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Metallic glasses are promising materials with unique mechanical and thermal properties, but
their atomic-scale dynamics remain challenging to understand. In this work, we develop a uni-
fied approach to investigate the glass transition and structural relaxation in CoCrNi, Zr46Cu46Al8,
Zr50Cu40Al10, and Zr64.13Cu15.75Ni10.12Al10 metallic glasses. Molecular dynamics (MD) simulation
is employed to analyze the radial distribution function at different temperatures and accurately
determine the glass transition temperature. We then combine this temperature with the Elastically
Collective Nonlinear Langevin Equation (ECNLE) theory to predict the temperature dependence of
the structural relaxation time, τα(T ). By connecting τα(T ) to the diffusion constant, the ECNLE
predictions of τα(T ) can be compared with those calculated from MD simulations or estimated based
on the diffusion constant. By combining atomistic simulation with force-level statistical mechanics,
our multiscale approach offers deeper insights into relaxation dynamics and diffusion across various
timescales. The relationship between the glass transition and the liquidus temperature is elucidated.
This study enhances understanding of the glassy dynamics and properties in complex amorphous
materials.

I. INTRODUCTION

Metallic glasses have gained significant attention as po-
tential candidates for high-performance engineering ap-
plications due to their unique and remarkable mechanical
properties [1–4]. These materials are conventionally pro-
duced through rapid cooling (in the order of millions of
degree Celsius per second), which prevents the formation
of a crystalline structure and instead results in a fully
disordered, glass-like atomic arrangement. Despite their
amorphous structure, metallic glasses retain the electri-
cal conductivity characteristic of metals. Understanding
the structural relaxation dynamics of these amorphous
materials is crucial for a range of applications, as it pro-
vides insight into how atomic-scale rearrangements occur
within the complex free-energy landscape. This knowl-
edge is essential for predicting and optimizing the per-
formance and stability of metallic glasses across various
engineering and technological fields.

The structural relaxation time is strongly affected by
temperature, external pressure, and confinement condi-
tions [1, 5–7]. At high temperatures, atoms are highly
mobile and materials have a liquid-like character. As the
temperature decreases, however, the dynamics slow down
considerably and this cooling leads to a sharp increase
in τα. This slowdown facilitates the formation of solid
materials with remarkable mechanical properties includ-
ing enhanced hardness and ductility. Around the glass
transition temperature, Tg, thermodynamic and physi-
cal properties, such as viscosity and diffusivity, undergo
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abrupt changes, increasing by several orders of magni-
tude [5, 7].

Theoretical and simulation approaches play a piv-
otal role in investigating key properties and the dynam-
ics of metallic glasses. Molecular dynamics simulations
have been widely used to compute the temperature-
dependent diffusion constant and structural relaxation
time by tracking atomic trajectories and correlating them
with time [8]. MD allows for detailed atomic-scale in-
sights into the dynamic processes, but its accuracy is lim-
ited by the short timescales and finite system sizes acces-
sible to simulations [8, 9]. The Vogel-Fulcher-Tammann
(VFT) model is commonly employed to fit diffusion and
relaxation data, estimate Tg, and extrapolate long-time
behaviors. However, it is a phenomenological model that
may oversimplify the complex structural dynamics in
glasses. Meanwhile, the Elastically Collective Nonlin-
ear Langevin Equation theory [8–21] has offered a rig-
orous theoretical framework that captures the local and
cooperative nature of structural relaxation and provides
quantitative predictions for the temperature and pressure
dependence of diffusion constant and relaxation time.
ECNLE calculations have agreed well with experimen-
tal data and simulations of many metallic glasses, poly-
mers, thermal liquids, and amorphous drugs [8–21]. It
can be challenging to apply the ECNLE theory to metal-
lic glasses without knowing their glass transition temper-
ature.

