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This study proposes a new method for predicting the crystal-melt interfacial free energy (γ) using the
Ginzburg-Landau (GL) model, enhanced by atomistic simulation data for more accurate density wave profiles.
The analysis focuses on the soft-sphere system governed by an inverse power potential that stabilizes both
BCC and FCC phases. Equilibrium molecular dynamics (MD) simulations are used to obtain density wave
amplitude distributions, which serve as inputs for the GL model to predict γ and its anisotropy. The pre-
dicted γ values exhibit strong agreement with prior benchmark simulation experimental studies, particularly
for FCC crystal-melt interfaces (CMIs). The GL models for the CMI γ are proved to be both computationally
efficient and reasonably valid, offering quantitative predictions of γ while providing insights into the factors
controlling its magnitude and anisotropy. Key improvement is suggested for the variational procedure used
in the two-mode CMI free energy functionals, and potential upgrades to the GL model are also proposed to
further enhance predictive accuracy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The crystal-melt interfacial free energy, γ, is a funda-
mental parameter that shapes the morphological evolu-
tion of the solidification microstructure and governs the
kinetics of crystal nucleation. Defined as the reversible
work required to create a unit area of the crystal-melt
interface (CMI), γ determines the nucleation barrier in
undercooled melts and drives transitions between pla-
nar, cellular, and dendritic growth modes. Its capillary
anisotropy influences both the branching patterns and
growth rates of dendritic solidification .1,2 However, di-
rect experimental measurement of γ is challenging. (i)
Anisotropy measurements are largely limited to a few
transparent organic systems .3 (ii) For metallic systems
of practical interest, γ is typically inferred indirectly from
crystal nucleation rates via classical nucleation theory,
where the accuracy is often compromised by the poten-
tial for heterogeneous nucleation due to impurities. In
dendrite-forming systems with atomically rough inter-
faces, the anisotropy of γ is weak, making experimental
quantification especially difficult.

Advanced simulation and computational approaches,
such as the cleaving method,4,5 capillary wave fluc-
tuations,1 mold integration,6 metadynamics,7 tethered
Monte Carlo,8 and several other thermodynamic integra-
tion methods9–11 have enabled reliable predictions of the
magnitude and anisotropy of γ for elemental and alloy
CMIs. These computational insights have advanced un-
derstanding of dendritic microstructure evolution,2 crys-
tal polymorphism,12 and interfacial metastable phase
transition, such as premelting.13,14 The simulation and
computational studies have notable trends in γ with
respect to crystal structure and CMI orientation.15–17

Key observations include: (i) BCC CMIs exhibit lower

γ values than FCC CMIs. (ii) A consistent ordering of
γ100 > γ110 > γ111 is observed across a range of FCC sys-
tems. The anisotropy for FCC CMIs is generally a few
percent, significantly larger than the ∼0.5% anisotropy
observed for BCC CMIs. Despite these computational
successes, a fundamental theoretical framework that fully
explains the crystal structure- and material-dependent
factors controlling the magnitude and anisotropy of γ is
still lacking.

For materials with more realistic interatomic interac-
tions, the application of density functional theory re-
mains scarce.18,19 More widely adopted theoretical mod-
els are Landau-Ginzburg-type approaches, such as the
phase-field crystal (PFC) model20–23 and the Ginzburg-
Landau (GL) model.24–26 Despite their computational ef-
ficiency, these models are often criticized for being too
generic to accurately capture the detailed structure and
density fields of CMIs. Consequently, they tend to ex-
hibit limited accuracy in predicting the magnitude and
anisotropy of γ. The GL and PFC models have been used
to explore the relationship between anisotropy and crys-
tal symmetry. They have been applied to both BCC and
FCC CMIs to investigate crystalline anisotropies.21–27

However, theoretical predictions of the CMI γ from these
models have not shown good agreement with computer
experiments. For FCC CMIs, such as hard-sphere mod-
els28 and metals,26,29 both models significantly underes-
timated the magnitude of γ (by up to an order of mag-
nitude) and failed to capture the correct anisotropy se-
quence across crystalline orientations. In BCC CMIs,
while the models produced reasonable estimates of the
weak anisotropy in γ,21,25,30 they still exhibited vary-
ing degrees of underestimation and overestimation of its
magnitude.

The limited accuracy of the GL and PFC models in
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predicting CMI γ and its anisotropy has raised skepti-
cism about their reliability for quantitative predictions of
γ’s dependence on crystal structure and material proper-
ties, despite their computational simplicity. As noted by
Oettel et al.,28 while the GL and PFC models can predict
certain bulk phase properties, they perform poorly in es-
timating interfacial properties. This limitation may stem
from the fact that the density wave profiles across the
interface, derived via global optimization of the free en-
ergy functional with respect to density wave amplitudes,
do not account for the local atomistic packing structure
at the CMI.21,25 We hypothesize that this omission un-
derlies the models’ inaccurate predictions of γ values and
anisotropy. To date, few studies have attempted to in-
corporate density wave profiles based on local particle
packing at the CMI into the GL or PFC frameworks to
improve interfacial energy predictions.

This paper investigates a model system based on an in-
verse power potential (soft spheres) that stabilizes both
BCC and FCC phases. Using equilibrium molecular dy-
namics simulations, we accurately measure the density
field distribution of CMIs by tracking local atomistic tra-
jectories. The resulting density wave amplitude distribu-
tion functions serve as input for predicting CMI γ within
the GL model framework. Our results show that the pre-
dicted values of CMI γ and its anisotropy closely align
with previous benchmark computational simulation re-
sults. To the best of our knowledge, this level of agree-
ment surpasses all prior studies using the GL or PFC
models to predict γ. Our findings challenge the conven-
tional approach of using global optimization to derive the
CMI density field in the two-mode GL model for FCC
CMIs, suggesting it may be flawed. By validating the
GL model’s quantitative predictive capability, we also
demonstrate its ability to provide physical insights into
key variations in γ, including the primary factors that
govern its magnitude and anisotropy.

II. GL MODELS OF EQUILIBRIUM BCC
AND FCC CMIS

The GL models employed in this study are based on
the single-mode Ginzburg-Landau (GL) model for equi-
librium BCC crystal-melt interfaces (CMIs) developed
by Shih et al.24 and Wu et al.,25 as well as the two-
mode GL model for equilibrium FCC CMIs developed
by Wu et al.26 In both models, the free energy functional
F of the inhomogeneous CMI system, formulated within
the density-functional theory (DFT) framework at the
crystal-melt coexistence temperature Tm, is expressed as
a functional of GL order parameters. These order param-
eters correspond to the amplitudes of density waves asso-
ciated with specific wave vectors – the principal set and
the second set of reciprocal lattice vectors for FCC CMIs,
and the principal reciprocal lattice vectors for BCC CMIs
(see Eqs.(S1) and Eqs.(S2) in Supplemental Materials.31)

In the formalism of these two GL models, the excess

free energy is expanded as a power series of the GL order
parameters. The coefficients of this series are specified
using cDFT for inhomogeneous fluids with small den-
sity fluctuations (see Eqs.(S6)-(S7) and Eqs.(S10)-(S11)
in Supplemental Materials.31) By incorporating the dis-
tinct GL order parameters in the interfacial regions, the
GL free energy functional can be reduced to specific ex-
pressions for the interfacial free energy γ (defined as
the excess free energy per unit area) for various crys-
talline orientations. These include FCC(100), FCC(110),
FCC(111), BCC(100), BCC(110), and BCC(111), as
shown in Eqs.(S12)-(S17) in Supplemental Materials.31

Further details on the theoretical formalism, includ-
ing the density functionals, free energy functionals, and
classifications of density wave amplitudes (GL order pa-
rameters), are provided in Supplemental Materials.31

III. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

A. Inverse-power repulsive potential

The present study employs the soft-sphere (SS) model
system, which is described by the pairwise inverse-power
repulsive potential:

U(rij) = ϵ

(
σ

rij

)n

, (1)

where rij is the particle separation, and σ and ϵ set
the length and energy scales, respectively. The repul-
sive range decreases with increasing n, approaching the
hard-sphere (HS) limit as n → ∞. The potential can
alternatively be characterized by the softness parameter
s = 1/n.
This potential series is a suitable candidate for com-

paring FCC and BCC CMI properties, as the free energy
difference between the FCC and BCC phases is small
for n = 6, 7, 8, and metastable FCC or BCC crystal-
melt interfaces remain stable even during long MD sim-
ulations.17 Our study focuses on FCC and BCC CMIs
modeled using the SS system with n = 6. We adopt the
interaction truncation method of Heyes et al.,32 with the
cutoff distance defined as rc = σ[ϵ/(10−4kBT )]

1/6. To
ensure smooth decay of the potential and force at rc, we
employ the smoothing function proposed by Morris et
al.33:

f(x) =





1 x < 0

1− 3x2 + 2x3 0 ≤ x < 1

0 1 ≤ x

(2)

here, x = (rij − rm)/(rc − rm), with rm = 0.95rc. While
the cutoff distance rc preserves scaling, the smoothing
function could introduce non-scaling behavior. However,
as shown in our recent work,34 within the temperature-
pressure range studied, no significant non-scaling behav-
ior is observed. For simulations and computations, we
employ dimensionless reduced units, denoted by super-
script asterisks. These units are defined by scaling parti-
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cle mass, distances, energies, and temperatures using the
units m, σ, ϵ, and ϵ/kB, respectively.

