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ABSTRACT: The nanocrystalline-amorphous textures are commonly observed in the 

coatings synthesized by energetic deposition. This work reports a theoretical study 

towards binary Cu-C phase separation. By performing a MD simulation using the 

LAMMPS instead of classical PFK methodology, we theoretically explained how the 

initial pressure and Cu concentration fundamentally determines Cu nanocrystalline’s 

final morphology and grain size, which gives a novel insight into binary phase 

separation and the evolution mechanism of nanocrystalline-amorphous structures 

during energetic deposition. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 

Binary phase separation is a very fundamental phenomenon in liquid-solid and 

solid-solid interfaces during fluid solidification from an elevated homogeneous 

temperature quenching to its critical solution temperature, particularly of metal-metal 

and metal-nonmetal types. For instance, binary metal composites like Cu-Ag [1], Cu-Ta 

[2], and Cu-Mo [3], and binary metal-nonmetal composites such as Cu-C [4], Ni-C [5], 

and Cr-C [6]. The increasing total free energy of the system due to small concentration 
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fluctuations leads to phase separation by discontinuous nucleation and subsequent 

growth. This phenomenon is commonly observed not only in thermodynamic 

equilibrium states but also non-equilibrium structures like the metastable 

nanocrystalline-amorphous composites that fabricated by energetic deposition such as 

filtered cathodic vacuum arc (FCVA), high power impulse magnetron sputtering 

(HiPIMS), and direct current (DC) magnetron sputtering, in which long-range atomic 

diffusion has been rigidly confined due to the rapid heating and quenching processes at 

the atomic scale, impeding the final crystal growth during deposition [7]. These 

nanocrystalline-amorphous textures are considered as one of the significant factors 

contributing to the extraordinary mechanical properties of superhard composite 

coatings [8,9]. However, an atomic understanding of the phase separation from 

homogeneous blends to these nanocrystalline-amorphous coexisting structures 

remains unclear. 

The shape, distribution, and solute concentration of the microstructures during 

binary phase separation can be mathematically predicted by phase field kinetic (PFK) 

model like classical Cahn-Hilliard (CH) theory as shown in Eq. (1), where parameter M, 

F, and k represent the kinetic coefficient of diffusion (mobility), total free energy, and 

gradient energy coefficient respectively [10,11]. By using the PFK model, general 

spinodal decomposition [12-14] and its resulting structures such as lateral concentration 

modulations (LCMs) and vertical concentration modulations (VCMs) during film 

deposition can be theoretically reproduced [15-18]. However, unlike typical molecular 

dynamic (MD) simulation, the PFK model can’t further give neither an atomic insight 

nor the environment details like temperature and pressure during phase separation. On 

the other hand, despite the spot-shaped nanocrystalline is commonly observed by 

energetic deposition, and its average size will decrease with increasing content of 

amorphous phase [19-21], little theoretical investigation has been focused on this 

phenomenon. Therefore, in order to unveil the key factors that fundamentally 

determine the morphology and size of crystalline during phase separation, we perform 

a typical MD simulation towards binary Cu-C nanocrystalline-amorphous composites, 

which may provide a more profound understanding than that from the PFK 



methodology.  
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II. SIMULATION DETAILS 

To reproduce the Cu-C phase separation at an atomic scale, general MD 

simulation was performed by using the large-scale atomic/molecular massively 

parallel simulator (LAMMPS) [22,23]. 104 random Cu-C atoms with 0.5 g/cm3 cell 

density were first constructed with the Materials Studio (MS) package (Version 8.0) 

as an estimated amorphous structure at the early stage of deposition. Secondly, the 

amorphous structure was quenched from 1000 K to 300 K under the NPT ensemble of 

the Nose-Hoover thermostat for 1 ns with a time step of 1 fs using the LAMMPS. The 

hybrid Cu-Cu, Cu-C, and C-C interactions were described by the embedded atom 

method (EAM) potential [24], Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential, and the adaptive 

intermolecular reactive empirical bond order (AIREBO) potential [25], respectively. By 

altering the pressure and atomic concentration gradient, we quantitatively investigated 

the evolution of Cu atomic diffusion, nucleation, and crystal growth. The 

mean-squared displacement (MSD) of Cu atoms within Δt is given by Eq. (2), where 

r(t) represents atomic position at time t in the NPT ensemble, and the corresponding 

atomic diffusion coefficient is derived from Eq. (3). All the MD visualizations were 

implemented by using the OVITO Basic software [26].  
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

 

Fig. 1 a-b present the snapshots of Cu-C atomic displacement trajectory with 

initial Cu:C=1:1 quenching from 1000K to 300K under 1GPa, indicating the hybrid 

Cu-C atoms will spontaneously form Cu-rich and C-rich phases during atomic 

diffusion. The process of atomic diffusion can be further revealed by recording the 

MSD of Cu and C atoms as shown in Fig. 1c. The results highlight three possible 

stages during atomic diffusion from 1000K to 300K (Fig. 1d). In the first stage 

(0-10ps), the diffusion coefficient of C is slightly larger than Cu with the value 

ranging from ~15 to ~24 Å2/ps, and the increasing Cu content will boost the diffusion 

ability of both Cu and C in this stage. In the second stage (10ps-200ps), the Cu and C 

diffusion coefficients dramatically fall below ~0.11 Å2/ps with C dropping faster than 

Cu, and the diffusion ability of C gradually increases with rising Cu concentration 

ratio. In the third stage (200ps-500ps), the Cu and C diffusion coefficients remain 

close values as below ~0.02 Å2/ps, indicating atomic diffusion has been constrained 

under such a low temperature. 

