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ABSTRACT 

The properties of amorphous solid water at and near the calorimetric glass transition temperature, Tg, of 

136 K have been debated for years. One hypothesis is that water turns into a “true” liquid at Tg (i.e., it 

becomes ergodic) and exhibits all the characteristics of an ergodic liquid, including translational diffusion. 

A competing hypothesis is that only rotational motion becomes active at Tg, while the “real” glass 

transition in water is at a considerably higher temperature. To address this dispute, we have investigated 

the diffusive mixing in nanoscale water films, with thicknesses up to ~100 nm, using infrared (IR) 

spectroscopy. The experiments used films that were composed of at least 90% H2O with D2O making up 

the balance and were conducted in conditions where H/D exchange was essentially eliminated. Because 

the IR spectra of multilayer D2O films (e.g., thicknesses of ~3 – 6 nm) embedded within thick H2O films 

are distinct from the spectrum of isolated D2O molecules within H2O, the diffusive mixing of (initially) 

isotopically layered water films could be followed as a function of annealing time and temperature. The 

results show that water films with total thicknesses ranging from ~20 to 100 nm diffusively mixed prior to 

crystallization for temperatures between 120 and 144 K. The translational diffusion had an Arrhenius 

temperature dependence with an activation energy of 40.8 kJ/mol, which indicates that water at and near 

Tg is a strong liquid. The measured diffusion coefficient at 136 K is 6.25 ± 1.4 × 10-21 m2/s.  
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I. INTRODUCTION 

At sufficiently low temperatures (e.g., 100 K or less), water can adopt a variety of non-crystalline 

forms that are unable to relax on an experimentally accessible timescale. In an early report, Burton and 

Oliver found that depositing water vapor on a cold Cu rod at temperatures around 120 K produced an 

amorphous solid,1 which is commonly called amorphous solid water (ASW). In 1985, Mayer showed that 

crystallization in liquid water could be avoided if micron-scale droplets were sprayed onto a cold 

substrate, producing hyperquenched glassy water (HGW).2 Alternatively, Mishima and co-workers 

showed that compressing hexagonal ice, Ih, at 77 K produced amorphous ice,3 that upon recovery to 

ambient pressure had a density of ~1.17 g/cm3 and was thus called high density amorphous ice (HDA). 

Interestingly, upon annealing to ~135 K, HDA converts to a distinct polymorph – low density amorphous 

ice (LDA). When compressed, LDA reverts to HDA via a first-order-like transition.4 At low pressures 

other amorphous solids, such as very high density and medium density amorphous ices (VHDA and 

MDA, respectively) have also been identified.5, 6 The properties of amorphous solids at high pressures are 

also of great interest.  

The possible connections between ASW, HGW, and LDA have been the extensively investigated.7-9 

One key question is: What happens to these amorphous solids as the temperature is increased to the point 

where the structure is no longer kinetically arrested?9 One hypothesis is that they turn into the same 

supercooled liquid at 136 K, such that they exhibit all the properties characteristic of normal liquids, 

including rotational and translational diffusion, Drot and Dtr, respectively. (Below, we will refer to the 
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translational diffusion of water molecules as simply “diffusion.”) Using differential scanning calorimetry 

(DSC), a weak endotherm, which is found at ~136 K for LDA, ASW, and HGW, has been identified as the 

onset of liquid-like behavior. In that case, the corresponding glass transition temperature, Tg, would be 

136 K.10, 11 A second hypothesis is that this weak endotherm is associated with the unfreezing of rotational 

motion, but not diffusion, in these amorphous solids, and that the true glass-liquid transition occurs at 

much higher temperatures (e.g., ~165 K).12, 13  Yet a third hypothesis is that the amorphous ices are 

unstable with respect to crystalline ice, and any observed changes are the result of an amorphous-to-

crystalline transition. These and other hypotheses, are discussed in detail in several excellent reviews.7-9  

One of the primary motivations for developing a detailed understanding of how amorphous ices 

transform when they are warmed up relates to persistent questions about the structure and dynamics of 

normal and supercooled liquid water, and its many anomalous properties.7, 14, 15 A leading hypothesis 

proposes that liquid water at low temperatures and high pressures can exist in two distinct forms – a high-

density liquid (HDL) and a low-density liquid (LDL) – that are separated by a two-phase coexistence line 

that terminates in a second critical point. One appealing aspect of this liquid-liquid critical point (LLCP) 

hypothesis is that it provides a natural explanation for HDA and LDA. Namely, they are the glassy 

analogs of HDL and LDL.7 Therefore, determining if LDA turns into a “true” liquid at/near the glass 

transition temperature before it eventually crystallizes will provide valuable information about the 

feasibility of the LLCP and other hypotheses for water’s unusual behavior.  

Angell noted that “The most fundamental of the transport properties is the self-diffusion coefficient, 

since no external stress is required to manifest, or measure, the property.”16 The question of whether 

diffusion occurs in ASW, HGW, and LDA has been controversial since at least 1995 when Fisher and 

Devlin investigated H/D exchange in amorphous H2O films that had been doped with a low concentration 

of isolated D2O.12 Protons were injected into the films through photoexcitation of 2-napthol, and the H/D 

exchange kinetics, which first converted isolated D2O to 2 adjacent HOD (“coupled HOD”) and then to 

isolated HOD, were monitored via infrared spectroscopy. Fisher and Devlin argued that the observed 

kinetics ruled out diffusion in ASW, and instead suggested molecular rotations were sufficient to explain 

their results. Subsequently, Johari challenged Fisher and Devlin’s interpretation noting that diffusion 

could also account for the observations.17 Recently, elegant experiments from Shephard and Salzmann 

examined the influence of isotopes (H2O, H2
18O and D2O) on the calorimetric glass transition 

temperatures in LDA, HDA and crystalline ice VI.13 As they noted, hydrogen-disordered ice VI is an 

interesting case because its glass transition is due to unfreezing of molecular rotations – no diffusion is 

involved. Using DSC, they found that (i) the magnitude of endotherms for LDA and ice VI were 

comparable, (ii) their Tg’s were nearly the same, and (iii) the transition temperatures showed essentially 
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identical isotopic shifts. Based on the similarities between LDA and ice VI, they concluded that the 

experimentally observed glass transition in LDA (and also HDA) involves only rotational motion. 

Vapor deposition onto cold surfaces in ultrahigh vacuum with various isotopologues of water allows 

one to create isotopically-layered amorphous solid water films.18 Upon heating, such layered films have 

been used to investigate dynamic processes, including mixing within nanoscale water films.19, 20 The 

mixing within layered H2
18O/H2

16O films, which was monitored via desorption into the gas phase, 

occurred in concert with crystallization of the films at ~ 155 K. A model that treated the crystallization 

kinetics and assumed diffusion within in the liquid portion of the crystallizing films (with negligible 

diffusion in the crystalline portion) was able to reproduce the observations. However, subsequent 

experiments showed that the crystallization heavily influenced the mixing process, precluding an accurate 

determination of the diffusion in the liquid portion from those measurments.21, 22  

Fluidity – which is connected to diffusion – is one of the hallmarks of liquids. In a recent review of 

“Water’s controversial glass transitions”, Amann-Winkel, et al., note that “(t)he key question, to us, 

remains whether above the glass transition the water molecules display liquid-like bulk fluidity or not.”9 

However, many of the experimental approaches used to date do not directly address this issue or had 

various experimental limitations. The authors suggest that detailed measurements of the shear viscosity is 

one approach to this problem, while “diffusion measurements probing the transport of oxygen [emphasis 

in the original] will do the job.”  

