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Confinement can significantly alter fluid properties, offering potential for specific technological
applications. However, achieving precise control over the structural complexity of confined fluids
and soft matter remains challenging, as it often requires careful tuning of system parameters. In
this study, we perform large-scale molecular dynamics simulations of a fluid confined in a slit pore,
employing an interaction potential applicable to a broad range of soft matter. Confinement in-
duces the fluid to form two-dimensional (2D) layers, each of which self-assembles into structures of
varying complexity. Notably, we observe a suppression of large-scale density fluctuations—akin to
crystals—within complex nontrivial fluid-like geometries, leading to the emergence of disordered hy-
peruniformity. We demonstrate that fluid properties can be precisely adjusted by modifying control
parameters. This work provides a foundation for designing experimental protocols to regulate the
structure of self-assembling materials, stabilize disordered hyperuniform structures, and facilitate
the fabrication of 2D arrays with tailored complexity. Additionally, it offers a new perspective for
analyzing biological monolayers, such as epithelial tissues.

The properties of liquids and colloids change signifi-
cantly under confinement, displaying altered thermody-
namic, dynamic, and structural characteristics due to the
coupling with the boundary [1–8]. In these confined sys-
tems, the nature of the confinement exerts substantial
control over liquid behavior. For instance, fluids near at-
tractive walls exhibit increased density, leading to an in-
creased freezing temperature relative to bulk conditions.
In contrast, repulsive walls increase local density fluctu-
ations, thereby lowering the freezing point [9].

Confinement geometry also shapes the ordering of
mesoscopic systems near boundaries. Colloids within
cylindrical, circular, and spherical enclosures self-
assemble into helical, concentric, or icosahedral configu-
rations, respectively [10–13]. In slit-like geometries with
parallel walls, particles often form layered structures, re-
sulting in oscillatory density profiles perpendicular to
the walls [14, 15]. While layering frequently promotes
crystallization, structured fluid layers have also been ob-
served, e.g., in water [3, 7, 16–19]. Soft confinements,
such as those in biological systems, generate long-range
perturbations in bonding networks that propagate at
bulk-like densities [16]. By contrast, hard confinements
like those created by graphene alter contact angles and
wettability [17, 18].

Unlike crystalline structures, liquids lack conventional
long-range order due to the absence of discrete symmetry,
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commonly resulting in enhanced long-wavelength density
fluctuations compared to ordered phases. In crystals,
periodic order suppresses density variations over large
length scales, causing the static structure factor, S(k) , to
decay to zero at long wavelengths, i.e., lim|k|→0 S(k) = 0
(with k as the wave vector). Hence, crystals are hyper-
uniform [20], a phenomenon sometimes termed superho-
mogeneous in cosmology [21].

Conversely, liquids and other disordered states are typ-
ically non-hyperuniform, as their S(k) converges to a
finite, often substantial value as k ≡ |k| → 0, which
correlates with the isothermal compressibility, κT , in
equilibrium. The compressibility can be expressed as
κT = (ρkBT )

−1 lim|k|→0 S(k), where ρ is density, T the
absolute temperature, and kB the Boltzmann constant.
This ties the concept of hyperuniformity directly to ma-
terial thermodynamic properties.

Recent studies have identified disordered hyperuniform
states—systems that, although statistically isotropic akin
to liquids, exhibit a partial reduction in large-scale den-
sity fluctuations, resembling crystalline structures. Ex-
amples include, but are not limited to, sheared emulsions
[22], jammed hard-particle packings [23], critical absorb-
ing states [24], random organization models [25], amor-
phous ices [26], amorphous silicon [27], two-dimensional
(2D) amorphous silica [28], active colloidal particles [29],
algae confined to water-air interface [30]. This disordered
hyperuniformity extends our understanding of structural
order and its roles in nature. Materials endowed with this
property show unique mechanical and optical character-
istics [31–35], suggesting significant potential for future
technological applications. Therefore, identifying control
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parameters to induce hyperuniformity in new materials
is an important direction for ongoing research.

