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Despite the simplicity of the water molecule, the kinetics of ice nucleation under natural con-
ditions can be complex. We investigated spontaneously grown ice nuclei using all-atom molecular
dynamics simulations and found significant differences between the kinetics of ice formation through
spontaneously formed and ideal nuclei. Since classical nucleation theory can only provide a good
description of ice nucleation in ideal conditions, we propose a generalized nucleation theory that
can better characterize the kinetics of ice crystal nucleation in general conditions. This study pro-
vides an explanation on why previous experimental and computational studies have yielded widely
varying critical nucleation sizes.

Water, a seemingly simple substance, exhibits remark-
able complexity with over eighteen distinct phases[1, 2].
When cooled at atmospheric pressure, water’s thermody-
namic equilibrium state is hexagonal ice (ice Ih)[3], while
cubic ice (ice Ic)[1, 3, 4] represents a metastable phase[5].
Experiments were performed conducted to obtain pure
ice Ic[6–9], and only recently was defect-free ice Ic ob-
tained [1]. Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations offer
an atomic-level perspective on phase transitions, includ-
ing nucleation processes[10–13]. In particular, enhanced
sampling techniques[14] enabled the study of both homo-
geneous nucleation of pure ice Ic or pure ice Ih through
these simulations[15, 16].

However, the well-known Ostwald’s step rule[17] as-
sumes that ice first nucleates in the form of ice Ic and then
transforms into ice Ih with a long relaxation time[18, 19],
which hints that ice Ic is faster in kinetics. Classical
nucleation theory (CNT) is widely used to describe the
kinetics of homogeneous nucleation. The formation of a
critical nucleus (Nc) requires overcoming a free-energy
barrier[20–22], ∆Gc:

∆Gc =
16πγ3

3ρ2s |∆µ|2
, (1)

where ρs is the density of the solid phase, ∆µ is the
chemical potential difference between the solid and the
fluid phase at the temperature at which the cluster is
critical, and γ is the surface free energy. When we as-
sume a spherical shape for a defect-free cluster, Nc can
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be estimated by[20, 23]:

Nc =
32πγ3

3ρ2s |∆µ|3
. (2)

Critical ice nuclei are relatively small and short-
living[19, 20], making them difficult to observe in experi-
ments. Nc is a temperature-sensitive value and becomes
infinity at the melting temperature Tm[20–22]. There-
fore, many researchers have investigated supercooled wa-
ter around the so-called “no man’s land” temperature
region (230 K)[15, 19, 20, 22, 24, 25]. Surprisingly, the
values of Nc obtained in different studies varied consid-
erably, ranging from 100 to 600 (see Table S1 in SI). The
uncertainty in the measured or calculated values of Nc

suggests that CNT (Eq. (1-2)) is very rudimentary for
describing the kinetics of ice nucleation in the natural
state.
Here, we used all-atom MD simulations to study the

difference in kinetics between ideal and spontaneously
grown ice crystal nuclei (FIG. 1). In our previous
work[16], we have successfully achieved reversible phase
transitions[15] between water and ice using enhanced
sampling[26–28] which allowed us to obtain all possible
ice states in the simulation system. In this study, we
developed modified collective variables (CVs) to effec-
tively simulate the process of phase transition, allowing
water molecules to grow into spherical ice clusters of an
arbitrary size in MD simulations (see Chapter-S(II-IV)
in supplementary material). Such spontaneously grown
ice clusters inevitably contain internal defects, which we
use to resemble ice nuclei through spontaneous forma-
tion. In this simulation study, we obtained thousands of
ice crystal nuclei with different sizes and polymorphisms,
from which we selected 454 ice nuclei of suitable sizes
and classified them into Ic, Isd, and Ih for kinetic studies.
Simulation details are given in Chapter-S(V) of the sup-
plementary material for details. For comparison, we also
prepared a series of ideal spherical ice nuclei of differ-
ent sizes and polymorphisms, which were cut from three
ideal ice Ic, Isd, and Ih crystals[20]. Sixty samples were
cut from each crystal giving a total number of 180.
We performed forward flux sampling (FFS)[19, 29], aka

“seeding”[23, 30] MD simulation, at 230K to study the
kinetics of different ice nuclei and attempt to find the
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FIG. 1. Typical structures of ice nuclei. Each sphere rep-
resents an oxygen atom in a water molecule, where the blue
and orange spheres represent water molecules in the cubic
and hexagonal crystal states, respectively. (Upper) Ideal ice
nuclei are cut spherically from perfect crystals. (Lower) Spon-
taneously grown ice nuclei nucleus by MD simulations.