The time-dependent radial distribution functions (RDF) shown in Fig. 2a have 

recorded the evolution of C-C and Cu-Cu atomic distance during phase separation, 

with the first nearest neighbor of 1.38Å and 2.49Å at equilibrium state, respectively. 

Fig. 2b gives the statistical distribution of Cu-Cu coordination with equilibrium 

coordination number ranging from ~10 to ~20 by using the Voronoi analysis of 

OVITO. Notably, we use the order parameter of q4 and q6 introduced by Steinhardt et 

al. to characterize the local bond-orientational order of Cu and C atoms [27]. As shown 

in Fig. 2c, the majority of bond order towards Cu exhibits a higher value of q6 than C.      

As one of the critical factors that may influence atomic distribution during phase 

separation, the pressure during atomic deposition should be quantitatively studied. Fig. 

3 a-c depict the time-dependent snapshots of Cu crystalline morphology with 

simulated pressure ranging from 1 kPa to 1 GPa. Assuming the deposited Cu and C 

atoms are randomly distributed on the substrates under 1000 K at the initial stage 

(time=0). As the temperature decreases, the diffusive atoms will spontaneously form 



clusters (time=100ps). The emerging spherical Cu crystals are distinctively separated 

from the C atoms once the quenching time exceeds 500ps. This morphology is 

consistent with the as-synthesized nanocrystalline-amorphous structures that observed 

by HRTEM. Notably, if increasing the pressure from 1 kPa to 1 MPa, the growth of 

spherical Cu crystalline is dramatically promoted, while the crystalline will be 

evolved into the spot shape once the pressure rises to 1 GPa. The initial Cu content is 

the other critical parameter during phase separation. As presented in Fig. 3 d-f, the Cu 

crystalline’s average size will rise with increasing Cu concentration, theoretically 

explaining the growth of Cu nanocrystalline with decreasing C2H2 gas content.  

More specific results about statistical grain size by using the Polyhedral analysis 

of OVITO under different pressure and Cu concentration is given in Fig. 4 a-d. By 

defining the initial concentration with Cu:C=1:1, the trend of Cu crystal ratio strongly 

depends on pressure with the largest value at MPa (Fig. 4a). If keep constant pressure 

at 1 GPa, the Cu crystal ratio will approximately exhibit linear growth with increasing 

Cu concentration (Fig. 4b). Similar conclusion can be obtained by converting crystal 

ratio with summation crystal size as presented in Fig. 4c. Fig. 4d also shows an 

increasing trend of average crystal size with Cu concentration ratio rising from 0.6 to 

0.8. These results highlight both the pressure and initial Cu concentration play a 

significant role in the final crystalline morphology and size during phase separation. 



 

 

Figure 1. Snapshots of diffusion trajectory line of (a) Cu and (b) C atoms with initial 

Cu:C=1:1 quenching from 1000K to 300K under 1GPa; the MSD (c) and 

corresponding diffusion coefficient (d) of Cu and C.  

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Figure 2. (a) The RDF of C-C and Cu-Cu with initial Cu:C=1:1 quenching from 

1000K to 300K under 1GPa; (b) Cu-Cu coordination; (c) the order parameter q4 and 

q6 of Cu and C. 



 

 



Figure 3. (a)-(c) Snapshots of Cu crystalline with initial Cu:C=1:1 quenching from 

1000K to 300K under different pressure; (d)-(f) Snapshots of Cu crystalline with 

different initial Cu content quenching from 1000K to 300K under 1GPa. 

  

 

 
 

Figure 4. Cu crystal ratio with different initial (a) pressure and (b) Cu content 

quenching from 1000K to 300K; evolution of Cu grain size with different initial (c) 

pressure and (d) Cu content. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



IV. CONCLUSIONS 

 

In this work, a binary Cu-C phase separation was investigated by using classical 

MD simulation. In order to unveil the key factors that can fundamentally determine 

the final phase structures, we used the NPT ensemble under various concentration 

ratio and pressure. The simulation theoretically reproduces the Cu-C three possible 

diffusion stages and final phase separation, and reveals that initial Cu concentration 

and pressure play significant roles in the evolution of Cu crystal’s morphology and 

size. The pressure at MPa level will contribute to the largest Cu crystal ratio. On the 

other hand, a relatively high initial Cu concentration facilitates rapid crystal growth 

during phase separation. We hope this finding may provide a profound understanding 

in nanocrystalline-amorphous phase separation and present practical methodology for 

depositing functional coatings with designed microstructures and properties. 
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