from liquid carbon through molecular simulations with
first-principles machine learning potentials. OQur simulations accurately reproduce the ex-
perimental phase diagram of carbon in the region around the GDL triple point and show that
liquid carbon crystallises spontaneously upon cooling at constant pressure. Surprisingly,
metastable graphite crystallises in the domain of diamond thermodynamic stability at pres-
sures above the triple point. Furthermore, whereas diamond crystallises through a classical
nucleation pathway, graphite follows a two-step process in which low-density fluctuations
forego ordering. Calculations of the nucleation rates of the two competing phases confirm
this result and reveal a manifestation of Ostwald’s step rule® where the strong metastability
of graphite hinders the transformation to the stable diamond phase. Our results provide a
new key to interpreting melting and recrystallisation experiments and shed light on nucle-

ation kinetics in polymorphic materials with deep metastable states.

The extremely diverse technological applications of carbon materials stem from the different
types of covalent bonding with tetrahedral patterns in diamond and tetrahedral amorphous carbon
on one hand, and hexagonal motifs in graphite or graphitic carbon on the other. Such differences
in covalent bonding engender large metastability of both common crystalline phases, graphite,
and diamond. These chemical features dictate the phase diagram of carbon, which exhibits a
graphite-liquid-diamond triple point at about 12 GPa and 4500 K. Whereas the "diamond-in-the-
sky" hypothesis® and recent experiments on nuclear fusion by laser shock compression® have
prompted several studies of the phase diagram of carbon and hydrocarbons at extreme pressures,
the GDL triple point region has not been thoroughly addressed either by experiments or simula-
tions. Conversely, understanding the thermodynamics and kinetics of phase changes in this region

is of paramount importance for materials and planetary sciences. For example, in geosciences, dia-
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monds reveal tectonic processes in Earth-like planets and the deep-earth cycle of carbon and other
light elements.!' In materials processing, in turn, the liquid phase is an intermediate in the laser
synthesis of carbon materials including artificial diamonds, nanodiamonds, and N-vacancy doped
diamonds for quantum computing, and its crystallisation behaviour upon cooling determines the

properties of the synthesis products.”

Ostwald hypothesized that nucleation from the melt does not necessarily proceed directly to
the thermodynamically most stable phase but through the phase that is separated by the lowest
free energy barrier from the liquid® This effect significantly accelerates crystallisation rates in
the presence of metastable critical points!¥ Molecular simulations of nucleation from the melt
confirmed Ostwald’s step rule hypothesis in Lennard-Jones liquids, colloidal particles, and pro-
tein crystallisation =13 In the latter case, a two-step process was observed experimentally us-
ing dynamic light scattering and time-resolved spectroscopy. Non-classical multi-stage nucleation
pathways have also been discussed in the context of mineralisation from solution, with abundant
numerical and experimental evidence,1* and in the case of polymorphic materials the precipitation
of metastable phases has been observed> Nevertheless, it is unexpected to encounter such a rich

phenomenology in the homogeneous nucleation of a simple monoatomic system like carbon.

In this Letter, we investigate the kinetic aspects of the crystallisation of diamond and graphite
probing homogeneous nucleation from molten carbon at moderate pressures using machine-
learning accelerated quantum-accurate molecular dynamics simulations. The range of pressures
considered, between 5 and 30 GPa, corresponds to the pressure of the Earth’s mantle between
120 and 750 Km. Our simulations show the unexpected spontaneous crystallisation of metastable
graphite at pressures up to 15 GPa, well within the domain of thermodynamic stability of dia-
mond, and unravel the fundamentally distinct molecular mechanisms that lead to the nucleation
of diamond and graphite. Our simulations exhibit a combination of these effects that are the con-
sequence of Ostwald’s step rule and the large free energy barrier between graphite and diamond.
These observations open new perspectives in the theory of crystallisation of single-component

systems with metastable phases.



RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Phase diagram and spontaneous crystallisation

We first discuss the phase diagram of carbon in the region of the GDL triple point (Figure [Tja).
The triple point was initially determined at T= 4100 £ 200 K, and P= 12.5 £ 1 GPa by extrapo-
lating the experimental graphite-diamond coexistence line to high temperatures'® Extrapolating
the melting curves of graphite® and diamond® suggests that the triple point should be at a higher
temperature, between 4400 and 4800 K. However, in general, the experimental determination of
the GDL triple point entails large uncertainties'” In contrast to earlier measurements,'® experi-
ments now agree that the melting line of diamond has a positive slope while that of graphite has a
negative slope at the triple point. The melting temperature of graphite also exhibits a maximum at
~5 GPa. This was initially thought to be indicative of a liquid-liquid phase transition, which has
not been confirmed by further simulations or experiments 122

The graphite-liquid and diamond-liquid coexistence lines along with their metastable exten-
sions were computed by large-scale phase-coexistence MD simulations. Our simulations success-
fully reproduce the experimental phase diagram and validate the accuracy of the machine learning
potential utilized in this study. The intersection between the two melting curves establishes a GDL
triple point at P=10.540.5 GPa and T=4650+50 K, at a slightly lower pressure than in experiments
but well within the temperature range. The diamond-liquid coexistence line agrees with former
FPMD simulations.?%2! Remarkably, our model reproduces the reentrant melting line of graphite
in excellent agreement with measurements > This, to our knowledge, was never replicated in for-
mer molecular simulations. The reason for the negative slope of the melting line of graphite near
the triple point is that the density of liquid carbon is higher than that of graphite at pressures higher
than 2 GPa (Figure[Ib). The density crossover at 2 GPa corresponds to the change of slope of the
graphite melting line from positive to negative. This characteristic is extremely consequential for
the crystallisation behaviour of graphite and diamond and is not captured by either empirical po-
tentials or machine learning models fitted on different functionals/#%"** Notably, using different
parameterisations of NEP does not have a significant effect on the melting lines and the location

of the triple point. The phase diagrams reported in Figure S1 share the same features as those in

Figure|]
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FIG. 1. (a) Phase diagram of carbon in the moderate pressure range 2-35 GPa. The melting temperatures
of diamond (blue diamonds) and graphite (red squares) computed by phase coexistence molecular dynam-
ics are represented by symbols with error bars. The purple dashed line is our theoretical estimate of the
graphite/diamond phase boundary. The experimental phase diagram (brown line) combines results from
4! and |5(black triangles). The temperatures at which we observed spontaneous crystallisation of diamond
(blue) and graphite (red) are indicated with the respective symbols without error bars. The dashed black
line indicates the maximum pressure at which graphite nucleates faster than diamond. The dashed-dotted
lines indicate the homogeneous nucleation temperature for graphite (red) and diamond (blue), defined as
the temperature at which crystal nucleation is faster than 104 m—3s~!. (b) Density of diamond, graphite at

5000K, and liquid carbon at both 4000 and 5000 K at different pressures.



Due to the small size of molecular models and the use of periodic boundary conditions, MD
simulations customarily overestimate the stability of liquid phases below the melting point and the
formation of amorphous phases by quenching from the melt. However, MD runs in which liquid
carbon is quenched at the rate of 60 K/ns exhibit spontaneous crystallisation into either diamond
or graphite depending on the pressure. The temperatures at which spontaneous crystallisation
was observed are reported in the phase diagram (Figure [Th) and define the lowest-temperature
boundary of the region of metastability of supercooled liquid carbon. This leads us to conclude
that liquid carbon, as opposed to the other group IV elemental liquids like silicon and germanium,
is not a good glass former at high pressure. Therefore, quenching from the melt at high pressure
is not a viable route to obtain tetrahedral amorphous carbon. The temperature of spontaneous
crystallisation of graphite decreases with pressure with a more accentuated negative slope than
the phase coexistence line. Conversely, the temperature of spontaneous crystallisation of diamond

increases with pressure but at a similar rate as the melting curve.