size of the critical nuclei[19, 20]. We used the MD sim-
ulation software SPONGE[31] to perform “seeding” sim-
ulations for all 634 ice nuclei of at least 100 ns in a pe-
riodic box containing 23,040 all-atom TIP4P/Ice water
molecule models. In order to eliminate the influence of
liquid water around the ice clusters, we annealed each
cluster for 1 ns before performing the simulations. See
Chapter-S(IV) in the supplementary material for the sim-
ulation details. FIG. 2 shows the size change ∆N for
different ice cluster size N at the end of the “seeding”
simulation. We also employed other reaction coordinates
(RCs) based on ∆N , such as ∆N/N and N% with details
given in Chapter-S(VI) in the Supplementary Material.
The “seeding” results indicate that CNT can describe
well the kinetics of ideal ice nuclei. FIG. 2(a-c) shows
that the variation of ∆N for the three ideal ice nuclei
is in a positive linear relation with the ice cluster size.
Therefore, we can easily determine their critical nucleus
size Nc that fits the definition of CNT, i.e., the num-
ber of water molecules contained in the ice nucleus when
∆N = 0. The Nc of the ideal ice nuclei of Ic, Isd, and
Ih all lie within a range of 255 to 295. For these perfect
nuclei without defects, there does not seem to be much
difference among different polymorphisms.

However, spontaneously grown ice nuclei possess kinet-
ics that is obviously different from those of ideal nuclei.
FIG. 2(d-f) reveals that while the ∆N of the grown nu-
clei generally increases with increasing ice cluster size,
the data points are highly scattered and do not show
a linear relationship as in the case of ideal nuclei. To
further investigate the differences between growing and
melting ice nuclei, we distinguish these data points using
different colors (blue and red, respectively) in the figures.
It can be seen that even some large ice crystal nuclei with
water molecule numbers greater than 800 are subject to
melting. This is particularly evident for Ih which we will

FIG. 2. Size changes ∆N of different ice polymorphs at the
end of the “seeding” simulations versus their initial sizes N .
From top to bottom are Ice Ic, Ice Isd and Ice Ih, respectively.
The black line represents the average size change for each
cluster size. The blue dashed line marks ∆N = 0, i.e. the
growing-melting equilibrium line. (Left): Ideal ice nuclei. The
blue dashed line and red arrow indicate the location of the
critical nucleus size Nc. (Right): Spontaneously grown ice
nuclei. The growing and melting data points are distinguished
by blue and red colors, respectively. The blue dash dot lines
and red dot lines represent the average size changes of growing
and melting ice clusters, respectively.

discuss later with respect to Ostwald’s step rule. In con-
trast, a number of small ice crystal nuclei with only about
200 water molecules do grow. In such a situation, if one
uses the ∆N = 0 criteria for CNT to calculate the criti-
cal nucleus size, the error will be substantial, yielding an
Nc ranging from 200 to 800 (see Table S2 in SI). This
observation is in line with the vast variations in critical
nucleus sizes obtained in different studies.

In contrast to ideal ice nuclei, the kinetics of sponta-
neously grown ice nuclei with varying polymorphisms ex-
hibit notable differences. We computed several kinetics-
related properties for these nuclei based on the CNT[20,
23] (See Chapter-S(VII) in the supplementary material),
as summarized in Table I. Notably, the critical nucle-
ation size Nc of ice Isd is 351, a value closely aligns with
thermodynamic calculations[15]. Our calculation results
reveal that the growth rates of different polymorphic ice
nuclei follow the order: Ice Isd ≈ Ice Ic > Ice Ih. How-
ever, from a thermodynamic perspective[16], their stabil-
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ity ranking order is Ice Isd > Ice Ih > Ice Ic . To under-
stand this discrepancy, we performed MD simulations for
each of the three distinct polymorphic ice nuclei, extend-
ing the simulations up to 3 µs. Remarkably, after 2 µs of
simulation, all three systems—comprising 23,040 water
molecules each—essentially completely froze, eventually
converging into a mixed Ice Isd state. (see Movie S1-
3 and Chapter-S(VIII)). This observation reaffirms the
thermodynamic stability of ice Isd.
We speculate that the difference between sponta-

neously grown and ideal ice nuclei is related to the defects
present in the former but not the latter. Since the ideal
nuclei are defect-free spherical nuclei cut from perfect
ice crystals, they grow isotropically. In contrast, spon-
taneously grown nuclei are characterized by a variety of
defect structures, such as 5-8 water ring[32], five-fold twin
boundaries[19], and predominant stacking in more than
one direction[24]. These defects are expected to affect
the kinetics of nuclei growth, causing them to differ from
the ideal nuclei.

