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In this paper we consider in detail the properties of dynam ical heterogeneiy in lattice glass
models (LGM s). LGM s are lattice m odels whose dynam ical rules are based on them odynam ic, as
opposed to purely kinetic, considerations. W e devise a LGM that is not prone to crystallization and
displays properties of a fragile glass-form ng liquid. Particle m otion In thism odeltends to be locally
anisotropic on intem ediate tim e scales even though the rules goveming the m odel are isotropic.
The m odeldem onstrates violations of the StokesE instein relation and the grow th of various length
scales associated w ith dynam ical heterogeneity. W e discuss future avenues of research com paring
the predictions of lattice glass m odels and kinetically constrained m odels to atom istic system s.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he cause of the dram atic slow ing of dynam ics close
to the em pirically de ned glass transition is a sub fct of
great continued interest and debate [1,12]. D i erent theo—
reticalproposals have been put forw ard ain ed at describb—
Ing som e or all of the phenom ena com m only cbserved In
experim ents and com puter sim ulations [3,14,15,1€,17,.8,19,
10,111,112,/13]. W hile these proposals are often based on
com pltely divergent view points, m any of them are able
to rationalize the sam e observed behaviors. This fact
stem s from the som ew hat lim ited am ount of inform ation
available from experin ents and sin ulations. Since the
grow th of relaxation tin es In glassy system s is precipi
tous, it isvery di cul, and in som e cases In possble, to
distinguish m odels solely on the basis ofdi erent predic—
tions of gross tem perature dependent relaxation behav—
jor. In addition, com puter sim ulations, which are often
m ore detailed than experin ents, are lin ited by the range
of tim es scales and sizes of system s that can be studied.
T hese di culties have hindered the search for a consen-—
sus on the m icroscopic underpinnings of vitrd cation.

D espite the continued debate that revolves around the
theoretical description of supercooled liquids and glasses,
little argum ent exists regarding the im portance of dy-—
nam icalheterogeneity as a key feature of glassy behavior
[14,15,/1€6,/17,/18,119]. D ynam icalheterogeneity refers to
the fact that as a liquid is supercooled, dynam ics becom e
starkly spatially heterogeneous, requiring the cooperative
m otion of groups of particles for relaxation to occur. D y—
nam icalheterogeneousm otion m anifests in severalw ays,
and leads to violations of the StokesE instein relation
r0,121,122,123,124], cooperative hopping m otion re ected
In nearly exponential tails In particle displacem ent func—
tions [5, 125,126, 127,128], and grow ing length scales such
as those associated w ith the recovery ofF ickian di usion
r9,1330,131,132], grow Ing m ultipoint correlation finctions
3,133,134, 135,136,137, 138,139, 140, 141]. Indeed, the rela-
tively recent explication of the phenom ena of dynam ical
heterogeneiy has dram atically shifted the focus of the
eld and hasplaced new constraintson the necessary in—

gredients for a successfiil theory of glass form ation.

G iven the sim ilarity of som e aspects of dynam icalhet-
erogeneity to critical uctuationsin standard criticalphe—
nom ena, it isnaturalto investigate two and three din en-
sional sin pli ed coarsegrained m odels that encode the
crucial features ofthis heterogeneity. C urrently, them ost
nvestigated class of coarsegrained m odels are the \ki-
netically constrained m odels" ®KCM s) [§,16,142, 143, 144].
KCM s are spin or lattice m odels that generate slow,
glassy relaxation via constraints on the dynam icalm oves
that are allowed. T he slow Ing down of the dynam ics is
caused by rarefactions of facilitating regions, also called
defects. Im portantly, although the dynam ics is com —
plx the them odynam ics is trivial since the dynam ical
rules are such that all con gurations are equally likely.
T he philosophy of this view point is that them odynam ic
quantities, such as the con gurational entropy, are not
the fundam ental underlying cause of the grow ing tim e
scales in supercooled liquids. Tt hasbeen argued that the
quantitative disagreem ent [45] between therm odynam ic
features of KCM s and real experim ents is of little dy—
nam ical consequence [4€]. In support of this perspective
is the fact that KCM s have been rem arkably successfiil
In generating features of dynam ical heterogeneity such
as StokesE Instein decoupling, grow Ing dynam ical length
scales, and excess tails in the realspace particle displace—
m ent function [2Z2,/31,147,|48].

