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Abstract 

Water can be vitrified if it is cooled at rates exceeding 3·105 K/s. This makes it possible to outrun 

crystallization in so-called no man’s land, a range of deeply supercooled temperatures where water 

crystallizes rapidly. One would naively assume that the process can simply be reversed by heating the 

resulting amorphous ice at a similar rate. We demonstrate that this is not the case. When amorphous 

ice samples are flash melted with a microsecond laser pulse, time-resolved electron diffraction reveals 

that the sample transiently crystallizes despite a heating rate of more than 5·106 K/s, demonstrating 

that the critical heating rate for outrunning crystallization is significantly higher than the critical cooling 

rate during vitrification. Moreover, we observe different crystallization kinetics for amorphous solid water 

(ASW) and hyperquenched glassy water (HGW), which suggests that the supercooled liquids formed 

during laser heating transiently retain distinct non-equilibrium structures that are associated with 

different nucleation rates. These experiments open up new avenues for elucidating the crystallization 

mechanism of water and studying its dynamics in no man’s land. They also add important mechanistic 

details to the laser melting and revitrification process that is integral to the emerging field of microsecond 

time-resolved cryo-electron microscopy. 
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Water is a poor glass former.1,2 In order to achieve vitrification, it has to be cooled at rates exceeding 

3·105 K/s,3 which is necessary to outrun crystallization in a range of deeply supercooled temperatures 

between 160–232 K, in so-called no man’s land,1 where water crystallizes within tens of microseconds.4 

In fact, it had long been thought impossible that aqueous solutions could be vitrified,5 making the 

demonstration of successful vitrification a stunning achievement.6,7 Arguably, one of the most important 

applications of this process is the preparation of samples for cryo-electron microscopy (cryo-EM),8 

which is now set to become the preferred method in structural biology.9 Vitrification allows biological 

specimens to be preserved in a frozen-hydrated state, in which they can be imaged in the vacuum of 

an electron microscope, while the damage inflicted by the electron beam is mitigated.10–12 

 

Fast crystallization in no man’s land had long made it impossible to map out the structural evolution of 

water during the vitrification process.4,13–17 Recently, we have used time-resolved electron diffraction to 

show that water evolves smoothly from a high- to a low-temperature structure between 260 K and 

220 K.4 Below 200 K, its diffraction pattern converges to that of HGW, a glassy form of water, with a 

glass transition temperature of 136 K.3 Here, we study the reverse of the vitrification process by 

characterizing the structural evolution of different amorphous ices during impulsive laser melting. Laser 

heating of amorphous ice has frequently been used to prepare deeply supercooled water.15,18–22 For 

example, such experiments have provided evidence of a liquid-liquid phase separation in no man’s land 

that can be observed after laser heating of high and low density amorphous ice.21,22 Recently, we have 

also introduced a microsecond time-resolved approach to cryo-EM that involves rapidly melting a cryo 

sample with a microsecond laser pulse.10,11,23 Once the sample is liquid, a suitable stimulus is used to 

initiate dynamics of the embedded proteins. As they unfold, the heating laser is switched off, and the 

sample revitrifies within microseconds, trapping the proteins in their transient configurations, in which 

they are subsequently imaged. For example, we have used this approach to image the microsecond 

motions that the capsid of the CCMV virus undergoes as part of its infection mechanism.23 Previous 

studies have raised the question whether cryo samples may partially crystallize during laser melting.11,24 

Here, we address this question by characterizing the melting process with time-resolved electron 

diffraction. 
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Experiments are performed with a transmission electron microscope that we have modified for time-

resolved experiments (Supplementary Methods 1).25,26 As illustrated in Fig. 1a, a 263 nm thick layer of 

ASW is deposited in situ onto a sheet of few-layer graphene that is supported by a holey gold film (2 µm 

holes) on a 600 mesh gold grid held at 101 K. We then use a 30 μs laser pulse (532 nm) to melt the 

sample in the center of a grid square and probe its structural evolution by capturing a diffraction pattern 

with an intense, high-brightness electron pulse of 2 µs duration (Fig. 1b). 

 

Figure 1c shows a micrograph of a typical ASW sample, with the corresponding diffraction pattern in 

the inset and the positions of the diffraction maxima indicated with blue lines (Supplementary 

Methods 12). When we heat the sample with a 30 µs laser pulse to about 185 K, it devitrifies and forms 

stacking disordered ice27 (Fig. 1d), while at higher temperatures, the crystallization of hexagonal ice is 

favored15,28 (Fig. 1e, ~235 K, Supplementary Methods 11). At even higher laser power, the sample melts 

and remains liquid for the duration of the laser pulse. Once the laser is switched off, the sample cools 

rapidly as the heat is efficiently dissipated to the surroundings, which have remained at cryogenic 

temperature.4,10 With a cooling rate of over 107 K/s, the sample vitrifies and forms HGW (Fig. 1f, after 

heating to 281 K). Note that the positions of the diffraction maxima of ASW in Fig. 1c are slightly shifted 

with respect to HGW. Such shifts are usually associated with the formation of microporous ASW, which 

is typically obtained at lower temperatures than in our experiment.29,30 Contrast variations in the 

micrograph of Fig. 1c suggest that even under our deposition conditions, the samples exhibit a small 

amount of nanoscale heterogeneity. 

 

We characterize the structural evolution of the ASW sample during laser melting with time-resolved 

electron diffraction, with the diffraction pattern of the ASW sample before the laser pulse shown in 

Fig. 2b (black curve). For comparison, a simulation of the temperature evolution during this process is 

presented in Fig. 2a (black curve, Supplementary Methods 8). Under laser irradiation, the sample heats 

up rapidly, reaching a temperature of 229 K at 6 µs. The corresponding diffraction pattern reveals that 

the supercooled liquid has traversed most of no man’s land without crystallization (Fig. 2c). In contrast, 

additional diffraction features begin to appear at 7 µs (black arrows) that rapidly grow more intense 

(Fig. 2e, 9 µs), indicating the formation of stacking disordered ice, and later, hexagonal ice (Fig. S11). 

Once the sample temperature reaches the melting point (16.8 µs in the simulation of Fig. 2a), the 
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crystallites begin to melt, so that at long time delays, the diffraction pattern turns into that of stable water 

(Fig. 2f, 25–30 µs). We determine that at the end of the laser pulse, the sample reaches a temperature 

of 281 K (Supplementary Methods 7). 

 

Our experiments reveal somewhat counterintuitively that crystallization occurs during melting, but is 

avoided during vitrification, even though the respective heating and cooling rates are similar (Fig. 2a). 

