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The transverse velocity time correlation function C̃T(k, ω) with k and ω being the wavenumber
and the frequency, respectively, is a fundamental quantity in determining the transverse mechanical
and transport properties of materials. In ordinary liquids, a nonzero value of C̃T(k, 0) is inevitably
associated with viscous material flows. Curiously, even in solids where significant material flows are
precluded due to frozen positional degrees of freedom, molecular dynamics simulations reveal that
C̃T(k, 0) certainly takes a nonzero value, and in consequence, the time integration of the velocity

field shows definite diffusive behavior with diffusivity C̃T(k, 0)/3. We demonstrate that this diffusive
behavior can be attributed to a solid-specific viscous transport. The resultant viscosity is interpreted
as the renormalized viscosity accounting for the nonlinear inertia effect.

I. INTRODUCTION

Viscosity is one of the most fundamental transport
properties of liquids [1]. In elastic solids, although the im-
portance of viscosity has frequently been considered [2],
we still do not fully understand its role and mechanism.
In solids, as with liquids, the velocity (momentum) fields
are generally regarded as “gross variables”, for which dis-
sipation channels are expected as opposed to the energy
injection due to thermal fluctuations. In particular, for
the transverse velocity field, the only possible dissipation
channel is expected to be the shear viscosity.
A clue to this problem can be obtained by examining

the velocity time correlation function (VTCF): according
to the generalized hydrodynamics [3, 4], the transverse
VTCF in the wavenumber (k) and frequency (ω) space,

C̃T(k, ω), is related to the k-dependent shear viscosity
η(k) as

lim
ω→0

C̃T(k, ω) ∼=
2T

k2η(k)
, (1)

where T is the temperature measured in units of Boltz-
mann’s constant. For details of this relationship, please
refer to the literature [3, 4] and Appendix. In a three-
dimensional ordinary liquid, where η(k) is nearly con-
stant, η(k) = ηliq (ηliq: the macroscopic liquid viscosity),
the viscous dissipation is accompanied by material flows.
Because C̃T(k, 0) corresponds to time integration of the

VTCF, C̃T(k, 0)/3 gives a (transient) flow-diffusion con-
stant [5] in the k-space. The corresponding real-space
picture is as follows. The transverse velocity fluctua-
tions with linear dimension ℓ, whose average magnitude
v(ℓ) is given as v(ℓ) ∼ (T/ρmℓ3)1/2 from the equiparti-
tion theorem with ρm being the mass density, are dissi-
pated over a typical time period τv(ℓ) ∼ ρmℓ2/ηliq [1].
During the period τv(ℓ), a material element of size ∼ ℓ
moves in a random direction over a distance ∼ v(ℓ)τv(ℓ)
on average. The consecutive accumulation of such ran-
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dom events results in diffusive motion with a diffusion
constant ∼ [v(ℓ)τv(ℓ)]

2/τv(ℓ) ∼ T/ηliqℓ [6], which is
reminiscent of Brownian motion and is consistent with
the k-space description [Eq. (1) in the main text] with
η(k) = ηliq. Note, however, that such a random con-
vection causes the material element to progressively mix
with the host material so that the abovementioned “ma-
terial diffusion” is relevant for a timescale smaller than
that of the material mixing.
In solids, the decay of the transverse VTCF, namely,

sound damping, can be described by introducing a small
viscosity [2] (hereafter, we refer to this as the background
viscosity). Nevertheless, when noting that the viscos-
ity controlling sound damping in viscoelastic materials
is frequently inconsistent with the terminal (ω = 0) vis-
cosity [7], it is questionable, even in solids, whether the
background viscosity can capture the whole aspect of the
viscous transport of solids.
In this study, we propose a novel transverse viscous

dissipation mechanism of solids, which is different from
that determined by the background viscosity, by exam-
ining the low-frequency limit behavior of the transverse
VTCF for model solids and its associated diffusion. This
may sound counterintuitive, because we know that sig-
nificant material diffusion can never occur due to the al-
most frozen positional degrees of freedom. Contrary to
this common belief, as shown below, we certainly find
“transverse diffusion”, but different from the usual ma-
terial diffusion: the corresponding variables are the time
integration of the (Eulerian) velocity fields, which are of-
ten identified as the true displacement fields, but this
is not the case. We further argue that this diffusion is
a consequence of viscous momentum transfer specific to
solids. For this purpose, by using soft core potentials
[10, 11], we perform classical molecular dynamics simu-
lations [12] of two types of solids: amorphous (glass) and
(FCC) crystalline solids. The details of the simulations
and the models are presented in Appendix.
Before proceeding, we note the following. Below, we