Here, building upon recent experiments showing that H/D exchange can be effectively eliminated in 

nanoscale water films,23 we use infrared spectroscopy to investigate the diffusive mixing of (intact) D2O 

molecules in H2O films at and below the traditional glass transition (Tg = 136 K). The results demonstrate 

long range translational diffusion (e.g. > 5 nm) of molecular D2O in water at temperatures from 120 - 144 

K. The diffusive mixing of the films is independent of the total film thicknesses, xfilm, in the range of ~20 

– 100 nm. The results indicate that the measured diffusion is not influenced by the water/substrate or 

water/vacuum interfaces and is instead characteristic of the bulk liquid. The diffusion is activated with 

simple Arrhenius temperature dependence and an activation energy of 40.8 kJ/mol. The results indicate 

that water at and near the glass transition is a strong, supercooled liquid. Furthermore, the Wilson-Frenkel 

model24-26 – which posits that the growth rate of a crystalline phase in contact with its melt is proportional 

to the diffusion coefficient within the liquid – holds for supercooled water near Tg. 

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS 

The experiments were performed in an ultrahigh vacuum (UHV) system, which had typical base 

pressures of 1.3 × 10-8 Pa or less, that has been described in detail previously.27 For the results reported 

here, the relevant components were a closed-cycle helium cryostat (Advanced Research Systems, CSW-
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204B), an effusive molecular beam dosing line, a quadrupole mass spectrometer (Extrel, Merlin) and a 

Fourier transform infrared spectrometer (Bruker, Vertex 70). The cryostat allowed a Pt(111) single crystal 

(1 cm diameter, 2 mm thick) to be cooled to a base temperature of ~25 K. Heating and isothermal 

temperature control were achieved by resistively heating thin tantalum wires spot-welded to the back of 

the crystal. The temperature was monitored with a K-type thermocouple, also spot-welded to the back of 

the crystal.  

The Pt(111) crystal was cleaned by sputtering with 2 keV Ne+ and then annealing at 1000 K in 

vacuum. Nanoscale films of H2O and D2O were adsorbed onto the crystal at normal incidence at 108 K 

using the molecular beam with fluxes of ~2 × 1018 m-2s-1. These conditions produced a non-porous, 

amorphous solid water (ASW) film.28, 29 The central portion of the molecular beam (the umbra) had a 

diameter of 8.5 mm, while at the edge of the crystal, the flux decreased by ~20% (i.e., in the penumbra). 

Water coverages, θ, are given in units of water monolayers (ML) on Pt(111), which was determined using 

temperature programmed desorption (TPD). For a water “monolayer” on Pt(111), there are two closely 

related structures corresponding to a single monolayer on Pt(111), the �√37 × √37�R25.3° structure and 

the �√39 × √39�R16.3° structure.30 They have coverages of 1.054 and 1.077 × 1015 molecules/cm2, 

respectively and are difficult to distinguish in the TPD spectra, but this uncertainty is small compared to 

other sources of error in the measurements. Below, some results are discussed in terms of the thickness of 

various water layers. To convert water coverages to thicknesses, we assumed 1 ML = 0.33 nm. (For LDA 

at 80 K, the density is 937 kg/m3,31  and the typical distance between molecules 𝑟𝑟𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛 can be estimated as 

𝑟𝑟𝑛𝑛𝑛𝑛~𝑁𝑁−1 3⁄ ~ 0.32 nm, where N is the number density.)  

Water films with a total coverage, θtotal, of 200 ML, corresponding to a thickness of ~66 nm, were 

used for most of the experiments presented below. However, as shown in the Results and Discussion 

section, the same behavior was found for films with coverages from 60 – 300 ML, corresponding to 

thicknesses of ~20 to 100 nm.  Furthermore, in most of the experiments, the D2O layers were sufficiently 

far from the water/Pt and water/vacuum interfaces that processes occurring at those interfaces did not 

influence the results. The disruption of the bulk hydrogen-bonding network in the vicinity of these 

interfaces could alter the structure and dynamics there, making them unrepresentative of the bulk 

transport properties. For example, crystallization in nanoscale water films occurs preferentially at the 

vacuum interface, presumably due to the enhanced mobility and excess free volume for water molecules 

there.32 In another example, the enhanced mobility of molecules at the vacuum interface can lead to the 

formation of exceptionally stable glasses during vapor deposition.33, 34 

To investigate molecular diffusion using layered films of D2O and H2O it was necessary to suppress 

H/D exchange. As mentioned already in the introduction, H/D exchange can convert D2O into HOD. In 
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that case, repeated H/D exchange reactions combined with molecular rotations, can lead to transport of 

hydrogenic mass over appreciable distances, even in the absence of molecular diffusion. Because the 

relative rates for molecular rotations and diffusion are not known near Tg, experiments with appreciable 

H/D exchange do not provide an unambiguous method for measuring diffusion.9 However, at 

temperatures near Tg, autoionization in water is very low, and recent work in our group has shown that 

H/D exchange can be suppressed if exogenous sources of excess protons are removed.23 The primary 

source of protons for the experiments reported here was from dissociative adsorption of H2 on the Pt(111) 

substrate that occurred as the sample cooled after rapid heating to high temperatures. (The “flash” heating 

was performed to remove any volatile species from the surface prior to adsorbing the water films. H2 is 

typically one of the primary residual gases in ultrahigh vacuum systems.) Once water was deposited and 

the system was heated, the adsorbed H atoms reacted with the water to form hydrated protons that 

subsequently diffuse into the film, leading to H/D exchange between D2O and H2O. However, this 

problem was avoided by adsorbing small amounts of O2 on the surface prior to adding the water. The 

oxygen effectively scavenged the adsorbed H, suppressing the H/D exchange but not eliminating it 

entirely.23 However, any remaining excess protons established a distance-dependent distribution within 

the film, such that they were primarily localized near the Pt substrate.27 Because the IR signal for isolated 

D2O is easily distinguished from the signal for an isolated HOD,12, 27 it was relatively straightforward to 

monitor the production of isolated HOD (if any) during the course of the experiments. For example, in 

some experiments where the evolution of the water films was monitored for long times, D2O diffused into 

the vicinity of the Pt substrate and some H/D exchange occurred. 

Water films in UHV systems are metastable with respect to both crystallization and desorption 

(sublimation/vaporization). The experiments reported below were designed to probe processes in water 

films at/near Tg that were not affected by crystallization or desorption. In IRAS, crystallization can 

typically be detected once the crystalline fraction has reached ~ 0.01 – 0.02.35, 36 The results presented 

below focus on times prior to the onset of crystallization. For T < 136.5 K, no crystallization was detected 

during the experiments. However, for some experiments at higher temperatures, the films eventually 

crystallized at longer times. Only data without detectable crystallization was included in the analysis. 

Furthermore, the times most relevant for analyzing the diffusion were considerably less than the 

crystallization time. For example, the onset of crystallization was observed at ~2700 s for a film annealed 

at 140 K. Below we will show that a typical water molecule would have diffused 𝑥𝑥𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑 ~ 16 nm during 

that time (where 𝑥𝑥𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑~�6𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡 (in 3 dimensions)).  The experiments started with D2O films, θD2O = 2 – 

20 ML, deposited at various locations within H2O films (e.g., Fig. 1a). Desorption from the water films 

did not appreciably affect the results for experiments where the coverage of an H2O cap layer, θcap, 

deposited on top of the D2O layer was large compared to amount that desorbed during the experiment. 
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Those experiments included films with θtotal = 200 ML, a 20 ML D2O layer, and θcap = 90 ML. For 

experiments with D2O layers at or near the vacuum interface, desorption did not qualitatively change the 

results. However, to obtain quantitative results, desorption was included in the analysis.  

In the results presented below, the OD-stretch region (~2200 cm-1 to 2750 cm-1) of the IRAS spectra 

was analyzed to assess the diffusive mixing in D2O/H2O water films. In this wavenumber range, H2O has 

a broad combination band (see Fig. S1). The contribution of this H2O band has been subtracted prior to 

analysis and displaying the spectra.  