In fact, when crystallization sets in at about 6.8 µs (Supplementary Methods 6), the heating rate has 

not dropped below 5·106 K/s. Evidently, the critical heating rate for outrunning crystallization is 

significantly higher than the critical cooling rate of about 3·105 K/s.3 This can be qualitatively understood 

by considering how the nucleation and growth rates1,31 (Fig. 2g) evolve during the melting and 

vitrification process (green and purple curves in Fig. 2a). As the sample heats up, a large number of 

nuclei are formed in no man’s land where the nucleation rate goes through a maximum. At higher 

temperatures, nucleation slows significantly, but the growth rate picks up, causing the already existing 

nuclei to grow rapidly, so that the sample crystallizes. In contrast, during the vitrification process, a large 

concentration of nuclei is only formed once the growth rate has already dropped. These nuclei will then 

grow only little before the sample vitrifies and its structure is arrested. 

 

Surprisingly, crystallization occurs significantly earlier when we repeat the experiment with the HGW 

sample that is obtained after the laser pulse (blue curves in Fig. 2b-f). Diffraction features indicating 

crystallizing already appear at 6 µs (Fig. 2c, blue arrows), after which they grow rapidly (Fig. 2d). At the 

end of the laser pulse, the sample has fully melted, and its diffraction pattern is indistinguishable from 

that of the ASW sample (Fig. 2f). The difference in crystallization kinetics is clearly evident in the 

evolution of the first diffraction maximum. Figure 3a shows that its intensity initially decreases as the 

sample heats up, but rises sharply when crystallization sets in, which occurs at about 6.8 µs for ASW 

(black), but already at 5.8 µs for HGW (blue), 1 µs earlier (Supplementary Methods 6). This difference 

cannot be fully explained by the fact that the HGW sample is thinner due to evaporation during the first 

laser pulse and therefore heats up more rapidly. Simulations of the crystallization kinetics reveal that 

this effect can only account for a time delay of about 0.48 µs (Supplementary Methods 9). Indeed, when 

we laser melt the HGW sample a second time, it only crystallizes another 0.42 µs earlier (HGW2, green 
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data points in Fig. 3a). The remaining time difference in the onset of crystallization between the ASW 

and HGW samples of over 0.5 µs must therefore result from a difference in the crystallization kinetics. 

 

The intensity of the first diffraction peak goes through a maximum once the melting point is reached 

and crystal growth ceases, which occurs at approximately 8.0 µs for HGW2, 8.5 µs for HGW, and 9.5 µs 

for ASW (Fig. 3b). Note that this is earlier than predicted by the simulation in Fig. 2a, which neglects 

that the crystallization process releases heat, so that the sample warms up more rapidly. This allows us 

to estimate that roughly a third of the sample crystallizes during laser melting (Supplementary 

Methods 10). Based on the relative diffraction intensities, we calculate that the maximum crystalline 

fraction of the HGW and HGW2 samples is about 1.5 times as large as for ASW, a reflection of the faster 

crystallization kinetics of HGW. 

 

The position of the first diffraction maximum provides insights into the structural evolution of the 

supercooled liquid before it crystallizes (Fig. 3b). The first diffraction maximum of HGW (HGW2) appears 

at 1.74 Å-1, whereas that of ASW is shifted to 1.77 Å-1 under our deposition conditions, as discussed 

above. During laser heating, the peak positions barely change until crystallization sets in, which is 

marked by a shift to lower momentum transfer, indicating the formation of stacking disordered ice, which 

features a strong reflection at 1.71 Å-1 (Fig. 1d). This suggests that the supercooled liquids obtained by 

laser heating ASW and HGW initially retain distinct structures. Nucleation, which predominantly takes 

place at lower temperatures (~140–230 K, Fig. 2g), must therefore occur from non-equilibrium 

configurations of supercooled water in our experiment. We speculate that these non-equilibrium 

structures possess different nucleation rates and that these lead to the observed difference in the 

crystallization kinetics of ASW and HGW during laser melting. Indeed, simulations have previously 

shown that different locally favored structures of water dictate its crystallization behavior, with 

pentagonal rings acting as a source of frustration.32,33 Based on simulations of the crystallization 

kinetics, we estimate that the nucleation rate of HGW in no man’s land is 3.4∙1026 m-3s-1, while that of 

ASW is 6.6∙1025 m-3s-1, about five times lower (Supplementary Methods 9). Note that our simulations 

can also reproduce the experimental observations, if we assume a 1.7 times higher growth rate for 

HGW, but an identical nucleation rate. We therefore cannot exclude that the observed difference in 

crystallization kinetics is in part due to different growth rates of the two supercooled liquids. This is 
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however unlikely to be the dominant contribution since the growth rate scales with the diffusivity,34 which 

intuitively should only weakly depend on changes in local structure. 

 

In conclusion, our experiments reveal that samples of ASW and HGW partially crystallize during rapid 

melting with microsecond laser pulses, despite a heating rate of more than 5·106 K/s. We infer that the 

critical heating rate for outrunning crystallization must be more than one order of magnitude higher than 

the critical cooling rate during vitrification of about 3·105 K/s.3 This can be understood by considering 

that as the sample heats up, it first undergoes fast nucleation before rapid growth sets in, whereas the 

opposite occurs during the vitrification process.1,34 One can estimate an upper limit for the critical 

heating rate of 1010 K/s, since crystallization can be outrun with 10 ns laser pulses.18–20 

 

Our analysis of the different crystallization kinetics of ASW and HGW suggests that laser heating these 

amorphous ices produces different non-equilibrium configurations of deeply supercooled water that 

exhibit different nucleation kinetics. This opens up the intriguing perspective of investigating how 

changes in local water structure affect the crystallization trajectory as well as the preference for the 

formation of different polymorphs.35 For example, one would expect that preparing an amorphous ice 

precursor with an increased concentration in pentagonal rings should slow crystallization, which 

requires these rings to open and is therefore associated with a high energetic barrier.32 Such 

experiments promise to elucidate the crystallization mechanism of water, which has so far remained 

elusive.1,33 

 

We have previously shown that near-atomic resolution reconstructions can be obtained from revitrified 

cryo samples and that the structure of the proteins is not altered by the melting and revitrification 

process.24,36 The partial crystallization of the sample during the melting process therefore does not 

appear to negatively affect microsecond time-resolved cryo-EM experiments. If it did, it should always 

be possible to increase the heating rate and outrun crystallization by using a shaped laser pulse with 

an intense leading edge. Transient crystallization during melting may however contribute to improving 

the sample quality by partially reshuffling the angular distribution of the particles24 and thus help to 

overcome issues with preferred orientation that plague many cryo-EM projects.37 
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Figure 1 | Illustration of the experimental approach as well as micrographs and diffraction 

patterns of different amorphous and crystalline ices created in our experiment. a Illustration of 

the sample geometry. A gold mesh supports a holey gold film covered with multilayer graphene. 

