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In this paper we consider in detailthe properties of dynam icalheterogeneity in lattice glass

m odels(LG M s). LG M sare lattice m odelswhose dynam icalrulesare based on therm odynam ic,as

opposed to purely kinetic,considerations.W edevisea LG M thatisnotproneto crystallization and

displayspropertiesofa fragileglass-form ing liquid.Particlem otion in thism odeltendsto belocally

anisotropic on interm ediate tim e scales even though the rules governing the m odelare isotropic.

Them odeldem onstratesviolationsoftheStokes-Einstein relation and thegrowth ofvariouslength

scales associated with dynam icalheterogeneity. W e discuss future avenues ofresearch com paring

the predictionsoflattice glassm odelsand kinetically constrained m odelsto atom istic system s.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The cause ofthe dram atic slowing ofdynam ics close

to the em pirically de�ned glasstransition isa subjectof

greatcontinued interestand debate[1,2].Di�erenttheo-

reticalproposalshavebeen putforward aim ed atdescrib-

ing som eorallofthephenom ena com m only observed in

experim entsand com putersim ulations[3,4,5,6,7,8,9,

10,11,12,13].W hiletheseproposalsareoften based on

com pletely divergentviewpoints,m any ofthem are able

to rationalize the sam e observed behaviors. This fact

stem sfrom thesom ewhatlim ited am ountofinform ation

available from experim ents and sim ulations. Since the

growth ofrelaxation tim es in glassy system s is precipi-

tous,itisvery di�cult,and in som ecasesim possible,to

distinguish m odelssolely on thebasisofdi�erentpredic-

tions ofgrosstem perature dependent relaxation behav-

ior. In addition,com puter sim ulations,which are often

m oredetailed than experim ents,arelim ited by therange

oftim esscalesand sizesofsystem sthatcan be studied.

These di�cultieshave hindered the search fora consen-

suson the m icroscopicunderpinningsofvitri�cation.

Despitethecontinued debatethatrevolvesaround the

theoreticaldescription ofsupercooled liquidsand glasses,

little argum ent exists regarding the im portance of dy-

nam icalheterogeneity asa key featureofglassy behavior

[14,15,16,17,18,19].Dynam icalheterogeneity refersto

thefactthatasaliquid issupercooled,dynam icsbecom e

starklyspatiallyheterogeneous,requiringthecooperative

m otion ofgroupsofparticlesforrelaxation to occur.Dy-

nam icalheterogeneousm otion m anifestsin severalways,

and leads to violations of the Stokes-Einstein relation

[20,21,22,23,24],cooperativehopping m otion reected

in nearly exponentialtailsin particledisplacem entfunc-

tions [5,25,26,27,28],and growing length scalessuch

asthoseassociated with therecovery ofFickian di�usion

[29,30,31,32],growingm ulti-pointcorrelation functions

[3,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41]. Indeed,the rela-

tively recentexplication ofthe phenom ena ofdynam ical

heterogeneity has dram atically shifted the focus ofthe

�eld and hasplaced new constraintson thenecessary in-

gredientsfora successfultheory ofglassform ation.

G iven thesim ilarity ofsom easpectsofdynam icalhet-

erogeneitytocriticaluctuationsin standardcriticalphe-

nom ena,itisnaturalto investigatetwoand threedim en-

sionalsim pli�ed coarse-grained m odels that encode the

crucialfeaturesofthisheterogeneity.Currently,them ost

investigated class ofcoarse-grained m odels are the \ki-

netically constrained m odels" (KCM s)[5,6,42,43,44].

KCM s are spin or lattice m odels that generate slow,

glassy relaxation via constraintson thedynam icalm oves

thatare allowed. The slowing down ofthe dynam ics is

caused by rarefactionsoffacilitating regions,also called

defects. Im portantly, although the dynam ics is com -

plex the therm odynam ics is trivialsince the dynam ical

rules are such that allcon�gurations are equally likely.

Thephilosophy ofthisviewpointisthattherm odynam ic

quantities,such as the con�gurationalentropy,are not

the fundam entalunderlying cause ofthe growing tim e

scalesin supercooled liquids.Ithasbeen argued thatthe

quantitative disagreem ent [45]between therm odynam ic

features ofKCM s and realexperim ents is oflittle dy-

nam icalconsequence[46].In supportofthisperspective

is the fact that KCM s have been rem arkably successful

in generating features ofdynam icalheterogeneity such

asStokes-Einstein decoupling,growingdynam icallength

scales,and excesstailsin thereal-spaceparticledisplace-

m entfunction [22,31,47,48].

O n the otherhand,one m ay wonderifa deeperview-

point would allow for an understanding of the kinetic

rulesthatgovern particlem otion in the supercooled liq-

uids. Itisnaturalto speculate thatsuch aspectsm ight

haverootsin the therm odynam icsofcon�gurations.In-

deed,sim ple localM onte Carlo \dynam ics" can repro-

duceallfeaturesofdynam icalheterogeneityseen in New-

tonian m olecular dynam ics sim ulations, and are based

sim ply on m aking localm ovesthatare con� gurationally

allowed [49]. Lattice m odels based on this concept are

called \latticeglassm odels" (LG M s),and were�rstcon-

sidered by Biroliand M �ezard [50]. The rules for such

m odels seem at �rst sight like that ofKCM s. For ex-

am ple in the sim plestversionsofsuch m odelsa particle

http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.0479v3
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KCM LGM

Figure 1: Com parison and distinction of a caricature of a

kinetically constrained m odelwith a lattice glass m odel. In

the KCM any con�guration is allowed,but m ove m ay only

bem adeifa particlehasatleastonem issing neighborbefore

and afterthe m ove. In the LG M ,the globalcon�guration is

de�ned such thatallparticlesm usthave atleastone m issing

neighbor, and all dynam ical m oves m ust respect this rule.

Note thatthe localenvironm entaround the m oving particle

is identicalin this exam ple,while the globalcon�gurations

are distinct. Periodic boundary conditions are assum ed for

both panels.

m ay m ove ifit is surrounded by no m ore than a �xed

num ber ofnearestneighbors before and after the m ove

[51,52,53,54].Locally thisisidenticaltothetypeofdy-

nam icalconstraintthatappearsin theKCM sintroduced

byK ob and Andersen [43].However,thisconstraintm ust

be m etglobally:allparticlesm usthaveno m ore than a

�xed num berofnearestneighbors.Asthedensity ofthe

system increases,fewerand fewercon�gurationsexistfor

which these constraintsm ay be satis�ed. It is thus the

entropy ofcon�gurationsthatgovernstheslowing ofdy-

nam ics,intim ately connecting the non-trivialtherm ody-

nam ic weightofstatesaccessible to the localdynam ics.