A key advantage of the SS model is that its partition
function depends only on the quantity ϵσn, not separately
on ϵ and σ.35 As a result, all excess thermodynamic quan-
tities depend solely on the dimensionless parameter

Γn = ρσ3(kBT/ϵ)
−3/n = ρ∗(T ∗)−3/n (3)

where ρ∗ = ρσ3 and T ∗ = kBT/ϵ are the reduced den-
sity and temperature, respectively. This scaling law im-
plies that systems with equal Γn exhibit identical ther-
modynamic behavior, as discussed in detail in our recent
work.34 For crystal-melt interfaces (CMIs) along the co-
existence boundary, the interfacial free energy γ exhibits
a power-law scaling with respect to the reduced melt-
ing temperature T ∗

m and the repulsive power n in the SS
potential:

γ∗ ≡ γσ2ϵ−1 = γ1T
∗1+2/n
m . (4)

where γ∗ is the reduced interfacial energy, and γ1 denotes
the value of γ∗ at T ∗

m = 1.

B. Simulation details

MD simulations are conducted using the parallel MD
simulation code LAMMPS.36 The current study employs
constant NV T , NpT , and NpH ensembles, utilizing the
same thermostat and barostat methods as described in
Refs. 37 and 38. The thermostat and barostat relaxation
times are set to 0.05 and 0.5, respectively, with an MD
time step of δt∗ = 0.01 to ensure accurate sampling of
temperature and pressure relative to the imposed values.

Equilibrium MD simulations are used to compute the
GL order parameter profiles (OPPs for short) of CMIs
and to measure the static structure factors of bulk melt
phases. All simulations are performed with periodic
boundary conditions (PBC) to eliminate surface effects
and ensure bulk-like behavior.

Crystal-melt coexisting states are carefully prepared
using the equilibrium MD techniques of Du et al.39 and
Liang et al.40 The z-axis is defined as the direction nor-
mal to the CMI, while the x- and y-axes lie parallel to
the CMIs. Six crystallographic orientations are examined
in this study: (100), (110), and (111) for both FCC and
BCC CMIs. Details on the simulation cell geometries and
sizes for the various CMI systems are provided in Tab. S1
of the Supplemental Materials.31 For the FCC(100) CMI,
six different coexistence conditions along the p-T coexis-
tence boundary are investigated, as reported in our recent
study on the same n = 6 SS system.34

To construct the simulation box containing coexisting
crystal and melt phases, separate bulk crystal and melt
samples are first prepared at the melting temperature
and corresponding coexistence pressure, ensuring equal
cross-sectional area (A) for both samples. The samples

are then joined at their common cross-section and sub-
jected to PBCs along the z-axis. The system is equi-
librated using the NpzAH ensemble, with simulations
run for 5 × 106 MD steps. The cross-sectional dimen-
sions of the simulation cells are iteratively adjusted to
account for thermal expansion of the crystal lattice, en-
suring accurate coexistence conditions (temperature and
pressure) are achieved. This adjustment process is re-
peated until precise coexistence is established. During
equilibrium simulations, the stress within the crystal and
melt phases is monitored to ensure that the hydrostatic
condition is maintained.41 Fig. 1 presents a representa-
tive snapshot from the equilibrated NV T simulations of
a BCC(100) CMI, along with the corresponding coarse-
scale stress profiles.
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FIG. 1. Snapshot of the equilibrium BCC(100) CMI (top
panel), particles are color-coded based on the structural order
parameter. Time-averaged stress profile (bottom panel), the
stress is monitored to ensure that the hydrostatic condition is
satisfied in the bulk phases during the setup of the equilibrium
CMIs. The interface normal direction is denoted as z∗, where
z∗ = 0 corresponds to the mean position of the fluctuating
CMI, ⟨ξ∗(t∗)⟩. Regions with z∗ < 0 correspond to the melt,
while z∗ > 0 corresponds to the crystal. Superscript asterisks
indicate dimensionless units.

To calculate the GL OPPs of the CMIs, we follow the
initial NpzAH run with 2×106 steps of NV T MD simu-
lations. The z-dimension length (Lz) for the NV T simu-
lations is set to the average Lz obtained from the equilib-
rium NpzAH runs. Initial configurations for the NV T
simulations are selected from the NpzAH trajectories,
ensuring that the chosen Lz matches the average value.
The calculation of the GL OPPs based on MD simulation
uses 4×106 instantaneous CMI configurations generated
by the each time step during the NV T runs (PBCs re-
sult in two independent interfaces within each simulation
box).
To prevent artificial broadening of interfacial profiles

caused by the Brownian motion of the crystal slab, we
subtract the linear momentum of the innermost crystal
layers, ensuring no significant drift in the positions of the
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CMI or the crystal slab during the NV T production sim-
ulations. Particle coordinates from every MD step of the
NV T simulations are used to compute the equilibrium
density fields and the GL OPPs.

To compute the static structure factors S(k) of bulk
liquids, we conduct independent simulations of a bulk
melt containing 4,000 SS particles at the crystal-melt
coexistence temperature and pressure. Each simulation
runs for 5× 106 MD steps, with 5000 trajectories used in
the computation.

C. Validation of the GL model using MD
simulation data

To validate the GL model for CMI γ in both FCC
and BCC CMIs, we compared the γ values predicted
by the analytical expressions [Eqs.(S12)-(S17) in Supple-
mental Materials31] with the precise values measured by
Davidchack and Laird using the cleaving method based
on atomistic simulations.17

The values of the melting temperature Tm, recipro-

cal wave vectors of the bulk crystals (|K⃗∗
110| for BCC,

|K⃗∗
111| and |K⃗∗

200| for FCC), and the density of the uni-
form bulk melt phase ρm, measured from the equilib-
rium CMI simulation systems, are listed in Tab. I. The
multiplicative coefficients in Eqs.(S12)-(S17) (provided in
Tab. S131) are determined from the density amplitudes
(us, vs) in the bulk crystal phase (as detailed in Sub-
section IVA), the static structure factors at wave num-

bers k∗ = |K⃗∗
110|, |K⃗∗

111|, or |K⃗∗
200|, and the derivatives

of the direct correlation function [C ′(|G⃗∗
200|), C ′′(|K⃗∗

110|),
C ′′(|K⃗∗

111|), C ′′(|G⃗∗
200|)], as listed in Tab. I.

The order parameter profiles (density wave ampli-
tudes) along the z-axis are obtained by aligning each
fluctuating CMI position [ξ∗(t∗)] and calculating time-
spatial averages in the corresponding reference frame:

ui(z
∗) = |⟨ûi[z

∗ − ξ∗(t∗), t∗]⟩| ,
vi(z

∗) = |⟨v̂i[z∗ − ξ∗(t∗), t∗]⟩| , (5)

where the alignment procedure eliminates artificial
broadening caused by the Brownian-like random motion
of the CMI and the crystal.

The instantaneous density amplitudes are calculated
from the Fourier transform of the instantaneous particle
number density field ρ(r⃗, t):

ûi(z, t) =
1

Axy∆∗
z

∫ Lx

0

∫ Ly

0

∫ z+
∆∗

z
2

z−∆∗
z
2

dxdydzρ(r⃗, t)eiK⃗i·r⃗

v̂i(z, t) =
1

Axy∆∗
z

∫ Lx

0

∫ Ly

0

∫ z+
∆∗

z
2

z−∆∗
z
2

dxdydzρ(r⃗, t)eiG⃗i·r⃗,

(6)
where Axy = LxLy is the cross-sectional area, ∆∗

z = 0.01
is the bin size.

The order parameter profiles are computed for dis-
tinct categories of nonequivalent reciprocal-lattice vec-
tors (RLVs), as listed in Tab. S2 in the Supplemental
Materials.31 Statistical errors are estimated using around
1000 data blocks, each containing approximately 5000
successive MD steps.
Previous theoretical studies21,24–26 have numerically

solved the GL order parameter profiles (OPPs) for CMIs
by minimizing the free-energy functional with respect to
the order parameter profiles, subject to specific boundary
conditions. In this study, we demonstrate that GL OPPs,
calculated from well-equilibrated crystal-melt two-phase
coexistence MD simulations with sufficient sampling,
differ from those obtained via analytical minimization.
Our results highlight the necessity of incorporating lo-
cal atomistic packing information into the GL OPPs to
achieve accurate predictions of the CMI free energy (γ)
within the GL model framework.
With the multiplicative coefficients (Tab. I) and the

GL order parameter profiles (OPPs) prepared, the CMI
free energy (γ) is predicted by integrating Eqs.(S12)-
(S17)31 over the corresponding CMI region. The inte-
gration is performed using the Simpson’s rule, ensuring
high numerical accuracy. The systematic error from the
numerical integration is found to be smaller than the sta-
tistical error, confirming the robustness of the method.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Density and density wave amplitude profiles

Panels (a1)-(a3) in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 display the fine-
scaled density variations across the three equilibrium
BCC CMIs and three equilibrium FCC CMIs, respec-
tively. The z-axis is centered at the fluctuating CMI posi-
tion ξ∗(t∗), with z∗ < 0 corresponding to the melt region
and z∗ > 0 corresponding to the crystal region. The den-
sity oscillations are well-defined and orderly within the
crystal phase, gradually diminishing as they transition
smoothly into the melt phase along the z axis.
The 10-90 interfacial widths (δ∗ρ) are estimated from

the fine-grained density profiles as the distances over
which the oscillation amplitudes transitions from 10% to
90% of their bulk crystal values. The calculated δ∗ρ values
are approximately 3.08σ, 2.55σ, 2.33σ, 2.14σ, 2.10σ, and
2.09σ for the BCC(100), (110), (111), FCC(100), (110),
and (111) CMIs, respectively, as listed in Tab. II.
Panels (b1)-(b3) in Fig.2 and Fig.3 present complete

sets of the GL order parameters computed from the MD
simulation trajectories. The different curves in these pan-
els correspond to various categories of the GL order pa-
rameters, which are based on the dot product of the CMI
normal vector n̂ and the RLVs K̂ (and Ĝ). Within each
subset, GL order parameters share identical density wave
amplitudes across the CMI and are labeled as ua, ub, . . .
(and va, . . . ), as shown in Tab. S2 in the Supplemental
Materials.31 The single-mode GL model for BCC CMIs
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TABLE I. Values of input parameters used in the GL models for CMI γ in both BCC and FCC systems are provided. These
include the magnitudes (in reduced units) of |K⃗∗

110| for the twelve [110] RLVs in BCC, as well as |K⃗∗
111| and |G⃗∗

200| for the eight
[111] and six [200] RLVs in FCC. Also included are the static structure factors and the derivatives of the direct correlation
function at these wavenumbers.