A 263 nm thick layer of ASW is deposited (101 K sample temperature) and locally melted with a 30 µs 

laser pulse. b Diffraction patterns of the structural evolution of the ASW sample during melting process 

are captured with intense, 2 µs electron pulses (200 kV accelerating voltage). c-f Micrographs and 

diffraction patterns of different amorphous and crystalline ices that are created in our experiment. The 

ASW sample (d) crystallizes into stacking disordered ice when heated to a temperature of about 

185 K with a 30 µs laser pulse (e), while hexagonal ice is mostly formed at about 235 K (f). When the 

sample is heated to about 281 K, it melts and vitrifies after the laser pulse to form HGW. The diffraction 

maxima are indicated with blue lines. Scale bars are 150 nm and 1 Å-1.   
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Figure 2 | Time-resolved diffraction patterns capture the structural evolution of the sample 

during the laser melting process. a Simulated temperature evolution of the sample (black). The 

evolution of the relative nucleation and growth rates that the sample experiences during melting and 

vitrification are shown in green and purple, respectively. b-f Time-resolved diffraction patterns of the 

melting process for ASW (black) and HGW (blue). Arrows indicate the appearance of crystalline 

features. The asterisk in b marks a diffraction feature arising from the graphene support. g Absolute 

nucleation and growth rates (green and purple, respectively) as a function of temperature.1,31 
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Figure 3 | The temporal evolution of the first diffraction maximum reveals the crystallization and 

structural relaxation dynamics of the sample. a Evolution of the diffraction intensity for ASW (black) 

and HGW (blue), as obtained after melting and vitrification of the ASW sample, as well as for HGW after 

melting and revitrifying a second time (HGW2, green). b Evolution of the position of the diffraction 

maximum. The solid lines provide a guide to the eye and are derived from splines. Error bars indicate 

standard errors of the fit used to determine the intensities and positions. 
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1 Instrumentation 

Experiments were performed with a modified JEOL 2010F transmission electron microscope that we 

have previously described (Fig. S1).(1, 2) Amorphous solid water (ASW) is deposited onto a holey gold 

film, which is flash heated in situ by irradiation with a microsecond laser pulse (532 nm, 30 μs duration, 

typically 100 mW power). The microsecond laser pulse is obtained by modulating the output of a 

continuous laser with an acousto-optic modulator. The laser beam is directed at the sample with a mirror 

mounted above the upper pole piece of the objective lens, so that it strikes the sample at close to normal 

incidence. The laser beam is focused to a spot size of 38 µm FWHM in the sample plane, as determined 

from an image of the laser beam recorded with a CCD camera that is placed in a conjugate plane. 

 

 

Figure S1. Illustration of the time-resolved electron microscope. Illustration of the time-resolved 

electron microscope used for preparing and observing the crystallization dynamics of amorphous solid 

water and hyperquenched glassy water.  

 

The structural evolution of the sample during laser heating is then probed at a well-defined point in time 

by capturing a diffraction pattern with an intense, high-brightness electron pulse.(1, 2) We generate 

such electron pulses as previously described, by temporarily boosting the emission from the Schottky 
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emitter of our microscope to near its limit. To this end, we briefly heat the emitter tip to extreme 

temperatures through irradiation with a microsecond laser pulse (532 nm, 1.5 W, 17 µm FWHM spot 

size at the tip, 100 µs pulse duration, as obtained by chopping the output of a continuous laser with an 

acousto-optic modulator), which causes the emission current to increase by up to 3.7 times. An 

electrostatic deflector is then used to slice a 2 µs electron pulse out of the boosted electron beam. As 

illustrated in Fig. 1a,b, time-resolved electron diffraction patterns are collected from within the central 

hole of a grid square of the holey gold specimen support (see Supporting Note 8 for a detailed 

description of the sample geometry), with the electron beam converged to a disk of about 1.5 µm 

diameter. The diffraction patterns are recorded with a TVIPS XF416 electron camera. The camera 

length is calibrated with the diffraction pattern of the polycrystalline holey gold film.(3) 
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2 Fabrication of sample supports 

Sample supports are fabricated as previously described, following the process illustrated in Fig. S2.(4) 

A holey gold film is prepared by vapor depositing 50 nm of gold onto a holey carbon specimen grid 

(QUANTIFOIL N1-C15nCu20-01) which consists of a 12 nm holey carbon film (2 µm diameter holes 

with 1 µm spacing) on a 200 mesh copper grid (Fig. S2a,b). The copper mesh is then etched away by 

floating the grid on an ammonium persulfate solution, until only the holey thin film is left (Fig. S2c). The 

remaining etchant is removed in three washing steps, each consisting in transferring the thin film to a 

fresh bath of deionized water for approximately 10 min. The holey thin film is then transferred onto a 

600 mesh gold grid (Plano, 13.5 µm bar width and 8.75 µm bar height) by submerging the grid into the 

water bath and using it to gently pick up the film (Fig. S2d). The assembly is placed onto a hot plate 

(50 °C) for up to 2 hours to evaporate any remaining water. In the final step, multilayer graphene is 

transferred onto the grid assembly. To this end, 6-8 layer graphene on copper foil (Graphene 

Supermarket) is floated on an ammonium persulfate solution until the copper has dissolved. The 

multilayer graphene film, which remains floating on the etchant, is then washed three times by 

transferring it to a fresh bath of distilled water for 10 min each. Finally, the graphene layer is transferred 

onto the holey gold film by gently picking it up with the specimen grid (Fig. S2e). Before use, the 

completed assembly is cleaned for 40 seconds in a hydrogen plasma (Pelco Easiglow, negative polarity, 

20 mA current, 0.5 mbar). 
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Figure S2. Fabrication of the sample support. a,b, A holey gold thin film is fabricated by depositing 

gold onto a holey carbon film on copper mesh. c-e, After etching away the copper, the holey gold film 

is picked up with a 600 mesh gold grid, and multilayer graphene is transferred onto the assembly. 
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3 Deposition of amorphous solid water 

Amorphous solid water is deposited as previously described.(4) The sample support is loaded into the 

microscope with a single tilt cryo specimen holder (Gatan 914), which is then filled with liquid nitrogen 

to cool the sample to a temperature of 101±1 K, which is continuously monitored during the experiment. 