Indeed,LG M scan besolved exactly within theBetheap-

proxim ation,oron Bethelattices[50,53],and havebeen

shown to have a glasstransition due to the vanishing of

thecon�gurationalentropy.Thedistinction between the

KCM and LG M viewpointisillustrated in Fig.1.

LG M shave been studied by a num berofgroups,but

the focus has not generally been on real-space aspects

ofdynam icalheterogeneity. For exam ple,Coniglio and

coworkershavedevelopedasim pleLG M thatavoidscrys-

tallization and displays m any features oftypicalglass-

form ing m aterials,including a growing m ulti-point sus-

ceptibility (�4(t))[53,54]. O n the otherhand,thissys-

tem appears to behave as a strong glass-form er,with a

stretching param eter close to one, and exhibits essen-

tially no Stokes-Einstein violation.O urgoalin thiswork

is to survey in detailthe dynam icalbehavior ofa new

LG M which bearssim ilaritytotheoriginalBiroli-M �ezard

m odelbutisnotproneto crystallization.Them ain con-

clusion thatwedraw isthatLG M sareatleastasrealis-

ticasKCM sin theirdescription ofallcom m only studied

featuresofdynam icalheterogeneity.In thisregard,sim -

plecoarse-grained latticem odelsbased on thetherm ody-

nam ic weightofstatesareno lessviableasfundam ental

caricatures of glassy liquids than are KCM s based on

weightsoftrajectories. W e conclude our work by high-

lighting severalkey waysthatLG M sand KCM sm ay be

distinguished.W ereservetheinvestigation ofthesecom -

parisons for a future study. O ur paper is organized as

follows: Sec.II outlines the m odel. Sec.III discusses

both sim ple averaged dynam icsaswellasaspectsofdy-

nam icalheterogeneity. In Sec.IV we conclude with a

discussion ofthe m eaning ofour�ndingsand the future

directionsto be pursued.

II. M O D EL

Here we de�ne the LG M that form s the basis ofour

sim ulations.Theoriginalm odelofBiroli-M �ezard isquite

pronetocrystallization[50].Thisfactm akesitsuseprob-

lem aticforthestudy ofglassy behaviorsincecrystalliza-

tion alwaysintervenes before supercooling becom es sig-

ni�cant.Thecrystallization problem persistson asquare

lattice for allbinary m ixtures we have studied. How-

ever,we have found that certain generalizations ofthe

Biroli-M �ezard m odelwith three species ofparticles are

stable against crystallization for the densities that are

su�ciently high thatglassy dynam icsm ay beclearly ob-

served.

O ur m odel follows the original rules of the Biroli-

M �ezard m odel. Particles exist on a cubic periodic lat-

ticeofsideL = 15 and each latticesitecan contain only

zero oroneparticle.Allparticles,atalltim es,m ustsat-

isfy the condition a particle oftype \m " m ust have m

orfewerneighborsofany type.A neighborisconsidered

any particle in one ofthe 2d (d= dim ensionality)closest

latticesitesalong the cubic coordinateaxes1.

The particular three species m odelwe em ploy is de-

�ned by 10% type 1 particles, 50% type 2 particles,

and 40% type 3 particles. W e denote this m odelthe

\t154" m odel to indicate its basis in therm odynam ics

and to specify the types and percentagesofeach parti-

cle. The com position oft154 m odelwasdeterm ined via

trialand error by picking particle types with clashing

crystallization m otifsthereby frustrating crystallization.

Crystallization was m onitored by inspection ofthe an-

gle resolved static structure factor,direct inspection of

1 It should be noted that LG M s of the type described here in-

volve extrem e constraints that m ust be globally satis�ed and

are thus not realistic translations of o�-lattice particle-based

m odels. Such constraints m ight indeed induce arti�cialbehav-

ior,especially at higher densities. It would be m ost interesting

to investigate \soft" versions ofsuch m odels where constraints

m ay be locally violated at the cost of an energy penalty. In

this regard,such m odels would be the con�gurationalanalog of

K CM s where dynam icalconstraints m ay be broken at the cost

ofan energy penalty,see Chandler,D .and J.P.G arrahan,\D y-

nam ics on the W ay to Form ing G lass: Bubbles in Space-tim e"

arX iv:0908.0418v1; Subm itted to A nnual R eviews of Physical

Chem istry (2010).

http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.0418
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con�gurations,and by m onitoring bulk therm odynam ic

quantities.

As discussed in the introduction,there appear to be

strong sim ilaritiesbetween the rulesthatgovern KCM s

such as the K ob-Andersen m odeland the t154 m odel

[43].Forexam pleboth m odelsem ploy constraintswith a

m axim um num berofneighbors,butin theK ob-Andersen

m odelthis restriction only applies to the m obile parti-

cles,whilein thet154m odelappliesto allparticles.O ur

m odeldoes not require any specialdynam ics m ethods.

W e em ploy localcanonicalM onte Carlo \dynam ics" via

prim itivetranslationalm oves[49].Notethatforthet154

m odeltheenergycan onlybezero(nopackingviolations)

orin�nite(packing violation oroverlap),thustheaccep-

tance criteria reduces to rejection ifthere is a packing

violation and acceptance otherwise. This allows us to

im plem ent an event-driven algorithm which accelerates

the sim ulation oflatticedynam ics[55].

Fortherm odynam icstudiesweem ploygrand-canonical

M onte Carlo with both translationalm oves as wellas

particle insertion/deletion.Fig.2 containsa plotofthe

density ofthe system as a function ofthe chem icalpo-

tentialoftype1particles.M odelswhich crystallize(such

asoriginalbinary m odelofBiroli-M �ezard)have a sharp

jum p in this curve atthe crystallization point. Clearly,

thisfeatureisabsentin thet154 m odel.Forcom parison,

both curvesaredisplayed 2.