O n the other hand, one m ay wonder if a deeper view —
point would allow for an understanding of the kinetic
rules that govem particle m otion in the supercooled lig—
uids. It is naturalto speculate that such aspects m ight
have roots in the them odynam ics of con gurations. In—
deed, sinple localM onte Carlo \dynam ics" can repro-
duce all features ofdynam icalheterogeneity seen In New —
tonian m olecular dynam ics sim ulations, and are based
sim ply on m aking localm oves that are con gurationally
allowed [49]. Lattice m odels based on this concept are
called \lattice glassm odels" (LGM s), and were rst con—
sidered by Biroli and M ezard [B(0]. The rules or such
models seem at rst sight lke that of KCM s. For ex—
am ple in the sim plest versions of such m odels a particle
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Figure 1: Com parison and distinction of a carcature of a
kinetically constrained m odel w ith a lattice glass m odel. In
the KCM any con guration is allowed, but m ove m ay only
bem ade if a particke has at least onem issing neighbor before
and after the m ove. In the LGM , the global con guration is
de ned such that all particles m ust have at least one m issing
neighbor, and all dynam ical m oves m ust respect this rule.
N ote that the local environm ent around the m oving particle
is identical in this exam ple, whilke the global con gurations
are distinct. Periodic boundary conditions are assum ed for
both panels.

may move if it is surrounded by no more than a xed
num ber of nearest neighbors before and after the m ove
51,152,153,/54]. Locally this is identicalto the type ofdy—
nam icalconstraint that appears in the KCM s Introduced
by K ob and A ndersen [43]. H ow ever, this constraintm ust
be m et globally: all particles m ust have no m ore than a

xed num ber of nearest neighbors. A s the density ofthe
system increases, fewer and fewer con gurationsexist for
which these constraints m ay be satis ed. It is thus the
entropy of con gurations that govems the slow ing of dy—
nam ics, intin ately connecting the non-trivial them ody—
nam ic weight of states accessible to the local dynam ics.
Indeed, LGM scan be solved exactly w ithin the B ethe ap—
proxim ation, or on B ethe lattices [B5(,53], and have been
shown to have a glass transition due to the vanishing of
the con gurationalentropy. T he distinction between the
KCM and LGM viewpomt is illustrated i F i. .

LGM s have been studied by a num ber of groups, but
the focus has not generally been on realspace aspects
of dynam ical heterogeneity. For exam ple, C oniglio and
cow orkershave developed a sin ple LGM that avoildscrys-
tallization and displays m any features of typical glass—
form ing m aterials, ncluding a grow Ing m ultipoint sus-
ceptibility ( 4 (£)) [B3,[54]. On the other hand, this sys—
tem appears to behave as a strong glass-form er, w ith a
stretching param eter close to one, and exhibits essen—
tially no StokesE instein violation. O urgoalin thiswork
is to survey In detail the dynam ical behavior of a new
LGM which bears sin ilarity to the originalB iroli-M ezard
m odelbut is not prone to crystallization. Them ain con—
clusion that we draw is that LGM s are at Jeast as realis-
ticasKCM s in their description ofallcom m only studied
features of dynam ical heterogeneity. In this regard, sin —
Pl coarsegrained lattice m odelsbased on the them ody—
nam ic weight of states are no less viable as fundam ental

caricatures of glassy liquids than are KCM s based on
welghts of tra fctories. W e conclude our work by high—
lighting severalkey ways that LGM sand KCM sm ay be
distinguished. W e reserve the investigation ofthese com —
parisons for a future study. O ur paper is organized as
ollows: Sec.[Il outlines the m odel. Sec. discusses
both sim ple averaged dynam ics as well as aspects of dy—
nam ical heterogeneity. In Sec.[l] we conclude wih a
discussion of the m eaning of our ndings and the future
directions to be pursued.

II. MODEL

Here we de ne the LGM that fom s the basis of our
sin ulations. T he originalm odelofB iroliM ezard is quite
prone to crystallization [B0]. T his factm akes itsuse prob—
Jem atic for the study of glassy behavior since crystalliza—
tion always intervenes before supercooling becom es sig—
ni cant. T he crystallization problem persistson a square
lattice for all binary m xtures we have studied. How-—
ever, we have found that certain generalizations of the
B iroliM ezard m odel w ith three species of particles are
stable against crystallization for the densities that are
su ciently high that glassy dynam icsm ay be clearly ob-—
served.

Our model ollows the original rules of the B iroli-
M ezard m odel. Particles exist on a cubic periodic lat-
tice of side L = 15 and each lattice site can contain only
zero or one particle. A llparticles, at alltin es, m ust sat—
isfy the condition a partick of type \m " m ust have m
or fewer neighbors of any type. A neighbor is considered
any particle in one of the 2d (d= din ensionality) closest
lattice sites along the cubic coordinate axes .