T ∗
m p∗ ρ∗m |K⃗∗

110| |K⃗∗
111| |G⃗∗

200| S(|K⃗∗
110|) S(|K⃗∗

111|) S(|G⃗∗
200|) C′(|G⃗∗

200|) C′′(|K⃗∗
110|) C′′(|K⃗∗

111|) C′′(|G⃗∗
200|)

BCC 0.988 100 2.297 9.340 - - 3.066 - - - -0.989 - -

FCC 0.995 103 2.319 - 9.111 10.521 - 2.960 1.180 -0.639 - -1.305 -0.049

involves only ui (i = a, b, . . . ), while the two-mode GL
model for FCC CMIs involves both ui and vi.

The GL OPPs calculated in panels (b1)-(b3) show
identical values of ui = us = 0.722 within the bulk crystal
region for all three BCC CMI systems, and identical bulk
crystal values of ui = us = 0.779 and vi = vs = 0.718
for all three FCC CMI systems. A key difference be-
tween the GL order parameter values is that the density
field around lattice points has smaller amplitude and is
broader for BCC compared to FCC, reflecting the more
closely packed nature of the latter. Following the ap-
proach of Wu et al.,26 we estimate the magnitude of
the GL order parameters in the bulk crystals. Assum-
ing the density field is represented as a sum of Gaus-
sian peaks centered at lattice sites, the Fourier ampli-
tudes of the density are simple functions of the corre-
sponding wave numbers. The density field is given by:

ρ(r⃗) = ρm

[
1 +

∑
K⃗i

ρ̂K⃗i
eiK⃗i·r⃗ +

∑
G⃗i

ρ̂G⃗i
eiG⃗i·r⃗ + · · ·

]
,

where ρ̂K⃗i
= e−σ2

ρK
2
i /2 and ρ̂G⃗i

= e−σ2
ρG

2
i /2. The vari-

ance σ2
ρ of the Gaussian function is estimated by the

mean-square displacements (MSD) of atoms in the crys-
tals. Using MD data for the MSD of both BCC and FCC
crystals at the corresponding Tm, we estimate the mag-
nitude of Fourier amplitudes ρ̂K⃗i

and ρ̂G⃗i
as approxima-

tions for us and vs. The estimates are uest.
s = ρ̂K⃗i

= 0.716

for BCC crystals, uest.
s = ρ̂K⃗i

= 0.777 and vest.s = ρ̂G⃗i
=

0.715 for FCC crystals. These estimations are in good
agreement with the values obtained from the GL OPPs in
panels (b1)-(b3). Interestingly, similar estimations made
for Ni metals are considerably smaller than the realistic
values.26 On the bulk melt side (shown in panels (b1)-
(b2) in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3), the calculated amplitudes of
density waves are sufficiently small, leading to a negli-
gible contribution to the integrand function in the GL
free-energy functionals [Eqs.(S12)-(S17) in Supplemental
Materials.31]

The shapes of all calculated GL OPPs closely resem-
ble hyperbolic tangent functions; however, the structural
and directional dependence of their combinations varies
significantly. To quantify this behavior, we measured the
midpoint positions zmid∗ and the positions correspond-
ing to 10% and 90% of the bulk crystal amplitudes us

(and vs) on each calculated GL OPP. From the midpoint
positions, we calculated the shift distance relative to the
midpoint position of the corresponding ua(z) profile, de-
fined as ∆∗

u,v = zmid∗
u,v − zmid∗

ua
. As shown in Tab. II, most

values of |∆z∗u,v| are around zero for the GL OPPs calcu-
lated from MD simulations. This indicates that the tran-
sitions of different density wave amplitude modes from
the crystal to the melt phase occur in a spatially syn-
chronous manner. The positions corresponding to 10%
and 90% of the bulk crystal amplitudes were used to cal-
culate the 10-90 interfacial widths δ∗u,v for each GL OPP,
which reveal the spatial decay rates of the density waves
as they transition from the crystal to the melt. These
widths may play a role in determining the anisotropy of
the CMI γ. On the same CMI, the 10-90 interfacial width
for the density profile δ∗ρ is smaller than the 10-90 widths
of the GL OPPs δ∗u,v, suggesting that the intrinsic den-
sity field containing purely particle-packing information
across the CMI is less broader than any of the individual
density wave amplitude profiles.
In general, BCC CMIs exhibit slightly larger interfa-

cial widths than FCC CMIs. When comparing the three
CMIs within each crystal structure (BCC or FCC), an
interesting trend is observed for the (100) CMI. For both
BCC and FCC, the 10-90 widths of the GL OPPs across
different subsets are more tightly clustered compared to
the (110) and (111) CMIs. This indicates that the (100)
orientation has more uniform spatial decay rates of den-
sity wave amplitudes across all modes. Such behavior
may underlie the observation that the (100) CMI has the
highest value of γ among the three orientations (as dis-
cussed in the next subsection).
For comparison, following the approach of Shih et al.24

and Wu et al.,25,26 the GL OPPs for all CMIs are pre-
dicted using the analytical minimization (AM) method,
as shown in panels (c1)-(c3) in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. Vari-
ational operations on the free energy functionals with
respect to the corresponding order parameters lead to
a system of coupled Euler-Lagrange (cE-L) equations.
These equations are then solved numerically with bound-
ary conditions: the order parameters vanish in the melt
phase and retain fixed bulk solid values (we use uest.

s and
vest.s as done by Wu et al.26). Additional details on the
implementation of the analytical minimization of the free
energy functionals can be found in the Supplemental Ma-
terials.31

The GL OPPs predicted by the AM method and those
measured from MD simulations show notable discrepan-
cies. For the BCC CMIs, the GL OPPs predicted by
the AM method agree well with the MD simulation re-
sults. The density wave amplitudes decay over similar
spatial extents (see Tab. II) and follow a similar sequence.
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FIG. 2. (a1)-(a3) Fine-grained density profiles for the equilibrium BCC(100), BCC(110), and BCC(111) CMIs. (b1)-(b3)
GL OPPs for the BCC(100), BCC(110), and BCC(111) CMIs, computed from equilibrium MD simulations using Eqs.(5) and

(6), with the K̂ RLV subsets listed in Tab. S231 (c1)-(c3) GL OPPs obtained from analytical minimization of the free-energy
functionals. The z∗ coordinate is measured relative to the mean fluctuating CMI position ⟨ξ∗(t∗)⟩, where z∗ < 0 corresponds
to the melt and z∗ > 0 corresponds to the crystal.
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FIG. 3. (a1)-(a3) Fine-grained density profiles for the equilibrium FCC(100), FCC(110), and FCC(111) CMIs. (b1)-(b3)
GL OPPs for the three CMIs computed from equilibrium MD simulations. (c1)-(c3) GL OPPs obtained from analytical
minimization of the free-energy functionals.

This good agreement is likely due to the alignment pro- cess [Eq.(5)], which helps eliminate capillary broadening
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TABLE II. 10-90 widths of the fine-grained density profiles (δ∗ρ) and the GL OPPs (δ∗u,v) for BCC and FCC CMIs. The shifts

of the GL OPP midpoints relative to that of the corresponding ua(z), ∆
∗
u,v = zmid∗

u,v −zmid∗
ua

. The superscripts “MD” and “AM”
indicate the GL OPPs calculated from the MD simulation trajectory and those obtained from analytical minimization of the
free-energy functionals, respectively.

BCC δMD∗
ρ δMD∗

ua
δMD∗
ub

δMD∗
uc

∆MD∗
ua

∆MD∗
ub

∆MD∗
uc

δAM∗
ua

δAM∗
ub

δAM∗
uc

∆AM∗
ua

∆AM∗
ub

∆AM∗
uc

(100) 3.08 3.57 3.91 - 0.00 0.03 - 3.28 3.58 - 0.00 -0.01 -

(110) 2.55 3.35 4.78 2.68 0.00 0.01 0.02 3.20 4.16 3.42 0.00 -0.03 0.00

(111) 2.33 3.82 2.58 - 0.00 0.03 - 3.80 2.93 - 0.00 0.02 -

FCC δMD∗
ρ δMD∗

ua
δMD∗
ub

δMD∗
va δMD∗

vb ∆MD∗
ua

∆MD∗
ub

∆MD∗
va ∆MD∗

vb δAM∗
ua

δAM∗
ub

δAM∗
va δAM∗

vb ∆AM∗
ua

∆AM∗
ub

∆AM∗
va ∆AM∗

vb

(100) 2.14 3.44 - 3.85 3.15 0.00 - -0.02 0.00 2.74 - 2.17 2.19 0.00 - 0.29 0.29

(110) 2.10 3.67 2.16 2.84 2.52 0.00 -0.02 -0.04 -0.03 3.43 2.52 2.33 2.31 0.00 0.06 0.34 0.34

(111) 2.09 4.40 2.38 2.62 - 0.00 0.01 -0.01 - 3.75 1.99 1.91 - 0.00 0.12 0.34 -

effects in the GL OPP calculations, although capillary
fluctuation effects are not considered in the AM method
predictions.