Strikingly, we observe spontaneous crystallisation of graphite at pressures as high as 15 GPa,
which is about 5 GPa higher than the pressure of the GDL triple point and 7 GPa higher than
the graphite-diamond phase boundary at the crystallisation temperature. The occurrence of a
metastable structure in the crystallisation pathway is predicted by Ostwald’s step rule when the
metastable phase has a lower free energy barrier than the thermodynamically stable one 82> This
condition corresponds to a closer structural similarity between the nucleating metastable structure
and the parent liquid. We observe that the highest pressure at which graphite crystallizes sponta-
neously corresponds to the condition where the density of the liquid is midway between that of
graphite and that of diamond. (see Figure[Ib). This observation suggests that the density in the lig-
uid is an important driver of crystallisation. In turn, the change of preference for spontaneous crys-
tallisation from graphite to diamond is not dictated by any abrupt changes in the structure of liquid
carbon: both the pair correlation function and the angular distribution function undergo gradual
changes as the pressure increases (Figure S2). In most cases, the metastable nucleus transforms
spontaneously into the stable phase as it grows. In our simulations, however, graphite persists, as
the activation free energy to transform graphite into diamond is high and crystallization happens
too rapidly. The crystallisation of metastable crystalline phases from rapidly quenched liquids
has been observed for minerals and alloys, especially when simple low-density structures compete
with complex structures, but it was not formerly hypothesized for carbon. The pressure conditions

between the graphite-diamond phase coexistence line and 15 GPa are not sufficient to overcome
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the high barrier to transforming graphite into diamond over the typical MD timescales. 2027 How-
ever, experimentally graphite transforms directly into diamond upon compression at 12.5 GPa
above 3000 K 28 thus suggesting that graphite would be a long-lived metastable intermediate state

in the crystallisation of diamond.

Nucleation rates
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FIG. 2. Nucleation rates of graphite and diamond calculated by FFS. (a) A 3D view of log base 10
rate (m—>s~!) as a function of both temperature and pressure shows graphite and diamond yield similar
nucleation rates at ~ 15 GPa over a range of temperature. In the contour of the log base 10 rates for (b)
graphite and (c) diamond, the iso-rate lines are nearly parallel. Solid lines on the contour indicate the
homogeneous nucleation limit (defined as nucleation with the rate of 10" m—3s~1). In (d~f), the calculated
nucleation rates through FFS (solid symbols) for both graphite and diamond can be fitted well against
classical nucleation theory (dashed lines) at 13 GPa, 15 GPa, and 17 GPa, respectively. The star in (e)

stands for the nucleation rate of graphite obtained by direct simulation at 3650 K and 15 GPa (see text).

To validate the observed metastable crystallisation of graphite from liquid carbon, we computed

the nucleation rates of graphite and diamond at moderate supercooling. These calculations require
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the use of an enhanced sampling technique with the possibility of biasing the nucleation of either
phase. For this purpose, we used forward flux sampling molecular dynamics2*3¥ To identify
the graphite and diamond nucleating crystallites we adopted local order parameters based on the
spherical harmonic expansion of the atomic environment ‘g;-dot" 132 For diamond we use [ = 6
and for graphite / = 3 with the additional constraint that atoms must be three-fold coordinated.
Figure [2(a-c) shows the nucleation rates of graphite and diamond as a function of temperature
up to 4100 K at P =13, 15, and 17 GPa. These calculations confirm a preference for graphite
crystallisation at any temperature at 13 GPa. Nucleation rates for the two phases are similar at
15 GPa with a slight preference for graphite, whereas crystallisation of diamond is predominant at
17 GPa.

The rates and the estimates of nuclei critical size obtained by FFS allow us to fit a model based
on classical nucleation theory (CNT). In CNT, the free energy of formation of a crystalline nucleus
of size N in a liquid is the result of a negative term that accounts for the difference in chemical
potential between the solid and the liquid (Aut) and a positive term that accounts for the cost of

creating solid/liquid interface. The CNT rate can be expressed as:

AG*
RCNT(T) ZACXp (— kBT> (1)

where A is a kinetic prefactor and AG™ is the free energy of formation of the critical nucleus:

. 167y}
3p2Au?