T he particular three species m odel we em ploy is de-

ned by 10% type 1 partickes, 50% type 2 particlks,
and 40% type 3 particles. W e denote this m odel the
\t154" m odel to indicate its basis in them odynam ics
and to specify the types and percentages of each parti-
cle. The com position of t154 m odel w as determ ined via
trial and error by picking particle types w ith clashing
crystallization m otifs thereby frustrating crystallization.
C rystallization was m onitored by inspection of the an—
gk resolved static structure factor, direct Inspection of

! I should be noted that LGM s of the type described here in-
volve extrem e constraints that must be globally satis ed and
are thus not realistic translations of o -lattice particle-based
m odels. Such constraints m ight indeed induce arti cial behav-
jor, especially at higher densities. It would be m ost interesting
to investigate \soft" versions of such m odels where constraints
may be locally violated at the cost of an energy penaly. In
this regard, such m odels would be the con gurational analog of
KCM s where dynam ical constraints m ay be broken at the cost
of an energy penalty, see Chandler, D .and JP .G arrahan, \D y—
nam ics on the W ay to Fom ing G lass: Bubbles in Space-tim e"
arX 1v:0908.0418v1; Subm itted to Annual Reviews of Physical
Chem istry (2010).
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con gurations, and by m onitoring bulk therm odynam ic

A s discussed In the introduction, there appear to be
strong sin ilarities between the rules that govem KCM s
such as the Kob-Andersen m odel and the t154 m odel
[43]. For exam ple both m odels em ploy constraintsw ith a
m axin um num ber ofneighbors, but in the K ob-A ndersen
m odel this restriction only applies to the m obik parti-
cles, while In the t154 m odelapplies to all particles. O ur
m odel does not require any special dynam ics m ethods.
W e em ploy local canonicalM onte C arlo \dynam ics" via
prim itive translationalm oves 49]. N ote that forthe t154
m odelthe energy can only be zero (no packing violations)
orin nie (packing violation or overlap), thus the accep—
tance criterdia reduces to rejction if there is a packing
violation and acceptance otherwise. This allows us to
In plem ent an event-driven algorithm which accelerates
the sin ulation of lattice dynam ics [BS].

Forthem odynam ic studieswe em ploy grand-canonical
M onte Carlo wih both translational m oves as well as
particle insertion/deletion. Fig. [2 contains a plot of the
density of the system as a function of the chem ical po—
tentialoftype 1 particles. M odelsw hich crystallize (such
as originalbinary m odel of B iroliM ezard) have a sharp
Juim p in this curve at the crystallization point. C larly,
this feature is absent in the t154 m odel. For com parison,
both curves are displayed 2.

IIT. DYNAM ICAL BEHAV IOR
A . Simple Bulk D ynam ics

In this subsection we describe the behaviorofa sin ple
2-point observable, nam ely the self-interm ediate scatter—
Ing function [BE], de ned as

* +
1X
= ik fri (6) r 1 (0)] . 1)
N
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i

2 A subtle issue arises in the nature of glassy behavior observed
in the t154 m odel outlined in this work. LGM s could have a
dynam icalpercolation-like transition, as in the spiralm odel [5€].
T his has been indeed found in som e LGM s on the Bethe lattice
[57] and would slow down the dynam ics for reasons com pletely
di erent from the dim inishing of the con gurational entropy. If
there is a low -lying crystal phase then one can show that this
dynam ical percolation-like transition cannot take place in nite
din ension. A Ithough we have not found a crystalphase for the
m odel, the existence of such a transition seem sunlkely 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 [5€]. Second, w e have found that the re—
Jaxation tim e grow th of the persistence functions w ith increasing
density in local canonical M onte C arlo sin ulations are sim ilar
to those under grand-canonical dynam ics, which cannot contain
any blocked structure. T he union of these two facts render the
dynam icalblocking scenario highly unlikely.
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Figure 2: C rystallization them odynam icsin LGM .Top: The
t154 m odel. ; refers to the chem ical potential of the type
1 particles. The m axinum densiy observed for the 15° lat-
tice is 5479 (exactly 1849 out of 3375 lattice sites occupied).
T he three plotted quenching rates vary between a .01 and .05
increase of ;1 per 10000 cycles. B ottom : A close up of the
equivalent plot for the BM model. Note the clear disconti-
nuity upon crystallization. Slower -increase rates produce a
sharper discontinuity.