In contrast, for the FCC CMIs, the GL OPPs predicted
by the AM method differ significantly from those calcu-
lated by MD simulations. A distinct discrepancy is evi-
dent in Fig. 3, where the GL OPPs predicted by the AM
method show that vi(z) and ui(z) are not synchronous,
with a shift distance ∆∗

v greater than 0.3σ. This con-
trasts with the MD simulation results, where the two
modes are well synchronized. Such a spatial shift between
the two sets of density wave amplitudes is unrealistic, as
it contradicts the fact of a unified density field across
the CMI. This discrepancy highlights the limitations of
the AM method in providing accurate predictions for the
two-mode GL model of FCC CMIs. We hypothesize that
the issue arises from improper boundary conditions used
during the analytical minimization, suggesting that ad-
ditional constraints are needed to correctly enforce the
relative spatial positions of the two sets of GL OPPs in
FCC CMIs.

B. Predicted γ and the crystalline anistropy

The predicted values of γ for three distinct orienta-
tions and two crystal structures, obtained from both
the GL OPPs (derived from MD simulations) and the
AM method, are summarized in Tab. III. These val-
ues are also compared with measurements by David-
chack and Laird using the cleaving method.17 To cap-
ture the weak capillary anisotropy of γ, a Kubic har-
monics expansion42,43 is used. In this approach, the
orientation-dependent of γ is expressed as: γ∗

n̂ = γ∗
0 +

ε1γ
∗
0 (
∑

i n
4
i − 3/5) + ε2γ

∗
0(3
∑

i n
4
i + 66n2

xn
2
yn

2
z − 17/7),

where n̂ = (nx, ny, nz), γ
∗
0 represents the mean value of

γ∗
n̂, and ε1 and ε2 characterize the capillary anisotropy.

A positive ε1 promotes dendrite growth along the ⟨100⟩
directions, while a negative ε2 supports growth along
the ⟨110⟩ directions. In addition to γ∗

0 , ε1, and ε2, the
anisotropy parameter ε4 = (γ∗

100 − γ∗
110)/(γ

∗
100 + γ∗

110),
which is commonly used in dendrite growth theory, is

also reported in Tab. III. This parameter provides an ad-
ditional measure of the anisotropic behavior of γ across
orientations.

For BCC CMIs, the predicted values of γ from the
GL OPPs, derived using both MD simulations and the
AM method, are in close agreement. The discrepancy
between the two prediction methods for a given BCC
CMI does not exceed 4%. All predicted values cluster
around γ∗

0 = 0.54 and 0.53, which are 12.8% and 14.5%
lower, respectively, than the measurements obtained by
Davidchack and Laird using simulation experiments.17

The predicted ordering of interfacial free energies follows
the trend γ∗

111 < γ∗
110 < γ∗

100, which differs from the
experimental results of γ∗

110 < γ∗
111 < γ∗

100. As a re-
sult, while the simple GL model provides a reasonable
estimate for the magnitude of ε1, it fails to accurately
predict ε2. In particular, the sign of ε2 is opposite to
that observed in the simulation experiment, indicating a
limitation of the the simple GL model of BCC CMIs in
capturing certain anisotropic features. Similar discrep-
ancies have been reported in theoretical predictions by
Wu and Karma,21,25 who used both the single-mode GL
(and PFC) model to estimate the BCC Fe CMI γ. Their
results also showed an underestimation of approximately
20% compared to MD simulation experiment data.15

For FCC CMIs, predictions based on GL OPPs deter-
mined from MD simulations show good agreement with
the measurement data of Davidchack and Laird, with a
difference in γ∗

0 of less than 6%, indicating the physi-
cal plausibility of these predictions. In contrast, the GL
model using GL OPPs determined via the AM method
performs worse, underestimating the simulation experi-
ment values by 14%. At all CMI orientations, the pre-
dicted interfacial free energies for FCC CMIs are signifi-
cantly higher than those for BCC CMIs. Both prediction
methods correctly capture the ordering of interfacial free
energies as γ∗

111 < γ∗
110 < γ∗

100, which aligns with the ex-
perimental results. The two-mode GL model, combined
with MD simulation-based GL OPPs, provides reason-
ably accurate predictions for the anisotropy parameters
ε1, ε2, and ε4. Notably, the predicted magnitudes of ε1
and ε2 are in perfect agreement with the values reported
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TABLE III. The CMI γ values and corresponding anisotropy parameters for both BCC and FCC CMIs are summarized. These
are predicted using the GL models based on two sets of GL OPPs: those determined from MD simulations and those predicted
via the AM method. Both sets of predictions are compared with the values measured in the simulation experiments conducted
by Davidchack and Laird.17

γ∗
100 γ∗

110 γ∗
111 γ∗

0 ε1 ε2 ε4

Sim. Exp.17, BCC 0.642(8) 0.607(8) 0.620(7) 0.620(4) 0.06(3) 0.019(7) 0.028(9)

GL, OPPs(MD), BCC 0.557 0.539 0.526 0.541 0.082 -0.006 0.016

GL, OPPs(AM), BCC 0.537 0.532 0.519 0.530 0.045 -0.009 0.005

Sim. Exp.17, FCC 0.873(8) 0.796(9) 0.764(11) 0.810(5) 0.20(2) -0.003(8) 0.046(7)

GL, OPPs(MD), FCC 0.919 0.843 0.827 0.861 0.163 0.004 0.043

GL, OPPs(AM), FCC 0.726 0.699 0.681 0.702 0.093 -0.006 0.019

by Davidchack and Laird for the SS (n = 7 and n = 8)
system,17 and they are closer to the measurements ob-
tained for the SS (n = 6) system compared to the predic-
tions made using GL OPPs derived from the AMmethod.
However, when using GL OPPs determined by the AM
method, Wu et al. applied two-mode and three-mode GL
models to predict γ for FCC Ni CMIs,26 but these pre-
dictions significantly underestimated the MD simulation
experiment data44 by over 60%. Additionally, the AM-
based predictions failed to reproduce the ordering of γ
observed in the MD simulation experiment, highlighting
the limitations of this approach for FCC CMIs.

The GL model predictions using GL OPPs derived
from the AM method underestimate the simulation ex-
periment measurements by approximately 14% for both
BCC and FCC CMI systems. However, the underlying
reasons for these discrepancies differ between the two sys-
tems.

For BCC CMIs, the discrepancy likely arises from the
intrinsic limitations of the weakly nonlinear GL model,
which employs a single set of density waves associated
with the principal reciprocal lattice vectors (RLVs). This
approach fails to capture the highly nonlinear nature
of the crystal density field, which requires contributions
from higher-order RLV modes for an accurate represen-
tation. Two key pieces of evidence support this explana-
tion: (i) PFC simulations: Wu et al.21 conducted PFC
simulations that provided predictions of γ that are in
closer agreement with experimental measurements. the
PFC simulation includes contributions from larger RLV
modes, capturing the complex variations in the CMI den-
sity field that are neglected in the single-mode GL model.
(ii)Similar underestimation with MD-based OPPs: The
fact that the GL model predictions with MD-based GL
OPPs exhibit a similar underestimation for BCC CMIs
suggests that the discrepancy is rooted in the model’s
inherent limitations, rather than the method used to de-
termine the OPPs. This indicates that the single-mode
GL model’s inability to account for contributions from
higher-order RLV modes is a fundamental constraint that
affects predictions regardless of how the OPPs are ob-
tained.

For FCC CMIs, the source of the discrepancy appears

to be different. When using MD-based GL OPPs, the
predictions from the two-mode GL model (where ui(z)
and vi(z) are synchronized) are significantly more accu-
rate than those based on AM-derived GL OPPs, where
ui(z) and vi(z) are desynchronized. This indicates that
the primary cause of the discrepancy lies in the varia-
tional procedure used to derive the free energy function-
als. The AM method may introduce inaccuracies by im-
properly handling the two sets of density waves, leading
to a misrepresentation of the underlying physics.

Addressing these issues requires two key improve-
ments. (i) Incorporation of Larger RLV modes for BCC
CMIs: expanding the GL model to include larger RLV
modes could provide a more accurate depiction of the
highly nonlinear density field in BCC CMIs. (ii) Opti-
mization of variational methods for FCC CMIs: refining
the variational approach used to derive the free energy
functional in the two-mode GL model could eliminate the
discrepancy for FCC CMIs. This may involve ensuring
proper synchronization of the density wave components
[ui(z) and vi(z)] or adopting alternative analytical min-
imization methodologies. These enhancements have the
potential to significantly reduce the observed discrepan-
cies and improve the predictive accuracy of the GL model
for both BCC and FCC CMIs.

As demonstrated above, the predictions of γ and its
anisotropy for FCC CMIs, using MD simulation-based
GL OPPs and the two-mode GL model, closely match the
simulation experiment results. To the best of our knowl-
edge, this level of agreement surpasses all prior studies
that have employed either GL or PFC models. A follow-
up question naturally arises: What causes the observed
∼ 6% overestimation? To investigate this, we leverage an
important feature of the SS model system (introduced in
subsection IIIA) as a diagnostic tool. Specifically, we
compare the GL model predictions along the p-T coex-
istence boundary with the power-law scaling of the SS
(n = 6) system for the CMI γ, as described by Eq.(4).
This approach provides insight into the origin of the over-
estimation, allowing for a deeper understanding of the
underlying mechanisms that contribute to the observed
deviation.

Using FCC(100) as a representative CMI system, we
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TABLE IV. The contribution components of the γ∗, the component γ∗
nonSG arises from the non-square gradient term and the

other component(s) arise from the square gradient terms (γ∗
uSG and/or γ∗

vSG) of the GL OPPs due to the principal and/or the
second set of RLVs. See the detailed expression for γ∗

nonSG and others in Eq.(S18) in the Supplementary Materials.