III. D Y N A M IC A L B EH AV IO R

A . Sim ple B ulk D ynam ics

In thissubsection wedescribethebehaviorofa sim ple

2-pointobservable,nam ely theself-interm ediatescatter-

ing function [58],de�ned as

Fs(k;t)=

*

1

N

X

i

e
ik�[ri(t)�r i(0)]

+

: (1)

2 A subtle issue arises in the nature ofglassy behavior observed

in the t154 m odeloutlined in this work. LG M s could have a

dynam icalpercolation-like transition,asin the spiralm odel[56].

Thishas been indeed found in som e LG M s on the Bethe lattice

[57]and would slow down the dynam ics for reasons com pletely

di�erent from the dim inishing ofthe con�gurationalentropy. If

there is a low-lying crystalphase then one can show that this

dynam icalpercolation-like transition cannot take place in �nite

dim ension. A lthough we have not found a crystalphase for the

m odel,theexistenceofsuch a transition seem sunlikely and irrel-

evant for our present work. First,it can be shown that blocked

structures, if they exist, have to verify m uch m ore constraints

than in the spiralm odel[56].Second,wehave found thatthe re-

laxation tim egrowth ofthepersistence functionswith increasing

density in localcanonical M onte Carlo sim ulations are sim ilar

to those under grand-canonicaldynam ics,which cannot contain

any blocked structure. The union ofthese two facts render the

dynam icalblocking scenario highly unlikely.
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Figure2:Crystallization therm odynam icsin LG M .Top:The

t154 m odel. �1 refers to the chem icalpotentialofthe type

1 particles. The m axim um density observed for the 15
3
lat-

tice is.5479 (exactly 1849 outof3375 lattice sitesoccupied).

Thethreeplotted quenching ratesvary between a .01 and .05

increase of�1 per10000 cycles. B ottom : A close up ofthe

equivalent plot for the BM m odel. Note the clear disconti-

nuity upon crystallization.Slower�-increase ratesproduce a

sharperdiscontinuity.

W e m easure Fs(k;t)only forthe type-2 particleswhich

arepresentin the greatestfraction forthe three distinct

species. Throughoutthispaper,we reportk-vectorsus-

ing k0,where k = 2�

L
k0. W e have checked that Fs(k;t)

isqualitatively sim ilarforthe otherspeciesofparticles.

Therelaxation ofFs(k;t)ofthesystem atthewavevector

k0= 5 (k = 2�

3
)forvariousdensitiesisshown in Fig. 3.

Thebulk ofthedecay m ay be�tto a stretched exponen-

tialfunction,Fs(k;t)= exp(� (t=��(k))
�(k)). Asis cus-

tom ary,the alpha-relaxation tim e isfound by the value

Fs(��)= 1=e and the �(k)exponentisdeterm ined by a

direct�ttotheterm inaldecay.W e�nd thatfordensities

below approxim ately � = 0:48 thevalueof� saturatesat

the expected value � = 1 characteristic ofsim ple non-

glassy dynam ics,whileforthehighestdensity sim ulated,

� = 0:7. This behavior,over a sim ilar range ofsuper-

cooling,isrem iniscentofthebehaviorfound in atom istic

m odelsofglass-form ing liquids[59,60].In orderto bet-

terrevealtherelaxation behavior,Fs(t)isalso displayed

on a log-log vs.log-tim e scale. In this plot,the slope

ofthelong tim egrowth isrelated to theexponent�:W e

havefound thatthevaluesof� extracted from theslopes

ofthelong tim eportion ofthelog-log vs.log plotindeed
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coincide with that found by a direct �t to a stretched

exponentialform . At the highest densities a shoulder

appearsin the shorttim e relaxation.Thisfeature isin-

dicative ofa secondary relaxation feature perhaps akin

to beta-relaxation in realistic glass-form ing liquids. It

should benoted,however,thattheam plitudeofthisfea-

tureisvery closeto unity.Thisisquantitatively distinct

from the plateau valuesexpected in atom istic o�-lattice

m odels [59,60]and even LG M s with m ore com plicated

lattice degreesoffreedom [53,54],butissim ilarto that

encountered in sim plespin m odelssuch asvariantsofthe

Random O rthogonalM odel[61].

Asistypicaloffragileglass-form ing system s,the t154

m odelexhibits relaxation tim es that do not follow the

(generalized)Arrheniusform [62].Thisbehaviorisillus-

trated in Fig.4.Atlow densities,plotsoflog(�)versus

� indeed follow a straightline,howeverin thevicinity of

� � 0:5 theplotof� versus� deviatesfrom thisstraight

line and the functionaldensity dependence ofthe relax-

ation tim e becom es m uch m ore precipitous. W hile we

have not attem pted to quantitatively characterize this

density dependence,itshould benoted thattheonsetof

increased sensitivity to changesin density occurs is the

sam enarrow window thatm arksthenoticeabledecrease

in the valuesofthe stretching exponent�.

B . M otion on the A tom ic Scale

W ebegin ourdiscussion ofthenatureofheterogeneous

dynam icalbehavior in the t154 LG M by observing the

qualitative details ofparticle m otion under supercooled

conditions.Thiswillsetthestageforanalysisofquanti-

tativem easuresofdynam icalheterogeneity in them odel.

Forthesakeofcom parison,wealsoinvestigatetheanalo-

gousbehaviorin theK ob-Andersen m odel.Thiscom par-

ison isusefulbecauseitsuggestshow m odelswith sim ilar

localrulesbutdi�erentglobalrules(rooted in eitherthe

purely kinetic ortherm odynam ic basisofthe particular

m odel)m ay giveriseto distinctdynam icsattheparticle

scale.