will discuss the solid viscosity in the Eulerian frame-
work. Because the solid dynamics are commonly de-
scribed in the Lagrangian framework instead of in the
Eulerian framework, one may consider that the viscosity
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studied here is merely conceptual. However, such a vis-
cous transport was significantly observed in (viscoelas-
tic) supercooled liquids [8, 13–16] at time scales much
smaller than the structural relaxation time (a system is
almost solid). The Eulerian description is generally sup-
posed for supercooled liquids, so illuminating the viscos-
ity mechanism in a solid-state is practically important.
Furthermore, the present study poses a rather fundamen-
tal problem for continuum mechanics: reconciling liquid
and solid descriptions in the limit of the infinite struc-
tural relaxation time. We will discuss this point in the
last section.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. The wavenumber (k) dependent viscosity and
its associated diffusivion
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FIG. 1: (Color online) The k-dependent shear viscosity η(k)
for the glass and (FCC) crystal states: η(k) ∼ kc, where the
exponent c is close to −3, which agrees with Eq. (14). For
the models, see Appendix.

First, in Fig. 1, we show the k-dependent shear vis-
cosity η(k), which is formally calculated [see Eq. (C5) in
Appendix C] for both glass and crystal states, and η(k)
is found to exhibit a strong k dependence. As mentioned
above, a finite value of η(k) immediately indicates the
existence of some kind of diffusive process. To see what
diffuses as well as to clarify the physical significance, we
first investigate the correlation of the following two types
of the “displacement” fields for a time duration of ∆t: (i)
One is the displacement field for specific positions of par-
ticles defined as

ûk(∆t) =
1√
N

N
∑

j=1

∫ ∆t

0

dt′vj(t
′)e−ik·r∗

j , (2)

where N is the total number of particles and k is the
wave vector. Here, rj(t) and vj(t) are the position and
velocity of the j-th particle at time t, respectively. The
corresponding real-space representation is û(r,∆t) =
∫∆t

0
dtv̂(r, t), with v̂(r, t) =

∑N
j=1 vj(t)δ(r − r∗j ). Note

that the Fourier transform of an arbitrary function A(r)

is defined by Ak =
∫

dre−k·rA(r). In the following, we

set the reference positions {r∗j} for the particle positions
at t = 0, {rj(0)} [17]. Otherwise, we may use the time-
averaged [18] or inherent-state or equilibrium positions
as {r∗j} instead of {rj(0)}. (ii) The second type of the
displacement field may be defined as the time integration
of the velocity fields:

uk(∆t) =
1√
N

N
∑

j=1

∫ ∆t

0

dtvj(t)e
−ik·rj(t), (3)

whose real-space representation is given by u(r,∆t) =
∫∆t

0 dtv(r, t) with v(r, t) =
∑N

j=1 vj(t)δ[r − rj(t)] being

a microscopic expression of the velocity field [3, 4].
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FIG. 2: (Color online) 〈|û⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉 and 〈|u⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉 for glass

(a) and crystal (b) states at various ∆tω0: ω0 is the average
frequency of the thermal vibration of a constituent particle
defined as ω2

0 = (1/N)
∑

j
3T/(mj〈δr

2
j 〉) with mj and 〈δr2j 〉

being the mass and the mean square amplitude of the vibra-
tion of the j-th particle, respectively. Although 〈|û⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉

collapses on a single line (∝ k−2) for ∆tω0
>
∼ 40, 〈|u⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉

grows with ∆t. The solid line indicates Eq. (5).

These two kinds of displacement fields, Eqs. (2) and
(3), are apparently similar to each other, but their trans-
verse parts show completely different behaviors (for the
longitudinal components, see Appendix B). In Fig. 2, we

show 〈|û⊥
k(∆t)|2〉 and 〈|u⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉 for various ∆t. Here-

after, [· · · ]⊥ and 〈· · · 〉 denote taking the transverse part
and an ensemble average, respectively. For ∆t ≫ ts,
where ts is the time for the transverse sound to prop-
agate across the length of the system, ikû⊥

k + (ikû⊥
k)

†

can be approximately regarded as a thermally fluctuating
elastic shear strain. Therefore, for such ∆t [19, 20],