—— GL prediction from OPPs(MD) —— —— GL prediction from OPPs(AM) ——

BCC (100) (110) (111) FCC (100) (110) (111) BCC (100) (110) (111) FCC (100) (110) (111)

γ∗ 0.557 0.539 0.526 0.919 0.843 0.827 0.537 0.532 0.519 0.726 0.699 0.681

γ∗
nonGS 0.346 0.328 0.304 0.645 0.578 0.540 0.301 0.297 0.296 0.364 0.401 0.340

γ∗
uGS 0.211 0.211 0.222 0.252 0.237 0.256 0.236 0.235 0.223 0.328 0.267 0.301

γ∗
vGS - - - 0.022 0.029 0.032 - - - 0.034 0.032 0.039

0
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FIG. 4. The GL model predictions of γ
FCC/m∗
100 with the MD-

based GL OPPs (filled circles), compared with computer sim-

ulation experimental value (γ
FCC/m∗
1,100 = 0.873 at Tm = 1.0,

open circle) reported by Davidchack and Laird.17 and the SS
scaling law of γ (solid line) as described with Eq.(4), i.e.,

γ
FCC/m∗
100 = 0.873T

∗4/3
m for SS (n = 6) system.

conduct equilibrium MD simulations at six different co-
existence conditions along the p-T coexistence bound-
ary. As illustrated in Fig. 4, the GL model predictions

of γ
FCC/m∗
100 , obtained using the calculated GL OPPs and

the multiplicative coefficients in Eq.(S15),31 show excel-
lent agreement with the trend predicted by the scaling
law [Eq.(4)]. This agreement persists over a wide tem-
perature range up to approximately 0.75. However, a

progressive overestimation of γ
FCC/m∗
100 is observed as the

temperature increases beyond this point, suggesting a
temperature-dependent deviation that warrants further
investigation.

An inspection of the key contributing parameters in

the GL model expression for γ
FCC/m∗
100 [Eq.(S15)]31 pro-

vides a clue to the possible origin of the overestimation.
Fig.S1 in the Supplemental Materials shows that the den-
sities of the uniform bulk melt phases, ρ∗m, at crystal-
melt coexistence conditions (temperature and pressure)

follow the expected power-law scaling. The variation

in γ
FCC/m∗
100 /ρm with respect to the dimensionless pres-

sure (p∗) or melting temperature (T ∗
m) is governed by

the product of two key factors: (1) Multiplicative coef-
ficients: these coefficients are linked to liquid structure
factors or direct correlation functions, as summarized in
Tab. S1.31 (2) GL OPP-dependent terms: these include
power and gradient terms that explicitly depend on the
GL OPPs. Interestingly, it is observed that both (i)
the structure factors (or direct correlation functions) in
terms of dimensionless reduced wave numbers k∗a∗ for
the bulk melt phases, and (ii) the calculated GL OPPs
for the six FCC(100) CMIs along the dimensionless re-
duced z∗/a∗ coordinate, exhibit identical shapes that are
independent of pressure and temperature, as shown in
Fig.S2 and Fig.S3 of the Supplemental Materials.
The invariant GL OPPs, calculated from CMI atom-

istic trajectories, serve as exact and valid input data for
the GL model. Therefore, we speculate that the observed

deviations in predicting γ
FCC/m∗
100 at higher p∗ or T ∗

m are
primarily associated with assumptions made in the for-
malism of the CMI free energy functionals. These as-
sumptions include: (i) Constant RLVs across the CMI:
the reciprocal lattice vectors (RLVs) are assumed to re-
main constant throughout the CMI, which may oversim-
plify the actual structural changes occurring at the inter-
face. (ii)Bulk liquid structure factor for interfacial liquid:
the free energy functional relies on multiplicative coeffi-
cients related to the bulk liquid structure factors, im-
plicitly assuming that the interfacial liquid has the same
structural properties as the bulk melt phase. Support for
this speculation comes from computational evidence indi-
cating that the local structure factor of interfacial liquids
differs from that of the corresponding bulk liquid phase.45

Such differences highlight the limitations of the current
GL model’s treatment of interfacial liquid structure.
While the current GL model benefits from computa-

tional simplicity, further improvements could be achieved
by incorporating more detailed structural variations into
the model. An updated version of the GL model could ac-
count for local deviations in structure factors and RLVs
within the CMI region. Such refinements would likely
enhance the quantitative accuracy of predictions for γ∗,
especially at higher p∗ and T ∗

m.
We present key insights into the crystal structure de-
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FIG. 5. Excess free energy densities (black solid lines) for the
BCC (left side) and FCC (right side) CMIs as a function of
distance z∗. The individual contribution components are also
visualized using colored lines, including non-square gradient
(nonSG) terms and square gradient (uSG, or vSG) terms.

pendency and crystalline anisotropy of γ using the GL
model, which demonstrates strong predictive capability.
The interfacial free energy γ∗ is decomposed into con-
tributions from non-square gradient (γ∗

nonSG) and square
gradient terms (γ∗

uSG and γ∗
vSG), associated with the prin-

cipal and second set of reciprocal lattice vectors (RLVs),
respectively, see the detailed expression for γ∗

nonSG, γ
∗
uSG

and γ∗
vSG in Eq.(S18) in the Supplementary Materials.

Data derived from MD-based OPPs in Tab. IV and
the integrands of the CMI free energy functionals in
Fig. 5 illustrate this decomposition. The overall inter-
facial free energy γBCC/m∗ for BCC crystal-melt inter-
faces (CMIs) is lower than γFCC/m∗ for FCC CMIs, pri-
marily due to the larger contribution of non-gradient
terms, as evidenced in Fig. 5 and Tab. IV. This high-
lights a potential area for future refinement of the GL
model for BCC CMIs, particularly by incorporating ad-
ditional RLV modes to improve accuracy. Our analysis
reveals that non-gradient terms are the dominant con-
tributors to γ∗ and the primary drivers of its anisotropy.
By contrast, square gradient terms have minimal impact
on anisotropy. For both BCC and FCC CMIs, the values
of γ∗

uSG across the three crystallographic orientations are
nearly identical, while γ∗

vSG for FCC CMIs is approxi-
mately one-tenth the magnitude of γ∗

uSG. Additionally,
FCC CMIs exhibit larger anisotropy compared to BCC
CMIs.

These observations suggest that anisotropy can be
modulated by adjusting the relative contributions of non-
gradient and square gradient terms. One example, illus-
trated in Fig. S4 of the Supplementary Materials, shows

that reducing pressure increases the relative weight of
square gradient terms, which may offer a strategy to sup-
press capillary anisotropy. This finding underscores the
potential for tailoring anisotropy through the careful tun-
ing of GL model parameters and structural inputs.

V. SUMMARY

We propose a new method for quantitatively predict-
ing the crysta-melt interfacial free energy γ within the
GL model framework by incorporating atomic-scale sim-
ulation data to generate more accurate density wave pro-
files. The study focuses on the soft-sphere (SS) system
modeled by the inverse power potential with n = 6. By
combining MD-based density wave profiles with existing
GL models for both BCC and FCC CMIs, we achieve
accurate predictions for γ and its anisotropy. Notably,
for FCC CMIs, the level of agreement obtained in this
study surpasses all prior predictions using either GL or
PFC models. Our findings establish that the GL model
is both valid and reliable, offering a computationally ef-
ficient and cost-effective approach to estimating CMI γ
with reasonable accuracy.

This study also illustrates how the GL model can be
employed to interpret the crystal structure dependency
and anisotropy of γ by leveraging the contributions of dif-
ferent components in the analytical expression for γ. By
comparing results from the conventional approach (where
free energy functionals are analytically minimized) with
predictions based on the power-law scaling of SS CMI γ
along the p-T coexistence boundary, we obtain several
key insights: (i) For the γ of BCC CMIs, the current
single-mode GL model requires additional Fourier com-
ponents of the density and higher-order expansion terms
in the free energy functional to achieve higher accuracy.
(ii) For FCC systems, the larger underestimation of γ
when using GL order parameter profiles (OPPs) from the
AM method is attributed to improper variational opera-
tions on the free energy functional. An optimized varia-
tional procedure is necessary for better predictions. (iii)
To achieve more quantitative predictions, future models
should incorporate detailed structural information for in-
terfacial liquids rather than relying on bulk melt phase
data for structure factors. This adjustment could signif-
icantly enhance the precision of the GL model for CMIs.

To conclude, this study provides new perspectives on
advancing and refining the GL model for predicting CMI
γ. A future, more accurate version of the GL model could
facilitate a deeper analytical understanding of γ and the
mechanisms driving various physical phenomena. Poten-
tial applications include the elucidation of the effects of
material (or interatomic interactions), crystal structural
(e.g., non-cubic crystal structure under strain, or HCP,
etc.), composition dependencies and so on.
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I. Theory Formlism

A. Density functionals

For the BCC CMIs, the density field ρBCC/m(r⃗) is expanded and truncated up to the contribution of the principal

reciprocal-lattice vectors (RLVs), K⃗i, negelecting the contribution of larger RVL modes,

ρBCC/m(r⃗) = ρm


1 +

∑

K⃗i

ui(r⃗)e
iK⃗i·r⃗


 , (S1)

where the order parameters ui are the density waves amplitudes corresponding to the twelve ⟨110⟩ principal RLVs
of equal length, in a BCC crystal. ρm is the density of the uniform bulk melt phase at the crystal-melt coexistence
temperature (or melting temperature Tm) and pressure.