Amorphous solid water (ASW) is deposited by leaking water vapor into the column of the microscope 

through a leak valve that we installed on our instrument for this purpose. Deionized water (Milli-Q 15 

MΩ cm) is placed in a stainless-steel reservoir that is water cooled to a temperature of 290 K. After 

filling the reservoir, the water is degassed by evacuating the reservoir for 5 minutes with a membrane 

pump. The water vapor in the reservoir is then leaked into the microscope through a gas dosing valve 

(Balzers UDV235) that is connected to a 60 cm long stainless-steel tube. The end of the tube protrudes 

into the cold shield, a small metal enclosure between the pole pieces of the objective lens that surrounds 

the sample, which is ordinarily cooled to liquid nitrogen temperature to serve as a cryo pump, but in our 

experiments is held at ambient temperature. The nozzle of the tube has an inner diameter of 1 mm and 

terminates at approximately 10 mm from the edge of the sample holder. Since the nozzle lies in the 

sample plane, no direct line of sight exists between the tube and the sample. Water molecules must 

therefore first undergo collisions with surfaces before they can reach the specimen grid. Accordingly, 

we find that the deposition rate does not vary across the specimen support. The sample region is 

pumped through openings in the cold shield, with the surrounding volume of the microscope column 

evacuated to a pressure of 2･10-7 mbar by a 150 L ion pump when no water is being leaked into the 

microscope. We adjust the deposition rate, about 60 nm/min, by monitoring the pressure on the low-

pressure side of the leak valve. 

 

The following procedure is used to control the thickness of the ASW layer that is freshly deposited for 

each experiment. Before beginning an experimental run, the deposition rate is determined by recording 

diffraction patterns as a function of deposition time, which are then analyzed as described in Supporting 

Note 5. As shown in Fig. S3, the relative intensity of the diffraction pattern initially increases linearly 

with the deposition time, but then goes through a maximum as the sample grows thicker and multiple 

scattering as well as inelastic interactions become more important. By comparing this curve to a 

reference, we can deduce the deposition rate (typically 60 nm/min) and thus adjust the deposition time 

(typically 4 min) to obtain a sample thickness of 263±20 nm (blue arrow in Fig. S3). Experiments are 
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only started once the deposition rate has stabilized. The deposition rate is remeasured approximately 

every 2 h, and the deposition time is adjusted accordingly. 

 

Figure S3. Relative intensity of the diffraction pattern of water as a function of deposition time. 

The corresponding sample thickness is indicated on the top axis, as determined from a calibration 

experiment. The thickness of the calibration sample (299 nm) as well as the sample thickness in our 

experiment (263 nm) are marked with black and blue arrows, respectively. The solid line is a spline of 

the data that serves as a guide to the eye. 

 

The absolute sample thickness was determined with the log-ratio method.(5, 6) A calibration sample 

was grown to a thickness of 299 nm (black arrow in Fig. S3) and transferred to a JEOL 2200FS 

transmission electron microscope, which is equipped with an energy filter, allowing us to record energy 

loss spectra of the ASW sample.(7) The sample thickness 𝑑 is obtained from the ratio of the total 

electron beam intensity 𝐼! to the intensity of the zero loss peak 𝐼",  

 

𝑑 = 𝜆 ⋅ ln #!
#"

 . 

 

Here 𝜆  and is the electron inelastic mean free path, which can be calculated according to 

 

𝜆 ≈ $"%	'	("
(# )*+$%&"&#

,
	,	
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where 𝐹 = 0.618 is a relativistic factor, 𝐸" the accelerating voltage in keV, 𝛽 = 10 mrad, and 𝐸- = 7.12 

the average energy loss in eV.(6) The value for 𝐸- was interpolated from recent measurements on thin 

liquid water films.(8) We obtain a thickness of 299 nm for the calibration sample, which yields a 

thickness of 263 nm for the samples used in our experiments. 
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4 Time-resolved diffraction experiments  

The following procedure is adopted to establish suitable experimental parameters. As illustrated in 

Fig. 1a,b, time-resolved electron diffraction patterns are collected from within the central hole of a grid 

square, with the electron beam converged to a disk of about 1.5 µm diameter. Care is taken to choose 

a sample area without any tears in the graphene film. The laser beam is centered onto the same hole 

in the gold film using the method previously described.(9) Once the deposition rate has been 

established (Supporting Note 3), a 263 nm thick layer of ASW is deposited, and the approximate 

minimum laser power is determined (approximately 100 mW), with which this layer can be successfully 

melted and revitrified three times with a 30 µs laser pulse.(9) We find that this is only possible in a very 

narrow range of laser powers of about 10 mW — at higher laser powers, the sample evaporates, while 

at lower laser powers, it crystallizes. This ensures that the sample undergoes a closely similar 

temperature evolution in each experiment. The sample is then irradiated with a 1 s laser pulse of 

approximately 80 mW power to evaporate any ice within the grid square under observation. Finally, the 

sample is irradiated with another 3 s laser pulse from a second laser (405 nm, 150 mW, beam diameter 

of approximately 70 μm in the sample plane, centered on the area under observation) in order to also 

evaporate the ice in adjacent grid squares. 

 

Once the experimental parameters have been established, time-resolved experiments are performed 

with an automated procedure. A fresh layer of ASW is deposited, and a diffraction pattern is recorded 

(20 boosted electron pulses of 2 µs duration, fired at 10 Hz repetition rate) which is later used to 

accurately determine the camera length in each experiment (Supporting Note 5) and normalize the 

intensity of the time-resolved diffraction pattern. The sample is then melted with a 30 μs laser pulse, 

and its structural evolution is probed at a given point in time by capturing a diffraction pattern with a 

boosted electron pulse of 2 µs duration (Supporting Note 1). After the end of the laser pulse, the sample 

cools rapidly and vitrifies, so that HGW is obtained. The same process is then repeated two more times 

for the HGW sample — a diffraction pattern is recorded with 20 electron pulses, the sample is melted 

with a 30 µs laser pulse (same power), and its structural evolution during the melting process is probed 

with a 2 μs electron pulse. After the experiment, another diffraction pattern is captured (20 electron 

pulses), which serves to verify that the sample did not evaporate during the last laser pulse, but was 

successfully melted and revitrified. Finally, the ice within the grid square is evaporated as described 
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above. After every third experiment, the ice in the adjacent grid squares is also evaporated. A fresh 

layer of ASW is then deposited, and the experiment is repeated. The total time required to melt the 

sample three times and record all seven diffraction patterns is approximately 65 s.  