This raises several questions: (1) How can ECNLE the-
ory be effectively applied to metallic glasses, which are
relatively new materials with limited data on structure
and properties? (2) How can we connect the timescale
gap between MD simulations and experimental observa-
tions to gain accurate insights? (3) How can the EC-
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NLE theory be refined to better capture the complex
behavior of specific alloy systems? In this work, we ad-
dress the above open questions by integrating MD simu-
lations and ECNLE theory to study the glass transition
and relaxation dynamics of CoCrNi alloys, Zr46Cu46Al8,
Zr50Cu40Al10, and Zr64.13Cu15.75Ni10.12Al10. Our ap-
proach provides new insights into the dynamic arrest
and relaxation processes in these complex materials, en-
hancing the applicability of the ECNLE theory to predict
glassy dynamics in mid-, high-entropy, and metallic glass
alloys.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND OF THE
ECNLE THEORY

We begin by briefly reviewing the foundational prin-
ciples of the ECNLE theory [8–21]. This theory mod-
els glass-forming liquids as hard-sphere fluids, which are
characterized by particle density, ρ, and particle diam-
eter, d. The static structure of these fluids quantified
by the static structure factor, S(q), and the radial dis-
tribution function (RDF), g(r), is determined using the
Percus-Yevick theory [22]. S(q) and g(r) are both depen-
dent on the particle density, which is directly related to
the volume fraction in a fluid.

The motion of a single particle within this fluid is gov-
erned by interactions with neighboring particles, random
noise, and frictional forces. These combined effects are
described by a nonlinear stochastic equation. By solving
this equation associated with the force-force correlation
function, we can derive the free dynamic energy to de-
scribe local particle interactions. The analytical expres-
sion for this dynamic free energy is

Fdyn(r)

kBT
= −3 ln

r

d
(1)

−
∫ ∞

0

dq
q2d3 [S(q)− 1]

2

12πΦ [1 + S(q)]
exp

[
−q2r2(S(q) + 1)

6S(q)

]
,

where kB denotes the Boltzmann constant, T is the ambi-
ent temperature, r is the displacement, q is the wavevec-
tor, and Φ = ρπd3/6 is the volume fraction of the system.
The second term accounts for the caging effect, where a
particle’s motion is restricted by its neighbors. The first
term characterizes the behavior of an ideal fluid.

The free energy profile provides essential insights into
the mechanisms governing local particle dynamics. At
low densities (Φ < 0.432), particles move freely as if in
the fluid state due to weak interparticle interactions [8–
20]. In denser systems, interparticle interactions create a
cage-like confinement around a central particle with the
cage radius, rcage, defined by the first minimum in the
radial distribution function. Dynamic arrest occurs when
a local energy barrier appears in the dynamic free energy
landscape as depicted in Fig. 1. This barrier height
is FB = Fdyn(rB) − Fdyn(rL) with rL and rB being a
local minimum and maximum of Fdyn(r), respectively,
and ∆r = rB − rL is the jump distance.

While long-range elastic correlations have been pro-
posed as a potential contributor to caging effects in some
systems [8–16, 18, 20], our previous work specifically on
metallic glasses [17, 19] indicated that the influence of
cooperative dynamics on the glass transition is relatively
minor. Thus, in the present work, we consider only lo-
cal cage effects to describe glassy dynamics in metallic
glasses. The structural relaxation time as a function
of volume fraction is determined using Kramers’ theory,
which gives

τα
τs

= 1 +
2π√
K0KB

kBT

d2
exp

(
FB

kBT

)
, (2)

where τs is a short time scale, KB=
∣∣∂2Fdyn(r)/∂r

2
∣∣
r=rB

is the absolute curvature at the barrier position, and
K0 =

∣∣∂2Fdyn(r)/∂r
2
∣∣
r=rL

is a spring constant deter-

mined by the curvature of the dynamic free energy at
the equilibrium distance rL. τs is analytically obtained
by [8–19]

τs = g2(d)τE

[
1 +

1

36πΦ

∫ ∞

0

dq
q2(S(q)− 1)2

S(q) + b(q)

]
, (3)

where τE ≈ 10−13 s is the characteristic Enskog time
scale, b(q) is determined by b(q) = 1/ [1− j0(q) + 2j2(q)],
and jn(x) is the spherical Bessel function of order n [8–
19].
To quantitatively contrast our theoretical calculations

against experimental/simulation data, it is necessary to
relate the simulated packing fraction to a corresponding
real-world temperature. In prior works [8–12, 17], we
proposed a thermal mapping model based principle of
thermal expansion, which is