For the FCC CMIs, the density field ρFCC/m(r⃗) is expanded and truncated up to the second set of RLVs, G⃗i,

ρFCC/m(r⃗) = ρm


1 +

∑

K⃗i

ui(r⃗)e
iK⃗i·r⃗ +

∑

G⃗i

vi(r⃗)e
iG⃗i·r⃗


 , (S2)

where the order parameters ui are the density waves amplitudes corresponding to the eight ⟨111⟩ principal RLVs of
equal length, in a FCC crystal. vi are the density waves amplitudes corresponding to the six ⟨200⟩ second set of RLVs
of equal length, in a FCC crystal.

B. Free energy functionals

The free-energy functionals in GL models of the BCC and FCC CMIs are firstly derived from the classical density
functional theory (cDFT) of freezing, [1, 2] considering inhomogeneous fluids with small density fluctuations. The
excess free-energy ∆F for the equilibrium CMIs relative to the free energy of the uniform melt phase Fm, ∆F ≡ F−Fm,
is expressed as,

∆F =
1

2βm

∫∫
dr⃗dr⃗ ′δρ(r⃗)

[
δ(r⃗ − r⃗ ′)

ρm
− C(|r⃗ − r⃗ ′|)

]
δρ(r⃗ ′), (S3)

in which, βm = 1/kBTm. δρ(r⃗) ≡ ρ(r⃗) − ρm, C(|r⃗ − r⃗ ′|) is the two-particle direct correlation function of the melt
phase.

We parametrize the direction normal to the planar CMIs is along z direction. By assuming that the amplitudes of
density waves vary slowly across the CMIs, the density fluctuations, for both the BCC CMIs [δρBCC/m(r⃗ ′)] and FCC
CMIs [δρFCC/m(r⃗ ′)], can be expanded in a Taylor series about z, [3, 4]

δρBCC/m(r⃗ ′) ≈ρm

{∑

K⃗i

[
ui(z) +

dui(z)

dz
(z′ − z) +

1

2

d2ui(z)

dz2
(z′ − z)2

]
eiK⃗i·r⃗′

}
, (S4)

δρFCC/m(r⃗ ′) ≈ρm

{∑

K⃗i

[
ui(z) +

dui(z)

dz
(z′ − z) +

1

2

d2ui(z)

dz2
(z′ − z)2

]
eiK⃗i·r⃗′

}

+ρm

{∑

G⃗i

[
vi(z) +

dvi(z)

dz
(z′ − z) +

1

2

d2vi(z)

dz2
(z′ − z)2

]
eiG⃗i·r⃗′

} (S5)

The excess free-energies for the equilibrium BCC CMIs and FCC CMIs are calculated by substituting the density
fluctuations [Eq.(S4) and Eq.(S5)] in Eq.(S3) and carry out the spatial integration over r′, leading to,

∆FBCC/m ≈ ρm
2βm

∫
dr⃗

( ∑

K⃗i,K⃗j

1

S(|K⃗i|)
uiujδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j

−
∑

K⃗i

1

2

{
C′′(|K⃗i|)(K̂i · ẑ)2 + C′(|K⃗i|)

|K⃗i|
[1− (K̂i · ẑ)2]

} ∣∣∣∣
dui

dz

∣∣∣∣
2
)
, (S6)
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∆FFCC/m ≈ ρm
2βm

∫
dr⃗

( ∑

K⃗i,K⃗j

1

S(|K⃗i|)
uiujδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j

+
∑

G⃗i,G⃗j

1

S(|G⃗i|)
vivjδ0,G⃗i+G⃗j

−
∑

K⃗i

1

2

{
C′′(|K⃗i|)(K̂i · ẑ)2 + C′(|K⃗i|)

|K⃗i|
[1− (K̂i · ẑ)2]

} ∣∣∣∣
dui

dz

∣∣∣∣
2

−
∑

G⃗i

1

2

{
C′′(|G⃗i|)(Ĝi · ẑ)2 + C′(|G⃗i|)

|G⃗i|
[1− (Ĝi · ẑ)2]

} ∣∣∣∣
dvi
dz

∣∣∣∣
2
)
,

(S7)

in which, C ′(k) = dC(k)/dk and C ′′(k) = d2C(k)/dk2, the hat symbols on top of K̂i, Ĝi and ẑ stand for the unit
vectors. C(k) is the Fourier transform of C(|r⃗|),

C(k) = ρm

∫
dr⃗C(|r⃗|)eik⃗·r⃗, (S8)

and it is related to the structure factor of the melt phase,

C(k) =
S(k)− 1

S(k)
. (S9)

In the following theoretical formlism, we follow the assumptions that C ′(|K⃗i|) = 0 for both the BCC and FCC CMI

systems, [3–5] as the principal RLVs |K⃗i| of BCC and FCC crystals lie closest to the maximum in the liquid structure

factor, whereas, for the second set of RLVs |G⃗i|, the FCC CMI systems, the first derivative of C(k) does not vanish.
At the same time, the RLVs are assumed as constant across the CMIs, the ratio of the lattice spacing (e.g., under
expansion) to the spatially diffuse width (or the correlation length of the melt phase) of the atomically rough CMI is
treated as a small parameter. [5]

To complete the formlism of the GL model of the free-energy functionals of the equilibrium BCC and FCC CMIs,
after obtaining the standard cDFT expression for the free-energy functionals, i.e., Eq.(S6) and Eq.(S7), one expand
the excess free energies as power series of the density wave amplitudes (or the GL order parameters),

∆FBCC/m ≈ ρm
2βm

∫
dr⃗

(
aBCC/m
uu

∑

K⃗i,K⃗j

CBCC/m
uu uiujδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j

− aBCC/m
uuu

∑

K⃗i,K⃗j ,K⃗k

CBCC/m
uuu uiujukδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j+K⃗k

+aBCC/m
uuuu

∑

K⃗i,K⃗j ,K⃗k,K⃗l

CBCC/m
uuuu uiujukulδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j+K⃗k+K⃗l

+ a
BCC/m
uSG

∑

K⃗i

C
BCC/m
uSG

∣∣∣∣
dui

dz

∣∣∣∣
2
)
,

(S10)

∆FFCC/m ≈ ρm
2βm

∫
dr⃗

(
aFCC/m
uu

∑

K⃗i,K⃗j

CFCC/m
uu uiujδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j

+ aFCC/m
vv

∑

G⃗i,G⃗j

CFCC/m
vv vivjδ0,G⃗i+G⃗j

−aFCC/m
uuv

∑

K⃗i,K⃗j ,G⃗k

CFCC/m
uuv uiujvkδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j+G⃗k

+ aFCC/m
uuuu

∑

K⃗i,K⃗j ,K⃗k,K⃗l

CFCC/m
uuuu uiujukulδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j+K⃗k+K⃗l

+aFCC/m
uuvv

∑

K⃗i,K⃗j ,G⃗k,G⃗l

CFCC/m
uuvv uiujvkvlδ0,K⃗i+K⃗j+G⃗k+G⃗l

+ a
FCC/m
uSG

∑

K⃗i

C
FCC/m
uSG

∣∣∣∣
dui

dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+
∑

G⃗i

(a
FCC/m
vSG−LC

FCC/m
vSG−L + a

FCC/m
vSG−TC

FCC/m
vSG−T )

∣∣∣∣
dvi
dz

∣∣∣∣
2
)
,

(S11)
The Kronecker delta functions in Eq.(S10) and Eq.(S11), ensure the free-energy functional contribution only under

the condition for those RLVs form closed polygons, for example, K⃗i + K⃗j + · · · = 0. In Eq.(S10), the symmetries of
the BCC RLVs result in nonvanishing cubic terms, which give rise to a free-energy barrier between the crystal and
melt phases and guarantee a first-order freezing transition. In Eq.(S11) for the case of FCC system, the cubic term
would be absent if one only employs the principal RLV set, one has to include at least both the ⟨111⟩ principal RLVs
and the ⟨200⟩ second set of RLVs to obtain a first-order freezing transition.
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TABLE S1. List of the coefficients in the free-energy functional expressions for the BCC CMIs Eq.(S10) and FCC CMIs and
Eq.(S11). The subscripts ‘s’ in ‘us’ and ‘vs’ stands for the magnitude of the density wave amplitudes in bulk solid (crystal)
phase.

BCC CMIs FCC CMIs

a
BCC/m
uu = 12

S(|K⃗110|)
C

BCC/m
uu = 1

12
a
FCC/m
uu = 8

S(|K⃗111|)
C

FCC/m
uu = 1

8

- - a
FCC/m
vv = 6

S(|G⃗200|)
C

FCC/m
vv = 1

6

a
BCC/m
uuu = 24

[S(|K⃗110|)uBCC/m
s ]

C
BCC/m
uuu = 1

8
a
FCC/m
uuv = 16

S(|K⃗111|)vFCC/m
s

+ 12v
FCC/m
s

S(|G⃗200|)(uFCC/m
s )2

C
FCC/m
uuv = 1

12

a
BCC/m
uuuu = 12

[S(|K⃗110|)(uBCC/m
s )2]

C
BCC/m
uuuu = 1

27
a
FCC/m
uuuu = 6(v

FCC/m
s )2

[S(|G⃗200|)(uFCC/m
s )4]

C
FCC/m
uuuu = 1

12

- - a
FCC/m
uuvv = 8

[S(|K⃗111|)(vFCC/m
s )2]

C
FCC/m
uuvv = 1

24

a
BCC/m
uSG = −2C′′(|K⃗110|) C

BCC/m
uSG = (K̂i·n̂)2

4
a
FCC/m
uSG = − 4C′′(|K⃗111|)

3
C

FCC/m
uSG = 3(K̂i·n̂)2

8

- - a
FCC/m
vSG−L = −C′′(|G⃗200|) C

FCC/m
vSG−L = (Ĝi·n̂)2

2

- - a
FCC/m
vSG−T = − 2C′(|G⃗200|)

|G⃗200|
C

FCC/m
vSG−T = [1−(Ĝi·n̂)2]

4

TABLE S2. List of symbols representing classifications of the density wave amplitude or the GL order parameters, the RLV
subsets with respect to three BCC and three FCC CMIs. For each CMI orientation, the RLV are catogorized into subsets
where (K̂i · n̂)2 or (Ĝi · n̂)2 have the identical magnitude in each subset.