2)

In this expression, p is the number density of the solid, and y;s is the average interfacial tension
between the liquid and the solid phase. Au is usually approximated as Ay = AH,,(T,,, — T)/T
where the enthalpy of melting (AH,,) and the melting temperature (7;,) are calculated from MD
simulations at solid/liquid coexistence conditions, leaving A and Y, s as the only unknowns. Fig-
ure 2Ja-c) shows that CNT (continuous lines) fits the FFS nucleation rates of both graphite and
diamond. We note that the fitting of the FFS rate against CNT does not rely on the assumption
of a spherical critical nucleus, but only requires the shape to remain unchanged at different tem-
peratures. AG* obtained from this fit provides an estimate of the effective liquid/solid interfacial
tension for graphite and diamond nuclei assumed spherical, where the former is y;5 6 = 1.15 J/m?
and the latter is y.5p ~ 2.0 J/m? at P = 15 GPa. At an atomistic level, the high value of 5 p at
moderate pressure can be explained by the stark difference in the bonding environment between

the liquid, mostly three-fold coordinated, and the four-fold coordinated diamond crystallite *% The
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much smaller value of .5 ¢ suggests that the direct nucleation of diamond can occur only when
the chemical potential term is dominant, i.e. when the liquid is substantially more supercooled
with respect to diamond than to graphite.

Fitting the CNT model on rates at different pressures provides an estimate of the thermody-
namic conditions for metastable crystallisation of graphite (Figure 2h). In analogy with other
cases in which liquids that can be supercooled well below the melting line, e.g. water, we can
define a homogeneous nucleation limit for supercooled liquid carbon as the temperature at which
R < 10" m~3s~!. The homogeneous nucleation lines and the line at which graphite and diamond

nucleation rates are equal are also represented in Figure [Tj.

Nucleation pathways

To study unbiased nucleation pathways and obtain an estimate of the nucleation rates of
graphite and diamond at deep supercooling,*® we have performed direct MD simulations at pres-
sures of 15 GPa and 15.5 GPa and temperature of 3650 K. Averaging over 10 runs at each
pressure, we computed a mean first passage time (MFPT) Tyrpr = 21.1 £ 2.8 ns corresponding
to a nucleation rate of 1.740.2 x 1033 s~ !m~—3 for graphite at 15 GPa, and Ty ppr = 16.3+5.4 ns
corresponding to 2.3+0.7 x 103 s~!m~3 for diamond at 15.5 GPa. The (MFPT) nucleation rate
of graphite is found to match well the CNT model fitted through the FFS rates (Figure[2g), further
confirming the validity of CNT and the applicability of FFS for graphite nucleation.

Comparing the qualitative features of the growing nuclei in direct simulations to FFS con-
firms that the chosen order parameters to define the flux interfaces do not bias the sampling to-
wards unrealistic nucleation pathways. Figure[3|shows snapshots along the crystallisation pathway
of graphite and diamond from unbiased simulations in which liquid carbon is cooled at 15 and
15.5 GPa. Diamond nucleates into compact crystallites with an isotropic aspect ratio, which justi-
fies the spherical nucleus approximation often adopted in CNT. Similar behaviour was observed in
the crystallisation of other tetrahedral systems, including silicon, germanium, and water ice 2Y>%
This also means that the average estimate of y¢ p is reliable. Conversely, graphite nucleation
proceeds through the formation and stacking of small graphite patches which produce anisotropic
crystallites elongated along the cross-plane axis of graphite (Figure [3(top). The growing graphite
crystals are highly non-spherical and the free energy of the interface between the different facets

and the liquid dictates their shape.
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FIG. 3. Nucleation pathways of graphite (top row) and diamond (bottom row) from direct molecular

dynamics simulations at pressures of 15 and 15.5 GPa and temperature of 3650 K. Bonds are coloured

according to the value of the local order parameter.

