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Abstract:

Precise modeling and understanding of heat transport in the superionic phase are of
great interest. Although simulations combining Green-Kubo (GK) molecular dynamics
with machine-learned potentials (MLPs) stand as a promising approach, substantial
challenges remain due to the crucial impact of atomic diffusion. Here, we first show that
the thermal conductivity (x) of superionic materials calculated via conventional GK
integral of the energy flux varies notably with the MLP model. Subsequently, we
highlight that reliable, model-independent x values can be obtained by applying
Onsager’s reciprocal relations to correctly capture the coupled heat and mass transport.
Remarkably, an anomalously invariant « is observed over a wide temperature range,
distinct from the characteristic trends in traditional crystals and glasses. Finally, we
illustrate that conventional x decompositions into Kinetic, potential, and cross terms

suffer from ambiguities in the physical interpretation, despite their mathematical rigor.
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The superionic phase is a unique intermediate state between crystalline solids and
liquids [1-3], with a subset of ions exhibiting liquid-like mobility and diffusing almost
freely through a rigid lattice formed by other ions that are localized and only vibrate
around their equilibrium positions [3]. This intriguing phase has been observed in a
variety of materials such as ice [4, 5], iron alloys [6], and helium-water compounds [7],
and is attracting rapidly growing interest as a playground for fundamental research. In
addition, superionic materials also hold great application potentials. Their high ionic
conductivity at room temperature renders them promising candidates for next-
generation energy storage technologies such as all-solid-state battery [8-10]. Further,
their generally low thermal conductivity [11, 12], in conjunction with a relatively large
electrical conductivity, makes them suitable for use in high-efficiency thermoelectric
devices [12-14]. A notable example is the f-Cu.Se-based superionic conductor, which

has been reported to achieve a remarkable figure of merit of ~3.0 at 1050 K [14].

Key to the application of superionic materials is their thermal conductivity (k)
which, for example, is critical for battery thermal management [15] and largely
determines the thermoelectric energy conversion efficiency [14, 16, 17]. However, the
demand for very high pressures and temperatures presents a formidable obstacle to
measuring some of the materials [6, 7], while those that could be measured yielded
anomalously weak temperature dependences [18, 19]. Therefore, it is of fundamental
importance to precisely model and understand thermal transport in the superionic phase.
Unfortunately, the coexistence of solid- and liquid-like subsystems complicates first-
principles calculations of x [20-22]. Alternatively, Green-Kubo (GK) molecular
dynamics (MD) [23, 24] empowered by machine-learned potentials (MLPs) [25-27] has
emerged as a promising approach, which delivers quantum-mechanical accuracy at an

affordable computational cost.



Within the conventional framework, « is proportional to the GK integral of the

energy flux [23, 24] defined as [28]:

J = Jiin T Jpot =,l/(ZiVi€i+ZiWi'Vi)- (1)
Here, Jyi, and J,,.; represent the kinetic and potential terms, respectively, which are also
referred to as the convective and virial terms; and ¢; = m;v? /2 + U, denotes the atomic

energy where vi, m;, Ui, and w; are the velocity, mass, site potential, and per-atom virial
of atom i, respectively. The kinetic term Jxin is particularly important for heat conduction
in superionic materials [29, 30]. However, a significant challenge arises: The site
potential Uj is not uniquely defined in different MLP models even though the total
energy remains consistent [31-33]. Furthermore, there is an additional non-uniqueness
in the density-functional theory-based datasets used to train the MLPs [34], which
occurs when the exchange-correlation functional is altered. These inherent ambiguities

will inevitably limit the accuracy of the calculated « values.

In this Letter, we explore thermal transport in two representative superionic
materials, a-LisPS4 and -Cuy.9sSe, through the combination of Green-Kubo molecular
dynamics with machine-learned potentials. We first show that the x values computed
via the conventional GK integral is strongly affected by the specific definition of the
atomic site energy and thus by the choice of the MLP models. This issue is attributed
fundamentally to the non-unique projection of the total energy onto the individual atoms,
which has a major impact on heat transport in the presence of mass transport.
Subsequently, by incorporating the Onsager reciprocal relations to properly account for
the coupled transport, we obtain reliable and model-independent x values. Remarkably,
a nearly invariant x is observed over a wide temperature range, which differs from
traditional crystals and glasses but is reminiscent of previous experimental data for some
other superionic materials [18, 19]. Finally, we discuss the decomposition of x into

Kinetic, potential, and cross terms.