BCC(100) BCC(110) BCC(111) FCC(100) FCC(110) FCC(111)
GL order parameters ua ub ua ub uc ua ub ua va vb ua ub va vb ua ub va
RLV subsets ⟨011⟩⟨110⟩ ⟨011⟩⟨110⟩

〈
110
〉

⟨110⟩
〈
110
〉

⟨111⟩⟨200⟩⟨020⟩ ⟨111⟩
〈
111
〉
⟨200⟩⟨002⟩ ⟨111⟩

〈
111
〉
⟨200⟩

Number of K⃗i or G⃗i 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 8 2 4 4 4 4 2 2 6 6

(K̂i · n̂)2 or (Ĝi · n̂)2 0 1/2 1/4 1 0 0 2/3 1/3 1 0 2/3 0 1/2 0 1 1/9 1/3

The multiplicative coefficients (aBCC/m and aFCC/m) of the quadratic terms in the GL model of the free-energy
functionals, i.e., Eq.(S10) and Eq.(S11), can be obtained by comaring with above cDFT free-energy functionals,
i.e., Eq.(S6) and Eq.(S7). The multiplicative coefficients of the higher power non-quadratic terms in Eq.(S10) and
Eq.(S11) are derived by the constraints that (i) the equilibrium state of the crystal phase is a minimum of free energy,
(ii) the crystal and the melt phases have equal free energy at T = Tm. [3, 4] The normalization are employed, i.e.,

normalizing the sum of the normalization coefficients (CBCC/m and CFCC/m) to unity, for examples,
∑

K⃗i
C

FCC/m
uSG = 1,

or
∑

K⃗i,K⃗j
C

BCC/m
uu δ0,K⃗i+K⃗j

= 1. More details on the employment of the normalization coefficients can be found in

Refs.3 and 4.
For the FCC CMIs, the subscripts “T” and “L” in the symbols of the multiplicative and normalization coefficients

of the square gradient terms for vi, stand for the transverse and longitudinal components of Ĝ.
All the multiplicative coefficients and the normalization coefficients employed in Eq.(S10) and Eq.(S11) are listed

in Tab. S1.

C. GL model formlism for specific CMI orientations

Next, the GL formalism of the CMI free-energy functionals are reduced into forms for determining the CMI free
energies γ = ∆F/Axy of the specific CMI orientations. Note that, the density waves amplitudes of each RLVs set are
equal in the bulk phases, while they are not equal in the interfacial region, leading to the CMI orientation-dependence
on the magnitude of the CMI γ. Thus, one has to subdivide the GL order parameters into different catogories based on
the direction cosine between the particular RLV and the CMI orientation n̂, in order to derive the specific expression
for the CMI γn̂. [3, 4] As shown in Tab. S2, base on the dot product of the CMI normal n̂ and RLV K̂ (or Ĝ), GL
order parameters in a given subset have the identical density wave amplitude across the CMI, are denoted by ua,
ub, · · · , (or va, · · · ). Subsets of density waves and their corresponding GL order parameters for the three low index
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CMI orientations of both BCC-melt and FCC-melt CMI systems, are summarized in Tab. S2. With explicitating
the GL order parameters and the normalization coefficients of the square gradient terms, Eq.(S10) is reduced into

three specific expressions of γ
BCC/m
n̂ , i.e., Eq.(S12) for γ

BCC/m
100 , Eq.(S13) for γ

BCC/m
110 , and Eq.(S14) for for γ

BCC/m
111 ;

Eq.(S11) is reduced into three specific expressions of γ
FCC/m
n̂ , i.e., Eq.(S15) for γ

FCC/m
100 , Eq.(S16) for γ

FCC/m
110 , and

Eq.(S17) for γ
FCC/m
111 .

γ
BCC/m
100 ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz

[
aBCC/m
uu

(
1

3
u2
a +

2

3
u2
b

)
− aBCC/m

uuu uau
2
b + aBCC/m

uuuu

(
1

9
u4
a +

4

9
u2
au

2
b +

4

9
u4
b

)
+ a

BCC/m
uSG

∣∣∣∣
dub

dz

∣∣∣∣
2
]
,

(S12)

γ
BCC/m
110 ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz

[
aBCC/m
uu

(
4

6
u2
a +

1

6
u2
b +

1

6
u2
c

)
− aBCC/m

uuu

(
1

2
u2
aub +

1

2
u2
auc

)
+ aBCC/m

uuuu

(
12

27
u4
a +

1

27
u4
b

+
1

27
u4
c +

4

27
u2
au

2
b +

4

27
u2
au

2
c +

1

27
u2
cu

2
b +

4

27
u2
aubuc

)
+ a

BCC/m
uSG

(
1

2

∣∣∣∣
dua

dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+
1

2

∣∣∣∣
dub

dz

∣∣∣∣
2
)]

,

(S13)

γ
BCC/m
111 ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz

[
aBCC/m
uu

(
1

2
u2
a +

1

2
u2
b

)
− aBCC/m

uuu

(
3

4
u2
aub +

1

4
u3
b

)
+ aBCC/m

uuuu

(
5

9
u2
au

2
b +

2

9
u4
a +

2

9
u4
b

)

+a
BCC/m
uSG

∣∣∣∣
dua

dz

∣∣∣∣
2
]
,

(S14)

γ
FCC/m
100 ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz

[
aFCC/m
uu u2

a − aFCC/m
uuv

(
1

3
u2
ava +

2

3
u2
avb

)
+ aFCC/m

uuuu u4
a + aFCC/m

vv

(
1

3
v2a +

2

3
v2b

)

+aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

6
u2
av

2
a +

3

6
u2
av

2
b +

2

6
u2
avavb

)
+ a

FCC/m
uSG

∣∣∣∣
dua

dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+ a
FCC/m
vSG−L

∣∣∣∣
dva
dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+ a
FCC/m
vSG−T

∣∣∣∣
dvb
dz

∣∣∣∣
2
]
,

(S15)

γ
FCC/m
110 ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz

[
aFCC/m
uu

(
1

2
u2
a +

1

2
u2
b

)
− aFCC/m

uuv

(
1

6
u2
avb +

1

6
u2
bvb +

4

6
uaubva

)
+ aFCC/m

uuuu

(
1

4
u4
a +

1

4
u4
b

+
2

4
u2
au

2
b

)
+ aFCC/m

vv

(
2

3
v2a +

1

3
v2b

)
+ aFCC/m

uuvv

(
3

12
u2
av

2
a +

1

12
u2
av

2
b +

3

12
u2
bv

2
a +

1

12
u2
bv

2
b +

4

12
uaubvavb

)

+a
FCC/m
uSG

∣∣∣∣
dua

dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+ a
FCC/m
vSG−L

∣∣∣∣
dva
dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+ a
FCC/m
vSG−T

(
1

2

∣∣∣∣
dva
dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+
1

2

∣∣∣∣
dvb
dz

∣∣∣∣
2
)]

,

(S16)

γ
FCC/m
111 ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz

[
aFCC/m
uu

(
1

4
u2
a +

3

4
u2
b

)
− aFCC/m

uuv

(
1

2
u2
bva +

1

2
uaubva

)
+ aFCC/m

uuuu

(
1

12
u4
a +

6

12
u4
b +

3

12
u2
au

2
b

+
2

12
uau

3
b

)
+ aFCC/m

vv v2a + aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

8
u2
av

2
a +

5

8
u2
bv

2
a +

2

8
uaubv

2
a

)
+ a

FCC/m
uSG

(
3

4

∣∣∣∣
dua

dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+
1

4

∣∣∣∣
dub

dz

∣∣∣∣
2
)

+a
FCC/m
vSG−L

∣∣∣∣
dva
dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+ a
FCC/m
vSG−T

∣∣∣∣
dva
dz

∣∣∣∣
2
]
,

(S17)
The contribution components of the γ are inspected, include the component γnonSG arises from the non-square

gradient term and the other component(s) arise from the square gradient terms (γuSG and/or γvSG) of the GL OPPs
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due to the principal and/or the second set of RLVs. For example, for the FCC(100) CMI, the Eq.(S15) can be
rewritten as the following:

γ
FCC/m
100 = γ

FCC/m
100,nonSG + γ

FCC/m
100,uSG + γ

FCC/m
100,vSG (S18a)

γ
FCC/m
100,nonSG ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz

[
aFCC/m
uu u2

a − aFCC/m
uuv

(
1

3
u2
ava +

2

3
u2
avb

)
+ aFCC/m

uuuu u4
a + aFCC/m

vv

(
1

3
v2a +

2

3
v2b

)

+aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

6
u2
av

2
a +

3

6
u2
av

2
b +

2

6
u2
avavb

)] (S18b)

γ
FCC/m
100,uSG ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz a

FCC/m
uSG

∣∣∣∣
dua

dz

∣∣∣∣
2

(S18c)

γ
FCC/m
100,vSG ≈ ρm

2βm

∫
dz

(
a
FCC/m
vSG−L

∣∣∣∣
dva
dz

∣∣∣∣
2

+ a
FCC/m
vSG−T

∣∣∣∣
dvb
dz

∣∣∣∣
2
)

(S18d)
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II. Analytically minimization of the free energy functionals

Consider a Functional F [u(z)] of the form

F [u(z)] =

∫ b

a

f

[
z, u(z),

du(z)

dz

]
dz =

∫ b

a

f [z, u(z), u′(z)] dz, (S19)

where f is the integrand function and the Euler-Lagrange equation
(
∂f

∂u

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′

)
= 0. (S20)

With the analytical expressions of the interfacial free energies, Eqs.(A12-A17), in the Appendix of the main text.
We can generate coupled Euler-Lagrange (cE-L) equations for each of the GL OPPs, ui(z) and vi(z).