W e start by sim ply observing the patterns ofm obil-

ity in realspace starting from a set initialcondition of

the t154 m odelfound ata given density afterequilibra-

tion. A sim ilaranalysishasbeen perform ed recently by

Chaudhurietal.fortheK ob-Andersen m odel,whereno

equilibration is required since allinitialcon�gurations

with a setdensity ofdefectsareallowed [63].Fora theo-

reticaldescription ofthe dynam icsofthe K ob-Andersen

m odel, see [64]. W e note that, as expected, the t154

m odelexhibitsregionsofspatially localized particle ac-

tivity againsta backdrop oftransiently im m obilized par-

ticles. A rather rem arkable feature of the patterns of

m obility in thism odelisthatwe�nd evidenceofstring-

likem otion,whereagroup ofparticlesm ovesoverashort

distance,each taking theplaceofthepreviousparticlein

the string [65,66]. This m otifcan be seen m ostly on

tim escaleslessthan the�-relaxation tim e,butoccasion-
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Figure 3: D ecay ofthe self-interm ediate scattering function

Fs(k;t)fork
0
= 5(k = 2�

L
k
0
).D ensitiesare.3,.4,.45,.48,.50,

.51,.52,.53,.535,.5375,.5400,.5425from fastestrelaxation to

slowestrelaxation.Thesedensitiesareused in allplotsin this

paperunless otherwise indicated. Top: Plotted on a linear-

log scale. B ottom : Sam e data as upper panelplotted on a

log(� log
10
(Fs(k;t))) vs log(t) scale. Lowest density curves

are atthe top left.

ally string-like m otion m ay be seen to persiston longer

tim escales.Thisbehaviorisdem onstrated in Fig.5.

The behaviorofparticle m otion observed in the K ob-

Andersen m odel is som ewhat di�erent than that seen

in the t154 m odelas described above. As in the t154

m odel,and as observed by Chaudhurietal.,m otion in

the K ob-Andersen m odelshows sim ilar activity regions

in thevicinity ofdefectsitesgiving riseto heterogeneous

m otion. However, the boundaries between active and

inactive regions at com parable tim escales appear to be

m oredistinctin theK ob-Andersen m odel.Furtherm ore,

the particle scale m otion in the K ob-Andersen is m uch

m oreisotropic,exhibitingm uch fewercasesofdirectional

m obility com pared with the t154 m odel.Itwould be in-

teresting to com parethe two m odelsby quantifying this

di�erencevia thetypeofdirectionalm ulti-pointcorrela-

torsdevised by Doliwa and Heuer[67]. Itisnotclearif

thedi�erencebetween them odelsisrelated tothefunda-

m entaldistinction between LG M sand KCM sorjustthe

speci�csoftheparticularm odelsconsidered.In particu-

lar,thet154isam ulti-com ponentm odel,unliketheK ob-

Andersen m odel. The string-like m otion on short tim e

scalesseem sto occurpredom inantly on theratherrough

boundariesofslow clusters[68]. This behavior,rem inis-



5

 1

 10

 100

 1000

 10000

 100000

 1e+06

 1e+07

 1e+08

 0.25  0.3  0.35  0.4  0.45  0.5

τ α
  (

ty
pe

 2
 p

ar
tic

le
s)

ρ  (total)

 0.7

 0.75

 0.8

 0.85

 0.9

 0.95

 1

 0.25  0.3  0.35  0.4  0.45  0.5

β(
k’

) 
 (

ty
pe

 2
 p

ar
tic

le
s)

ρ  (total)

 1

 10

 100

 1000

 10000

 100000

 1e+06

 1e+07

-2  0  2  4  6  8  10

τ α
  (

ty
pe

 2
 p

ar
tic

le
s)

µ2

Figure 4: Top: �� (tim e atwhich Fs(k;t)= 1=e)as a func-

tion ofdensity,�.Plotted fork
0
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k at the top. C enter: Beta stretching exponent ofFs(k;t)

(from term inal�tsF s(k;t)� exp(� (t=��)
�
)).Lowestk curve

isatthetop oftheplot.B ottom :Plotoflog scale�� against

chem icalpotential� oftype2 particles.Thebehavioriscon-

sistentwith �� = 5:7exp(� 21�2=(�2 � 24)).

cent of the picture of dynam ic heterogeneity that put

forward by Stillinger [69],m ight be strongly inuenced

by com positionalheterogeneity.A usefulway to address

generalissuesrelated tohow theinitialcon�gurationcon-

strainssubsequentdynam icswould be a system atic iso-

con�gurationalensem ble analysiscom paring LG M sand

KCM s[70].Thiswillbethetopicofa futurepublication

[71].

In the next few sections,we discuss how som e ofthe

m ostim portantindicatorsofdynam icalheterogeneity in

supercooled liquids m anifest in the t154 m odel. The

quantitiesthatwediscussarethem agnitudeofviolations

oftheStokes-Einstein relation,exponentialtails(indica-

(a) (b)

Figure5:Exam plesofstring-likem otion apparentin thet154

m odel. (a) An exam ple ofa string with allneighboring par-

ticles rem oved. (b) A sim ilar string in the context ofother

particles.Note thathere thestring istruly isolated in space,

away from other m obile particles. In these �gures, type 1

particles are white,type 2 particles are blue,and type 3 are

green. Sites occupied at the initialtim e but vacated at the

�naltim e are shown in red. These pictures show only the

di�erencesin position ofparticlesbetween the origin oftim e

and the �naltim e,notthe path the particlestook to achieve

thatdisplacem ent.All�guresare ata density of.5400,with

�t tim es in (a) 251,(b) 199526. The �-relaxation tim e for

k
0 = 5 atthisdensity isabout7:8� 106

(a) (b)

Figure6:Exam plesclustershapesin the(a)thet154,m odel,

density � = :5400 and (b) the K ob-Andersen m odel,density

� = :8500. Arrows indicate m otion between initialand �nal

tim es.Tim eseparation is1/10th ofthe�-relaxation tim e.In

thet154m odel,weseem orefractaland disconnected clusters,

while in theK A m odel,m obile dom ainstend to be sm oother

clusters.

tive ofhopping transport)in the van Hovefunction,the

existence ofa Fickian length scale and the developm ent

ofa dynam icallength scalequanti�ed by them ulti-point

function S4(q;t).Unlessotherwisestated,speci�ccorre-

lation functionsand transportcoe�cientsarecalculated

with respectto type-2 particles.

C . Stokes-Einstein V iolation

In typicaluids a m ean-�eld linear-response relation-

ship asserts that the product ofthe tracer particle dif-

fusion constant and the uid viscosity divided by the
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tem perature is a constant [58]. This connection be-

tween di�usion and dissipation is known as the Stokes-

Einstein relationship,and em pirically is known to hold

even at the atom ic scale in liquids over a wide range

ofdensities and tem peratures. In supercooled liquids,

the Stokes-Einstein relation generally does not hold

[20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 72, 73]. In fact, the product

of the di�usion constant and the viscosity of a liquid

m ay exceed that expected from the Stokes-Einstein re-

lation by severalordersofm agnitude close to the glass

transition. There are m any theoreticalexplanationsfor

Stokes-Einstein violations in supercooled liquids,which

essentially allinvokedynam icalheterogeneity asthefun-

dam entalfactorleading to the breakdown ofthe sim ple

relationship between di�usion and viscosity.Itshould be

noted that sim ilar relationshipshold between the di�u-

sion constantand the selfand collective tim e constants

associated with the decay of density uctuations. In

this work we focus on the relaxation tim e ofthe self-

interm ediate scattering function de�ned above as our

proxy forthe uid viscosity.