In this work, we simulate a model fluid confined
within a slit pore and demonstrate that, by adjust-
ing control parameters, self-assembled layered structures
of varying complexity can emerge, including hyperuni-
form, non-hyperuniform, and anti-hyperuniform configu-
rations. The latter refers to long-wavelength density fluc-
tuations exceeding those in random Poissonian media, as
indicated by a diverging S(k → 0) and commonly ob-
served in systems near critical points [31]. Our model en-
compasses a range of materials, including colloids, glob-
ular proteins, liquid metals, and, to some extent, water.
These findings provide a framework for the experimental
realization of (nearly) hyperuniform macroscopic assem-
blies, paving the way for advanced manufacturing of two-
dimensional arrays with diverse structural complexity.

CSW fluid in a slit-pore confinement
We perform molecular dynamics (MD) simulations of

a continuous shouldered well (CSW) fluid confined in a
slit pore in the NV T ensemble, where N is the number
of particles, V the volume of the simulation box, and T
the temperature, by using LAMMPS [36].

CSW fluid: The anomalous CSW fluid is described by
the effective pair potential between two particles at a
distance r [2, 37–40] given as

U(r) ≡ UR

1 + exp(∆(r −RR)/a)

−UA exp

[
− (r −RA)

2

2δ2A

]
+ UA

(a
r

)24

,

(1)

where RA and RR represent the distances of the attrac-
tive minimum and the repulsive radius, respectively; UA

and UR are the energies of the attractive well and the
repulsive shoulder, respectively; δ2A is the variance of the
Gaussian centered at RA; and ∆ is the parameter con-
trolling the slope between the shoulder and the well at
RR.
We set the well parameters to be UR/UA = 2,

RR/a = 1.6, RA/a = 2.0, (δA/a)
2 = 0.1, following the

approach outlined in Refs. [2, 38, 39]. Additionally, we
adopt ∆ = 30, consistent with the bulk case studied in
Ref. [38]. Temperature, density, length, and time are
expressed in reduced units: T ∗ ≡ KBT/UA, ρ

∗ ≡ ρa3,
r∗ ≡ r/a and t∗ ≡ (a2m/UA)

1/2, respectively. The
potential profile is shown in the inset of Fig. 1(b). For
clarity, we omit the asterisks denoting reduced units in
the following sections unless otherwise specified.

Slit pore: The slit pore consists of two parallel walls
in the xy-plane, positioned along the z-axis at zWb

= 0
and zWt

for the bottom and top walls, respectively, with
a box height along z of Lz = zWt

− zWb
. The bottom

wall, modeled as attractive, is formed by CSW particles

arranged in a triangular lattice of lattice constant d = a,
where particle centers are located at z = 0, following the
setup in Refs. [2, 39]. The top wall, modeled as repulsive,
is represented by a WCA potential, diverging at z =
Lz (i.e., a 12-6 Lennard-Jones potential with ϵW = 1
and σW = 1, and a cut-off at the minimum position,
z = Lz − 21/6σW , and shifted to zero). We assume zero
gravity, meaning that the only asymmetry along the z-
axis is due to fluid-wall interactions.
The average distance between neighboring fluid layers,

δz, is approximately equal to the CSW repulsive diame-
ter RR (i.e., δz ≈ RR). We set zWt

= (nl + 0.5)δz + σW
where nl represents the maximum number of fluid
layers that can form at the highest density ρ for each
temperature T considered. Specifically, we analyze
three temperatures: T = 0.7, 0.5, 0.3, and two number
densities ρ = N/V = 0.2, 0.3, for three systems of size
nl = 5, 8, 10 (illustrated, for instance, in Fig. 1a). To
set the density, we adjust the number of fluid particles
N (either 250 000 or 300 000) and the lateral sizes of
the simulation box, Lx and Ly, with periodic boundary
conditions applied along the x- and y-directions. Parti-
cles belonging to each layer li (for i = 1, .., nl, where l1
denotes the layer nearest to the bottom wall, l2 the next
closest, and so forth, as illustrated in Fig. 1a) are defined
based on their z-coordinate. Specifically, particles are
assigned to the first layer l1 if 0 < z < (3/2)δz, and
to subsequent layers i > 1 if (i−1/2)δz < z < (i+1/2)δz.