 

The structural evolution of ASW and HGW during laser melting was captured five times between 0 µs 

and 30 µs in single microsecond time steps. The diffraction patterns for each time step were then 

analyzed as described in Supporting Note 5 and averaged to give the diffraction patterns shown in 

Fig. 2 b-f.  
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5 Analysis of the diffraction patterns 

Both time-resolved and static diffraction patterns are analyzed as previously described.(4) We first 

determine the center of each diffraction pattern from the center of mass of the direct beam and then 

correct for the ellipticity of the diffraction pattern (typically about 1 %). In each experimental run, the 

distortion is determined from a diffraction pattern of the polycrystalline holey gold film of the sample 

support, which we record under identical conditions. The distortion parameters are extracted in analogy 

to a frequently used method for determining the magnification distortion of electron micrographs from 

their diffractograms.(10) We then azimuthally average the diffraction patterns and subtract the 

diffraction background, which consists of the atomic scattering term, contributions from inelastic and 

multiple scattering, as well as the instrument background.(11) The diffraction background is determined 

from a logarithmic spline of the diffraction intensity. For each time-resolved diffraction pattern, the 

camera length is determined from the static diffraction pattern of the ASW sample that we record before 

the time-resolved experiment. In order to account for variations in sample thickness as well as the probe 

current of the laser boosted electron pulses, we normalize the intensity of the time-resolved diffraction 

pattern on the intensity of this static diffraction pattern, which typically varies by 14 %. This variation is 

largely due to the fluctuations in the intensity of the boosted electron pulses. The positions and 

intensities of the first diffraction maximum shown in Fig. 3 and Fig. S4 are determined from 7th order 

polynomial fits, with the errors calculated from the standard errors of the fit through error propagation. 
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6 Determination of the onset of crystallization 

We determine the time at which crystallization sets in with the following procedure. Figure S4 shows 

the evolution of the intensity of the first diffraction maximum during three successive laser melting 

experiments as shown in Fig. 3b, with the ASW sample in black and the HGW sample in blue, as well 

as the HGW sample obtained after melting and revitrifying a third time in green (HGW2). A linear fit of 

the combined data points of all three experiments at early times (0–6 µs for ASW as well as 0–5 µs for 

HGW and HGW2) is then subtracted from the transients (red, dashed line), and the curves for ASW and 

HGW are shifted along the time axis and scaled along the diffraction intensity axis to maximize 

agreement with the curve for HGW2 (Fig. S4b). This is achieved by comparing the shifted and scaled 

data points for HGW and ASW to interpolated points on the HGW2 curve and performing a least-squares 

minimization. The combined data points in the range of 5–7.5 µs are then fit with a straight line (orange, 

solid line), whose intersection with the horizontal axis (red, dashed line) at 5.33 ± 0.14 µs is taken as 

the onset of crystallization for the HGW2 sample. The onsets for the ASW (6.79 ± 0.16 µs) and HGW 

(5.75 ± 0.15 µs) samples, are obtained by adding the time delays determined earlier by which the 

corresponding transients were shifted to maximize agreement with the HGW2 transient. The errors are 

calculated by uncertainty analysis and error propagation.  

 

 
Figure S4. Illustration of the procedure for determining the onset of crystallization. a, Temporal 

evolution of the intensity of the first diffraction maximum during three successive laser melting 

experiments with ASW in black and HGW in blue, as well as HGW2 in green, as shown in Fig. 3b. Error 

bars indicate standard errors of the fit of the diffraction intensities. The solid lines provide a guide to the 

eye and are derived from splines. The dashed line represents a linear fit of the combined data points of 
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all three experiments in the range of 0-6 µs for ASW and 0–5 µs for HGW and HGW2. b, The linear fit 

of the early data points in (a) is subtracted from all three curves, and the transients for ASW and HGW 

are shifted along the time axis and scaled along the intensity axis to maximize agreement with the curve 

for HGW2. The combined data points in the range of 5–7.5 µs are then fit with a straight line (orange 

solid line), whose intersection with the horizontal axis (red dashed line) at 5.33 µs is taken as the onset 

of crystallization for the HGW2 sample. The onsets for the ASW and HGW samples are obtained by 

adding the time delays by which the corresponding transients were shifted earlier to maximize 

agreement with the HGW2 transient. 
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7 Determination of the sample temperature at the end of the laser pulse 

The temperature of the sample at the end of the laser pulse is determined with the following procedure. 

The diffraction patterns between 25 μs and 30 μs are averaged, and the position of the first maximum 

(Supplementary Note 5) is compared to x-ray data (12) as described in more detail previously,(4) which 

yields a temperature of 281 ± 2 K. The procedure takes into account that electron and x-ray diffraction 

show small differences in the positions of the diffraction maxima, which largely arise from differences 

in the diffraction background that is obtained with either method.(11) In order to make it possible to 

compare the electron and x-ray diffraction data, the momentum transfer axes are adjusted linearly, so 

that the peak positions of amorphous ice in both experiments coincide (Fig. S10 in Ref. (4)). For the x-

ray data, we use the peak positions of low density amorphous ice,(13) which are compared to the peak 

positions of HGW in our experiment. 

 

For the experiments of Fig. 1d,e, which were conducted at reduced laser power, the sample 

temperature at the end of the laser pulse was estimated from heat transfer simulations (Supplementary 

Note 8), in which the simulated laser power was reduced proportionally. Note that the simulations 

neglect the heat released due to crystallization. 
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8 Simulation of the temperature evolution of the sample 

Finite element heat transfer simulations of the temperature evolution of the sample under illumination 

with microsecond laser pulses are performed using COMSOL Multiphysics, as previously described.1(4) 

The simulation geometry is illustrated in Fig. S5. A 600 mesh gold grid (13.5 µm wide and 8.75 µm thick 

bars, 27 µm × 27 µm viewing area) supports a thin film of 50 nm gold on 12 nm amorphous carbon that 

features a square pattern of holes (2 µm diameter, 1 µm separation) and is covered with a film of 7-layer 

graphene (2.415 nm thickness). The holey thin film and graphene are covered on both sides by a 

131.5 nm thick layer of ice, for a total of 263 nm, as shown in Fig. S5b. In simulations of the second 

and third melting and revitrification experiment, the thickness of the sample near the center of the laser 

focus is reduced to 235 nm and 204 nm, respectively, to account for evaporation (Supplementary 

Note 9). The thickness is reduced within a radius of 4 μm, which corresponds approximately to the area 

that is melted in our experiment. To reduce the computational cost, the graphene film is omitted outside 

of a 9 μm × 9 µm square area in the center of the geometry, and the extent of the ice-covered holey 

gold/carbon film is limited to a square of 125 µm side length. To account for the large heat capacity of 

the specimen grid, the gold bars of the supporting mesh extend another 42.5 µm beyond this square. 