It is wellknown that the product D ��,where �� is

the �-relaxation tim e ofthe self-interm ediate scattering

function showsastrongtem perature/densitydependence

in both realisticatom icsim ulationsaswellasin theclass

ofKCM sthatdescribe fragile glass-form ing liquids. No

directstudiesofthisquantity havebeen m adein LG M s.

The LG M of Coniglio and coworkers would appear to

show essentially no Stokes-Einstein violations because

the di�usion constantand the relaxation tim em ay both

be �t to power laws with exponents that have,within

num ericalaccuracy,the sam e m agnitude [53,54]. This,

however is not surprising since m any ofthe features of

the m odelresem ble those ofa strong glass-form ing sys-

tem ,whereviolationsoftheStokes-Einstein relation are,

atm ost,weak. The featuresofthe t154 m odelwith re-

gard to non-exponentialrelaxation and the density de-

pendence of the relaxation tim e �� indicate that this

m odelbehaves m ore like a fragile glass form er. Thus,

weexpectclearviolationsoftheStokes-Einstein relation.

Indeed,as shown in Fig. 7,D �� increasesm arkedly as

density isincreased.O vertherangedensitiesthatwecan

access,the m agnitude ofthe violation isvery sim ilarto

thatseen in the canonicalK ob-Andersen Lennard Jones

m ixture over a com parable range of changes in relax-

ation tim e[27].Interestingly,violationsbegin to becom e

pronounced atdensities sim ilar to where the relaxation

tim esand stretchingexponentsbecom estronglysensitive

to increased density. Thus,a consistentonsetdensity is

observed asin m orerealisticatom istic system s.

D . van H ove Function

It is now rather wellestablished that an additional

\quasi-universal" feature of dynam ical heterogeneity

nearthe glasstransition iscontained in theshapeofthe

real-spacevan Hovefunction [26,27,28,29].In particu-
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Figure 7: Violation ofthe Stokes-Einstein relation,D �� �
constant,using �� at k

0
= 5. D ata has been norm alized to

D �� = 1 atthe lowestdensity.

larithasbeen argued thetailsoftheselfvan Hovefunc-

tion should beapproxim ately exponentialin form .These

\fattails" im ply thatthe rareparticlesthatdo undergo

largedisplacem entsexistin populationsin excessofwhat

would beexpected in apurelyG aussian displacem entdis-

tribution. W hile non-G aussian tailsshould be expected

ofanydistribution forthewingsthatfalloutsideoflim its

ofboundssetbytheCentralLim itTheorem ,thepalpable

exponentialtailsin supercooled liquidsim ply largenon-

G aussian e�ects indicative oftransportthat is strongly

e�ected by heterogeneoushopping m otion.

Here,we dem onstrate that such e�ects occur in the

t154 m odelin a m annersim ilarto thatseen both in ex-

perim entsin colloidaland granularsystem saswellasin

com puter sim ulations ofatom ic system s. Fig. 8 shows

the selfpartofthe real-spacevan Hovefunction,

G s(x;t)= h� (x � ĵx � (ri(t)� ri(0))j)i; (2)

forthetypetwo particlesin thet154 m odel.Becausewe

areon a lattice,werestrictourdistancesalong thethree

coordinate axes x̂ individually in our calculation. W e

see thatfortim esofthe orderofthe �-relaxation tim e,

thesetailsareclearly visible.Forvery long orshorttim e

scales,the shape ofthe taildeviatessom ewhatfrom the

m ore exponentialform exhibited at interm ediate tim es.

Thisbehaviorisquitesim ilarto thatseen in sim ulations

ofatom isticsystem s[27,28],and isfully consistentwith

the behaviorfound in KCM s[25].

E. Fickian Length

Related to theexistenceofexcesstailsin thevan Hove

function istheexistenceofa length scalethatcharacter-

izesthe anom aloustransport. M ore speci�cally,the ex-

ponentialtailsin thevan Hovefunction aredistinguished

from theG aussian form ofthedisplacem entdistribution

obtained atrelativelyshortdistancesfor�xed tim es.The

crossoverfrom Fickian tonon-Fickian behaviorshould be

characterized by tim e scalesaswellaslength scalesover

which thiscrossoveroccurs. A non-Fickian length scale
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m ay be de�ned by exam ining the k-dependentdi�usion

constantD (k)= 1

�� k
2 [30,31,32]. The wavevectorthat

characterizes the crossover from the expected di�usive

behaviorto an anom alousregim e is inversely related to

such a length scale. In Fig. 9 we plot D (k0). Clearly,

as the density is increased,the length scale separating

the Fickian and non-Fickian regim esincreases.Thisbe-

havioris consistentwith that found in KCM s and sim -

ulationsofatom istic glass-form ing liquids. Itshould be

noted that Stokes-Einstein violations,the developm ent

ofexponentialtailsin the selfvan Hove function,and a

well-developed Fickian length scaleareallm anifestations

ofrelated aspects ofdynam ically heterogeneousm otion

in supercooled liquids[27].