To model diffusion in the water films, the one-dimensional diffusion equation was solved by 

converting it into a series of coupled ordinary differential equations (representing the layers within the 

films). The initial conditions were chosen to match the experimental configurations in the layered films of 

H2O and D2O (e.g., Fig. 1a). A reflecting boundary condition was imposed at the water/Pt and 

water/vacuum interfaces. For some experiments, D2O layers were deposited at or near the vacuum 

interface. As noted above, desorption was not negligible for those experiments, and it was included in the 

calculations. Although the desorption rate for films of pure D2O and H2O are different at a given 

temperature, the D2O and H2O were assumed to desorb at the same rate in the simulations. Test 

calculations, which varied the desorption rate, indicated that this did not appreciably influence the results.   

III. RESULTS 

To address molecular translational diffusion in “bulk” water, the experiments used infrared reflection 

absorption spectroscopy (IRAS) to monitor the evolution versus time in the OD-stretching region of water 

films that were deposited with layers of D2O embedded within H2O in various configurations (e.g., Fig. 

1a). The water layers were grown in conditions where diffusion was negligible and the initial 

concentration of D2O in the film was zero except in well-defined layers. If molecular diffusion is 

appreciable, then upon annealing to higher temperature, the overall concentration of D2O will evolve 

towards a constant determined by the relative amounts of H2O and D2O within the film. IRAS can 

monitor this process because IR spectra in the OH- and OD-stretching regions are sensitive to the local 

hydrogen bonding arrangement.37 Here, we use the fact that D2O molecules isolated within an H2O matrix 

have an IR spectrum in the OD-stretch region (~2200 – 2750 cm-1) that is distinct from those of both pure 

D2O and isolated HOD (see Fig. S2).12, 27  
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Fig. 1. (a) Schematic of the initial sample configurations. All the films were comprised of 180 ML H2O 

and 20 ML D2O arranged in four different configurations: (i) A single 20 ML D2O layer embedded in the 

middle of the H2O; (ii) 2 × 10 ML D2O layers; (iii) 4 × 5 ML D2O layers, and (iv) 10 × 2 ML D2O layers. 

(b) IRAS spectra for 4 water films with different initial configurations: As deposited (solid lines) and 

during (dotted lines) annealing at 134.5 K for (i) 2.1 × 104 s, (ii) 5270 s, (iii) 1330 s, and (iv) 209 s. The 

IR spectra before (during) annealing were taken at 108 K (134.5 K). After annealing all the spectra are 

essentially identical (dotted lines).  

Figure 1b shows several spectra for water films that had θtotal = 200 ML (i.e., xfilm ~ 66 nm), with θH2O 

= 180 ML and θD2O = 20 ML. While the films all contained 20 ML D2O, the initial spatial arrangement of 

the D2O was different in each film (Fig. 1a). As a result, the IR spectra before annealing were all distinct 

(Fig. 1b, solid lines). The IR spectra of films grown with fewer, but thicker, D2O layers more closely 

resemble the spectra of “bulk” D2O because they have fewer D2O molecules influenced by nearby H2O 

(see Fig. S2). In contrast, after annealing for various times at 134.5 K, all the films evolved to the point 

where they had a nearly identical spectrum that was dominated by two distinct peaks at 2478 cm-1 ± 2  

cm-1 and 2392 cm-1 ± 2 cm-1 (Fig. 1b, dotted lines). IR spectra were also obtained for films with lower 

D2O concentrations dispersed in H2O (see Fig. S3), and they were similar to the final spectra shown in 

Fig. 1.  The IR spectra observed after sufficient annealing are characteristic of isolated D2O and are quite 

similar to previous reports.12, 23, 27 Note that as the thickness of the individual D2O layers increased in Fig. 

1, the annealing time required for the resulting IR spectra to resemble isolated D2O increased rapidly. For 

film (i), which had a single 20 ML D2O layer, to sufficiently mix to have a similar spectrum to the other 
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starting configurations suggests that water molecules within that film diffused distances that were on the 

order of 10 nm. 

For the experiments shown in Fig. 1, 10% of the water molecules were D2O while the remaining 90% 

were H2O. At this concentration, if all the water molecules form 4 hydrogen bonds and are randomly 

distributed with respect to the isotopologues, then 66% of the D2O will have 4 H2O neighbors and another 

29% will have only 1 D2O neighbor. As a result, isolated D2O and D2O “dimers” will account for 95% of 

the total D2O in the water film. Here, we refer to low concentrations of D2O dispersed in H2O as “isolated 

D2O”, but it is useful to remember that the actual amount of D2O nearest neighbors (or other D2O 

clusters) is a sensitive function of the local concentration.  

For experiments with a single multilayer D2O slab in the middle of an H2O film (see Fig. 1a(i)), the 

IR spectra showed a characteristic evolution versus time when the films were annealed at temperatures 

where diffusion was appreciable. For example, Fig 2a shows a series of IR spectra in the OD-stretch 

region for a film with one 20 ML D2O layer in the middle of 180 ML H2O. Before annealing, the peak in 

the spectrum was at ~2490 cm-1 (Fig. 2a, black line). Upon annealing at 132.5 K, the peak continuously 

shifted to lower wavenumbers (Fig 2a, red lines). At the same time, an initial shoulder at ~2395 cm-1 

developed into a distinct peak at later times. The changes in the IR spectra upon annealing can be 

highlighted by taking the difference between the spectra at any given time and the first spectrum at Tanneal 

(Fig. 2b). The difference spectra emphasize the emergence of the 2 lower frequency peaks in the IR 

spectra at later times.  

For water, the IR spectra in the OH- and OD-stretch regions are very sensitive to the local 

environment,37 including the local concentration of H2O and D2O. They also reflect the sum of the 

contributions from all the molecules. For experiments such as those shown in Figs. 1 and 2, the D2O 

molecules experience a time-dependent range of local concentrations, which makes it difficult to extract 

the self-diffusion coefficient for water directly from the observed IR spectra. However, for films with 20 

ML D2O in the middle of 180 ML H2O that were subsequently annealed at different temperatures, the IR 

spectra evolved through essentially the same sequence as shown in Fig. 2, but the amount of time needed 

to progress through the sequence depended on the temperature. Qualitatively, this is just what one expects 

for a system that diffusively mixes from an initially layered configuration. In that case, there is a  
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Fig. 2. a) IR spectra in the OD-stretch region for a film that started with 20 ML D2O deposited in the 

middle of 180 ML H2O (see, Fig. 1a(i)). All the spectra were acquired at 132.5 K during annealing. The 

first spectrum at 132.5 K (black line) is similar to the as-deposited spectrum acquired at 108 K (not 

shown). The spectrum after annealing for 4.4 × 104 s (blue line) is characteristic of isolated D2O in H2O. 

The intermediate spectra (red lines) were taken at 82, 164, 370, 660, 1080, 2650, 4510, 6020, 9040, and 

1.38 × 104 s. b) Difference spectra where the first spectrum (panel a, black line) has been subtracted from 

all the subsequent spectra. With increasing annealing time (red lines), the spectra lose intensity at higher 

wavenumbers (e.g., 2525 – 2670 cm-1) and gain intensity at lower wavenumbers (e.g. 2365 – 2495 cm-1). 

Fig. S1 shows the raw spectra.  
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characteristic time at each temperature, 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇), that is proportional to 𝜆𝜆2 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇)⁄ , where λ is characteristic 

length within each film. For films with the same initial configuration, λ does not depend on temperature, 

so the time dependence observed in the experiments is related to 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇). While it is difficult to determine 

𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) directly from the IR spectra, we demonstrate next that it is straightforward to determine 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) (e.g., 

Fig. 3). Another set of experiments (discussed below), then allow us to relate 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) to 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇).  