T ≈ Tg +
Φg − Φ

βΦ0
, (4)

where β = 12×10−4 K−1 is a typical volumetric thermal
expansion coefficient for numerous amorphous materials,
Φ0 = 0.5 is a characteristic packing fraction, the vol-
ume fraction Φg ≈ 0.6715 corresponds to the glass tran-
sition state of metallic glasses where the relaxation time
τα(Φg) reaches 100 seconds, and Tg is the glass transi-
tion temperature defined by τα(T = Tg) = 100 s. The Tg

value can be determined experimentally using techniques
such as differential scanning calorimetry and broadband
dielectric spectroscopy, or computationally through sim-
ulations. Previous works [8–21] have successfully em-
ployed experimental Tg values in ECNLE calculations
(Eqs. (1-4)) to accurately predict the α-relaxation time
as a function of temperature for various amorphous ma-
terials. The predicted timescales span both experimental
and simulation regimes as illustrated in Fig. 1. However,
the potential of MD-derived Tg values for the ECNLE
theory remains unexplored. In this study, we present the
first application of the ECNLE theory using Tg values
obtained from MD simulations.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Illustration of the dynamic free energy profile for a tagged particle showing key length scales and
the barrier height that governs local dynamics. These parameters are used in Kramers’ theory and the thermal mapping to
determine the structural relaxation time as a function of temperature.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In a prior work [17], we employed experimental Tg

values to predict the temperature dependence of struc-
tural relaxation times for several metallic glasses in-
cluding Pd30Ni50P20, Pd40Ni40P20, Pd40Ni10Cu30P20,
Pd42.5Ni7.5Cu30P20, and Zn38Mg12Ca32Yb18. The theo-
retical predictions exhibited quantitative agreement with
experimental data. For new metallic glasses, we deter-
mine Tg by analyzing g(r) obtained fromMD simulations.
The RDF provides insights into the spatial arrangement
of atoms within the material. In multi-component sys-
tems, g(r) consists of multiple partial contributions aris-
ing from distinct pairwise interactions between chemical
elements. We compute and normalize the partial RDFs
for all elemental pairs, weighting them by the product
of their corresponding concentrations, to obtain the to-
tal RDF. The calculated total RDF is then utilized to
determine the glass transition temperature in this study
and compared with previous results. As a metallic glass
is cooled, the RDF evolves and a distinct change emerges
at the glass transition. Following the approach of Wendt
and Abraham [23], by tracking the evolution of the ra-
tio gmin/gmax during cooling simulations with gmin and
gmax being the first minimum and maximum of g(r), re-
spectively, the glass transition temperature can be pre-
cisely identified. Changes in alloy composition affect the
partial radial distribution functions and their weights in
the total RDF, and thereby influence the glass transition
temperature.

All MD simulations were performed using the Large-
scale Atomic/Molecular Massively Parallel Simulator
(LAMMPS). Each simulation cell contains 4000 atoms in-
teracting with each other via embedded-atom potentials
[24, 25]. The initial systems were constructed as solid so-
lutions with fcc crystal structures, where lattice sites were
randomly occupied by the constituent elements. These
systems were then melted and equilibrated at 3000 K for
40 ps under NPT conditions, using a 1 fs time step. Sub-

sequently, the melts were gradually quenched to approx-
imately 300 K over a timescale of 250 ps. The procedure
is followed by an additional 40 ps of relaxation at each
temperature. Periodic boundary conditions were applied
in all three directions.
Before determining Tg for Zr46Cu46Al8, Zr50Cu40Al10,

and Zr64.13Cu15.75Ni10.12Al10, we first validate our MD
simulations by comparing the RDFs at fixed temper-
atures with experimental data and previous simula-
tion studies [26–28]. Figure 2 presents the quantita-
tive agreement between our results and these reference
works. Notably, the authors in Ref. [26] performed
density functional theory (DFT) calculations alongside
neural-network-potential MD (NNP-MD) simulations for
Zr46Cu46Al8. They showed an almost perfect overlap
between the DFT and NNP-MD curves. This high
level of agreement indicates that our results are also
consistent with DFT simulations. Furthermore, de-
spite the inherent complexities of experimentally fabri-
cated metallic glass structures, the strong correlation be-
tween our simulation data and in-situ X-ray structural
measurements for the metallic glasses Zr50Cu40Al10 and
Zr64.13Cu15.75Ni10.12Al10 shows the reliability and accu-
racy of our simulation approach.
For the CoCrNi metallic glass, we utilize MD simu-

lations to calculate the average diffusion coefficient at
various temperatures. The diffusion coefficient, D, is
obtained by analyzing the mean-square displacement
(MSD) of atoms through the Einstein relation [29]