W e measure Fg k;t) only for the type2 particles which
are present in the greatest fraction for the three distinct
species. T hroughout this paper, we report k-vectors us—
ing k% where k = 2-k°. W e have checked that F k;t)
is qualitatively sin ilar for the other species of particles.
T he relaxation ofF ¢ (k;t) ofthe system at the w avevector
k°= 5 k= %) for various densities is shown in Fig. [3.
Thebulk ofthe decay m ay be tto a stretched exponen—
tial finction, Fs k;t) = exp( (= &)) ¥)). Asis cus-
tom ary, the alpha-relaxation tim e is found by the value
Fs( )= l=e and the (k) exponent is determm ined by a
direct tto thetem inaldecay.W e nd that fordensities
below approxin ately = 0:48 thevalueof saturatesat
the expected value = 1 characteristic of sim ple non-
glassy dynam ics, while for the highest density sim ulated,
= 0:7. This behavior, over a sin ilar range of super-
cooling, is rem Iniscent ofthe behavior found in atom istic
m odels of glass-form ing liquids [(9,60]. In order to bet—
ter reveal the relaxation behavior, F¢ (t) is also displayed
on a log-log vs. log-tin e scale. In this plot, the slope
ofthe long tin e grow th is related to the exponent :W e
have found that the valuesof extracted from the slopes
ofthe long tim e portion of the log—log vs. log plot Indeed



colncide w ith that found by a direct t to a stretched
exponential form . At the highest densities a shoulder
appears in the short tin e relaxation. T his feature is In—
dicative of a secondary relaxation feature perhaps akin
to betarelaxation in realistic glass-orm ing liquids. It
should be noted, how ever, that the am plitude of this fea—
ture is very close to unity. T his is quantitatively distinct
from the plateau values expected in atom istic o —lattice
m odels B9, 60] and even LGM s w ith m ore com plicated
lattice degrees of freedom [53,154], but is sim ilar to that
encountered In sim ple spin m odels such as variants ofthe
Random O rthogonalM odel [61].

A s is typical of fragile glass-form ing system s, the t154
m odel exhibits relaxation tin es that do not follow the
(generalized) A rrhenius form [62]. T hisbehavior is ilus—
trated in Fig.[d. At low densities, plots of Iog( ) versus

Indeed ollow a straight line, however In the vicinity of

05 thepbt of versus deviates from this straight

line and the functional density dependence of the relax-—
ation tin e becom es much m ore precipious. W hike we
have not attem pted to quantitatively characterize this
density dependence, i should be noted that the onset of
Increased sensitivity to changes In density occurs is the
sam e narrow w Indow that m arks the noticeable decrease
In the values of the stretching exponent

B . M otion on the A tom ic Scale

W e begin ourdiscussion ofthe nature ofheterogeneous
dynam ical behavior In the t154 LGM by observing the
qualitative details of particle m otion under supercooled
conditions. T his w ill set the stage for analysis of quanti-
tative m easures ofdynam icalheterogeneity in the m odel.
For the sake of com parison, we also Investigate the analo—
gousbehavior in the K ob-A ndersen m odel. T his com par—
ison isusefilbecause it suggestshow m odelsw ith sim ilar
localrulesbut di erent globalrules (rooted In either the
purely kinetic or them odynam ic basis of the particular
m odel) m ay give rise to distinct dynam ics at the particle
scale.

W e start by sin ply observing the pattems of m obik-
ity in real space starting from a set Initial condition of
the t154 m odel found at a given density after equilbra—
tion. A sin ilar analysis has been perform ed recently by
Chaudhuriet al. for the K ob-A ndersen m odel, where no
equilbration is required since all initial con gurations
w ith a set density ofdefects are allowed [63]. For a theo—
retical description of the dynam ics of the K ob-A ndersen
model, see [64]. W e note that, as expected, the t154
m odel exhibits regions of spatially localized particle ac—
tivity against a backdrop of transiently in m obilized par-
ticles. A rather ram arkable feature of the pattems of
m obility in thism odelis that we nd evidence of string—
likem otion, w here a group ofparticlesm ovesovera short
distance, each taking the place ofthe previousparticlke in
the string [65, [66]. This m otif can be seen m ostly on
tin escales Jess than the -relaxation tin e, but occasion—
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Figure 3: D ecay of the self-intem ediate scattering function
Fo k;t) ork’= 5 k = 2-k°).Densitiesare 3, 4, 45, 48, 50,
51, 52, 53, 535, 5375, 5400, 5425 from fastest relaxation to
slow est relaxation. T hese densities are used in allplots in this
paper unless otherw ise indicated. Top: P lotted on a linear—
log scale. B ottom : Sam e data as upper panel plotted on a
Iog( log,, s k;t))) vs log (t) scale. Lowest density curves
are at the top lkeft.

ally string-like m otion m ay be seen to persist on longer
tin escales. T his behavior is dem onstrated in Fig.[H.