To assess the timescales for the changes in the IR spectra due to diffusive mixing of the water layers 

at various temperatures, we can track integrals over various portions of the IR bands versus time. Figs. 3a 

and S4a show two of these integrals: one on the high-frequency side of the OD-stretch band (2525 – 2670 

cm-1, see Fig. 2b) that decreases with time, and a second integral on the low-frequency side (2365 – 2495 

cm-1, see Fig. 2b) that increases with time. As seen in Figs. 3a and S4a, the time at which a given value of 

either integral is reached increases substantially at lower temperatures. However, when the times are 

scaled by 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇), the data collapse onto two curves – one for each of the integrals (Figs. 3b and S4b). An 

important observation is that 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) increased exponentially versus 1/T with an apparent activation energy 

of 40.8 kJ/mol (see Fig. S5 and Table S1). Section S1 of the supplementary material discusses the 

scaling behavior expected for diffusively mixed films and our method for determining 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇).  

Qualitatively similar results to those shown in Fig. 3 were obtained for different choices of the 

integration limits within the increasing or decreasing portions of the IR band. As noted already, this 

behavior is consistent with diffusive mixing in the films where only the rate of mixing – not the sequence 

of concentration profiles – depends on the temperature. Similar scaling behavior was also observed for 

other film geometries (see Fig. S6). For the results shown in Fig. 3, the IR spectra continued to evolve 

even at the longest times in part because the D2O was still not uniformly distributed within the water 

films. While the D2O should continue to disperse at longer times, several factors worked against 

conducting longer experiments, including desorption and crystallization of the water films, and an 

increase in the H/D exchange when D2O diffused into the vicinity of the platinum substrate (see 

discussion in the Methods section).  
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Fig. 3. (a) Integrals over low wavenumber (2365 – 2495 cm-1) and high wavenumber (2525 – 2670 cm-1) 

regions of the OD-stretch band vs time. Water films with one 20 ML D2O layer in the middle of 180 ML 

H2O were annealed at (1) 120.2 K, (2) 124.5 K, (3) 128.5 K, (4) 130 K, (5) 134 K, (6) 136 K, (7) 138.5 K, 

and (8) 142.5 K. Each symbol in the figure corresponds to an IR spectrum taken at the indicated time and 

temperature. The increasing signal in the low wavenumber portion of the band is associated with 

increasingly isolated D2O, while the decreasing signal at higher wavenumbers is due to the loss of “bulk-

like” D2O. b) When the times in a) are scaled by 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇), all the data collapse onto 2 curves, as expected for 

diffusion. (Fig. S7 displays this data on a linear time scale.) 

One concern that has been raised with respect to experiments on nanoscale water films is that they 

might not represent the behavior of bulk liquid water. While numerous classical and ab initio molecular 

dynamics simulations have suggested that the structure and dynamics of water converge to bulk behavior 

in very short distances (typically less than 3 nm) from water/solid, water/vacuum, or water/air 

interfaces,38-40 it is important to investigate if this also holds for water films near Tg. To test this, diffusive 

mixing was measured in a series water films with a 10 ML D2O layer deposited between H2O cap and 

spacer layers of increasing thickness separating the D2O from the interfaces (i.e. similar to Fig. 1a(i)). 

Specifically, the as-deposited film structures were Pt/θspacer/10 ML D2O/θcap, where 10 ML ≤ θspacer = θcap ≤ 

150 ML. The corresponding thicknesses for these films were ~10 nm ≤ xfilm ≤ 100 nm. For these 

experiments, if the diffusion was independent of the film thickness, then the concentration vs time would 

be the same for all the different geometries until D2O diffused to the water/Pt and water/vacuum 

interfaces. For water films annealed at 134 K for 8000 s, the IR spectra were essentially identical for H2O 

layers ≥ 45 ML (see Fig. S8). For thinner H2O cap and spacer layers, the IR spectra begin show 
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differences at early times because D2O reached the interfaces sooner. Based on these results, the diffusion 

coefficient in the nanoscale water films was independent of thickness for at least xfilm > 20 nm.  

While it was difficult to determine 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) when the D2O layers were embedded in the middle of thick 

H2O films, it could be measured with experiments for which D2O layers were deposited at or near the 

vacuum interface. Fig. 4a shows IR spectra for an experiment where a 20 ML D2O layer was adsorbed on 

top of a 180 ML H2O film and then annealed at 132.5 K. Initially (black line), the spectrum had a weak, 

narrow peak at 2727 cm-1 due to non-hydrogen bonded OD groups (“dangling ODs”) of D2O molecules at 

the vacuum interface.41, 42 At later times, D2O diffused into the H2O layer such that the total concentration 

of D2O at the vacuum interface decreased. As a result, the dangling OD signal gradually decreased (Fig. 

4a, red and blue lines). As the dangling OD signal decreased, the main OD-stretch band also evolved  

 

Fig. 4. a) IR spectra for a 20 ML D2O film deposited on top of 180 ML H2O and annealed at 132.5 K. As 

deposited, the spectrum has a small peak at 2727 cm-1 that is due to non-hydrogen-bonded OD groups at 

the water/vacuum interface (black line). After annealing for 1.9 × 104 s, the OD-stretch band evolves 

towards a shape characteristic of isolated D2O and the intensity of the dangling OD-peak decreases (red 

line). At even longer times, the dangling OD signal continues to decrease (e.g., 3.9 × 104 s, blue line). b) 

Integrated intensity of the dangling OD peak (symbols) versus time for films annealed at 128.5 (orange 

diamonds), 130.5 (black crosses), 132.5 (green circles), 134 (red triangles), and 138 K (blue circles). The 

solid lines show the surface concentration calculated for diffusion coefficients of 7.7 × 10-22 (orange), 1.3 

× 10-21 (black), 2.3 × 10-21 (green), 4.3 × 10-21 (red) and 1.1 × 10-20 m2/s (blue). 

towards the spectrum characteristic of isolated D2O in H2O. We assume that the dangling OD signal was 

proportional to the fraction of D2O in the layer at the vacuum interface. In that case, the signal, 
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normalized by its value when the water at the interface was entirely D2O, gave the relative concentration 

of D2O at the interface. Fig. 4b (symbols) shows the normalized integrated intensity for the dangling OD 

signal versus time for films annealed at 128.5 – 138 K. The solid lines show corresponding calculations of 

the concentration of D2O at the vacuum interface for diffusion coefficients that range from 7.7 × 10-22 

m2/s to 1.1 × 10-20 m2/s. Because desorption from the films was appreciable on the timescale of the 

experiments, it was also included in the simulation. For example, ~ 6 ML D2O and 9 ML H2O desorbed 

during the experiment at 138 K (Fig. 4b, blue circles). Fig. S9a shows the data in Fig. 4b, along with 

several more experiments at other temperatures. All the results, collapse onto a common curve when the 

times are scaled by 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) (Fig. S9b). 

A separate set of experiments, which tracked the evolution of the dangling OD signal vs time at 138 K 

for a D2O layer deposited at or near the vacuum interface, was also used to quantify the diffusion (see Fig. 

5). In these experiments, the dangling OD signal was initially zero when the D2O layer was capped with 

H2O (e.g., Fig. 5a., red triangles). As the D2O diffusively mixed with the H2O, the D2O at the interface 

increased at early times before decreasing again at longer times. An example of the calculated 

concentration profiles for a D2O layer with θcap = 5 ML at several times is shown in Fig. 5b. Overall, the 

calculations reproduce the trends observed in data (Fig. 5a, dotted lines). However, the concentration at 

the interface deduced from the dangling OD signal was consistently 5 – 10% lower than the calculations. 