For BCC(100) CMI,

(
∂f

∂ua

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
a

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂ub

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
b

)
= 0.

(S21)

By computing the partial derivatives for each field, the full cE-L equations for each GL OPPs are as follows,

aBCC/m
uu

(
2

3
ua(z)

)
− aBCC/m

uuu u2
b(z) + aBCC/m

uuuu

(
4

9
u3
a(z) +

8

9
ua(z)u

2
b(z)

)
= 0,

aBCC/m
uu

(
4

3
ub(z)

)
− 2aBCC/m

uuu ua(z)ub(z) + aBCC/m
uuuu

(
8

9
u2
a(z)ub(z) +

16

9
u3
b(z)

)
− 2a

BCC/m
uSG u′′

b (z) = 0.

(S22)

For BCC(110) CMI,
(

∂f

∂ua

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
a

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂ub

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
b

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂uc

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
c

)
= 0,

(S23)

The full cE-L equations for each GL OPPs are as follows,

aBCC/m
uu

(
4

3
ua(z)

)
− aBCC/m

uuu [ua(z)ub(z) + ua(z)uc(z)] +

aBCC/m
uuuu

(
48

27
u3
a(z) +

8

27
ua(z)u

2
b(z) +

8

27
ua(z)u

2
c(z) +

8

27
ua(z)ub(z)uc(z)

)
− a

BCC/m
uSG u′′

a(z) = 0,

aBCC/m
uu

(
1

3
ub(z)

)
− aBCC/m

uuu

(
1

2
u2
a(z)

)
+

aBCC/m
uuuu

(
4

27
u3
b(z) +

8

27
u2
a(z)ub(z) +

2

27
u2
c(z)ub(z) +

4

27
u2
a(z)uc(z)

)
− a

BCC/m
uSG u′′

b (z) = 0,

aBCC/m
uu

(
1

3
uc(z)

)
− aBCC/m

uuu

(
1

2
u2
a(z)

)
+

aBCC/m
uuuu

(
4

27
u3
c(z) +

8

27
u2
a(z)uc(z) +

2

27
uc(z)u

2
b(z) +

4

27
u2
a(z)ub(z)

)
= 0.

(S24)
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For BCC(111) CMI,

(
∂f

∂ua

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
a

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂ub

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
b

)
= 0

(S25)

The full cE-L equations for each GL OPPs are as follows,

aBCC/m
uu ua(z)− aBCC/m

uuu

(
3

2
ua(z)ub(z)

)
+ aBCC/m

uuuu

(
10

9
ua(z)u

2
b(z) +

8

9
u3
a(z)

)
− 2a

BCC/m
uSG u′′

a(z) = 0,

aBCC/m
uu ub(z)− aBCC/m

uuu

(
3

4
u2
a(z) +

3

4
u2
b(z)

)
+ aBCC/m

uuuu

(
10

9
u2
a(z)ub(z) +

8

9
u3
b(z)

)
= 0.

(S26)
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For FCC(100) CMI,

(
∂f

∂ua

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
a

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂va

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂v′a

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂vb

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂v′b

)
= 0,

(S27)

The full cE-L equations for each GL OPPs are as follows,

2aFCC/m
uu ua(z)− aFCC/m

uuv

(
2

3
ua(z)va(z) +

4

3
ua(z)vb(z)

)
+ 4aFCC/m

uuuu u3
a(z)+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

3
ua(z)v

2
a(z) + ua(z)v

2
b (z) +

2

3
ua(z)va(z)vb(z)

)
− 2a

FCC/m
uSG u′′

a(z) = 0,

− aFCC/m
uuv

(
1

3
u2
a(z)

)
+ aFCC/m

vv

(
2

3
va(z)

)
+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

3
u2
a(z)va(z) +

1

3
u2
a(z)vb(z)

)
− 2a

FCC/m
vSG−Lv

′′
a(z) = 0,

− aFCC/m
uuv

(
2

3
u2
a(z)

)
+ aFCC/m

vv

(
4

3
vb(z)

)
+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
u2
a(z)vb(z) +

1

3
u2
a(z)va(z)

)
− 2a

FCC/m
vSG−T v

′′
b (z) = 0.

(S28)
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For FCC(110) CMI,

(
∂f

∂ua

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
a

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂ub

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
b

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂va

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂v′a

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂vb

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂v′b

)
= 0,

(S29)

The full cE-L equations for each GL OPPs are as follows,

aFCC/m
uu ua(z)− aFCC/m

uuv

(
1

3
ua(z)vb(z) +

2

3
ub(z)va(z)

)
+ aFCC/m

uuuu

(
u3
a(z) + ua(z)u

2
b(z)

)
+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

2
ua(z)v

2
a(z) +

1

6
ua(z)v

2
b (z) +

1

3
ub(z)va(z)vb(z)

)
− 2a

FCC/m
uSG u′′

a(z) = 0,

aFCC/m
uu ub(z)− aFCC/m

uuv

(
1

3
ub(z)vb(z) +

2

3
ua(z)va(z)

)
+ aFCC/m

uuuu

(
u3
b(z) + u2

a(z)ub(z)
)
+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

2
ub(z)v

2
a(z) +

1

6
ub(z)v

2
b (z) +

1

3
ua(z)va(z)vb(z)

)
= 0,

− aFCC/m
uuv

(
2

3
ua(z)ub(z)

)
+ aFCC/m

vv

(
4

3
va(z)

)
+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

2
u2
a(z)va(z) +

1

2
u2
b(z)va(z) +

1

3
ua(z)ub(z)vb(z)

)
−
(
2a

FCC/m
vSG−L + a

FCC/m
vSG−T

)
v′′a(z) = 0,

− aFCC/m
uuv

(
1

6
u2
a(z) +

1

6
u2
b(z)

)
+ aFCC/m

vv

(
2

3
vb(z)

)
+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

6
u2
a(z)vb(z) +

1

6
u2
b(z)vb(z) +

1

3
ua(z)ub(z)va(z)

)
− a

FCC/m
vSG−T v

′′
b (z) = 0.

(S30)
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For FCC(111) CMI,

(
∂f

∂ua

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
a

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂ub

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂u′
b

)
= 0,

(
∂f

∂va

)
− d

dz

(
∂f

∂v′a

)
= 0,

(S31)

The full cE-L equations for each GL OPPs are as follows,

aFCC/m
uu

(
1

2
ua(z)

)
− aFCC/m

uuv

(
1

2
ub(z)va(z)

)
+ aFCC/m

uuuu

(
1

3
u3
a(z) +

1

2
ua(z)u

2
b(z) +

1

6
u3
b(z)

)
+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

4
ua(z)v

2
a(z) +

1

4
ub(z)v

2
a(z)

)
− 3

2
a
FCC/m
uSG u′′

a(z) = 0,

aFCC/m
uu

(
3

2
ub(z)

)
− aFCC/m

uuv

(
ub(z)va(z) +

1

2
ua(z)va(z)

)
+

aFCC/m
uuuu

(
2u3

b(z) +
1

2
u2
a(z)ub(z) +

1

2
ua(z)u

2
b(z)

)
+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
5

4
ub(z)v

2
a(z) +

1

4
ua(z)v

2
a(z)

)
− 1

2
a
FCC/m
uSG u′′

b (z) = 0,

− aFCC/m
uuv

(
1

2
u2
b(z) +

1

2
ua(z)ub(z)

)
+ 2aFCC/m

vv va(z)+

aFCC/m
uuvv

(
1

4
u2
a(z)va(z) +

5

4
u2
b(z)va(z) +

1

2
ua(z)ub(z)va(z)

)
− 2

(
a
FCC/m
vSG−L + a

FCC/m
vSG−T

)
v′′a(z) = 0.

(S32)

Above cE-L equations are solved numerically subject to the boundary conditions that these GL OPPs vanish in
bulk melt phase and retain fixed values in bulk crystals, i.e., us (and vs).
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III. Supplemental table

TABLE S3. Summary of the geometries and sizes of the simulation cells for the six CMIs investigated.

Orientation Size N
BCC(100) 124 σ × 124 σ × 134 σ 47320
BCC(110) 124 σ × 121 σ × 135 σ 46566
BCC(111) 121 σ × 116 σ × 141 σ 45900
FCC(100) 119σ × 119σ × 132σ 44000
FCC(110) 119σ × 118σ × 133σ 43680
FCC(111) 118σ × 117σ × 136σ 43680
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IV. Supplemental figures
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FIG. S1. The densities of the uniform bulk melt phases ρ∗m (at the crystal-melt coexistence temperature and pressure) follow
well the corresponding power-law scaling.
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FIG. S2. Structure factors (left), and direct correlation functions (right), as functions of the dimensionless wavenumber k∗a∗

(top) and as functions of the original wavenumbers k∗ (bottom).
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FIG. S3. GL order parameter (amplitudes of density waves, u, va, vb) profiles, as the function of the dimensionless distance
(z∗/a∗) relative to the CMI position (ξ∗/a∗)(t∗), across equilibrium SS FCC(100) CMI. z∗/a∗ > 0 for melt and z∗/a∗ < 0
for crystal (left top panel). The rest three panels present the three individial GL order parameter profiles, as functions of the
original distance z∗ relative to the CMI position, under six different p∗ along the coexistence boundary.
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100 , γ∗
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vSG) under

six different p∗ along the coexistence boundary. Bottom panel, the relative contributions of non-gradient and square gradient
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