F. �4 and S4 Fluctuation M easures

TheFickian length scaleism erelyonelength scalethat

arises naturally in system s where dynam ics becom e in-

creasingly heterogeneous. Perhapsm ore fundam entalis

the growth of dynam icallength scales associated with

m ulti-point correlations ofthe dynam ics. Supercooled

liquidsdo notshow sim plestaticcorrelationsthatwould

indicatea growing correlation length.Itshould benoted

thatthisdoesnotexcludegrowingstaticcorrelationsofa

m orecom plex kind,forexam plepoint-to-setcorrelations

[3,38,74]. Regardless,cooperativity in dynam ics m ay

be m easured via �rst de�ning a localoverlap function

[5,17,34,35,36]

�fk(q;t)=
1

N

X

i

e
iq�ri(0)[cos(k � (�ri(t)))� Fs(k;t)]

(3)

where �r i(t)= ri(0)� ri(t). fk(q;t) is de�ned for one

con�guration,and the average is over allk and q with

the m agnitudesk and q.Then,S4(q)isde�ned as

S4(q)= N

D

j�fk(q;t)j
2
E

(4)

where thisaverage isoverthe m ostgeneralensem ble of

con�gurations[36]. The �4 value isde�ned asthe lim it

S4(q ! 0). �4(t) m ay be calculated strictly at q = 0

from

�4(t)= N

D

j�fk(q= 0;t)j
2
E

(5)

where the average is over the entire ensem ble and all

k consistentwith the m agnitudeofk.Note that,asdis-

cussed in [36],thevalueof�4(t)com puted in thism anner

isa lowerbound fortheextrapolation ofS4(q! 0;t).

The quantity S4(q;t)isa m ulti-pointdynam icalana-

log ofS(q).Justasthe low q behaviorofS(q)indicates

a growing (static)length scalein system sapproaching a

second order phase transition,scattering from dynam i-

cally heterogeneousregionsundergoing cooperative m o-

tion willm anifestgrowth in the am plitude ofthe low q

region ofSol4 (q;t),indicative ofthe size scale ofthe dy-

nam icalcorrelations for system s approaching the glass

transition.

Thebehaviorofthequantity Sol4 (q;t)isshown in Fig.

10.O nly type-2 particleshave been used in the calcula-

tion.Ascan clearly be seen,fordensitiesabove � � 0:5

which constitutes the onset density ofthis system ,the

low q behavior shows a m arked upturn as q ! 0. The

growth ofSol4 (q;t)asq ! 0 asdensity isincreased sug-

gestsa growing length scale as supercooling progresses.

This non-trivialbehavior is what is found in atom istic

sim ulated system s.Futurework willbedevoted toa pre-

cise characterization ofthe length scale thatm ay be ex-

tracted from Sol4 (q;t)in thet154m odelsothatacom par-

isonm aybem adewith recentworkdetailingthebehavior

ofthislength in realistico�-lattice system s[39,75].

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwehavepresented a new LG M based on

the originalBiroli-M �ezard m odel[50].Via the introduc-

tion ofan additionalspeciesofparticle,wehavedem on-

strated that our m odelis stable against crystallization.
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Thisfactallowsusto study su�ciently high density con-

�gurations that m anifest features ofdynam icalhetero-

geneity.Unlikesom epreviousLG M s,ourm odelexhibits

the canonicalfeaturesofa fragileglass-form er.In term s

ofthe gross features ofrelaxation behavior,our LG M

shows behavior sim ilar to the standard K ob-Andersen

Lennard-Jones (K ALJ) m ixture. In particular,we �nd

that the degree ofviolation ofthe Stokes-Einstein rela-

tion and the m agnitudeofstretching in the decay ofthe

self-interm ediatescattering function track therelaxation

tim es at densities above the onset ofsupercooling in a

m anner consistent with that seen in the K ALJ system .

Featuresofdynam icalheterogeneity such asexponential

tailsin thevan Hovefunction,thegrowth ofa dynam ical

length scaleasquanti�ed by thefunction S4(q;t),Stokes-

Einstein violationsand theem ergenceofaFickian length

scale alloccur in a m anner expected from experim ents

and sim ulationsoffragileglass-form ing liquids.

Thesim ilaritybetween thedescription ofdynam ichet-

erogeneityfound in KCM sand LG M sstandsin starkcon-

trastto the underlying foundationsofthe m odelsthem -

selves. As em phasized in the introduction,KCM s are

based on a constrained dynam ics for which the num -

ber of available dynam icalpaths leading to relaxation

becom es increasingly rare as the density increases and

the num berofdefectsdecrease. In KCM sallreal-space

con�gurations at a �xed num ber of defects (excluding

rare blocked con�gurations) are equally likely. O n the

otherhand LG M sarebased on transitionsbetween real-

space con�gurationsthat becom e increasingly scarce as

the density is increased. This is not to say that there

isnota facilitated-like dynam icsin LG M s. O n the con-

trary,as we have dem onstrated in sec. III, localand

som etim es anisotropic dynam ics m ay be generated nat-

urally in LG M s without the explicit introduction offa-

cilitating defects. An im portant m essage that em erges

from this study is that the phenom enology of dynam ic

heterogeneity is notsu� cientto distinguish pictures or

validatem odelsbased on transitionsbetween setsofstates

in con� guration space from those based on sets ofpaths

in space-tim e.

How then m ight these pictures be di�erentiated?

W hilecontrastingcom petingm odelsthatgenerateseem -

ingly sim ilardynam icalbehaviorisa di�cultendeavor,

severalpossiblestudiesm ightbeusefulforthistask.Here

we outline fouravenuesthatcould provide key inform a-

tion thatdistinguish the purely dynam icalpicture from

onebased on transitionstherm odynam icstates.

a)The m osaic length scale: The Random FirstO rder

Theory (RFO T)ofW olynesand coworkerspositstheex-

istence ofa static length scale which is de�ned by the

region overwhich particlesare pinned by the surround-

ing self-generated am orphous con�guration [3, 12, 38].

This length scale also exists in KCM s,but it is decou-

pled from the relaxation dynam ics of the system [76].

Recentatom isticcom putersim ulationshavesuccessfully

located the m osaic length scale [38]. It would be quite

usefulto perform an analysissim ilarto thatdevised by

Jackand G arrahanforLG M s[76].SinceLG M sarebased

on theentropy ofreal-spacecon�gurations,itisexpected

thatherethem osaiclength doescoupleto theglassy dy-

nam ics. Since LG M s are m uch sim pler than atom istic

o�-lattice m odels,the directstudy ofthe m osaic length

(and point-to-setcorrelationsin general)in LG M sm ight

provide key avenuesforthe testing ofthe putative cou-

pling between relaxation and such length scalesin sim u-

lated atom istic system s.

b) Correlations between con� gurational entropy and

dynam ics: Em piricalcorrelations between the con�gu-

rationalentropy and the �-relaxation tim e have been

noted for m any years, and this correlation lies at the

heartofseveralprom inenttheories.Such correlationsare

stillwidely debated,butseem to hold atleastcrudely in

m any glass-form ing system s [77,78]. LG M s should be

expected to exhibitsuch correlations,while it is known

that KCM s do not exhibit such correlations. Recently

K arm akaretal.purported toshow that�nite-sizee�ects

ofthe� relaxation tim efollow precisely theAdam -G ibbs

relation between the con�gurationalentropy and the �-

relaxation tim e in the K ALJ system [39]. Iftrue,such

correlationswould beachallengetoKCM s,sinceitisdif-

�cultto envision how the con�gurationalentropy would

track the�-relaxation tim efordi�erentsystem sizesifit

were nota crucialcom ponentofrelaxation phenom ena.