Employing the same order parameters used to analyse the crystallisation trajectories, we cal-
culated the roughness of the interface between liquid carbon and the basal (0001) and primary
prismatic (1000) planes of graphite in the two-phase simulations used to compute the melting line.
From this roughness, it is possible to estimate the interfacial free energy ¥.s ¢ for each surface,
yielding 1.3+0.08 Jm~2 for the basal plane and 0.73 4 0.07 Jm~2 for the prismatic plane. The
lower interfacial tension estimate of the primary prismatic facet is consistent with the findings of
the direct MD and FFS simulations where graphite was found to nucleate through the formation of
anisotropic crystallites elongated along the cross-plane axis of graphite that resemble the primary
prismatic facet of graphite. The basal plane ¥, ¢ is in agreement with previous estimates from a
continuum theory of carbon phases fitted to thermodynamic data (1.6 Jm~—2).3>:% However, these
theories cannot grasp the large differences among planes which dictate the nucleation pathways at

the molecular scale.
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FIG. 4. The two contour plots show the logarithmic probability distribution of the size of clusters of carbon
atoms selected according to their density and crystallinity order parameter in liquid carbon at 3650 K. In
(a) the x-axis indicates the size of the biggest low-density cluster (p < 2.45 g/cm® within a sphere of 3 A
radius) at a pressure of 15 GPa, and in (b) of the biggest high-density cluster (p > 3.4 g/cm® within a sphere
of 3 A radius) at a pressure of 15.5 GPa. The dotted lines represent spontaneous nucleation pathways of
graphite (a) and diamond (b). Panel (c) represents the one-step classical nucleation pathway of diamond
at high pressure and the non-classical pathway that leads to the metastable crystallization of graphite at

P < 15 GPa, which will eventually transform into diamond through a solid-solid phase transition.

Prenucleation mechanism

Previous considerations indicate that density is the main similarity parameter that drives the
crystallisation of graphite or diamond from molten carbon since both transitions involve large

density variations. At the tipping pressure of 15 GPa the crystallisation of graphite is accom-
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panied by a density drop from 2.9 to 2.5 g/cm?, whereas when diamond is formed the density
rises to 3.5 g/cm>. Such extreme density differences between the liquid and the solid phases af-
fect nucleation pathways. Previous studies showed that, following Ostwald’s step rule, nucleation
could be a two-step process in which density fluctuations with the formation of high-density amor-
phous or liquid aggregates precede crystalline ordering. This effect was observed during crystal
nucleation both in supercooled single-component liquids and supersaturated solutions 121337739
We observe a similar effect in the crystallisation of graphite. Figure [{(a) shows the probability
that low-density clusters and crystalline nuclei of a given size form spontaneously in the liquid at
3650 K and 15 GPa. The shape of the distribution indicates that the crystallinity and low-density
order parameters do not correlate. The occurrence of crystalline clusters without local low-density
fluctuations can be explained as the system tends to form diamond-like small nuclei. However,
spontaneous nucleation pathways to graphite, one of which is represented in the graph as a red
dotted line, evolve through the formation of a low-density cluster that eventually develops into a
crystalline nucleus. In the case of diamond nucleation instead, as shown in Figure Ekb), the den-
sity fluctuations producing high-density clusters are correlated to the crystallinity order parameter.
Consequently, the crystalline nucleus is not preceded by a higher-density disorder precursor: local
densification and ordering coincide. This difference further supports the evidence that graphite nu-
cleation follows a lower-barrier free energy pathway, facilitated by local low-density fluctuations

in liquid carbon even at the thermodynamic conditions at which diamond is the stable phase.

CONCLUSIONS

Accurate and efficient machine learning potentials trained on density functional theory calcula-
tions, enabling a total of several microseconds of MD simulations of systems of several thousand
atoms, provided us with an invaluable tool to explore the phase diagram of carbon near the GDL
triple point and the intricate kinetics of homogenous nucleation of graphite and diamond from
the melt. Whereas liquid carbon is often considered a glass former, we observed spontaneous
crystallisation of both graphite and diamond in unbiased MD simulations in which the liquid is
cooled rapidly at constant pressure. This suggested that liquid carbon at pressures between 5 and
30 GPa is not a glass former, and provided us with unbiased trajectories to examine the nucle-
ation pathways at the molecular scale. We observed an unexpected wealth of physical phenomena