Simulation protocol: We conduct MD simulations
with a time step dt = 0.004 corresponding apprximan-
tely to 2.6 · 10−12 s for argon-like atoms. Following the
approach in Ref. [2, 39], we start from a liquid phase
at a relatively high temperature T = 3 and implement
two different annealing protocols to reach target temper-
atures of T = 0.7, 0.5, and 0.3: a fast annealing procedure
with a characteristic time τ = t0 and a slow annealing
with 10t0, as outlined below.
In each case, we first cool the system from T = 3 to

T = 1.4 in 105 timesteps (t0 = 105 · 0.004 = 400). We
then equilibrate the system at T = 1.4 for t = τ , followed
by an annealing step from T = 1.4 to T = 0.7 over a
period of t = 2τ . After reaching T = 0.7, we equilibrate
the system again for t = τ . This sequence continues, with
the system subsequently annealed to T = 0.5 over t = 2τ ,
equilibrated at T = 0.5 for t = τ , further annealed to
T = 0.3 over t = 2τ , and finally equilibrated at T = 0.3
for t = τ .
To examine the effect of pore width (wall-to-wall sep-

aration distance) on the fluid, we explore three different
system sizes, allowing the formation of up to 5, 8, and 10
layers at high density and low temperature. In the fol-
lowing, we describe the properties of the 8-layer system
and refer to other system sizes as needed.
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FIG. 1. The CSW Fluid under slit-pore confinement. (a) Representative simulation snapshot showing a small section of
the confined fluid (red particles) at ρ = 0.3 and T = 0.3 after rapid annealing and equilibration (τ = t0). The confinement be-
tween two parallel walls (blue: bottom wall attractive, top wall repulsive) produces eight well-defined layers, labeled l1, l2, . . . , l8
from the attractive wall outward. (b) The density profile along the z-axis characterizes the layers, with the inter-layer spacing
δz approximately matching the repulsive radius RR of the CSW potential (inset in panel b). (c) Snapshots of a subregion (50 ×
30 in units of a) in the xy-plane (≃ 2.6% of the total system area) for each layer labeled as li (where i = 1, . . . , 8), highlighting
the particle arrangement within individual layers.

Structural diversity in confinement-induced lay-
ers

The 2D number density profile along the wall-to-wall
separation coordinate z, ρz(z) = n(z)/(LxLy), where
n(z) is the number of particles at position z, shows dis-
tinct peaks (Fig. 1b). With increasing temperature, the
peaks broaden and decrease in intensity, eventually form-
ing a uniform profile further from the attractive wall
(Fig. S1). In the slow annealing protocol (τ = 10t0),
the first two peaks increase in intensity compared to fast
annealing, reflecting a reduction in defects within layers
l1 and l2 (Fig. S2).

By analyzing the snapshots (Fig. 1c), we observe a
templating effect exerted by the attractive wall on the
adjacent fluid layer l1, as well as a “molding” effect of l1
on l2, which propagates through subsequent layers (li for
i > 2), consistent with findings in Ref. [2]. The molding
effect of layer li on layer li+1 (for i ≥ 1) becomes apparent
when plotting pairs of adjacent layers (Fig. S3). For i ≥
2, each layer occupies the spaces left by the previous layer
(with index i− 1).

At low temperatures, we observe various competing
structural arrangements within each layer. For example,
at ρ = 0.3, the fluid in l1 forms a compact triangular
lattice (lattice constant ≃ 1) containing point-like de-
fects and linear defects (grain boundaries) (Fig. S4). At
this same density, layer l2 exhibits a mix of compact tri-
angular lattice, Kagomé, honeycomb, and stripe phases
(Fig. S3, third column from the left, second row from
the bottom).From l3 to l7, the fluid forms stripes with
an increasing presence of low-density triangular lattice

regions (lattice constant ≃ RR/a). In layer l8, the only
observed structure is a low-density triangular lattice with
void defects. Thus, layers l8 and l1 share isocrystalline
structures, displaying the same spatial arrangement but
with differing lattice constants. This property arises from
the CSW potential’s soft shoulder, which, in bulk, is re-
lated to its polymorphic and polyamorphic behaviors.
Such features are seen in other isotropic soft-core poten-
tials with two characteristic length scales and anomalous
properties [38].

At ρ = 0.2 (Fig. S3, first column from the left), we ob-
serve a similar sequence of structural formations within
the layers. However, due to the lower density, the com-
pact triangular lattice in l1 is largely absent, while the
low-density triangular lattice begins to emerge in l3.