D = lim
t→∞

(
1

N

N∑
i=1

1

6t
⟨|ri(t)− ri(0)|2⟩

)
(5)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes an ensemble average over all particles
ith in the system, ri(t) is the position of particle i at
time t, ri(0) is its initial position, and N is the num-
ber of atoms. As illustrated in Fig. 3, our numerical
results show excellent quantitative agreement with dif-
fusion coefficients obtained from ab initio molecular dy-



4

0 2 4 6 8 1 0 1 20

0 . 5

1

1 . 5

2

2 . 5

3

Z r 4 6 C u 4 6 A l 8

g(r
)

r  ( Å )

 N N P
 T h i s  w o r k

( a )

0 2 4 6 8 1 0 1 20

0 . 5

1

1 . 5

2

2 . 5

3

g(r
)

r  ( Å )

 E x p e r i m e n t
 T h i s  w o r k
Z r 5 0 C u 4 0 A l 1 0

( b )

0 2 4 6 8 1 0 1 20

0 . 5

1

1 . 5

2

2 . 5

3

Z r 6 4 . 1 3 C u 1 5 . 7 5 N i 1 0 . 1 2 A l 1 0

g(r
)

r  ( Å )

 E x p e r i m e n t
 T h i s  w o r k

( c )

FIG. 2: (Color online) Our predicted RDFs and their counterparts for (a) Zr46Cu46Al8 predicted using neural network poten-
tials (NNP) at 1100 K [26], (b) Zr50Cu40Al10 [27], and (c) Zr64.13Cu15.75Ni10.12Al10 [28] measured by the synchrotron X-ray
diffraction at 870 K and 298 K, respectively.
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The concentration-weighted average
of the self-diffusion coefficient for CoCrNi as a function of
temperature computed in our work and by AIMD simulation
in Ref. [40].

namics (AIMD) simulations reported in Ref. [26]. De-
spite the differences in methodology between MD and
AIMD, the diffusion coefficients demonstrate remarkable
consistency. Since the diffusion coefficient is directly de-
rived from the atomic positions within the alloy over de-
fined time intervals, this high level of accuracy reinforces
the validity of our simulated RDFs.

After validating the accuracy of our MD simulations,
we compute the RDFs for the metallic glasses under
study at various temperatures to determine their glass
transition temperatures. The MD-simulated Tg values
are then quantitatively compared with those reported in
previous studies as shown in Table I Differences between
the Tg values predicted by MD simulations and experi-
mentally measured values can be attributed to two main
factors. In MD simulations, the accessible timescales
are on the order of nanoseconds, which is substantially
shorter than those in experimental conditions. The glass
formation in experiments occurs at much slower cool-

Material Tg (this work) Tg (prior works)

CoCrNi 750

Zr46Cu46Al8 769 708 [30, 31], 695 [32],
715 [33], 706 [26],

765 [34]

Zr50Cu40Al10 756 692 [35], 706 [36],
703 [27], 673-717 [37]

Zr64.13Cu15.75Ni10.12Al10 735.5 639 [38], 675 [39],
625 [28]

TABLE I: The glass transition temperatures in Kelvin com-
puted in our work and their corresponding experimental and
simulation values in previous works.

ing rates spanning from minutes to hours. This discrep-
ancy in cooling rates leads to higher Tg values in simula-
tions, as the rapid quenching rates can trap the atomic
structure at higher temperatures than those observed
experimentally. Additionally, MD simulations generally
use simplified interatomic potentials and idealized con-
ditions, which may not fully capture the complexities of
real materials such as defects, impurities, or structural
heterogeneities. These complexities also contribute to
discrepancies in Tg. In our case, the accelerated cooling
rate in MD appears to be the primary factor contributing
to the difference. Nonetheless, the deviation between our
simulated Tg values and those reported in other studies
is less than 50 K (approximately 7 %), which is within
an acceptable range for subsequent analysis.