T he behavior of particle m otion observed in the K ob—
Andersen model is som ewhat di erent than that seen
In the t154 m odel as descrbed above. As in the tl154
m odel, and as observed by Chaudhuri et al, m otion In
the K ob-Andersen m odel show s sin ilar activity regions
In the vicinity of defect sites giving rise to heterogeneous
m otion. However, the boundaries between active and
hactive regions at com parable tin escales appear to be
m ore distinct in the K ob-A ndersen m odel. Furthem ore,
the particle scale m otion in the K ob-Andersen is m uch
m ore isotropic, exhibiting m uch few er cases of directional
m obility com pared w ith the t154 m odel. Tt would be In—
teresting to com pare the two m odels by quantifying this
di erence via the type of directionalm ultipoint correla—
tors devised by D oliwa and Heuer [67]. Tt is not clear if
the di erence betw een them odels is related to the fiinda—
m entaldistinction between LGM s and KCM s or just the
speci cs of the particularm odels considered. In particu—
lar, the t154 isa m ulticom ponentm odel, unlike the K ob—
Andersen m odel. The string-lke m otion on short time
scales seem s to occur predom nantly on the rather rough
boundaries of slow clustersfo8]. T his behavior, rem nis—
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Figure 4: Top: (tin e at which Fs (k;t) = 1=e) as a func-
tion ofdensity, . P lotted ork’= 1;2;3;4;5;6;7,wih lowest
k at the top. C enter: Beta stretching exponent of Fs (k;t)
(from term inal tsFs (k;t) exp( (&= ) )).Lowestk curve
isat the top oftheplot. B ottom : P ot oflog scale  against
chem icalpotential oftype 2 particles. T he behavior is con—
sistent w ith = 5Texp( 21 2=( o 24)).

cent of the picture of dynam ic heterogeneiy that put
rward by Stillinger [69], m ight be strongly in uenced
by com positional heterogeneiy. A usefilway to address
generalissues related to how the Initialcon guration con-—
strains subsequent dynam ics would be a system atic iso—
con gurational ensem ble analysis com paring LGM s and
%M s [70]. Thisw illbe the topic ofa future publication

1.

In the next few sections, we discuss how som e of the
m ost in portant indicators of dynam ical heterogeneity in
supercooled liquids m anifest in the t154 model. The
quantities that we discuss are them agniude ofviolations
of the StokesE instein relation, exponential tails (indica—

Figure 5: E xam ples of string-likke m otion apparent in the t154
model. (a) An exam pl of a string w ith all neighboring par-
ticles rem oved. (o) A sim ilar string in the context of other
particles. N ote that here the string is truly 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 initial tim e but vacated at the

nal tin e are shown In red. These pictures show only the
di erences in position of particles between the origin of tim e
and the naltim e, not the path the particles took to achieve
that displacem ent. A1l gures are at a density of 5400, w ith

ttines in @) 251, () 199526. The -relaxation time for
k%= 5 at this density is about 78  10°

Figure 6: E xam ples cluster shapes in the (a) the t154, m odel,
density = 5400 and (o) the K ob-A ndersen m odel, density

= 8500. A rrow s indicate m otion between Iniial and nal
tim es. T In e separation is 1/10th ofthe -relaxation time. In
the t154 m odel, we see m ore fractaland disconnected clusters,
while in the KA m odel, m obile dom ains tend to be an oother
clusters.

tive of hopping transport) in the van H ove function, the
existence of a F ickian length scale and the developm ent
ofa dynam ical length scale quanti ed by the m ultipoint
function S, (;t) . Unless otherw ise stated, speci ¢ corre—
Jation functions and transport coe cients are calculated
w ith respect to type2 particles.

C . StokesE instein V iolation

In typical uids a m ean- eld lnearrespoonse relation—
ship asserts that the product of the tracer particle dif-
fusion constant and the uid viscosity divided by the



tem perature is a constant [B8]. This connection be-
tween di usion and dissipation is known as the Stokes—
E instein relationship, and em pirically is known to hold
even at the atom ic scale In liquids over a wide range
of densities and tem peratures. In supercooled liquids,
the StokesE instein relation generally does not hold
R0, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, |72, 73]. In fact, the product
of the di usion constant and the viscosity of a liquid
m ay exceed that expected from the StokesE instein re—
lation by several orders of m agnitude close to the glass
transition. There are m any theoretical explanations for
StokesE instein violations in supercooled liquids, which
essentially all invoke dynam icalheterogeneity as the fun—
dam ental factor lading to the breakdown of the sin ple
relationship between di usion and viscosity. It should be
noted that sim ilar relationships hold between the di u-
sion constant and the self and collective tin e constants
associated with the decay of density uctuations. In
this work we focus on the relaxation tine of the self-
Interm ediate scattering function de ned above as our
proxy for the uid viscosity.