In the figure, the calculated concentrations have been scaled by 0.90 for θcap = 3 – 20 ML and 0.95 for θcap 

= 1 ML. (Fig. S10 shows the results without the adjustment, and Fig. S11 shows how changing 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) ± 

30% affects the calculations.)  This discrepancy could be related to the fact the dangling OD signal was 

very weak compared to the OD-stretch band, which resulted in a noisier signal and larger uncertainty in 

its normalization. However, the IR spectra also showed that there was a small amount of H/D exchange at 

the vacuum interface that led to the production of some isolated HOD. This effect, which was negligible 

for D2O layers located in the middle of thick H2O films, was not included in the calculation.  

The red squares in Fig. 6 show the diffusion coefficients determined from measurements of the 

dangling OD versus 1/T. As seen in the figure, the diffusion coefficient decreases rapidly as the 

temperature decreases. For the experiments shown in Fig. 3, the characteristic times, 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇), increased 

exponentially as the temperature decreased (Fig. S5). As mentioned already, it is difficult to extract 

𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) from those measurements. However, the experiments with D2O layers in the middle of films with 

different overall thicknesses (e.g., Fig. S8) and with the D2O layers deposited at different heights within 



15 
 

 

Fig. 5. a) Normalized integrated intensity of the dangling OD peak (symbols) versus time for water films 

with 20 ML D2O and 180 ML H2O annealed at 138 K. The D2O layers were capped with H2O with 

coverages, θcap, of 0, 1, 3, 5, 10, 15, and 20 ML. The dotted lines show the calculated concentration of 

D2O at the vacuum interface assuming Dtr = 1.0 × 10-20 m2/s. b) Calculated concentration profiles vs 

position (x) within the film at several times for a water film with θcap = 5 ML. The calculations, which 

include desorption from the film, illustrate the initial increase and eventual decrease in the concentration 

of D2O at the vacuum interface. 

films of the same thickness (e.g., Fig. 5) indicate that the diffusion is largely independent of the location 

within these water films for a wide range of film thicknesses. In that case, a single constant, λ2, relates 

𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) to the diffusion coefficient: 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) = 𝜆𝜆2/𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇). Assuming 𝜆𝜆 = 3.3 nm (see supplementary 

materials section S1), the black diamonds in Fig. 6 show 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) calculated from the characteristic times. 

The results show that the diffusion coefficient increased by a factor of ~900 when the temperature 

increased from 120.2 to 144.5 K. The dashed line shows an Arrhenius fit to the data with an activation 

energy, Ea, of 40.76 kJ/mol and a prefactor of 2.84 × 10-5 m2/s. 

For several liquids, experiments have shown that the growth rate of a crystal in contact with its melt is 

proportional to the diffusion rate in the (supercooled) liquid.43, 44 The growth rate, 𝐺𝐺(𝑇𝑇), can be 

decomposed into kinetic and thermodynamic components.24-26 When the thermodynamic driving force for 

crystallization is large, the Wilson-Frenkel model can be used to describe the growth rate: 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) =

𝛼𝛼𝐺𝐺(𝑇𝑇)/[1 − exp (−∆𝐺𝐺𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙(𝑇𝑇)/𝑘𝑘𝑏𝑏𝑇𝑇)], where ∆𝐺𝐺𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙(𝑇𝑇) is the free energy difference between the crystal and 

liquid and α is a constant related to the width of the liquid/solid interface and the length of a diffusive 
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Fig. 6. Self-diffusion coefficient for water, 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇), vs 1000/T. The red squares show the diffusion 

coefficient determined from measurements of the dangling OD signal versus annealing time (see Figs. 4 

and 5). The black diamonds show 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) determined from the characteristic diffusion times, τ, for films 

with 20 ML D2O embedded within 180 H2O (see Fig. S5). The blue circles show previous estimates of 

𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) using measurements of the crystalline ice growth rate and the Wilson-Frenkel model.45  

step in the liquid. Previous work in our group measured the growth rate of crystalline ice for temperatures 

between 125 and 260 K.45 It assumed that the Wilson-Frenkel model held for supercooled water and used 

it to extract the diffusion in the liquid. In those experiments, α was determined by comparing the 

measured 𝐺𝐺(𝑇𝑇) near 250 K with independent measurements of 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) in H2O. That value of α was then 

used to predict the 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) for 125 K ≤ T ≤ 260 K. With the independent measurements of the diffusion 

rates presented here and those earlier growth rates, we can now test the validity of the Wilson-Frenkel 

model at temperatures near Tg: The blue circles in Fig. 6 show the diffusion rates previously estimated 

from the ice growth rates for T ≤ 152 K along with the current diffusion data. As seen in the figure, both 

the overall magnitude and the activation energy for 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) predicted by the Wilson-Frenkel model are 

comparable to those measured here.  
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IV. DISCUSSION 
 
In many supercooled liquids, the structural relaxation times and viscosity increase very rapidly near 

Tg, without substantial changes in the structure.46, 47 Liquids with this property are called “fragile”, and it 

is generally believed that the fragility is related to the development of dynamic heterogeneity within the 

supercooled liquids.46, 47 In contrast to fragile liquids, “strong” liquids exhibit Arrhenius temperature 

dependence in their dynamic properties near Tg. Above the water’s melting point, the diffusion and 

viscosity follow approximately Arrhenius temperature dependences. At lower temperatures the behavior is 

increasingly fragile,48-50 so much so that by some measures water near ~235 K is perhaps the most fragile 

liquid.51 However, at even lower temperatures, water is expected to become a strong liquid.8, 52, 53  The 

origin of this “fragile to strong” transition in water, which occurs at ~225 K, has been extensively 

debated.8, 53-57 Within the LLCP hypothesis or the singularity free scenario, water’s structure at ~zero 

pressure will be dominated by the HDL structural motif at high temperatures (e.g., above room 

temperature). However, as the temperature decreases, the fraction of the liquid exhibiting the LDL motif 

will increase. The LDL motif, which more closely resembles the tetrahedral bonding geometry that is 

found in other network glasses, is presumably responsible for the strong behavior found here (see Fig. 6). 

An Arrhenius temperature dependence at high and low temperature (for HDL-like and LDL-like, 

respectively) connected by a relatively broad transition is supported by recent experimental results,35, 45, 55, 

58-61 thermodynamic considerations,52, 54, 57 and molecular dynamics simulations.56  

The current results demonstrate that molecular translational diffusion on the scale of a few 

nanometers occurs in water for 120 – 144 K. The range of diffusion coefficients reported previously for 

these temperatures span a wide range from none observed (or inferred) to, for example, ~10-17 m2/s at 130 

K.12, 13, 45, 62, 63 Experiments using X-ray photon-correlation spectroscopy (XPCS) in LDA found Dtr  ~ 5 × 

10-18 m2/s at 130 K.62 That study, which monitored powdered HDA samples as they converted to LDA, 

was primarily concerned with whether the observed transition occurred between amorphous solid or 

liquid states. While it provided strong evidence for liquid-like diffusion in both HDA and LDA near their 

respective Tg’s, some aspects of the experiment probably made it difficult to obtain accurate values for the 

diffusion coefficient in LDA. Specifically, the diffusion coefficient for LDA was obtained at 130 K as the 

sample was converting from HDA to LDA over the course of 103 s. During the measurement, the 

diffusion coefficient dropped from ~5 × 10-17 m2/s (during the first 400 s) to ~5 × 10-18 m2/s (during the 

last 200 s). Based on our diffusion measurements, we suspect that the duration of the XPCS experiments 

was too short to measure the diffusion in LDA at (metastable) equilibrium and were instead still probing 

the later stages of the HDA-LDA transition. The typical distance a molecule diffuses during a time, t, is  

𝑥𝑥𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑~�6𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡 (in 3 dimensions). Tg is often taken to be the temperature at which the structural relaxation 
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time for a liquid is τα ~100 s. Taking 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡 = 5 × 10-18 m2/s at 130 K and t = 100 s, which is the typical the 

structural relaxation time for a liquid at Tg, one finds 𝑥𝑥𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑  ~ 55 nm – a distance which heuristically 

seems to be far larger than needed for equilibration. In contrast, we find 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡 = 6.25 × 10-21 m2/s at 136 K, 

which gives 𝑥𝑥𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑  ~ 2 nm for t = 100 s.  Note that if the diffusion coefficient was 5 × 10-18 m2/s at 130 K 

in our experiments, then a film with 20 ML of D2O in the middle of a film with a total coverage of 200 

ML would mix on a characteristic timescale of ~4 s, instead of the ~9 × 103 s that was observed (see 

Table S1).  