Emergence of disordered hyperuniformity

Next, given the distinctive features of each layer and
their sharp separation at low T (see Figs.S1, S2), we
study the density fluctuations on a layer-by-layer basis.
Specifically, for each layer, we calculate the 2D S(k) by
projecting the fluid coordinates onto the xy-plane (see
Fig. 2 for the case at ρ = 0.3, T = 0.3 and τ = t0). We
observe that S(kp), where kp denotes the wave number
associated with the highest structure factor peak, varies
monotonically with the layer number. In contrast, S(k =
0), which we estimate using a cubic spline interpolation
as outlined in Ref. [41], does not follow a monotonic trend
at low temperatures (T = 0.3 and T = 0.5). Based on
these findings, we calculate the hyperuniformity index
H ≡ S(0)/S(kp) to assess the extent of hyperuniformity
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FIG. 2. Layer-by-layer structure factor of the confined
fluid. Double-logarithmic plot of the 2D S(k) in the xy-plane
for each layer li, from i = 1 (black open circles) to 8 (green
full circles), with intermediate layers represented by symbols
and colors as shown in the legend, for the pore at ρ = 0.3 and
T = 0.3 in Fig. 1.

within each layer. (Systems with H ≲ 10−3 are generally
considered nearly hyperuniform, with increasing degrees
of hyperuniformity at lower values of H [31, 42].)

As a result, at low T , H(li) is strongly non-monotonic
(Fig. 3), varying significantly between ≃ 10−3 (nearly-
hyperuniform layers) and≃ 10 (nearly anti-hyperuniform
layers [31]). Visual inspection reveals that layers with
H ≲ 10−2 typically exhibit either a triangular lattice
with defects or a stripe-like geometry (e.g., l3 and l4 in
Fig. 1c). Layers with 10−2 < H < 1 display phase sepa-
ration between two structural forms as seen in l2, l5, and
l6 in Fig. 1c. In contrast, nearly anti-hyperuniform layers
exhibit cavitation (e.g., l8 in Fig. 1c).

The presence of defects, such as vacancies and disloca-
tions, within some crystalline layers is known to reduce
hyperuniformity in proportion to the defect concentra-
tion [43]. We observe that a 2% concentration of ran-
domly distributed point defects in an otherwise perfect
triangular lattice is sufficient to reduce hyperuniformity
to levels comparable to those found in certain layers of
our system (Fig. S8). Additionally, correlated defects,
such as grain boundaries, further diminish hyperunifor-
mity. At a fixed defect concentration of 2% in a per-
fect triangular lattice, we find that the H-index increases
proportionally with the degree of defect correlation (see
Figs. S8, S9).

At higher temperatures (T = 0.7, Fig. 3), H(li) lev-
els off around H ≃ 10−1. In this regime, the thermal
noise induces inter-layer diffusion, altering the liquid’s
layering structure (praticularly for li with i > 2, Fig.S1)
and disrupting the nearly hyperuniform character. We
find similar behavior for H(li) for systems with a greater
number of layers (Fig.S7), but not in those with fewer
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FIG. 3. Layer-by-layer hyperuniformity index H and
R0, Rc for slow annealing rate. Calculations are presented
for systems at low (ρ = 0.2, left panels) and high (ρ = 0.3,
right panels) density. H (upper panels) and R0, Rc (lower
panels) at T = 0.3 (black circles), T = 0.5 (red squares), and
T = 0.7 (green rhombuses) only for H.

layers (Fig.S6).
For many ordered and disordered systems, the asymp-

totic behavior of the particle number variance at large
R can be approximated as the sum of volume and sur-
face terms, as shown in Eq. (S2). Here, A and B are
the volume and surface-area coefficients, respectively, as-
sociated with each term in Eq. (S2). The ratio B/A
provides a measure of the crossover distance Rc ≈ B/A,
which distuinguishes between hyperuniform and non-
hyperuniform scaling regimes. A system exhibits hype-
runiform scaling within the range R0 < R < Rc, where
R0 ≡ ρ−1/d represents the average nearest neighbor dis-
tance. The lower panels of Fig.3 (and Fig.??) display the
values of R0 and Rc for systems with densities ρ = 0.2
and 0.3, under both slow and fast annealing conditions
across different temperatures. Notably, configurations
with H < 10−2 often show hyperuniform scaling within
the range R0 < R < Rc, thereby affirming the nearly
hyperuniform nature of these samples.
Next, we calculate the sixfold bond-orientational or-