To begin with, we present a theoretical framework for calculating the thermal
conductivity of superionic materials, which builds upon the conventional GK theory [23,
24] but incorporates the Onsager reciprocal relations [35, 36] to describe the coupled
heat and mass transport. For a system with M distinct components (ions) in motion,
there are M corresponding conserved fluxes Ji: One energy flux (denoted by subscript
0) and M—1 mass fluxes (since the total mass flux is constant). Any conserved flux can
be expressed as a linear combination of the thermodynamic affinity F and the Onsager

coefficient matrix A [35, 36]: J; = jf‘ial/l,.ij. Each component 4,; can be obtained via

the GK integral as [23, 24]:
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where J;(t)-J;(0) is the time correlation of the fluxes and (-) denotes ensemble average.

In a single-component system such as a typical solid, there is no mass flux and no
contribution from the kinetic term Jkin [37, 38]. Therefore, the thermal conductivity is
simply given by the conventional GK formula as x = 4,,/7°. This expression holds
regardless of how the atomic energy (especially the site potential) is defined, which is

known as the gauge invariance of thermal transport [39, 40].

In superionic materials with at least one moving component, the thermal
conductivity is defined as the ratio of the energy flux to the temperature gradient under

the condition that all other conserved fluxes are zero [29], and can be derived as k =
1/[T2(A"1)OO]. Specifically, in a two-component system, this expression simplifies to
x = (Aoo — A51/41,)/T°. By introducing the notation L, =A,/T° , the thermal

conductivity can be concisely rewritten as:

K=L00—L%1/L11. (3)



Here, Loo is obtained through a direct GK integral of the energy flux which yields the
thermal conductivity of a single-component system, while the subtracted term L3,/L;,
accounts for the contribution of mass diffusion in a multi-component system. As will
be shown later, this expression of « satisfies both the gauge invariance principle [39]
and the convective invariance principle [29], while Loo alone does not. Furthermore,
based on the individual components of the energy flux in Eq. (1), the corresponding Loo
can be decomposed into kinetic, potential, and kinetic-potential cross terms, which is
expressed as: Loy = ki + x;, + 2k, . This decomposition of Loo has been widely
employed to analyze thermal transport in superionic materials [11, 18, 33, 41-44] and

will be revisited in this work.

Using the formalism described above, we first explore heat transport in a-LisPSa,
a promising solid-state electrolyte with a high ionic conductivity [45]. The training
datasets are obtained from a previous study [46] which performed density-functional
theory (DFT) calculations for various phases of LisPSs at the PBEsol level [47].
Specifically, we generate six pairs of datasets by randomly partitioning the original data
into separate training and test datasets. Correspondingly, six MLP models are trained
using the neuroevolution potential (NEP) framework [25, 48, 49], which are denoted as
model A to F. All hyperparameters employed are the same as those used in Ref. [46].
The representative training process, along with the root-mean-square errors (RMSE) of
energy, force, and virial stress are provided in Fig. S1 and Tables S1-S2 of the

Supplemental Material [50].

With the trained MLP models at hand, we perform MD simulations using the
GPUMD package [49, 51], with the details provided in the Supplemental Material [50].
In Fig. 1(a), we plot the calculated mean square displacement (MSD) of different species
in a-LisPSs at selected temperatures from 350 K to 850 K. At relatively low
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temperatures, a-LisPSs behaves like an ordinary solid, as indicated by the finite MSDs
of all the atoms. However, as the temperature increases beyond 350 K, the MSD of the
Li ions begins to diverge with the simulation time, while the P and S atoms remain finite,
even at 650 K. This behavior clearly indicates transition into the superionic phase, which
is further confirmed by the MD trajectories visualized in Fig. 1(a), with the Li ions
traveling all over the system while the P and S atoms only vibrating around their
equilibrium positions. In other words, at sufficiently high temperatures, a-LisPSa4
becomes a two-component superionic material, with Li* diffusing within the solid

framework formed by PS4*.

We further examine the projection of the total energy onto individual atoms, using
models A and B as illustrative examples. As shown in Fig. 1(b), for the same a-Li3PS4
structure, while the difference in total energy is remarkably small (<0.3%) between the
two MLP models, the distribution and magnitude of site potentials for the Li and S
atoms differ significantly. This inherent non-uniqueness in decomposing the total
energy strongly affects the simulation of thermal transport in superionic materials,

which we will demonstrate later.