Such correlations,however,are subtle to m easure since

the Adam -G ibbs relationship isan exponentialone and

the apparentcorrelation could depend on the som ewhat
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indirectcom putationalm ethod used in [39]to de�nethe

con�gurationalentropy. It would be m ost usefulto in-

vestigatesuch e�ectsin the sim plerLG M s,which m ight

provide a cleanerm eans ofisolating the con�gurational

entropy. It should be noted that �nite size e�ects do

appear to follow an approxim ate Adam -G ibbs relation-

ship in atleastone otherlattice m odel[79]. Such stud-

iesm ightspurm ore detailed investigationsin sim ulated

atom istic system s thus allowing for a clear com parison

between LG M s,KCM sand m orerealisticsystem s.

c)Single-particleand collectivepredictability ratios:In

an im portant piece ofwork,Jack and Berthier devised

m etrics that access the degree to which single particle

and collective dynam ics are determ inistically predicted

by a setinitialcon�guration overa given tim escale[80].

KCM sand LG M sdi�erin how allowed con�gurationsare

constructed. KCM shave explicitdefects,while con�gu-

rations in LG M s are determ ined by globalconstraints,

and thusdo notcontain explicitdefects. Since the very

com position ofinitialconditionsdi�erm arkedly in these

m odels,oneexpectsthatthem etricsde�ned by Jack and

Berthier would behave di�erently in KCM s and LG M s.

Thus,itwould bevery pro�tableto exam inethedensity

and tem perature dependence ofthe single particle and

collective predictability ratios in KCM s and LG M s as

a possible m eans ofdistinguishing between state-based,

and dynam icalconstraint-based pictures[71].

d)Evolution ofthefacilitation m echanism approaching

the glass transition: Although in both KCM and LG M

picturesfacilitation playsan im portantrolein therelax-

ation ofthesystem ,a peculiarand di�erenttem perature

and density evolution is expected. In particular,in the

KCM picture,facilitation isduetothem otion ofm obility

regionsordefects. Dynam icsslowsdown,and concom i-

tantly dynam icheterogeneityincreases,becausethesere-

gionsbecom e rarerapproaching the glasstransition. A

crucialassum ption isthatthesedefectsareconserved or

at least that non-conservation is a rare event that be-

com es rarer at lower tem perature/high density. These

assum ptionsim poseim portantconstraintson the evolu-

tion ofthe facilitation m echanism . Thus,it would be

very interesting to exam ine thisissue forexam ple using

the clusteranalysisdeveloped in [81]to study the relax-

ation dynam icsofgranularsystem s.

Investigation of these and other studies aim ed at

distinguishing the underlying pictures that LG M s and

KCM sarebased on willbe the subjectoffuture work.

A cknow ledgm ents

RK D would like to thank the John and Fannie Hertz

Foundation forresearch supportvia a HertzFoundation

G raduateFellowship.RK D and DRR would liketothank

the NSF for �nancialsupport. W e would like to thank

Ludovic Berthier,JoelEaves,Peter Harrowell,Robert

Jack,Peter M ayer and M arco Tarzia for usefuldiscus-

sions.

[1]P.D ebenedettiand F.Stillinger,Nature410,259 (2001).

[2]M .Ediger,C.Angell,and S.Nagel,J.Phys.Chem .100,

13200 (1996).

[3]J.Bouchaud and G .Biroli, J.Chem .Phys.121,7347

(2004).

[4]J.D yre,Rev.M od.Phys.78,953 (2006).

[5]J.G arrahan and D .Chandler,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,35704

(2002).

[6]J.G arrahan and D .Chandler,PNAS 100,9710 (2003).

[7]W . G otze and L. Sjogren, Rep. Prog. Phys. 55, 241

(1992).

[8]L.Hedges,R.Jack,J.G arrahan,and D .Chandler,Sci-

ence 323,1309 (2009).

[9]A.Heuer,J.Phys.Cond.M at.20 (2008).

[10]D .K ivelson,S.A.K ivelson,X.Zhao,Z.Nussinov,and

G .Tarjus,J.Chem .Phys.121,7347 (2004).

[11]J.Langer,Phys.Rev.Lett.97,115704 (2006).

[12]V. Lubchenko and P. G . W olynes, Ann. Rev. Phys.

Chem .58,235 (2007).

[13]K .Schweizerand E.Saltzm an,J.Chem .Phys.119,1181

(2003).

[14]S. Butler and P. Harrowell, J. Chem . Phys. 95, 4454

(1991).

[15]M . Hurley and P. Harrowell, Phys. Rev. E 52, 1694

(1995).

[16]W . K ob, C. D onati, S. Plim pton, P. Poole, and

S.G lotzer,Phys.Rev.Lett.79,2827 (1997).

[17]R. Yam am oto and A. O nuki, Phys. Rev. E 58, 3515

(1998).

[18]K . Schm idt-Rohr and H.Spiess, Phys.Rev.Lett. 66,

3020 (1991).

[19]M .Ediger,Ann.Rev.Phys.Chem .51,99 (2000).

[20]I.Chang and H.Sillescu,J.Phys.Chem .B 101,8794

(1997).

[21]M .Cicerone and M .Ediger,J.Chem .Phys.104,7210

(1996).

[22]Y.Jung,J.G arrahan,and D .Chandler,Phys.Rev.E

69,61205 (2004).

[23]X.Xia,P.W olynes,etal.,J.Phys.Chem .B 105,6570

(2001).

[24]G .Tarjus and D .K ivelson,J.Chem .Phys.103, 3071

(1995).

[25]L.Berthier, D .Chandler,and J.G arrahan, Europhys.

Lett.69,320 (2005).

[26]D .Starioloand G .Fabricius,J.Chem .Phys.125,064505

(2006).