der parameter for each particle j, defined as ψ6(j) ≡
1
Nj

∑Nj

h=1 exp(i6θjh), where the sum is over the first

neighbors h = 1, . . . , Nj of the particle j. Here, θjh rep-
resents the angle between the 2D vector connecting the
particles j and h, rjhxy, and a fixed reference direction in
the xy-plane. When averaged over all layer particles in
a layer, ⟨|ψ6|⟩ = 1 for a perfect system with hexagonal
symmetry, ⟨|ψ6|⟩ ≃ 0.3 for stripes phases, and ⟨|ψ6|⟩ = 0
for an isotropic disordered system in the thermodynamic
limit.
We observe ⟨|ψ6|⟩ values of ranging from ≃ 0.3 (stripes

phase) to 1 (triangular phase), with intermediate values
⟨|ψ6|⟩ ≃ 0.5 for coexisting phases (Fig. 4).
The H-index tends to decrease exponentially from

anti-hyperuniform to nearly-hyperuniform values as den-
sity increases (dashed black line in Fig. 4). This behavior
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FIG. 4. Scaling of the hyperuniformity index H at dif-
ferent layer densities. Data, color-coded by their ⟨|ψ6|⟩
values, are for systems with 8 and 10 layers at (ρ, T ) =
(0.2, 0.3) (circles), (0.2, 0.5) (squares), (0.3, 0.3) (upward tri-
angles), (0.3, 0.5) (downward triangles), and τ = t0, 10t0.
While H is largely uncorrelated with ⟨|ψ6|⟩ within the range
∈ [0.4, 1], it exhibits an average exponential decrease over five
orders of magnitude from a nearly anti-hyperuniform value of
H0 = 11.37 (the zero-density limit for H) towards H ≃ 10−3,
following Hmax = H0 exp(−ρ/ρ1) (black dashed line), with
ρ1 = 0.13. Notably, at ρ ≃ 0.5, H drops to a nearly hyper-
uniform value when ⟨|ψ6|⟩ ≃ 0.3, regardless of (ρ, T ). The
arrows indicate typical snapshots for each thermodynamic
condition, showing compact triangular lattices with minimal
defects (ρ = 0.3, τ = 10t0, ⟨|ψ6|⟩ ≃ 1) and stripe phases
(⟨|ψ6|⟩ ≃ 0.3) associated with emerging hyperuniformity.

is characteristic of particles that order upon an increase
in density, thereby suppressing large-scale density fluctu-
ations and reducing H.

The most compact layers, which form triangular lat-
tices with minimal defects (⟨|ψ6|⟩ ≃ 1), exhibit the lowest
H ≃ 9 × 10−4, similar to nearly hyperuniform systems.
However, for all layers with ρ ≃ 0.5, regardless of the
overall system ρ and T , we observe ⟨|ψ6|⟩ ≃ 0.3. These
layers exhibit stripe patterns, and their H decreases from
approximately 3×10−1 to 2×10−3, indicating the emer-
gence of hyperuniformity.

To differentiate between fluid- and solid-like layers,
we compute the mean square displacement (MSD) in
2D, defined as ⟨(∆rxy)2(t)⟩ ≡ ⟨(rxy(t) − rxy(0))

2⟩, av-
eraged within a layer. Layers are considered diffusive if
⟨(∆rxy)2(t0)⟩ > R2

0, where R
2
0 the average area per par-

ticle.