 

 

Figure S5. Sample geometry used in the heat transfer simulations. a, Top view. The laser is 

centered on the simulation geometry, with the FWHM of the Gaussian laser spot indicated by a red 

circle. b, Side view. 
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The material parameters used in our simulations are listed in Table S1. We use literature values for the 

temperature-dependent heat capacity and thermal conductivity of amorphous carbon,(14) gold,(15, 16) 

and graphene.(17, 18) Since reliable low-temperature values for the heat capacity of amorphous carbon 

are not available,(19) we use its room temperature value(20) and extrapolate it to low temperatures by 

assuming that the temperature dependence is the same as for graphite.(17) Experimental values for 

the heat capacity and thermal conductivity of water are not available for a wide range of temperatures 

in no man’s land.(12, 21) For the heat capacity of water, we use experimental values between 227 K 

and 350 K (Refs.(22–24)) as well as between 100 K and 136 K (Ref. (25)) and perform a spline 

interpolation at intermediate temperatures. For the thermal conductivity of water, we use its room 

temperature value, which is similar to that of amorphous ice at low temperatures.(26) 
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Table S1. Material properties used in the heat transfer simulations. 

Property Value Ref. 

Heat capacity of gold 38.5679 + 1.2434∙T – 7.137∙10-3∙T2 + 1.9237∙10-5∙T3 – 
1.9801∙10-8∙T4 (J/kg∙K) 

(15) 

Thermal conductivity of 

gold 
320.973 – 0.0111∙T – 2.747∙10-5∙T2 – 4.048∙10-9∙T3 (W/m∙K) (16) 

Heat capacity of 

graphene 
Data from Table 2 of Ref. (17) (17) 

Thermal conductivity 
of graphene 

Data for supported graphene from Fig. 3a of Ref. (18) (18) 

Heat capacity of water Splined data from Ref. (22–25) (22–25) 

Thermal conductivity 
of water 

0.6 W/(m∙K) (26) 

Absorption of thin film 
(ice – graphene – gold – 

carbon – ice) 

37.1 % (263 nm), 38.9 % (235 nm), and 41.4 % (204 nm) 

Refractive indices used in calculating the absorption at 532 nm 

ice 1.302, graphene 2.67 + i1.34, gold 0.47 + i2.17, 
carbon 2.279 + i0.634 

(27–30) 

Absorption of free-

standing graphene 

(ice – graphene – ice) 

11.7 % (263 nm), 11.0 % (235 nm), and 10.7 % (204 nm)  
at 532 nm wavelength for 7 layer graphene (2.415 nm thickness) 

(27, 28) 

Enthalpy of evaporation 
of water 

2.498∙106 – 3.369∙103∙T (J/kg) (31) 

Evaporation rate 
!!""

#$%&'#(
, where  𝛾)	= 1.0 and P0 is the vapor pressure as defined in 

Eq. 2 of Ref. (32) 
(32) 

Vapor pressure of water Equation 1 on page 350 of Ref. (33) (33) 

 

The temperature of the entire sample is initially set to 101 K. We simulate heating with a 30 μs laser 

pulse by placing two Gaussian surface heat sources (38 µm FWHM) in the center of the simulation 

geometry. In order to account for the different absorption of the graphene covered gold film and of the 

free-standing graphene areas, one heat source is placed on top of the gold film and one on top of the 

free-standing graphene. The fraction of the laser intensity absorbed by the sample depends on the 

thickness of the ice layer and was determined with the help of a multilayer thin film transfer matrix 

calculator,(34) using the complex refractive indices of amorphous ice,(27) graphene,(28) gold,(29) and 
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amorphous carbon.(30) The heating rates of the Gaussian surface heat sources are calculated from 

the absorbed fractions and the incident laser power. The temporal profile of the simulated laser pulse 

(rectangular pulse with rise and fall times of 250 ns, which we model with error functions) closely mimics 

that in the experiment. The laser power of 223 mW is chosen such that the sample reaches a 

temperature of 281 K at the end of the laser, as determined experimentally (Supplementary Note 7). To 

account for evaporative cooling, we place negative heat sources on the top and on the bottom surface 

of the water film. The cooling rate is determined from the temperature-dependent enthalpy of 

evaporation (31) and the temperature-dependent evaporation rate of water, as calculated with the 

formula in Table S1.(32) The temperature of the ice is probed within the hole of the gold film that is 

located in the center of the geometry. We report the average temperature during the electron pulse 

within a cylindrical volume of 1.5 µm diameter that spans the entire thickness of the ice film and that is 

centered on the central hole.  
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9 Simulation of the crystallization kinetics 

We simulate the crystallization kinetics during the three successive laser melting experiments in order 

to verify that the slower crystallization of ASW cannot be trivially explained, but instead points to different 

crystallization kinetics of supercooled liquids that are formed upon laser melting ASW and HGW. 

Performing an accurate simulation encounters two difficulties. We do not know precisely how much the 

sample thins due to evaporation with each laser pulse. Moreover, the nucleation rate of water in no 

man’s land is largely unknown.(35) We therefore use the following iterative procedure. We first 

simulated the temperature evolution of the sample in each laser melting experiment, based on a guess 

of how much the sample thins with each laser pulse. Using the simulated temperature evolution thus 

obtained, we then simulate the crystallization kinetics for HGW in the second laser melting experiment 

and adjust the nucleation rate until the onset of crystallization occurs at the same time as in our 

experiment (5.75 µs, Fig. S4). With this adjusted nucleation rate, we then simulate the crystallization 

kinetics for all three laser melting experiments and determine the time delay between the onset of 

crystallization during the second and third experiment (HGW and HGW2 in the nomenclature of Fig. 3). 

We then update our guess of how much material is evaporated with each laser pulse and iterate until 

this time delay matches our experimental observation (0.42 µs, Fig. S4). The steps of this iterative 

process are detailed in the following. 

 

Determination of the sample thickness and simulation of the temperature evolution 

We initially simulate the temperature evolution of the sample for a range of thicknesses between 

263 nm, the initial sample thickness, and 190 nm (Fig. S6).  
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Fig. S6. Simulated temperature evolution of the sample for thicknesses between 263 nm and 

190 nm. 

 

In each of the three laser melting experiments part of the sample evaporates in the vacuum of the 

electron microscope. Figure S7 shows that the amount of material evaporated per laser pulse increases 

approximately linearly with decreasing initial sample thickness, since thinner samples heat up more 

rapidly, so that more material is evaporated. Here we have calculated the evaporated thickness by 

integrating the temperature dependent evaporation rate (Table S1) over the simulated temperature 

evolution of the samples of the different thicknesses shown in Fig. S6. 
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Figure S7. Sample thickness that is evaporated during the laser pulse as a function of the 

initial sample thickness, as determined from simulations of the temperature evolution in Fig. 

S6. The black line represents a linear fit.  