In their H/D exchange experiments, Fisher and Devlin argued that molecular rotations could account 

for their results, while diffusion could not.12 As mentioned in the introduction, Johari already discussed 

how diffusion might account for their observations.17 We note that Fisher and Devlin’s results do not rule 

out diffusion – instead they imply that rotations created isolated HOD on a timescale that was short 

compared to diffusion. Because the relative rates of translational and rotational diffusion in water are 

unknown for the temperatures of those experiments (between 115 and 122 K), whether faster rotations 

accounts for Fisher and Devlin’s results remain an open question. Understanding the effects of rotations 

versus translations is probably also germane for explaining the intriguing isotope effects observed in the 

glass transition temperatures for LDA, HDA, and ice VI.13 However, the observed correlations among the 

glass transition temperatures do not exclude the possibility of translational diffusion in LDA.   

H/D isotope effects influence the structure and dynamics of water.64 For example, the temperature of 

maximum density at ambient pressure for D2O is 7.2 K higher than it is for H2O. Also, diffusion is faster 

and viscosity is lower in H2O compared to D2O in normal and moderately supercooled water (e.g. 245 K 

to 300 K). Early work, which suggested a possible singularity in the H2O’s properties at ~128 K, found 

similar behavior in D2O with an apparent singularity at ~133 K.16 Isotope effects are also notable in 

amorphous ices at cryogenic temperatures (e.g., the ~4 K shift in Tg between D2O and H2O discussed 

above).13, 65 Furthermore, the dielectric relaxation times in D2O are shifted by up to 12 K near Tg.66 While 

most of experiments on isotope effects have focused on pure H2O and D2O, experiments using isotopic 

mixtures typically show that the property of interest (e.g., density or viscosity) vary smoothly between the 

2 pure endpoints as the composition is changed.67-69 Because the experiments reported here involve 

mixtures of H2O and D2O it is likely that the diffusion coefficients shown in Fig. 6 are smaller (larger) 

than the coefficients for pure H2O (D2O). However, the magnitude of the isotope effect on diffusion at 

these low temperatures remains to be determined.  

In a related set of experiments, some of us (RSS, BDK, and GAK) measured the diffusion in 

supercooled water by monitoring water desorption from nanoscale films of H2
16O and H2

18O.70 Because 

isotope effects are typically smaller in H2
18O and H2

16O compared to those in H2O and D2O, those 

experiments should more closely reflect the diffusion coefficient in ordinary water. Overall, the agreement 
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between the two distinct sets of experiments is quite good, and the differences between them are within 

expectations based on the isotope effects (see Fig. S12).  

 

V. CONCLUSIONS 

The experiments reported here used IR spectroscopy to track the motion of intact D2O molecules 

within majority H2O films with coverages up to 300 ML, which corresponded to film thicknesses up to 

~100 nm. Isotopically-layered films of D2O and H2O were grown on a Pt(111) surface at 108 K – a 

temperature at which diffusion was negligible – and subsequently annealed at temperatures from 120 to 

144 K. The experiments were conducted in conditions where H/D exchange was minimized such that the 

results were insensitive to the rotational diffusion of the water molecules. In particular, if there was only 

rotational diffusion and no translational diffusion, the IR spectra would not have changed as the films 

were annealed. Instead, the results demonstrate that the initial, non-uniform distribution of D2O and H2O 

within the water films evolved toward a uniform distribution through translational diffusion of the intact 

water molecules. For experiments with the D2O probe layers initially sandwiched between 2 H2O layers, 

the rate of diffusive mixing was independent of the total thickness, xfilm, for (at least) xfilm > 20 nm. For 

films with a total coverage of 200 ML, any variations of the diffusion coefficient versus the distance from 

the vacuum interface were below the uncertainty of the measurements (i.e. < ± 30%).  The translational 

diffusion coefficient had an Arrhenius temperature dependence with an activation energy of 40.8 kJ/mol 

showing that water is strong liquid at and near the calorimetric glass transition at 136 K. The results also 

indicate that LDA, ASW, and HGW all relax to the same supercooled liquid water state upon sufficient 

annealing at and near Tg.  

 

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL 

The supplementary material includes figures showing various IR spectra in support of discussion points in 

the main manuscript (Figs. S1, S2, S3, and S8). Figs. S4 and S9 show the IR integrals vs time for all the 

experiments used to determine the diffusion coefficients shown in Fig 6. Those figures also show the 

effect of increasing or decreasing the estimates of the characteristic times by ± 20% (Fig. S4) or ± 30% 

(Fig. S9) on the analysis.  The characteristic times (see Fig. S5) and diffusion coefficients are also given 

in Tables 1 and 2. Figures S10 and S11 provide additional information for the results shown in Fig. 5. 

Figure S6 shows IR integrals vs time for 200 ML water films with 5 ML D2O layer in the middle, and 

Fig. S7 shows the same data in Fig. 3 but with a linear time axis. Finally, Fig. S12 compares the diffusion 

coefficients in the current work to those of a recent experiment. 
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Section 1. Time-dependence of diffusive mixing for water films with the same geometry annealed at 
different temperatures. 
 

In diffusion problems, a natural unit of time, 𝑡𝑡′, is given by the diffusion coefficient and a typical 

length scale, 𝜆𝜆, for the system of interest: 𝑡𝑡′ = 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇)𝑡𝑡 𝜆𝜆2 = 𝑡𝑡/𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇)⁄ , and a natural unit of length is 𝑥𝑥′ =

𝑥𝑥/𝜆𝜆. For example, for a substance that is initially localized in a layer from −𝜆𝜆 < x < 𝜆𝜆 in an infinite film, 

the concentration as a function of space and time in the reduced units, 𝐶𝐶(𝑥𝑥′, 𝑡𝑡′), has a particularly simple 

form:1  

𝐶𝐶(𝑥𝑥′, 𝑡𝑡′) = 1
2
𝐶𝐶0 �erf �1−𝑥𝑥

′

2√𝑡𝑡′
� + erf (1+𝑥𝑥

′

2√𝑡𝑡′
)� .    (S1) 

For experiments such as those shown in Figs. 3 and S4, this analytical solution will be an excellent 

approximation for the concentration (but not the IR integrals!) until the concentration of D2O at the 

water/Pt and water/vacuum interfaces becomes appreciable. It is clear from Eqn. S1, that there should be 

a characteristic time for each annealing temperature, 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) =  𝜆𝜆2 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇)⁄  that gives the similarity scaling 

observed in Figs. 3b and S4b. To determine 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) for all the temperatures, we started by fixing its value at 

the glass transition temperature: 𝜏𝜏�𝑇𝑇𝑔𝑔� = 𝜆𝜆2 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇𝑔𝑔)� . Following Crank1, we chose 𝜆𝜆 as one half the 

width of the 20 ML D2O layer: 𝜆𝜆 = 3.3 nm. For the diffusion rate at Tg, we used the results from the 

experiments measuring the dangling OD signal at the vacuum interface (see Figs. 4, 5, and 6): 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇𝑔𝑔) = 