For fast annealing at ρ = 0.3, we observe that all layers
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FIG. 5. Solid-like and fluid-like layers. (a) 2D MSD for
τ = t0 at ρ = 0.3 and T = 0.3 (black) or 0T = .5 (red) for
li with i = 1, . . . , 8 from bottom to top. At T = 0.3 (black),
all layers are solid-like, as indicated by ⟨(∆rxy)2(t0)⟩ < R2

0 ≃
1.8. At T = 0.5 (red), layers li with i ≥ 3 exceed the 1.8
threshold, consistent with fluid-like, diffusive behavior (blue
dashed line). Lines with symbols represent l4, having a stripe
structure at both temperatures. (b) At T = 0.5, the stripe
phase in l4 (right panel, showing a small portion of the xy
snapshot at t = 0) evolves along fluid-like trajectories (wiggly
lines in the left panel) over a time window t0, while preserving
the stripe pattern.

at T = 0.3 are solid-like. However, at T = 0.5, only
l1 and l2,remain solid-like, while the the others layers
become fluid-like (Fig. 5). Interestingly, fluid-like layers
at T = 0.5 have similar (or identical) values of H values
to those of corresponding solid-like layers at T = 0.3
(Fig. 3, lower left panel), indicating that the fluidity of
the structure does not correlate to its hyperuniform or
anti-hyperuniform characteristics.

To investigate this behavior, we examine the parti-
cle trajectories in l4 at T = 0.5 (Fig. 5b). We observe
that particles stochastically diffuse within stripe channels
while maintaining their structure with a nearly hyperuni-
form H ≈ 3× 10−3.

Conclusion and outlook

We numreically investigate the suppression of large-
scale density fluctuations in self-assembled layers induced
by slit-pore confinement of the CSW model, which ap-
plies to anomalous fluids such as globular proteins, soft
colloids, liquid metals, and, to a certain extent, wa-
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ter. By varying thermodynamic conditions and slit-pore
width, we facilitate the formation of layered structures
exhibiting different types of long-range ordering, identi-
fying nearly hyperuniform, non-hyperuniform, and anti-
hyperuniform structures. In particular, we observe 1.
nearly hyperuniform layers corresponding to a) crystals
with point defects and grain boundaries, or b) disordered
labyrinth-like stripe patterns; 2. non-hyperuniform lay-
ers composed of coexisting crystalline patches with vary-
ing symmetries and defects, indicative of phase separa-
tion between different structures; 3. anti-hyperuniform
crystalline layers containing extended, uncorrelated void
defects (cavitation).

While anti-hyperuniform structures often arise, such
as in phase separation processes [31], we find that dis-
ordered, labyrinth-like stripe patterns—which frequently
exhibit hyperuniform or nearly hyperuniform behav-
ior—are prevalent across various systems. These pat-
terns have been identified in a broad range of contexts,
including magnetic fluids, amphiphilic monolayers, type
I superconductors [44], block copolymer films [45], as well
as in biological and physical processes like brain convo-
lution development [46], fingerprint formation [47], and
skin wrinkling [48], among others.

We note that the CSW potential serves as a generic
model for systems exhibiting thermodynamic, dynamic,
and structural anomalies, similar to those seen in wa-
ter. Consequently, our results may have broader impli-
cations for the category of anomalous fluids. For in-
stance, a recent study on a widely used atomistic wa-
ter model—and to a lesser extent, a coarse-grained water
model—demonstrated that the hyperuniformity of amor-
phous ices can exhibit non-monotonic behavior as a func-
tion of pressure at a constant temperature [49]. Our ob-
servation of a pronounced minimum in H at the den-
sity corresponding to the stripe phase (Fig. 4) suggests
that the isothermal pressure-dependent, non-monotonic
behavior of hyperuniformity noted in Ref. [49] arises from
structural anomalies that are common to both the CSW
model and other anomalous fluids.

Interestingly, studies on a model of epithelial tissue
show that density fluctuations in the rigid phase are only
suppressed up to a finite length scale. This scale increases
rapidly as the system nears the fluid phase, ultimately
reaching a state of effective hyperuniformity [50]. To-
gether with our findings, this suggests that the transition

from rigid to fluid states in tissue monolayers may involve
subtle changes in their confinement. For example, in our
data at ρ = 0.3 and T = 0.5, hyperuniform layers can
exhibit either solid-like behavior (l1) or fluid-like char-
acteristics (l3 and l4) depending on their confining state
(Fig. 5). This offers a fresh perspective for exploring
rigidity transitions in biological tissues.
In a two-dimensional system with a hard core sur-