 

The sample thickness decreases by less than the amount that is evaporated by each laser pulses since 

some amount of ASW is deposited between laser melting experiments — about 15 nm, as estimated 

from the deposition rate (Supplementary Note 4). In order to account for the uncertainty in the deposition 

rate, we treat the amount of ASW deposited as a free parameter, which simultaneously serves as a 

zero-order correction for any other errors in our determination of the evaporated thickness. From the 

thickness evaporated in the first laser pulse (36 nm) and the amount of ASW deposited (initial guess of 

15 nm) we can calculate the sample thickness in the second experiment. We then obtain the 

temperature evolution for a sample of this thickness by interpolating the simulated data in Fig. S6. We 

again calculate the thickness that is evaporated during this second laser pulse to obtain the sample 

thickness in the third experiment, for which we obtain the temperature evolution through interpolation 

of the simulated data in Fig. S6 as above. 

 

As detailed below, the simulations of the crystallization kinetics reproduce our experimental 

observations if 8 nm of ASW are deposited between laser pulses, with the sample thickness reduced 

from 263 nm in the first melting experiment to 235 nm and 204 nm in the second and third experiment, 

respectively. Figure S8 shows the corresponding simulations of the temperature evolution. At 5.75 µs, 

when the HGW sample begins to crystallize in our experiment, it reaches a temperature of 229 K. At 

this temperature, the time delay between the first and second laser melting experiment is 0.402 µs 
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(Figure S8, inset). The time delay between the second and third experiment is somewhat larger 

(0.540 µs) due to the increased evaporation. 

 

Figure S8. Simulated temperature evolution of the sample during three successive laser melting 

experiments. Evaporation decreases the sample thickness from 263 nm (ASW, black) to 

235 nm (HGW, blue), and 204 nm (HGW2, green), which causes the sample to heat up more rapidly 

and cool down more rapidly after the end of the laser pulse. 

 

Note that our simulations neglect that the heat released by the crystallization process causes the 

sample to warm up more rapidly. We estimate that this leads to the evaporation of an additional 5 nm 

per laser pulse. However, since the additional evaporated thickness is nearly identical in all three laser 

melting experiments (changing by less than 1 nm), we do not need to explicitly consider it. 

 

Simulation of the crystallization kinetics 

Once we have determined the temperature evolution of the sample during each laser pulse, we simulate 

the crystallization kinetics with a simple model based on classical nucleation and growth theory.(36, 37) 

It assumes that nuclei form with the nucleation rate 𝐽(𝑇), after which they grow into spherical crystals 

with the growth rate 𝜌(𝑇). Figure S9a shows the nucleation rate 𝐽(𝑇) used in our simulation (solid curve), 

which we obtain from a fit of experimental data (35) (circles) with an asymmetric super-Gaussian. 
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ln	(𝐽(𝑇)) = ln	(𝐽./0	) ∙ 𝑒
12313"45∗

(313")$
9 :

;

 

 

Where 𝐽-<= is the maximum nucleation rate, 𝑇" the center, 𝑐  the width, and 𝑠 the skewing factor of the 

asymmetric super-Gaussian. 

 

The nucleation rates in no man’s land are largely unknown.(35) We therefore adjust 𝐽-<=, which in our 

fit corresponds to the plateau of the super-Gaussian, such that our simulation reproduces the onset of 

crystallization for HGW in the second laser melting experiment at 5.75 µs (Fig. S4a). This yields a value 

of 𝐽-<= = 3.4·1026 m-3s-1 somewhat above the upper bound of a previous estimate of the nucleation 

rates, which was obtained from hyperquenching experiments on microdroplets (horizontal lines with 

𝐽-<=
->9?@A?@B)C!5 = 1.5·1022 m-3s-1 and 𝐽->*

->9?@A?@B)C!5= 1.5·1019 m-3s-1.(35) The growth rate (Fig. S9b) is 

obtained from a logarithmic spline of experimental data.(38) 

 

 

Figure S9. Nucleation and growth rates used in the simulations. a, The nucleation rate is obtained 

by fitting an asymmetric super-Gaussian (solid curve) to experimental data (dots),(35) with the 

maximum nucleation rate set to 𝐽-<= = 3.4·1026 m-3s-1, so that our simulation reproduces the 

crystallization kinetics of HGW. b, The growth rate is obtained from a logarithmic spline of experimental 

data.(38) 

 

As long as the crystalline fraction 𝑓(𝑡) is small, it can be calculated as 
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𝑓(𝑡) = 	A 𝐽B𝑇(𝑡D)C	
4𝜋
3 	GA 𝜌B𝑇(𝑡DD)C	𝑑𝑡′′

!

!D
I
E

𝑑𝑡′
!

"
 

 

where ;F
E
	J∫ 𝜌B𝑇(𝑡DD)C	𝑑𝑡′′!

!D L
E
 is the volume of a spherical crystal at time 𝑡 that was nucleated at time 𝑡′ 

and 𝑇(𝑡) is the temperature evolution of the sample, as obtained from our heat transfer simulations. 

Both nucleation and growth slow once a large fraction of the sample 𝑓(𝑡) has already crystallized. We 

account for this effect by scaling both nucleation and growth rates with a factor [1 − 𝑓(𝑡)]. 

 

𝑓(𝑡) = 	A [1 − 𝑓(𝑡′)]	𝐽B𝑇(𝑡D)C	
4𝜋
3 	GA

[1 − 𝑓(𝑡′′)]	𝜌B𝑇(𝑡DD)C	𝑑𝑡′′
!
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Even though this approximation is somewhat simplistic, this is of little consequence for our analysis, 

which uses the simulations only to determine the time at which crystallization sets in (i.e. 𝑓(𝑡) is small), 

which we then compare to the experiment. For the same reason, we can also neglect that once the 

sample starts crystallizing, it heats up more rapidly than in our simulation, which does not take into 

account the heat released by the crystallization process. 

 

We determine the crystalline fraction 𝑓(𝑡) through numerical integration, starting with an initial guess of 

𝑓(𝑡) = 0 and iterating until 𝑓(𝑡) has converged. For ASW, we start the simulation at the beginning of 

the laser pulse (𝑡 = 0 µs), whereas for the HGW samples, we also include the preceding 

hyperquenching process that follows after the end of the previous laser pulse. Since the HGW (HGW2) 

sample traverses the supercooled regime twice, the final concentration of nuclei is about 1.49 times 

(1.40 times) as large as for ASW, which traverses it only once. As discussed above, we adjust the 

maximum nucleation rate in no man’s land to 𝐽-<= = 3.4·1026 m-3s-1, so that in the simulation of the 

second laser melting experiment, crystallization sets in at 5.75 µs, as observed experimentally 

(Fig. S4a). Here, we have chosen to set the crystalline fraction at this point in time to 0.01. This is a 

somewhat arbitrary choice. However, if we instead reduce the crystalline fraction to 0.001, our result 

changes only nominally, with the time delay in the onset of crystallization between the first and second 
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laser melting experiment changing by only 3 ns (while the maximum nucleation rate 𝐽-<= increases by 

about one order of magnitude). 