&t is well known that the product D , where is
the -relaxation tim e of the self-interm ediate scattering
function show s a strong tem perature/density dependence
in both realistic atom ic sin ulations aswellas in the class
of KCM s that describe fragik glass-form ing liquids. No
direct studies of this quantity have been m ade In LG M s.
The LGM of Coniglio and coworkers would appear to
show essentially no StokesE instein violations because
the di usion constant and the relaxation tim e m ay both
be t to power laws with exponents that have, within
num erical accuracy, the sam e m agnitude [53,154]. This,
however is not surprising since m any of the features of
the m odel resem bl those of a strong glass-form ing sys—
tem , w here violations of the StokesE instein relation are,
at m ost, weak. The features of the t154 m odel w ith re—
gard to non-exponential relaxation and the density de—
pendence of the relaxation time indicate that this
m odel behaves m ore lke a fragile glass form er. Thus,
w e expect clear violations ofthe StokesE instein relation.
Thdeed, as shown in Fig. [, D  increases m arkedly as
density is ncreased. O verthe range densitiesthat we can
access, the m agnitude of the violation is very sim ilar to
that seen In the canonical K ob-A ndersen Lennard Jones
m xture over a com parabl range of changes in relax-—
ation tim e R7]. Interestingly, violationsbegin to becom e
pronounced at densities sim ilar to where the relaxation
tin es and stretching exponentsbecom e strongly sensitive
to Increased density. T hus, a consistent onset density is
observed as in m ore realistic atom istic system s.

D . van H ove Function

It is now rather well established that an additional
\quasiuniversal" feature of dynam ical heterogeneity
near the glass transition is contained in the shape ofthe
realspace van Hove function R6,[27,128,129]. In particu—
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Figure 7: V lolation of the StokesE instein relation, D
constant, using at k%= 5. D ata has been nom alized to
D = 1 at the lowest density.

lar it hasbeen argued the tails of the self van H ove func—
tion should be approxin ately exponentialin form . These
\fat tails" in ply that the rare particles that do undergo
large displacem ents exist In populations in excess ofwhat
would be expected in a purely G aussian displacem ent dis—
trbution. W hilk non-G aussian tails should be expected
ofany distribution for the w ingsthat alloutside of lim its
ofbounds setby the CentralL im it T heorem , the palpable
exponential tails In supercooled liquids im ply large non—
G aussian e ects indicative of transport that is strongly
e ected by heterogeneous hopping m otion.

Here, we dem onstrate that such e ects occur In the
t154 m odel in a m anner sim ilar to that seen both In ex—
perin ents In colloidaland granular system saswellas in
com puter sin ulations of atom ic system s. Fig. [8 shows
the self part of the realspace van H ove function,

Gsih=h & R ) =n0)Ii; @)

for the type two particles in the t154 m odel. Becausewe
are on a lattice, we restrict our distances along the three
coordinate axes & ndividually in our calculation. W e
sce that for tim es of the order of the -relaxation tim e,
these tails are clearly visble. For very long or short tim e
scales, the shape of the tail deviates som ew hat from the
m ore exponential form exhibited at interm ediate tin es.
T hisbehavior is quite sin ilar to that seen In sin ulations
of atom istic system s R7,128], and is fully consistent w ith
the behavior found n KCM s R5].

E . Fickian Length

R elated to the existence of excess tails in the van H ove
function is the existence ofa length scale that character—
izes the anom alous trangport. M ore speci cally, the ex—
ponentialtails in the van H ove fiinction are distinguished
from the G aussian form of the displacem ent distribution
obtained at relatively short distances for xed tim es. T he
crossover from F ickian to non-F ickian behavior should be
characterized by tin e scales as well as kength scaks over
w hich this crossover occurs. A non-Fickian length scale
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D istances are m easured independently along each coordinate
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Figure 9: k-dependent di usion constant = 1= k% &) .
D ensities of 3000 (upper) and 5425 (lower). T he higher den—
sity curve ism ultiplied by a scale factor 0o£2:992 10° forease
of com parison. A dotted at line is included for reference of
behavior expected In the purely Fickian case.

m ay be de ned by exam ining the k-dependent di usion
constant D ) = —= [30,131,132]. The wavevector that
characterizes the crossover from the expected di usive
behavior to an anom alous regin e is inversely related to
such a length scale. In Fig. [ we plot D Y. Clearly,
as the density is increased, the length scale separating
the Fickian and non-F ickian regim es increases. T his be—
havior is consistent w ith that ound in KCM s and sin —
ulations of atom istic glass—form ing liquids. It should be
noted that StokesE Instein violations, the developm ent
of exponential tails in the self van Hove function, and a
welldeveloped F ickian length scale are allm anifestations
of related aspects of dynam ically heterogeneous m otion
In supercooled liquids R7].