rounded by a soft corona potential, the stripe phase that
appears across a range of densities is associated with a
peak in the specific heat [51]. We anticipate a similar
outcome in the CSW model, despite its inclusion of an
attractive term in the potential. While this term may al-
ter phase stability, it is likely only under conditions of ex-
treme confinement [52]. Compared to the pure 2D system
studied in Ref. [51], demonstrating specific heat peaks
across a range of densities in our case is more challenging
because the system naturally selects the density for each
layer, whereas we can control only the total system den-
sity. Moreover, we expect the heat capacity to exhibit
multiple peaks at distinct densities, each corresponding
to the formation of different phases in individual layers.
This finding suggests that by adjusting confinement size,
it may be possible to induce changes in the fluid’s struc-
ture, phase behavior, and hyperuniformity. We aim to
explore these confinement-induced effects on fluids in fu-
ture studies.
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S1. DENSITY PROFILES
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FIG. S1. Density profiles along the z-axis for the 8-layer system at fluid densities ρ = 0.2 (left) and ρ = 0.3 (right) at various
temperatures under fast annealing conditions (τ = t0).
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FIG. S2. As in Fig. S1, but for slow annealing (τ = 10t0).
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S2. CONFIGURATIONS

FIG. S3. As in Fig. 1 of the main text, showing layers l1 to l8 (from bottom to top panels) at T = 0.3 with densities ρ = 0.2
(first column from the left) and ρ = 0.3 (third column from the left). The second and fourth columns from the left display the
superposition of two adjacent layers for ρ = 0.2 and 0.3, respectively.
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FIG. S4. Snapshots (left column) show a subregion of size 120x70 for layers l1 (upper panels), l4 (middle panels), and l7
(bottom panels) at ρ = 0.3, T = 0.3, and τ = t0. The corresponding color maps (right column) indicate |ψ6| values, following
the scale in Fig. 4 (from 0, blue, to 1, red). Here, |ψ6| is calculated locally, with values ranging from approximately 0.3 (stripe
structure, turquoise) to 1 (triangular structure, red), and intermediate values around 0.5 (green and yellow) for defects.
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S3. QUANTIFYING HYPERUNIFORMITY

The variance σ2(R), associated with the number of particles within a circular observation window of radius R, can
be written as

σ2(R) ≡ ⟨N(R)⟩
[

1

(2π)d

∫
Rd

S(k)α̃(k;R)dk

]
(S1)

where ⟨N(R)⟩ represents the average number of particles in the observation window, d the dimension of the Euclidean
space, and α̃(k;R) is the Fourier transform of the overlapping volume between two observation windows with centers
separated by a vector R, normalized by the volume of the windows. For many ordered and disordered systems, the
large-R asymptotic behavior of Eq. (S1) can be expressed as [20, 26]

σ2(R) = 2dϕ

[
A

(
R

D

)d

+B

(
R

D

)d−1

+O

(
R

D

)d−1
]
, (S2)

where ϕ is a dimensionless density [31, 53], D a characteristic microscopic length, O(R/D)d−1 represents terms of
order higher than (R/D)d−1, A and B are volume and surface coefficients, respectively, and are computed as [53]

A ≡ lim
|k|→0

S(k), (S3)

and

B ≡ d/π

∫ ∞

0

(S(k)− S(0))k−2dk. (S4)



13

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

10
1

H

T = 0.3
T = 0.5
T = 0.7

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Layer

-10

0

10

R
0
, 
R

c

R
c
; T = 0.3

R
0
; T = 0.3

R
c
; T = 0.5

R
0
; T = 0.5

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

10
1

H

T = 0.3
T = 0.5
T = 0.7

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Layer

-10

0

10

R
0
, 
R

c

R
c
; T = 0.3

R
0
; T = 0.3

R
c
; T = 0.5

R
0
; T = 0.5
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FIG. S9. Snapshots of a sub-region within a full layer composed of a triangular lattice with various defect types. The full
layer measures 200x173.2, while the sub-region displayed here has dimensions 30x26 in units of a. The defect concentration is
uniformly set at 2% across the full lattice, for all defect types. Defects are shown as solid red circles. The defect types include:
(1) randomly distributed point defects, (2) randomly distributed 4-point holes, (3) randomly distributed 8-point holes, (4) 4
single-particle-width stripes spaced at 173.2/4, (5) 2 double-particle-width stripes spaced at 173.2/2, (6) 1 quadruple-particle-
width stripe, with only one stripe shown in the sub-region.
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