After determining Tg from our MD simulation, we sub-
stitute this value into Eq. (4) along with Eqs. (2-4) to
calculate the temperature dependence of the structural
relaxation time by the ECNLE theory. For Zr46Cu46Al8,
we obtained a Tg of 750 K. Notably, as shown in Fig.
4, our ECNLE predictions for τα(T ) demonstrate strong
quantitative agreement with the NNP-MD simulation
data reported in Ref. [26]. Note that the timescale of
NNP-MD simulations (less than 10 ns) is significantly
shorter than the experimental relaxation timescale (∼
100 s). To facilitate comparison with experimental data
or our ECNLE predictions on an experimental timescale,
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and data points correspond to ECNLE predictions and NNP-
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the VFT function was employed to extrapolate the NNP-
MD data to longer timescales. While our ECNLE calcu-
lations show reasonable agreement with the extrapolated
VFT results, the VFT extrapolation suggests a higher
fragility compared to our theoretical predictions.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The logarithm of the structural re-
laxation time (in seconds) for the CoCrNi metallic glass as a
function of 1000/T calculated using the ECNLE theory (solid
curve) and MD simulation (data points).

For the CoCrNi mid-entropy alloy, our MD simula-
tions predict Tg = 750 K. This value combined with
the ECNLE theory allows us to calculate the structural
relaxation time τα(T ) as shown in Fig. 5. While direct
experimental or simulation data for τα(T ) of CoCrNi is

unavailable, we can infer it from the diffusion coefficient.
According to the ECNLE theory, D(T ) and τα(T ) are
related by

D(T ) =
∆r2

6τα(T )
. (6)

where ∆r ≈ 0.2 − 0.4d [8–17]. In our ECNLE frame-
work, the effective diameter of a hard-sphere particle cor-
responds to the average lattice spacing of the alloy’s unit
cell. Based on our MD simulations, d ≈ 3.6 Å and, thus,
∆r ≈ 1 Å. By substituting these values of ∆r and the
calculated D(T ) from Fig. 3 into Eq. (6), we obtain
τα(T ). Interestingly, the ECNLE calculations quantita-
tively agree with our MD-derived estimates. The quan-
titative agreement between our ECNLE calculations and
MD simulations for CoCrNi suggests that this approach
can serve as a reliable tool for predicting structural re-
laxation times in a wide range of metallic glass systems.
As mentioned above, for Φ ≤ 0.432, the system ex-

hibits fluid-like behavior with delocalized particles, sim-
ilar to a high-temperature melt. This suggests that the
volume fraction Φl = 0.432 may correspond the liquidus
point of the hard-sphere fluid as it represents the bound-
ary between the normal liquid and supercooled regimes.
Based on this assumption, Eq. (4) predicts a temper-
ature difference of Tl − Tg ≈ 400 K. This result leads
to an estimated liquidus temperature for Zr46Cu46Al8 of
approximately 1168 K, which is quantitatively close to
the reported value of 1163 K in Ref. [30] and the range
of 1209-1229 K in Ref. [26]. Furthermore, our analy-
sis of 715 metallic glasses from Ref. [41] reveals that
Tl − Tg ≈ 464 ± 97 K. This finding is also consistent
with our result. Note that this work neglects the influ-
ence of elastic collective dynamics on the glass transition.
Incorporating these collective effects, though small, de-
creases Φg [8, 9] and, thereby, narrows the gap between
the liquidus and glass transition temperature.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, our study has presented a comprehen-
sive investigation of the glass transition and structural re-
laxation dynamics in CoCrNi and other metallic glasses
through MD simulations and the ECNLE theory. By
reasonably determining the glass transition temperature
from MD simulations and employing the ECNLE the-
ory, we successfully predicted the temperature-dependent
behavior of the structural relaxation time and diffusion
constant. Numerical results quantitatively agree with
experimental data and simulations in previous works
[26–28, 40]. The quantitative agreement validates our
approach to investigate relaxation dynamics in metal-
lic glasses. This multiscale approach, which combines
atomistic simulations with force-level statistical mechan-
ics, allows us to provide a more profound understand-
ing of relaxation dynamics and diffusion across different
timescales. This work advances our understanding of the
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fundamental physics governing glass-forming alloys and
paves the way for the design of materials with optimized
physical-mechanical properties.
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