F. 4 and S4 Fluctuation M easures

T heF ickian length scale ism erely one length scale that
arises naturally In system s where dynam ics becom e In—
creasingly heterogeneous. Perhapsm ore findam ental is
the growth of dynam ical length scales associated w ith
m ultipoint correlations of the dynam ics. Supercooled

licquids do not show sim ple static correlations that would
Indicate a grow ing correlation length. It should be noted
that this does not exclude grow ing static correlationsofa
m ore com plex kind, for exam ple point-to-set correlations
[5,138,174]. Regardless, cooperativity n dynam ics m ay
be measured via rst de ning a local overlap fiinction
5,117,134,135,136]
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where r;(t) = r;(0) 1. fx (;t) is de ned or one

con guration, and the average is over allk and g w ih

the m agniudes k and g. Then, S, (@) isde ned as
D E

S:@=N J&@F @)
w here this average is over the m ost general ensem ble of
con gurations [3€]. The , value isde ned as the Ilim it
Sglg! 0). 4 may be calculated strictly at g = 0
from

D E

=N 3 f@= 007 )
where the average is over the entire ensamble and all
k oconsistent w ith the m agniude of k. N ote that, as dis—
cussed In [36], thevalieof 4 (t) com puted in thism anner
is a lower bound for the extrapolation of S, (! 0;t).

The quantiy S, (@;t) is a m ultipoint dynam ical ana—
Iog of S (@) . Just as the low gbehavior of S (q) indicates
a grow Ing (static) length scale in system s approaching a
second order phase transition, scattering from dynam i-
cally heterogeneous regions undergoing cooperative m o—
tion willm anifest growth in the am plitude of the low g
region ofsﬁfl(q;t), indicative of the size scale of the dy-
nam ical correlations for system s approaching the glass
transition.

T he behavior of the quantity S$*(g;t) is shown in Fig.
[IJ. 0 nly type2 particles have been used in the calcula—
tion. A s can clearly be seen, for densities above 05
which constitutes the onset density of this system , the
low g behavior shows a marked uptum asg ! 0. The
grow th ofsﬁfl(q;t) asq ! 0 asdensity is ncreased sug—
gests a grow Ing length scale as supercooling progresses.
T his non-trivial behavior is what is found in atom istic
sin ulated system s. Future work w illbe devoted to a pre—
cise characterization of the length scale that m ay be ex—
tracted from S$*(g;t) In the t154 m odelso that a com par-
isonm ay bem adew ith recent w ork detailing the behavior
of this length in realistic o —lattice system s [39,/75].

Iv. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have presented a new LGM based on
the originalB iroliM ezard m odel [Bd]. V ia the ntroduc—
tion of an additional species of particle, we have dem on—
strated that our m odel is stable against crystallization.
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T his fact allow sus to study su ciently high density con-—

gurations that m anifest features of dynam ical hetero—
geneity. Unlike som e previous LGM s, ourm odelexhiits
the canonical features of a fragile glassfom er. In tem s
of the gross features of relaxation behavior, our LGM
show s behavior sin ilar to the standard K ob-Andersen
Lennard-dones KALJ) m xture. In particular, we nd
that the degree of violation of the StokesE instein rela—
tion and the m agnide of stretching in the decay ofthe
self-interm ediate scattering finction track the relaxation
tin es at densities above the onset of supercooling in a
m anner consistent w ith that seen in the KALJ system .
Features of dynam ical heterogeneiy such as exponential
tails in the van H ove function, the grow th ofa dynam ical
length scalke asquanti ed by the function S, (g;t), Stokes-
E Instein violations and the em ergence ofa F ickian length
scale all occur In a m anner expected from experim ents
and sin ulations of fragilke glass-form ing liquids.

T he sim ilarity betw een the description ofdynam ic het-
erogeneity found In KCM sand LGM s stands In stark con—
trast to the underlying foundations of the m odels them —
selves. A s em phasized in the introduction, KCM s are
based on a constrained dynam ics for which the num —
ber of available dynam ical paths lading to relaxation
becom es Increasingly rare as the density increases and
the num ber of defects decrease. In KCM s all realspace
con gurations at a xed number of defects (excluding
rare blocked con gurations) are equally lkely. On the
otherhand LGM s are based on transitions between real-

space con gurations that becom e increasingly scarce as

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

is not a facilitated-like dynam ics in LGM s. O n the con—
trary, as we have dem onstrated in sec. [I, local and

som etin es anisotropic dynam ics m ay be generated nat-
urally in LGM s w fthout the explicit introduction of fa—
cilitating defects. An im portant m essage that em erges

from this study is that the phenom enolgy of dynam ic

heterogeneity is not su cient to distinguish pictures or

validate m odels based on transitionsbetween sets of states

in con guration space from those kased on sets of paths
in spacetim e.