We first examined the surface defects of ice nuclei.
Since different from the ideal nuclei, the grown nuclei
are most likely not perfectly spherical, their surface area
thus differ from that of the ideal nuclei with the same
cluster size. We used the solvent accessible surface areas
(SASA) S to denote the surface area of the nucleus and
found that the ideal nucleus indeed has the smallest sur-
face area for the same number of cluster particles, which
is essentially proportional to N2/3 (see Chapter-S(IX)
in Supplementary Material). In contrast, spontaneously
growing nuclei tend to have a larger surface area, suggest-
ing a complex surface morphology. However, the surface
area alone was shown unable to distinguish whether the
nuclei will eventually grow or melt. FIG. 3(a) illustrates
the relationship between ∆N and S, demonstrating that
the final fate of spontaneously growing nuclei can be very
different even when they have the same surface areas.

We next investigated the impact of internal defects of
ice clusters on nucleation kinetics. We focused on the
orientational order parameter q[15, 33, 34], a metric for
assessing ice nucleus defects. Specifically, q characterizes
tetrahedral configurations and reflects the lattice perfec-

TABLE I. Theoretical estimated nucleation rate

Ic Isd Ih Isd
a

Nc 362 351 599 314
f+(/s) 4.24E+11 6.32E+11 7.69E+11 1.9E+11
Z 0.00705 0.00716 0.00548 0.0076
γ 70.33 69.61 83.19 67.0
∆G(kBT ) 61.41 59.55 101.62 52.8
log10(J/m

3/s) 11.00 11.99 -6.31 14.8

a Ref. [15]
b The supercooling temperature ∆T = 40 K, ∆µ = 0.155
kcal/mol, as Ref. [15]. f+ is the attachment rate of particles to
the critical cluster. Z is the Zeldovich factor. γ is liquid−solid
surface free energy. ∆Gc is nucleation free-energy barrier
height. J is the nucleation rate.

FIG. 3. Influence of internal and external defects in ice clus-
ters on nucleation kinetics. Hollow black triangles indicate
ideal ice nuclei and solid purple circles indicate spontaneously
grown ice nuclei. The blue dashed line marks the position
where ∆N = 0. Plot of (a) ice cluster size changes ∆N ver-
sus solvent accessible surface areas (SASA) S, (b) Ice cluster
size changes ∆N versus orientation order parameter q.

tion of crystals with a coordination number of four, such
as ice: ice[15]:

q = 1− 3

8

∑
α>β

(
cos θαβ +

1

3

)2

, (3)

where θαβ represents the angle formed by the lines con-
necting the oxygen atom of a given water molecule to
those of its 4 nearest neighbors, denoted as α and β.
FIG. 3(b) demonstrates a strong positive correlation be-
tween ∆N and q for both ideal ice nuclei and sponta-
neously grown ice nuclei. Furthermore, this parameter
effectively distinguishes the growth behaviors of the two
ice nucleus types, suggesting that q serves as a valuable
indicator for ice nucleus kinetics.
Consequently, incorporating the orientation order pa-

rameter q alongside the nucleus size N as reaction co-
ordinates provides a more comprehensive description of
ice nucleation kinetics (see FIG. 4(a)). To visualize ice
nucleus growth or melting more distinctly in a 2D rep-
resentation, we employ a normalized relative ratio SN of
the size change ∆N , indicated by different colors for each
data point (see Chapter-S(VI) in the Supplementary Ma-
terial for details). Notably, FIG. 4(a) reveals a discernible
boundary between growing and melting ice nuclei, which
applies to both ideal and spontaneously grown nuclei.
However, the impact of q on ideal ice nuclei is negligible,
given their minimal variation (all exhibiting large values).
In contrast, for spontaneously grown ice nuclei, the order
parameter q is of similar importance as the nucleus size
N in influencing kinetics. Even when the ice nucleus size
N is large, it can eventually melt if the order parameter q
is small—indicating a high prevalence of internal defects.
Thus, the directional order parameter q, characterizing
these internal defects, serves as an effective complement
to the CNT approach, providing one more dimension for
our understanding of natural ice nucleation kinetics.
The orientation order parameter q can also serve as
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FIG. 4. The crystallization kinetics versus various cluster
descriptors. Hollow triangles indicate ideal ice nuclei and solid
circles indicate spontaneously grown ice nuclei. The black
circle marks anomalous data points. (a) Scatter plot of the
normalized relative ratios of size changes SN as a function of
the ice nucleus size N and the orientation order parameter q.
Data points are color mapped by the value of SN , with blue
representing growth and red melting. (b) Size changes ∆N
of ice nuclei versus “corrected” effective nuclei sizes N ′. The
blue dotted line marks the position where ∆N = 0.