related to homogeneous nucleation in a deceivingly simple monoatomic system such as liquid car-
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bon. These phenomena are inherently connected to Ostwald’s step rule that leads to highly non-
classical nucleation effects. In MD simulations, graphite crystallises spontaneously in the domain
of thermodynamic stability of diamond up to 15 GPa due to the smaller density differences be-
tween liquid carbon and graphite and the lower liquid/solid interfacial free energy. In this range of
pressures, graphite is a long-lived metastable state on the way to the crystallization of diamond %®
Additionally, we found graphite nucleates through a non-classical two-step process where crys-
talline ordering is preceded by the formation of a low-density liquid region that further lowers
the barrier to nucleation. Large differences in the interfacial free energy of different facets dictate
the strongly anisotropic shape of growing graphite crystallites. Conversely, at pressures above 15
GPa, diamond nucleates through a classical one-step process, forming densely packed tetrahedral
bonded crystalline spherical clusters. The two intrinsically different nucleation mechanisms of
graphite and diamond are schematically represented in Figure @c. Even if graphite nucleation is
non-classical, a CNT fit of the nucleation rates yields physically meaningful parameters for both
graphite and diamond, suggesting that even non-classical nucleation processes can be mapped on
a CNT model 4V

The insight into homogeneous nucleation from carbon melt provided by our simulations may
help interpret inconsistencies among historical electrical and laser flash-heating experiments aimed
at resolving the phase diagram of carbon near the GDL triple point. Depending on the de-
tails of these experiments and the recrystallization conditions, the system may remain trapped
in metastable graphitic configurations. These observations may also impact the manufacturing of
carbon-based materials such as synthetic diamonds and nanodiamonds at high pressure and high

temperature.
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METHODS
A. Machine learning potentials

Molecular dynamics simulations were performed using the GPUMD v3.4 code with a NEP3
neuroevolution potential*'**Z fitted to density functional theory (DFT) calculations in the local
density approximation (LDA) for the exchange and correlation functional. The database of con-
figurations, energies, forces, and virials was formerly generated to study amorphous carbon 4> We
conducted extensive tests to verify that the resulting NEP potential is suitable to model diamond
and graphite. Besides the phase diagram shown in Figure [I] we verified that the potential repro-
duces the structural, vibrational, and elastic properties of diamond and graphite accurately (Ta-
ble S1)These results suggest that, whereas LDA 1is the lowest-level approximation for exchange
and correlation in DFT, it accurately describes the mechanical and thermodynamic properties of
graphite, particularly the liquid-graphite phase coexistence. In the pressure range of interest, i.e.
above 10 GPa, our predictions for the melting line of diamond are within 100 K of DFT calcula-
tions with GGA functionals2%2!

Additionally, we verified the sensitivity of our predicted phase diagram and spontaneous crys-
tallisation conditions upon the hyper-parameters and the training process of the NEP potential. We
generated three more carbon NEP potentials varying several hyperparameters, including cutoff
(cutoff radii for the radial and angular descriptor components), n_max (number of radial functions
for the radial and angular descriptor components), basis_size (number of radial basis functions
for the radial and angular descriptor components), and neuron (number of neurons in the hidden
layer). Extended data Figure 1 shows that the melting line of graphite may shift by at most 100
K, whereas the melting line of diamond is insensitive to the different NEP parameterisations. Ac-
cordingly, crystallisation temperatures undergo variations up to 150 K, including the uncertainty
inherent to the stochastic nature of this process. The highest pressure at which metastable graphite

crystallises spontaneously varies between 13 and 15 GPa.

B. Molecular dynamics

MD simulations probing the properties of liquid carbon and spontaneous crystallisation were
performed using the GPUMD package for cubic systems containing 4096 carbon atoms4* The

equations of motion were integrated with a timestep of 0.5 fs. The isobaric canonical ensemble
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(constant number of particles, pressure, and temperature - NPT) was controlled using the stochastic
rescaling scheme with coupling times of 1 ps for the temperature and 5 ps for the pressure 444>
Spontaneous crystallisation of diamond and graphite was observed in direct MD simulations of
liquid carbon at constant pressure, in which the temperature was ramped from 5,000 K to 3,500 K
in 25 ns, corresponding to a cooling rate of 60 K/ns.