How then m ight these pictures be di erentiated?
W hile contrasting com peting m odels that generate seem —
ingly sim ilar dynam icalbehavior is a di cult endeavor,
severalpossible studiesm ight beusefulforthistask. Here
we outline four avenues that could provide key nform a—
tion that distinguish the purely dynam ical picture from
one based on transitions themm odynam ic states.

a) The m osaic kength scake: The Random F irst O rder
Theory RFOT) ofW olynes and cow orkersposits the ex—
istence of a static length scale which is de ned by the
region over which particles are pinned by the surround-—
Ing selfgenerated am orphous con guration [3, 112, I38].
This length scale also exists in KCM s, but it is decou-
pld from the relaxation dynam ics of the system [7€].
R ecent atom istic com puter sim ulations have sucoessfiilly
located the m osaic length scale [38]. It would be quite
usefiil to perform an analysis sin ilar to that devised by
Jack and G arrahan orLGM s [/6]. SThce LGM sarebased
on the entropy of realspace con gurations, it is expected
that here the m osaic length does couple to the glassy dy—
nam ics. Since LGM s are much sim pler than atom istic
o —lattice m odels, the direct study of the m osaic length
(and point-to-set correlations in general) in LGM sm ight
provide key avenues for the testing of the putative cou—
pling between relaxation and such length scales in sinu—
lated atom istic system s.

b) Correlations between con gurational entropy and
dynam ics: Em pirical correlations between the con gu-—
rational entropy and the -relaxation tine have been
noted for m any years, and this correlation lies at the
heart of severalprom nent theories. Such correlationsare
still w idely debated, but seem to hold at least crudely In
m any glass-form ing system s [77,[78]. LGM s should be
expected to exhbit such correlations, whil it is known
that KCM s do not exhdbit such correlations. Recently
K am akaret al. purported to show that nie-sizee ects
ofthe relaxation tin e follow precisely the A dam -G bbs
relation between the con gurationalentropy and the -
relaxation tine In the KALJ system [39]. If true, such
correlationswould be a challengeto KCM s, since it isdif-

cukt to envision how the con gurationalentropy would
track the -relaxation tim e for di erent system sizes if it
were not a crucial com ponent of relaxation phenom ena.
Such correlations, how ever, are subtle to m easure since
the A dam -G bbs relationship is an exponential one and
the apparent correlation could depend on the som ew hat



Indirect com putationalm ethod used In [39] to de ne the
con gurational entropy. It would be m ost useful to in—
vestigate such e ects in the sinpler LGM s, which m ight
provide a cleaner m eans of isolating the con gurational
entropy. It should be noted that nite size e ects do
appear to follow an approxin ate A dam -G bbs relation-
ship in at least one other lattice m odel [79]. Such stud-
iesm ight spur m ore detailed Investigations in sim ulated
atom istic system s thus allow ing for a clear com parison
between LGM s, KCM s and m ore realistic system s.

c) Singke-partick and collective predictability ratios: In
an in portant piece of work, Jack and Berthier devised
m etrics that access the degree to which single particle
and oollective dynam ics are determm inistically predicted
by a set Initial con guration over a given tin e scale [80].
KCM sand LGM sdi erin how allowed con gurationsare
constructed. KCM s have explicit defects, while con gu—
rations in LGM s are determ ined by global constraints,
and thus do not contain explicit defects. Since the very
com position of initial conditions di erm arkedly in these
m odels, one expects that them etrics de ned by Jack and
Berthier would behave di erently n KCM s and LGM s.
T hus, it would be very pro tabl to exam ine the density
and tem perature dependence of the single particle and
collective predictability ratios m KCM s and LGM s as
a possble m eans of distinguishing between statebased,
and dynam ical constraint-based pictures [71].

d) Evolution ofthe facilitation m echanisn approaching
the glass transition: A though in both KCM and LGM
pictures facilitation plays an in portant role in the relax—

ation ofthe system , a peculiar and di erent tem perature
and density evolution is expected. In particular, In the
KCM picture, facilitation is due to them otion ofm obility
regions or defects. D ynam ics slow s down, and concom i-
tantly dynam ic heterogeneity increases, because these re—
gions becom e rarer approaching the glass transition. A

crucial assum ption is that these defects are conserved or
at least that non-conservation is a rare event that be-
com es rarer at lower tem perature/high density. These
assum ptions in pose in portant constraints on the evolu—
tion of the facilitation m echanisn . Thus, i would be
very Interesting to exam ine this issue for exam ple using
the cluster analysis developed In B1] to study the relax—
ation dynam ics of granular system s.

Investigation of these and other studies ained at
distinguishing the underlying pictures that LGM s and
KCM s are based on w illbe the sub ct of future work.
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