 

Figure S10 shows the simulated crystalline fraction as a function of time. At the onset of crystallization 

(𝑓(𝑡) = 0.01), the time delay between the first and second laser melting experiment is 0.48 µs (inset). 

This is somewhat longer than the time delay of 0.40 µs that results from the change in thickness 

(Fig. S8) and reflects the fact that the ASW sample in the first experiment traverses no man’s land only 

once and therefore forms fewer nuclei. The time delay between the second and third experiment is 

somewhat smaller (0.42 µs) than expected merely based on the change in sample thickness (0.54 µs, 

Fig. S8). This is consequence of the fact that the sample in the third experiment is thinner and thus 

heats up and cools down faster, so that it spends less time in no man’s land and forms fewer nuclei. 

 

 

Figure S10. Simulation of the crystallization kinetics of the sample during three successive laser 

melting experiments. Simulated crystalline fraction as a function of time for the first experiment (ASW, 

black, 263 nm sample thickness), the second (HGW, blue, 235 nm), and the third experiment (HGW2, 

green, 204 nm). In the inset, the time delays between the three experiments are indicated for the onset 

of crystallization (crystalline fraction 0.01). 
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Note that after the onset of crystallization, the crystalline fraction grows faster in our simulations than 

we observe experimentally. For example, we estimate that in our experiment, only about 30 % of the 

sample have crystallized when it reaches the melting point at about 8.5 µs (Supplementary Note 10), 

while the simulation predicts that the sample has fully crystallized at that point. Evidently, our 

simulations overestimate the rate of crystal growth. This is probably due to the fact that nucleation likely 

occurs at the graphene and vacuum interfaces of the sample(37) and that because of geometric 

constraints, crystals at the interface grow more slowly. Note that this discrepancy between simulation 

and experiment does not affect our analysis, in which we only consider the onset of crystallization. 

 

In conclusion, our simulations predict that in each subsequent laser melting experiment, crystallization 

sets in earlier by about the same time delay, 0.48 µs between the first and second experiment and 

0.42 µs between the second and third. This is largely explained by the thinning of the sample due to 

evaporation during the laser pulse and the resulting speed-up of the laser heating process. In contrast, 

we find in our experiments that the ASW sample crystallizes about 1.04 µs later than the HGW sample. 

This evidently cannot be trivially explained by changes in the sample thickness. Instead, it suggests 

that the supercooled liquids that are formed upon melting either sample have different crystallization 

kinetics. The simulations reproduce the onset of crystallization observed for ASW if the maximum 

nucleation rate is lowered by a factor of 5 to 𝐽-<= = 6.6·1025 m-3s-1 or alternatively, if we decrease the 

growth rate by a factor of 1.7 at all temperatures.  
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10 Estimate of the maximum crystalline fraction 

We estimate the maximum crystalline fraction of the sample during laser melting from the fact that in 

our experiments, the samples reach the melting point sooner than in our simulation due to the heat 

released by the crystallization process. We determine that the ASW, HGW, and HGW2 sample reach 

the melting point at 9.5 μs, 8.5 μs, and 8.0 μs, respectively, when the intensity of the first diffraction 

peak reaches a maximum (Fig. 3a). At these times, our heat transfer simulations predict a sample 

temperature of 𝑇@ = 252.1 K, 250.0 K, and 251.6 K, respectively. The increase in temperature in our 

experiment must therefore be due to the heat released by the crystallization process. 

 

The latent heat of melting 𝐻-C)!>*G(𝑇@) at the temperature 𝑇@ can be determined using Kirchhoff’s 

relation(39)  

 

𝐻-C)!>*G(𝑇@) = ∫ 𝐶B,>9C	𝑑𝑇
3#
3'

+𝐻)<!C*!(𝑇-) − ∫ 𝐶B,I<!C?	𝑑𝑇
3#
3'

, 

 

where 𝑇- is the melting point of water, 𝐻)<!C*!(𝑇-) is the latent heat of melting at the melting point, and 

𝐶B,>9C and 𝐶B,I<!C? the heat capacities of ice and water, respectively (Table S1 and Supporting Note 8). 

The energy Δ𝐻(𝑇")	required to heat the sample from the the temperature 𝑇@ to the melting point 𝑇- is 

 

Δ𝐻(𝑇") = (1 − 𝑓)∫ 𝐶B,I<!C?	𝑑𝑇
3#
3'

+ 	𝑓 ∫ 𝐶B,>9C	𝑑𝑇
3#
3'

, 

 

where 𝑓 is the crystalline fraction to be determined. At the same time, the following relationship for the 

crystalline fraction 𝑓 must hold  

 

𝑓 = JK(3")
K#()!*+,(3')

. 

 

By solving for the crystalline fraction 𝑓, we can then estimate that about 30 % of the sample crystallizes. 
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From the relative maximum intensity of the first diffraction maximum, we can furthermore estimate that 

the maximum crystalline fraction of the HGW and HGW2 samples is about 1.5 times as high as for ASW, 

where we have used the procedure detailed in Supporting Note 6 for our estimate. 
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11 Formation of different ice polymorphs during laser melting 

Crystallization during laser melting initially involves the formation of stacking disordered ice, which 

transforms into hexagonal ice once the sample reaches higher temperatures. This can be seen when 

comparing time-resolved diffraction patterns of ASW and HGW recorded during laser melting at 8 µs, 

which show the signature of stacking disordered ice (Fig. S11a), and at 16 µs, where an additional 

feature at 2.35 Å-1 appears that is characteristic of the formation of hexagonal ice (Fig. S11b, feature 

marked with an arrow). 

 

 

Figure S11. Time-resolved diffraction patterns of ASW and HGW during laser melting at 8 µs and 

16 µs. a, Time-resolved diffraction patterns recorded at 8 µs show that stacking disordered ice is initially 

formed. b, In contrast, diffraction patterns recorded at 16 µs exhibit the signature of hexagonal ice 

(characteristic feature marked with an arrow, see also Fig. 1e). 
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12 Diffraction peak positions indicated with blue lines in Fig. 1c-f  

The positions of the diffraction maxima of ASW and HGW indicated in Fig. 1c,f were determined from 

the diffraction patterns in Fig. 1c,f with the procedure described in Supplementary Note 5. The peak 

positions indicated for stacking disordered ice Fig. 1d were simulated with SingleCrystal™(40) an ice 

structure (50% cubic and 50% hexagonal) generated with GenIce2,(41) while the peak positions for 

hexagonal ice in Fig. 1e were simulated from a 100 % hexagonal structure. 
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