6.25 × 10-21 m2/s, which gives 𝜏𝜏�𝑇𝑇𝑔𝑔� = 1742 s. This scale factor was then applied to one of the data sets 

take at 136 K. Values of 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) were iteratively optimized for all the other data sets to produce the lowest 

overall scatter. The results of that process are shown in Fig. S4, and Table S1. Note that any arbitrary 

choice for 𝜏𝜏�𝑇𝑇𝑔𝑔�, e.g. 𝜏𝜏�𝑇𝑇𝑔𝑔� = 1 s (i.e., no rescaling of the initial data set at 136 K) would not have 

changed the ultimate determination of 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) shown in Fig. 6 and Table S1. Instead, it would have led to 

a rescaling of the 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) values shown in Table 1 by a constant factor. Another way to state this issue is that 

the similarity scaling shown in Figs. 3b and S4b allows us to uniquely determine the ratio of characteristic 

times at any two temperatures, while the absolute values of 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) can only be determined to within 

common constant factor. 
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For the experiments shown in Figs 4 and 5, 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) was determined by comparing the dangling OD 

signal vs time to the results of diffusion calculations (as described in the main text). The characteristic 

times, 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇), which were used to display the similarity scaling for those experiments (see Fig. S9, and 

Table S2), were determined only to within a single common constant factor (following the same 

arguments described above). We took advantage of this flexibility to choose the overall scale factor such 

that the characteristic times for the experiments with a D2O layer at and near the surface approximately 

match to those with 20 ML D2O in the middle of 180 ML H2O layer. With this choice for the scaling, the 

good agreement of the temperature dependence for the two sets of experiments is readily apparent (see 

Fig. S5). 

Supplementary Figures 

 

Fig. S1. Representative IRAS spectra for a film with a 20 ML D2O layer in the middle 180 ML H2O 
deposited on Pt(111) and then annealed at 132.5 K. a) Spectra showing both the OH-stretch (3000 – 3700 
cm-1) and OD-stretch regions (~2250 – 2750 cm-1). b) The same spectra focusing on the OD-stretch 
region. The solid black line shows the first spectrum obtained at 132.5 K. The blue line shows the 
spectrum after annealing for 12,430 s. The red lines show spectra at t = 82, 164, 370, 660, 1080, 2650, 
4510, 6020, 9040, and 1.38 × 104 s. The IR spectrum for a 180 ML H2O film without any D2O (black 
dotted line) has a broad “association band,” attributed to the H2O bending mode plus librations,2, 3 that 
overlaps with the OD-stretching region. For the results shown in Fig. 2a, the spectrum for 180 ML H2O 
has been subtracted from all the spectra.   
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Fig. S2. Infrared spectra in the OD-stretch region for water films with a total coverage of 200 ML with 
~10% isolated HOD in H2O (light blue line), and 10% isolated D2O in H2O (dark blue line), and 20 ML 
D2O in a single layer embedded in the middle of the H2O (red line). To account for optical effects 
associated with the different film thickness and differences in the total amounts of D atoms in the films, 
the spectra have been normalized by their respective integrals over the OD-stretch band (i.e., 2230 – 2760 
cm-1). The spectrum for 20 ML D2O on Pt(111) is shown for comparison (black line and symbols). Its 
peak at 2727 cm-1 is due to D2O molecules with a single non-bonded OD group (a “dangling OD”) at the 
vacuum interface, which is absent for the D2O layer in the middle of the H2O. 
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Fig. S3. IR spectra in the OD-stretch region for water films with 5 ML D2O + 195 ML H2O (blue), 10 ML 
D2O + 190 ML H2O (black), and 20 ML D2O + 180 ML H2O (red). The D2O layers were deposited in the 
middle of the corresponding H2O layers. a) The as-grown spectra (solid lines) reflect the differences in the 
initial configurations. The absorbance is also larger for the thicker D2O layers. The dotted lines show the 
spectra obtained after annealing at 136 K. b) The IR spectra after annealing that have been normalized to 
the peak intensity. Independent of the different starting configurations, the lineshapes of all the final 
spectra are similar and representative of isolated D2O in H2O. (In contrast, the initial spectra are all 
distinct, as shown, for example in Fig. 1b.)  
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Fig. S4. (a) Integrals over low wavenumber (2365 – 2495 cm-1, 𝐼𝐼+(𝑡𝑡)) and high wavenumber (2525 – 
2670 cm-1, 𝐼𝐼−(𝑡𝑡)) regions of the OD-stretch band vs time for water films with a 20 ML D2O layer in the 
middle of 180 ML H2O. The results for 24 experiments (including those shown in Fig. 3) are shown. Each 
symbol in the figure corresponds to an IR spectrum taken at the corresponding temperature. Table S1 lists 
the annealing temperatures and characteristic times, τ, for all the experiments. 𝐼𝐼+(𝑡𝑡) is associated with the 
increasing fraction of isolated D2O as the films anneal, while 𝐼𝐼−(𝑡𝑡) reflects the loss of “bulk-like” D2O. b) 
When the times in a) are scaled by τ, all the data collapse onto 2 curves (i.e., 𝐼𝐼+(𝑡𝑡′) and  𝐼𝐼−(𝑡𝑡′) where 
𝑡𝑡′ = 𝑡𝑡 𝜏𝜏� ) as expected for diffusion. To assess the uncertainty in determining τ, the averages of  𝐼𝐼+(𝑡𝑡′) and  
𝐼𝐼−(𝑡𝑡′) were calculated: 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎+ (𝑡𝑡′) and 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎− (𝑡𝑡′) , respectively. The dotted black lines show the results of 
increasing the characteristic times by 20% (i.e., 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎+ (𝑡𝑡 1.2𝜏𝜏� ), and 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎− (𝑡𝑡 1.2𝜏𝜏� )), while the dotted black 
show the result of decreasing τ by 20%. The results suggest that τ can be determined to within ± 20% in 
these experiments. 
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Fig. S5. Characteristic times, τ, versus 1000/T for diffusive mixing of layered D2O/H2O films. The black 
diamonds show τ for films with 20 ML D2O in the middle of 180 ML H2O (see Fig. S4.) The dotted line 
shows an Arrhenius fit to the data with an activation energy of 40.76 kJ/mol. (As discussed in Section S1, 
the values of 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) are determined only to within an overall scale factor, the magnitude of the prefactor is 
arbitrary.) The error bars show the estimated uncertainty as ± 20%. Table S1 lists the temperatures 
characteristic times for these experiments. The red squares show τ for films with 20 ML D2O adsorbed on 
top of 180 ML H2O (see Figs. 4 and S9), with an estimated uncertainty of ± 30%. 
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Fig. S6. Integrated IR signals versus time (a) and time/τ (b) for films that had 5 ML D2O deposited in the 
middle of 195 ML H2O. The integral over 2365 – 2495 cm-1 reflects the increasing amount of isolated 
D2O in the films, while the integral over 2525 – 2670 cm-1 reflects the loss of “bulk-like” D2O (see Fig. 
3.) The films were annealed at 120.5 (dark blue), 122.5 (light blue), 124.5 (green), 126.5 (red), 128.5 
(black), 132.5 (orange), and 134.5 K (purple). The characteristic times increase by a factor of ~83 over 
this temperature range. b) When normalized by a characteristic time, all the data collapse onto two 
common curves. 
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Fig. S7. Integrated IR signals of the OD-stretch band vs time. a) Integrals over low wavenumber (2365 – 
2495 cm-1) and high wavenumber (2525 – 2670 cm-1) portions of the OD-stretch band. The increasing 
intensity of the signal in the low wavenumber portion of the band is associated with increasingly isolated 
D2O, while the decreasing intensity at higher wavenumbers is due to the loss of “bulk-like” D2O. b) When 
the data in a) is normalized by a characteristic time, τ, all the data collapse onto 2 common curves, as 
expected for diffusion. Fig. 4 displays this data using a logarithmic scale for the time. 
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Fig. S8. IR spectra of water films annealed at 134 K. The films all had a 10 ML D2O layer deposited 
between 2 H2O layers with coverages (θcap = θspacer) of 55 (dashed purple), 90 (black), 105 (orange), 120 
(blue) and 145 ML (red). After accounting for trivial changes in absorbance with increasing film 
thickness, all the spectra are essentially identical indicating that the diffusion is independent of film 
thickness for ~ 40 to 100 nm. Similar results (not shown) indicate that the diffusion is also independent of 
thickness for films as thin as ~15 nm. 
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Fig. S9. a) The normalized integrated intensity of the dangling OD peak (symbols) versus time, 𝐼𝐼𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑(𝑡𝑡), 
for water films with 20 ML D2O deposited on 180 ML H2O and subsequently annealed at 128.5 K (orange 
diamonds), 130.5 K (black crosses), 132.5 K (green circles), 134 K (red triangles), 134.5 K (purple and 
light blue circles), 136 K (olive diamonds and black circles), and 138 K (dark blue and grey circles). b) 
When normalized by a characteristic time, τ, (see Fig. S5), all the data collapse onto a common curve  
𝐼𝐼𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑(𝑡𝑡′), where 𝑡𝑡′ = 𝑡𝑡 𝜏𝜏� . To assess the uncertainty in determining τ, the average of 𝐼𝐼𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑(𝑡𝑡′), 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑(𝑡𝑡′), 
was calculated for all the data sets. The solid [dotted] black lines show 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑(1.3𝑡𝑡′) [𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑𝑑(𝑡𝑡′ 1.3� )]. The 
results indicate that τ could be determined to within ± 30% for these experiments. 
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Fig. S10. a) The (normalized) concentration of D2O at the vacuum interface versus time for water films 
with 20 ML D2O and 180 ML H2O annealed at 138 K. The concentration was determined from the 
magnitude of the dangling OD peak in IR (symbols) and calculated assuming diffusive mixing of the 
layer water films (dotted lines). The calculations also account for water desorption during the annealing. 
When the D2O layer was deposited on top of a 180 ML film (blue circles, “No H2O cap”), the initial 
concentration was unity and subsequently decayed. However, when H2O layers of increasing thickness 
were adsorbed on top of the D2O, the dangling OD signal initially increased as diffusion brought some 
D2O to the vacuum interface, but then the signal eventually decreased as diffusion continued to disperse 
the D2O into the bulk of the H2O film. The calculated signals (dotted lines) were ~3 to 10% larger than 
the observed signals. The IR spectra in these experiments indicated some H/D exchange at the vacuum 
interface led to small amounts of isolated HOD. This process, which was negligible for D2O layers in the 
middle of H2O films, was not included in the calculations. Future experiments are planned to investigate 
this effect in more detail. However, we believe it did not significantly impact the measured diffusion 
coefficient. 
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Fig. S11. This figure shows the how changing the calculated diffusion coefficient by ± 30% affects the 
calculation of the surface concentration versus time for experiments with a 20 ML D2O layer capped by a) 
3 ML H2O, b) 5 ML H2O, c) 10 ML H2O, and d) 15 ML H2O. The green lines show the calculation results 
for 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) = 1.0 × 10-20 m2/s, which was the value used for the calculation shown in Figs. 5 and S10. The 
good agreement between experiment and simulation indicates that there is not an appreciable variation in 
the 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) with film thickness from the vacuum interface to a depth of at least 2 ×15 ML (~10 nm) into 
the film. 
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Fig. S12. Comparison of 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) vs 1000/T reported in the current work (red squares and black diamonds, 
see Fig. 6 for details) to the results of recent experiments that investigated diffusion in layered films 
H2