a correction factor for the ice nucleus size N , making it
compatible with the conventional CNT approach. Here,
we propose an effective ice nucleus size N ′ that is “cor-
rected” by the following relation:

N ′ = N(1−M(qmax − q)), (4)

where M represents the second-order neighbor number of
the crystal structure, and qmax is the fitting coefficient
for ideal nuclei. For ice nuclei, we have M = 12 and
qmax = 0.95. The relationship between the “corrected”
effective ice nucleus sizes N ′ and the size changes ∆N is
depicted in FIG. 4(b). Notably, both ideal and sponta-
neously grown ice crystal nuclei exhibit a strong positive

correlation with the effective size N ′ concerning their size
change ∆N . Furthermore, there is no significant differ-
ence in the kinetic behaviors between the two types of
ice nuclei when they are described using the effective size
N ′. (See Chapter-S(IX) in the supplementary material).
Specifically, the data points for spontaneously grown ice
nuclei at ∆N = 0 are no longer as scattered as shown in
FIG. 2(d-f). We have determined N ′

c values for different
polymorphic ice nuclei, which fall within a narrow range
of 187 to 192.

However, we do observe three anomalous data points
in FIG. 4(a). These data points correspond to large nu-
cleus sizes N , and their order parameter q values are also
relatively large. However, their size changes ∆N are neg-
ative. These three points show a behavior quite distinct
from the other data points in the effective nucleus size N ′

illustrated in FIG. 4(b). Upon examining the structure of
these three ice clusters, we discovered that they exhibit
poly-crystalline characteristics. Specifically, their main
bodies consist of Ih crystal structures coexisting with Ic
fragments. During the “seeding” process, the coexisting
Ic fragments rapidly dissolved or melted. Consequently,
by the end of the 100 ns molecular MD simulation, the to-
tal number of molecules in the cluster showed a decrease
from its initial value. However, the remaining portions of
these ice clusters continued to grow slowly, as evidenced
by our extension of the MD simulations for these three ice
nuclei over a longer time (see Chapter-S(X) in the sup-
plementary material). After examining the initial crys-
tal structures of all other ice nuclei, we confirmed that
only these three Ih ice nuclei exhibit such distinct poly-
crystalline features. This observation suggests that these
three cases are indeed special occurrences. However, it
raises an intriguing question: Why only do the Ih ice nu-
clei have fragments of other crystals adhering to them?
The answer might lie in the Ostwald’s step rule. Since
ice Ic is kinetically faster to form than ice Ih, Ic frag-
ments may grow on the surface of the slowly growing Ih
ice clusters. However, ice Ih is thermodynamically more
stable, so these Ic fragments can also rapidly melt, leav-
ing the main body of the Ih nuclei to continue to grow.
In another study[35], we found that 2-D ice clusters are
also subject to a similar process of partial melting before
freezing. Further studies are needed to shed more light
into this process.

In summary, we propose here a generalized nucleation
theory that describes satisfactorily the kinetics of ice nu-
cleus growth in general conditions. Using all-atom MD
simulations, we find that the ice formation from sponta-
neously grown ice nuclei deviates substantially from the
classical nucleation theory, primarily due to defects ex-
isting in the ice nuclei. We then proposed to correct the
CNT by incorporating the orientation order parameter q
as a descriptor of these defects. The kinetics of ice nuclei
in various states becomes well described with this sim-
ple correction. This result shows that defects within the
nucleus are crucial and must be considered in studies of
nucleation kinetics. The approach proposed in this letter
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can also be applied to the kinetics study of other tetra-
coordinated crystalline materials. For other types of crys-
tals, alternative descriptors that characterize internal de-
fects, such asQ3[19, 24, 36], Q4[20], Q6[19, 20, 23, 24, 37],
can be used. We believe that this generalized nucleation
theory has broad theoretical implications for nucleation
kinetics and can inspire the study of various biochemistry
and material systems[38–40].
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