To calculate the thermal conductivity x = Lyy — L3;/L;; of a-LisPSs, we first
conduct equilibrium MD simulations using the six MLP models to obtain the energy
and mass fluxes. Then, the Loo, Loz, and L11 are computed with our in-house GK code,
the details of which are provided in the Supplemental Material [50] together with some
results for validation. In addition, we also calculate x = Ly, — L3,/L,, by performing
multivariate cepstral analysis (MCA) using the SporTran code [29, 52] which provides
a benchmark. In Fig. 2(a), we plot representative x values obtained at 650 K via different
approaches for comparison. First, our GK code is validated by yielding essentially the

same Lo, — L3;/Ly; as that from MCA, using any one of the six MLP models. Further,
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the Loy — L3,/L,, values are highly consistent across different models, which are also in
excellent agreement with previous reports [31, 46] and serve as a numerical
manifestation of the convective invariance principle [29]. A mathematical proof is also

provided in the Supplemental Material [50].

Compared to x = Loy — L3,/L;; which accounts for the coupled heat and mass flow,
the widely used expression of x = L, from conventional GK integral of the energy flux
yields values that vary significantly across the six MLP models. With models A, E, and
F, the calculated Loo values closely match Loy — L3,/L;. However, with models B, C,
and D, Loo is notably larger, reaching up to a factor of three. This model dependence
renders the traditional use of x = Ly, problematic for superionic materials and
highlights the necessity of incorporating the Onsager reciprocal relations. Interestingly,
the fact that half of the models yield fairly good predictions with x = L, suggests that
this problem can easily go unnoticed. To gain insight into the underlying mechanism,
we further plot Loz and L1 in Fig. 2(b), observing that the former follows a trend similar
to that of Loo while the latter remains consistent across different models. This indicates
that the definition of atomic energy is key since it affects both Loo and Loz, while L1z

only depends on the mass flux.

The temperature dependence of thermal conductivity provides valuable insights
into the heat conduction mechanism [53-55]. In Fig. 3(a), we plot both the calculated
Loo and Lyy — L3;/L;; as a function of temperature, using models A, C, and D as
representative examples. At relatively low temperatures where the superionic diffusion
is suppressed [see Fig. 1(a)], the contribution of Jkin and the effect of heat-mass coupling
are small [37, 38]. Consequently, the Lo values from the three models are similar. This
observation may explain the wide and often successful adoption of Loo as the thermal

conductivity of various solids. As the temperature rises, however, the three MLP models
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exhibit distinct thermal transport behaviors: Loo increases rapidly for models C and D,
while rising only slightly for model A. In contrast, Ly, — L3,/L;; Yields very consistent
values and a temperature-invariant trend across all three models. This behavior is highly
unusual, since it differs both from the classical T dependence of « in typical crystals
[56, 57] and the gradual increase of x with T in amorphous materials [55, 58].
Interestingly, a recent study also reported a temperature-invariant thermal conductivity
which was found in meteoritic silica between 80 K and 380 K [59]. In comparison, our
results here cover a much wider temperature range from 350 K to 850 K, which reflects

the distinctive thermal transport mechanism in superionic materials.

In Fig. 3(b), we further decompose Loo into xy, x,, and r, as mentioned earlier.
This approach has been widely employed to analyze why the thermal conductivity of
superionic conductors deviate from the T trend. At low temperatures, the potential term
Kk, dominates and remains consistent across all three MLP models, while the kinetic term
k. and the cross term xi, are nearly zero. However, as the temperature rises to the
superionic range, a striking phenomenon is observed: i, x, and i, all exhibit
pronounced model-dependent variations. These results indicate that, although the
energy flux-based decomposition is mathematically valid, it is not gauge invariant and

lacks a clear physical interpretation.

In addition to a-LisPSs, we consider S-Cui9sSe which exemplifies the superior
thermoelectric potential of superionic materials [12-14]. At temperatures above 400 K
[33], the Cu ions in this material exhibit liquid-like diffusion, while the Se ions vibrate
around their equilibrium positions. We first construct four training datasets by
employing the Vienna Ab initio simulation package (VASP) [60, 61], which results in
four MLP models for subsequent MD simulations of thermal transport from 600 K to

1200 K [50]. As an example, Fig. 4(a) presents the computed Loo and Loy — L3,/Ly;
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values at 1000 K. As expected, the latter shows good consistency across all four MLP
models and agrees well with the experimentally measured thermal conductivity minus
the estimated electronic contribution [14]. Interestingly, in contrast to a-LizPSa, Loo only
shows a small model-induced variation of 8% and remains close to the experimental

result.