18O and H2
16O (orange lines).4 Those experiments measured the desorption rate of H2

18O and H2
16O 

from films with a total coverage of 100 ML as they were heated with ramp rates from 0.0001 K/s up to 
0.01 K/s. The solid orange line is the best fit to those experiments, while the dashed lines show the 
estimated uncertainty in those results. As discussed in section IV, the diffusive mixing of layered 
D2O/H2O films is likely to slower than the mixing in layered H2

18O/H2
16O due to isotope expects. The 

results shown here are consistent with these expectations. 
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Table 1. Characteristic times, 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇), and diffusion coefficients, 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇), for 200 ML water films deposited 
with a single 20 ML D2O in the middle. The last column shows the diffusion coefficient calculated from 

the Arrhenius fit to the data shown in Fig. 6: 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) = 𝐷𝐷0exp (−𝐸𝐸𝑎𝑎 𝑘𝑘𝑇𝑇� ), where D0 = 2.84 × 10-5 m2/s and 
Ea = 40.76 kJ/mol. The values for 𝜏𝜏 listed below were used to scale the integrated IR signals versus time 
shown as in Figs. 3b and S4b. Figure S6 (black diamonds) shows 𝜏𝜏 vs 1/T.  The table also lists the values 
of 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡 displayed in Fig. 6 (black diamonds). As discussed in Section S1, converting 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) to 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) was 
by fixing the value of 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇𝑔𝑔) to be 6.25 × 10-21 m2/s and 𝜆𝜆 = 3.3 nm for one experiment. That experiment 
is shown in red below. 

T (K) τ (s) Dtr (m2/s) 
Arrhenius fit: 

Dtr (m2/s) 
120.2 181560 6.00E-23 5.51E-23 
124.5 54470 2.00E-22 2.25E-22 
126.1 28950 3.76E-22 3.71E-22 
126.5 27970 3.89E-22 4.20E-22 
128.1 16390 6.64E-22 6.81E-22 
128.5 14230 7.65E-22 7.67E-22 
130.1 7925 1.37E-21 1.23E-21 
130.1 9080 1.20E-21 1.23E-21 
132.5 4710 2.31E-21 2.43E-21 
134.0 2995 3.64E-21 3.67E-21 
134.0 2770 3.93E-21 3.67E-21 
134.5 2650 4.11E-21 4.21E-21 
134.5 2455 4.44E-21 4.21E-21 
136.0 1610 6.76E-21 6.29E-21 
136.0 1742 6.25E-21 6.29E-21 
136.5 1460 7.46E-21 7.18E-21 
138.0 1080 1.01E-20 1.06E-20 
138.0 940 1.16E-20 1.06E-20 
138.5 942 1.16E-20 1.21E-20 
139.9 653 1.67E-20 1.72E-20 
139.9 613 1.78E-20 1.72E-20 
140.5 560 1.94E-20 2.00E-20 
142.5 353 3.08E-20 3.26E-20 
144.5 206 5.29E-20 5.24E-20 
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Table 2. Characteristic times, 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇), and diffusion coefficients, 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇), for experiments measuring the 
dangling OD signal at the vacuum interface. 𝜏𝜏(𝑇𝑇) and 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) are listed for experiments with a 20 ML 
D2O film deposited on top of 180 ML H2O (see Figs. 4, 6, and S9). *For experiments where a 20 ML D2O 
layer was capped with H2O, only 𝐷𝐷𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡(𝑇𝑇) was determined (see Figs. 5, S10, and S11 for experiments at 
138 K). Comparable experiments with H2O cap layers were also conducted at 134 and 136 K (not shown). 

T (K) τ (s) Dtr (m2/s) 
Arrhenius fit: 

Dtr (m2/s) 
128.5 14500 7.65E-22 7.636E-22 
130.5 8500 1.31E-21 1.369E-21 
132.5 4800 2.31E-21 2.413E-21 

134 2700 4.11E-21 3.650E-21 
134 2600 4.27E-21 3.650E-21 

134.5 3000 3.70E-21 4.181E-21 
134.5 2640 4.20E-21 4.181E-21 

136 1650 6.73E-21 6.247E-21 
136 1650 6.73E-21 6.247E-21 

136.5 1700 6.53E-21 7.128E-21 
138 1050 1.06E-20 1.053E-20 
138 1050 1.06E-20 1.053E-20 

134*   3.50E-20 3.650E-21 
136*   6.00E-21 6.247E-21 
138*   1.00E-21 1.053E-20 
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