〈|ûk(∆t)|2〉 ∼= 2T

k2G(k)
, (4)

where G(k) is the k-dependent shear elastic modu-
lus. For smaller k, G(k) approaches its macroscopic
value G, resulting in a k−2 dependence of 〈|ûk(∆t)|2〉
[17, 18, 21–24]. On the other hand, 〈|u⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉 be-

haves in a completely different way: although for smaller
∆t and k, 〈|u⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉 behaves similarly to 〈|û⊥

k(∆t)|2〉,
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with increasing ∆t, the difference between 〈|ûk(∆t)|2〉
and 〈|u⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉 becomes more pronounced at larger

k. 〈|u⊥
k
(∆t)|2〉 can be generally related to the VTCF

as 〈|u⊥
k
(∆t)|2〉 =

∫∆t

0 ds
∫∆t

0 ds′〈v⊥
k
(s) · v⊥

−k
(s′)〉. For

a sufficiently large ∆t, (1/3)
∫∆t

0 dt〈v⊥
k
(t) · v⊥

−k
(0)〉 ∼=

(1/3)
∫∞

0
dt〈v⊥

k
(t) · v⊥

−k
(0)〉 = C̃(k, 0)/3 is a diffusivity

of u⊥
k
(∆t), and 〈|u⊥

k
(∆t)|2〉 follows [5]

〈|u⊥
k(∆t)|2〉 ∼= 2C̃T(k, 0)∆t ∼= ∆t

4T

k2η(k)
, (5)

where Eq. (1) is used. Figure 2 shows that Eq. (5) agrees
with the simulation results.

This qualitative difference may be surprising because
these two definitions of ûk(∆t) and uk(∆t) have been
thought to be physically equivalent as long as particles re-
main around their reference positions [17, 18]. However,
as clearly shown in Fig. 2, this is not the case: ûk(∆t)
represents the collective vibrational fluctuations, while
uk(∆t) undergoes diffusive behavior controlled by η(k).
In real space, û(r,∆t) represents the displacement mea-
sured from the reference positions, but u(r,∆t) does not
[25]. That is, u(r,∆t) represents a total velocity flow
passing the position r for ∆t.

The particle positions at which the velocities (mo-
menta) are assigned are rapidly fluctuating due to ran-
dom scattering among the surrounding particles. Such
randomness in the positional degrees of freedom is ex-
plicitly expressed in vk(t) but is not in v̂k(t). This ran-
dom convection in vk(t) causes a qualitative difference
between uk(t) and ûk(t). For solids, one may consider
that vk(t) follows a damped oscillator model, for which

C̃T(k, 0) = 0 [3]; namely, a total passing flow is zero.
Contrary to this seemingly reasonable conclusion, the to-
tal transverse flow is not zero, and its variance shows a
cumulative increase in ∆t.
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FIG. 3: (Color online) 〈|Û ℓ(∆t)|2〉 and 〈|U ℓ(∆t)|2〉 as a
function of ℓ in a glass for ω0∆t = 74, 3.7×102, 1.5×103, and
3.7×104 (see the caption of Fig. 2 for the definition of ω0).

〈|Û ℓ(∆t)|2〉 collapses onto a single line (∝ ℓ−1.3). On the
other hand, at smaller ℓ, 〈|U ℓ(∆t)|2〉 linearly grows in ∆t.

inside

outside

A BC boundary~ a boundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundaryboundary

FIG. 4: (Color online) Schematic of a short term (∼ one vi-
bration period) trajectory of a particle tagged in red, which
randomly vibrates across the boundary of Vℓ. The crossing di-
rection (parallel to the boundary) is somewhat arbitrary due
to the randomness in the rotational direction of the particle
motion [27]. The trajectory is indicated by the dashed line,
and a is the mean amplitude of the vibration of particles. For
this trajectory, the displacement inside Vℓ, ~AB, which is par-
allel to the boundary, contributes to Uℓ. On the other hand,
the net displacement both inside and outside, ~AC, contributes
to Ûℓ.

B. The length-scale (ℓ) dependent viscosity and its
associated diffusion

The physical significance of the diffusive behavior of
uk(∆t) can be complementarily understood by real-
space analysis. For this purpose, we analyze the total
flow passing through a (closed) region instead of that
passing a point [u(r,∆t)]. Here, we assume a hypothet-
ical cubic box Vℓ of linear dimension ℓ in a system and

define two types of quantities: Û ℓ(∆t) =
∫ ∆t

0 dt′V̂ ℓ(t
′)

andU ℓ(∆t) =
∫ ∆t

0 dt′V ℓ(t
′), with V̂ ℓ(t) and V ℓ(t) being

the box-averaged velocities given as

V̂ ℓ(t) =
1

Nℓ(0)

∫

Vℓ

drv̂(r, t) =
1

Nℓ(0)