We used phase coexistence simulations to determine the phase coexistence temperatures of liq-
uid carbon with diamond and graphite >4 These runs were set up by joining a diamond/graphite
simulation cell with a liquid simulation cell equilibrated at 5000 K. Liquid was put in contact with
the (100) facet of diamond and the (1000) facet of graphite. These simulations comprise systems
of about 10,000 carbon atoms, thus avoiding issues with size effects. For each pressure, we ran a
series of NPT simulations at temperatures chosen every AT = 50 K. We define the melting point

as the temperature between two simulations at 7 and 7' 4 AT in which the crystalline phase grows

(T) and shrinks (T + AT).

C. Nucleation rates from forward flux sampling including order parameters

Nucleation rates of diamond and graphite are computed using our implementation of forward
flux sampling (FFS) in LAMMPS, based on carbon NEP. In FFS, nucleation rate R is given as the
product of @, , which is the initial flux rate of nucleation trajectory crossing the initial milestone
Ao, and P(Ar|Ap), which measures the probability for a trajectory starting from Ay and success-
fully reaching the final milestone Ag. ®,, is obtained by Ny /toV, where Ny (120) is the number of
successful crossing collected at A, V is the volume of simulation cell, 7y is the total time for Ny
crossings. P(Ar|Ao) = [T7 P(Ai|Ai—1), where P(Aj|A;i—1) = N;/M;_; is computed through con-
ducting M;_; MD trial runs starting from the milestone A;_; and collecting N; (120) successful
crossing at the next adjacent interface A;. For each thermodynamic condition T /P, three inde-
pendent FFS runs are carried out to obtain the geometric mean rate (R) = ([[_, R;)"/> and the

standard error of In(R) is given by \/Z?:l(lnR,‘ —In(R))?/3 (cite JCP 158 124501 (2023)).

In FFS, the milestones A; are defined based on the size of the largest crystalline cluster in
the melt. Three types of carbon atoms, namely, liquid-like, diamond-like, and graphite-like, are
differentiated through a local bond-order parameter g,. A diamond-like carbon is defined as the
carbon atom that has a gg > 0.5 (see Extended Data Figure 2a) and exactly 4 nearest neighbours,

whereas a graphite-like carbon is the one that has a g3 < —0.85 (see Figure 2b) and exactly 3
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nearest neighbours. These choices are made based on both the distributions of ¢, for the three
phases and the characteristic local coordination in diamond and graphite. For the g, analysis, the
cut-off distance in identifying the nearest neighbours in both diamond and graphite is set to be
1.8A. In determining the size of a crystalline cluster through the connectivity analysis, the same
cut-off distance 1.8 A is used for diamond, whereas a greater cut-off distance 3.5 A is used for

graphite, to account for the inter-layer spacing between neighbouring graphene sheets.

D. Interfacial tension calculations

Due to the thermal fluctuations, the interface between distinct phases is not entirely flat. Ac-
cording to capillary wave theory, these fluctuations can be connected to the interfacial tension in

the following manner:

kgT L

o "E 3)

Y=

where T is the absolute temperature, kp is the Boltzmann constant, o2 is the mean squared fluc-
tuation of molecules at the interface, L is determined by the size along the x- or y- dimension
(assuming z is normal to the surface) and & is the bulk correlation length " Using this relationship
we are able to estimate the interfacial free energy differences between the liquid carbon and basal
facet of graphite interface and liquid carbon and prismatic facet of graphite interface, using the
phase coexistence MD simulations previously described. We set L = 38.046 A according to our
simulation cell size, and & = 1.9 A corresponding to the first minimum of the radial distribution
function of liquid carbon. &2 is calculated as: (6?) = ((z — (z))?) where we selected atoms from
the largest liquid carbon cluster belonging to one of the two interfaces in the periodic cell. The
calculation is halted when the chosen interface becomes locally vertical (i.e., the approximate tan-
gent plane contains Z) or makes contact with the other interface. We carried out the comparison
between the two facets for three simulations each held at 10 GPa with varying temperatures (4600

K, 4700 K, and 4800 K).
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