[27]P.Chaudhuri,L.Berthier,and W .K ob,Phys.Rev.Lett.

99,60604 (2007).

[28]E.Saltzm an and K .Schweizer,Phys.Rev.E 77,51504

(2008).

[29]S.F.Swallen,K .Traynor,R.J.M cM ahon,M .D .Ediger,

and T.E.M ates,J.Phys.Chem .B 113,4600 (2009).



10

[30]L.Berthier,Phys.Rev.E 69,20201 (2004).

[31]A.Pan,J.G arrahan,and D .Chandler,Phys.Rev.E 72,

41106 (2005).

[32]G . Szam el and E. Flenner, Phys. Rev. E 73, 011504

(2006).

[33]C.D asgupta,A.Indrani,S.Ram aswam y,and M .Phani,

Europhys.Lett.15,307 (1991).

[34]N. La�cevi�c, F. Starr, T. Schr�der, and S. G lotzer, J.

Chem .Phys.119,7372 (2003).

[35]S.Franz and G .Parisi, J.Phys.Cond.M at.12, 6335

(2000).

[36]L. Berthier, G . Biroli, J. Bouchaud, W . K ob,

K . M iyazaki, and D . Reichm an, J. Chem . Phys. 126,

184503 (2007).

[37]S.Franz and A.M ontanari,J.Phys.A 40,F251 (2007).

[38]G . Biroli, J. Bouchaud, A. Cavagna, T. G rigera, and

P.Verrocchio,Nature Physics4,771 (2008).

[39]S.K arm akar,C.D asgupta,and S.Sastry,PNAS 106,

3675 (2009).

[40]L. Berthier, G . Biroli, J. Bouchaud, L. Cipelletti,

D .M asri,D .L’Hote,F.Ladieu,and M .Pierno,Science

310,1797 (2005).

[41]G .Biroli,J.Bouchaud,K .M iyazaki,and D .Reichm an,

Phys.Rev.Lett.97,195701 (2006).

[42]G .Fredrickson and H.Andersen,Phys.Rev.Lett.53,

1244 (1984).

[43]W .K ob and H.Andersen,Phys.Rev.E 48,4364 (1993).

[44]F.Ritortand P.Sollich,Adv.in Phys.52,219 (2003).

[45]G .Biroli,J.Bouchaud,and G .Tarjus,J.Chem .Phys.

123,044510 (2005).

[46]D . Chandler and J. G arrahan, J. Chem . Phys. 123,

044511 (2005).

[47]L.Hedgesand J.G arrahan,J.Phys.A:M ath.and Theo.

41,324006 (2008).

[48]L.Hedges and J. G arrahan, J. Phys.Cond. M at. 19,

205124 (2007).

[49]L.Berthier,Phys.Rev.E 76,011507 (2007).

[50]G .Biroliand M .M �ezard,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,025501

(2001).

[51]G . M cCullagh, D . Cellai, A.Lawlor, and K . D awson,

Phys.Rev.E 71,030102 (2005).

[52]K .D awson,S.Franz,and M .Sellitto,Europhys.Lett.

64,302 (2003).

[53]M .Ciam arra,M .Tarzia,A.deCandia,and A.Coniglio,

Phys.Rev.E 67,057105 (2003).

[54]M . Pica Ciam arra, M . Tarzia, A. de Candia, and

A.Coniglio,Phys.Rev.E 68,066111 (2003).

[55]A.Bortz,M .K alos,and J.Lebowitz,J.Com put.Phys

17 (1975).

[56]G . Biroli and C. Toninelli, Euro. Phys. J. B 64, 567

(2008).

[57]O .Rivoire,G .Biroli,O .M artin,and M .M ezard,Euro.

Phys.J.B 37,55 (2003).

[58]U.Balucaniand M .Zoppi,Dynam ics ofthe liquid state

(O xford University Press,USA,New York,1994).

[59]W .K ob and H.Andersen,Phys.Rev.E 51,4626 (1995).

[60]G .W ahnstr�om ,Phys.Rev.A 44,3752 (1991).

[61]T.Sarlat,A.Billoire,G .Biroli,and J.Bouchaud,J.Stat.

M ech p.P08014 (2009).

[62]L.Berthierand T.A.W itten,Europhys.Lett.86,10001

(2009).

[63]P.Chaudhuri,S.Sastry,and W .K ob,Phys.Rev.Lett.

101,190601 (2008).

[64]C.Toninelli,G .Biroli,and D .Fisher,Phys.Rev.Lett.

92,185504 (2004).

[65]C.D onati,J.D ouglas,W .K ob,S.Plim pton,P.Poole,

and S.G lotzer,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,2338 (1998).

[66]C.D onati,S.G lotzer,P.Poole,W .K ob,and S.Plim p-

ton,Phys.Rev.E 60,3107 (1999).

[67]B.D oliwa and A.Heuer,J.Phys.Cond.M at.11,277

(1999).

[68]G . Appignanesi, J. Rodr��guez Fris, R. M ontani, and

W .K ob,Phys.Rev.Lett.96,57801 (2006).

[69]F.Stillinger,J.Chem .Phys.89,6461 (1988).

[70]A. W idm er-Cooper, P. Harrowell, and H. Fynewever,

Phys.Rev.Lett.93,135701 (2004).

[71]R.K .D arst,D .R.Reichm an,and G .Biroli,to be pub-

lished.

[72]F. Stillinger and J. Hodgdon, Phys. Rev. E 50, 2064

(1994).

[73]C.Liu and I.O ppenheim ,Phys.Rev.E 53,799 (1996).

[74]M .M �ezard and A.M ontanari,J.Stat.Phys.124,1317

(2006).

[75]R.Stein and H.Andersen,Phys.Rev.Lett.101,267802

(2008).

[76]R.Jack and J.G arrahan,J.Chem .Phys.123,164508

(2005).

[77]R. Richert and C. Angell, J. Chem . Phys. 108, 9016

(1998).

[78]L.M artinez and C.Angell,Nature 410,663 (2001).

[79]A.Crisantiand F.Ritort,Europhys.Lett.51,147(2000).

[80]L.Berthierand R.Jack,Phys.Rev.E 76,41509 (2007).

[81]R.Candelier,O .D auchot,and G .Biroli,Phys.Rev.Lett.

102,088001 (2009).