∑

{rj(0)}∈Vℓ

vj(t) (6)

and

V ℓ(t) =
1

Nℓ(t)

∫

Vℓ

drv(r, t) =
1

Nℓ(t)

∑

{rj(t)}∈Vℓ

vj(t), (7)

where Nℓ(t)(∼ ρℓd) is the number of particles in the box
Vℓ at time t, ρ is the number density, and d is the spa-
tial dimensionality (here, d = 3). Û ℓ(∆t) is the aver-
age displacement of particles assigned to Vℓ at t = 0.
On the other hand, similar to u(r,∆t), U ℓ(∆t) is inter-
preted as a total flow passing the “box” during the pe-
riod [0,∆t]. Accordingly, Vℓ represents the Lagrangian
and Eulerian volumes in Eqs. (6) and (7), respectively.

In Fig. 3, we plot 〈|Û ℓ(∆t)|2〉 and 〈|U ℓ(∆t)|2〉 for a glass
as a function of ℓ at various ∆t. Although the behavior
of 〈|Û ℓ(∆t)|2〉 ∝ ℓ−1.3, which reflects the elasticity [26],
remains unchanged, 〈|U ℓ(∆t)|2〉 linearly grows with ∆t
for smaller ℓ.
We emphasize that random ingress and egress of parti-

cles through the box boundaries are explicitly considered
only in V ℓ(t) due to the definition of v(r, t). Below we ar-
gue how diffusive behavior of U ℓ(∆t) is produced by this
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effect and is related to the irreversible momentum trans-
fer. For this purpose, let us consider a particle (number:
j) located close to the box boundary, which randomly vi-
brates across the boundary surface. For this particle, the
net displacement inside Vℓ for the duration ∆t, Xj(∆t)

is given by Xj(∆t) =
∑M

p=1[rj(t
(out)
p ) − rj(t

(in)
p )]: the

particle crosses into and subsequently out of the box

at t = t
(in)
p and t = t

(out)
p , respectively, and the par-

ticle displacement inside Vℓ between the two crossing

events, [rj(t
(out)
p )−rj(t

(in)
p )] is parallel to the box bound-

ary (the perpendicular component is zero). Here, M
is the average number of times of such a set of cross-
ing events for the duration ∆t and is approximated as
M ∼ ∆tω0 with ω0 being the mean frequency of this vi-
bration. This situation is schematically shown in Fig. 4.
Supposing that each crossing event of each particle oc-
curs randomly and almost independently, the averages of

[rj(t
(out)
p ) − rj(t

(in)
p )] and thus of Xj(∆t) are zero, and

the mean deviation of Xj(∆t) is approximately given

as 〈|Xj(∆t)|2〉 ∼ M〈|rj(t(out)p ) − rj(t
(in)
p )|2〉 ∼ ∆tω0a

2,

where 〈|rj(t
(out)
p ) − rj(t

(in)
p )|2〉 ∼ a2 with a being the

mean amplitude of the vibration of particles.
Concerning the diffusivity of U ℓ(∆t), the particles,

{rj(t)} ∈ Vℓ, are categorized into two groups: (A) the
particles that are always inside Vℓ and (B) the particles
that randomly vibrate across the box boundaries. For
the particles of (B), only the trajectories inside Vℓ are
counted, and their random accumulation contributes to
diffusive behaviors of U ℓ(∆t). On the other hand, al-
most recursive trajectories of the particles of (A) do not
contribute to Dℓ. Because the particles of (B) are lo-
cated around the boundary surface region of width ∼ a,
the number of such particles is approximated as ρaℓd−1.
Then, we estimate the diffusion coefficient of U ℓ(∆t) as

Dℓ ∼
1

N̄2
ℓ

× ρaℓd−1 〈|Xj(∆t)|2〉
∆t

∼ a3ω0

ρℓd+1
, (8)

where N̄ℓ ∼ ρℓd represents the time-averaged value of
Nℓ(t). The short term (∼ 1/ω0) random motions of the
particles are sufficiently uncorrelated that the present
mean-field-like approach is concluded to be valid: that
is, each crossing event almost independently contributes
to Dℓ, and the random scattering effects among the par-
ticles are simply reflected through ω0 and a. Equation
(8) is consistent with the numerical result for a glass as
shown in Fig. 3(a), for which a ∼ 0.1 and ω0 ∼ 4 at
T = 0.08 and ρ = 0.8, Eq. (8) gives Dℓ ∼ 10−2ℓ−4 (see
the caption of Fig. 2 for ω0). Note that, although our
argument given above is rather qualitative, the precise
numerical factor does not matter for the present purpose
of revealing the physical origin of U ℓ’s diffusivity.
This diffusion coefficient is related to the autocorrela-

tion of V ℓ(t) as [5]