To understand the distinct dependence of Loo on the MLP models in 5-Cuy.0sSe, we
examine the heat-mass coupling term L3,/L,;. As shown in Fig. 4(b), Loz also exhibits
similar model dependence as Loo, whereas Li1 shows a different trend and smaller
variations. Compared S-Cuz.9sSe at 1000 K with a-LisPS4 at 650 K, the calculated Loy
are on the same order of magnitude, however, the values of L1 differ by a factor of 30.
The much larger L1z in f-Cus.gsSe leads to a very small correction (L3;/L;,) to Loo due
to the heat-mass coupling, and therefore renders x = L, a reasonable approximation.
Despite the negligible model dependence of Loo, its decomposition into xx, x,, and i,
still appears rather arbitrary, as displayed in Fig. 4(c). This finding further reinforces
the insight that it is unlikely to meaningfully resolve the individual contributions to

thermal transport.

In contrast to our present results, previous simulations of $-CuisSe based on
moment tensor potentials (MTP) reported Loo values that varied by a few fold across
different models [33]. This could potentially be attributed to the particular energy flux
formulation employed in the MTP, which has been demonstrated to be incorrect both in
our previous work [38] and a similar study [62]. For verification, we deliberately
employ an incorrect expression for the energy flux [50] and recalculate the thermal
conductivity. As illustrated in Fig. 4(d), unlike the case with correct energy flux, this
leads to substantial model dependence, with Loo differing by a factor of three between

models A and D. Interestingly, even when using the incorrect energy flux, the values
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computed via Ly, — L3;/L,; remain consistent and are relatively close to the correct

result. This agreement, however, is likely a coincidence.

In summary, we have investigated heat transport in superionic materials via Green-
Kubo molecular dynamics combined with machine-learned potentials. We first show
that the conventional Green-Kubo approach are strongly dependent on the choice of
MLPs and therefore problematic. Afterwards, we obtain reliable, model-independent x
values by applying Onsager’s reciprocal relations and incorporating a correction term
that accounts for the heat-mass coupling. Intriguingly, across a wide temperature range
of a few hundred kelvins, the x of superionic materials appear to be almost invariant,
which differs markedly from typical crystals and glasses. Finally, we show that the
conventional decomposition of x into kinetic, potential, and cross terms may not be
physically meaningful. Our findings contribute to the precise modeling and
understanding of thermal transport in the superionic phase, which may help advance

applications such as all-solid-state batteries and efficient thermoelectric devices.
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FIG. 1. Mean square displacement (MSD) and non-uniqueness of atomic
projection of total energy in a-LisPSa4. (a) Calculated MSD of Li, P, and S atoms in a-
LisPS4 as a function of time and temperature. Results from 350 K to 850 K are shown
for Li (red) in steps of 50 K; while for S (green) and P (blue), only the 650 K data are
plotted for clarity. Right panel visualizes MD trajectories of the Li, S, and P atoms at
650 K from 1000 MD frames. Dots mark the atoms while lines trace their movement.
For Li, the trajectories of only four atoms near the corner and one near the center are
displayed. (b) Distribution of atomic energies in a-LisPSs for the same supercell

structure. Results computed from two machine-learned models (A and B) are shown as

an example.
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FIG. 2. Thermal conductivity and Onsager coefficients of a-LisPSs at 650 K. (a)
Thermal conductivity values obtained from the conventional Green-Kubo integral based
on Ly, (orange) and also the formula Ly, — L§;/L;; Which satisfies the invariance
principle (red and blue). Here, the results from multivariate cepstral analysis (MCA,
blue) are shown for comparison and validation [29]. Six different machine-learned
models are considered, which are denoted as models A to F. (b) Lo1 (green, left axis)

and L11 (blue, right axis) from different models.
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FIG. 3. Thermal conductivity of a-LisPS4 and its decomposition based on energy
flux as a function of temperature. (a) Thermal conductivity calculated from the Green-
Kubo integral based on Loo (dashed lines) and also Ly, — L3;/L;; (solid lines) via the
machine-learned models A (red), C (blue), and D (yellow). (b) Energy flux-based
decomposition of the thermal conductivity (L) into xp, xk, and xkp, Which represent
contributions of the potential (solid), kinetic (dashed), and cross (dotted) terms,

respectively. Both x, and xi remain positive while x, is always negative [30].
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FIG. 4. Thermal conductivity and Onsager coefficients of g-Cui.esSe. (a) Thermal

conductivity at 1000 K obtained from the direct Green-Kubo integral of energy flux L,

(blue) and the formula Ly, — L3,/L;; (red) using different machine-learned models.
Experimentally measured thermal conductivity at 1000 K is also plotted (blue dashed
line) [14], where the electronic contribution has been subtracted for direct comparison.
(b) Loz and L1 of p-Cuy.98Se at 1000 K. (c) Thermal conductivity Lo; decomposition into
Kp, Kk, and xkp based on the energy flux as a function of temperature. (d) Thermal

conductivity of -Cuz.9sSe at 1000 K obtained by using the correct and incorrect energy

flux formula.
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