Dℓ =
1

3

∫ ∞

0

dt〈V ℓ(t) · V ℓ(0)〉. (9)

As mentioned above, only the particles of (B) contribute
to Dℓ, and we accordingly decompose V ℓ(t) into two

parts: V ℓ(t) = V
(A)
ℓ (t) + V

(B)
ℓ (t). For V

(A)
ℓ (t) and

V
(B)
ℓ (t), the summation in Eq. (7) is restricted for the

particles of (A) and (B), respectively. Then, the integra-
tion of Eq. (9) can be rewritten as

Dℓ
∼= 1

3

∫ 1

ω0

0

dt〈V (B)
ℓ (t) · V (B)

ℓ (0)〉

∼ 〈|V (B)
ℓ (0)|2〉
ω0

∼ a3ω0

ρℓd+1
, (10)

which is consistent with Eq. (8). Here, we assume that

the randomization time of V
(B)
ℓ (t) (∼the decay time of

〈V (B)
ℓ (t)·V (B)

ℓ (0)〉) is approximated as the time duration
between two crossing events ∼ 1/ω0, and the equipar-
tition theorem gives m〈|vj(t)|2〉 ∼ ma2ω2

0 ∼ T , which

results in 〈|V (B)
ℓ (0)|2〉 ∼ (1/ρ2ℓ2d) × ρaℓd−1〈|vj(t)|2〉 ∼

a3ω2
0/(ρℓ

d+1).
Equation (10) is interpreted as a consequence of irre-

versible momentum exchanges between Vℓ and the outer
region, namely, the repeated occurrence of the random
injection and ejection of momenta through the boundary

surface. The velocity component of V
(B)
ℓ is transferred

out of Vℓ through the boundary surface for a typical time

period 1/ω0. After this period, the direction of V
(B)
ℓ ran-

domly changes, and thus 〈V (B)
ℓ (1/ω0) ·V (B)

ℓ (0)〉 ∼= 0. As
in usual Brownian motion, the consecutive accumulation
of such a random momentum exchange results in a “dif-
fusive” motion of U ℓ. Notably, this “Brownian” motion
does not apply to the material-element displacement it-
self.
Such momentum exchanges can be generally de-

scribed using the friction coefficient or viscosity. The
time evolution of the momentum defined by Jℓ(t) =

(1/Nℓ(t))
∑

{rj(t)}∈Vℓ

mjvj(t) = (1/Nℓ(t))
∫

Vℓ
drj(r, t),

where j(r, t) is the momentum field, can be formally ex-
pressed in the generalized Langevin equation as

d

dt
J ℓ(t) = −

∫ t

−∞

dt′ζℓ(t− t′)J ℓ(t
′) +Θℓ(t), (11)

where ζℓ(t) is the memory kernel and Θℓ(t) is the noise
term. Here, defining the correlation function Hℓ(t) =

〈J ℓ(t) · J ℓ(0)〉, we obtain (d/dt)Hℓ(t) = −
∫ t

−∞ dt′ζℓ(t−
t′)Hℓ(t

′), using the relation 〈Θℓ(t) · Jℓ(0)〉 = 0. In fre-
quency (ω) space, we obtain

ζ̃ℓ(ω) =
−iωH̃ℓ(ω) +Hℓ(0)

H̃ℓ(ω)
, (12)

where ζ̃ℓ(ω) =
∫∞

0
dte−iωtζℓ(t) and H̃ℓ(ω) =

∫∞

0
dte−iωtHℓ(t). In the low-frequency limit (ω → 0),

we obtain

ζ̃ℓ(0) =
Hℓ(0)

H̃ℓ(ω = 0)
∼ T

MℓDℓ
, (13)
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where Hℓ(0) = 〈|J ℓ(0)|2〉 ∼ TMℓ and H̃ℓ(ω = 0) =
∫∞

0
dtHℓ(t) ∼= M2

ℓ

∫∞

0
dt〈V ℓ(t) · V ℓ(0)〉 ∼ DℓM

2
ℓ , with

Mℓ being the averaged mass of the box Vℓ. Equation
(11) describes the Brownian motion of U ℓ(∆t), for which

ζ̃ℓ(0)Mℓ is the friction coefficient of the long-time-scale

dynamics. For d = 3, by expressing ζ̃ℓ(0)Mℓ in terms

of the Stokes friction as ζ̃ℓ(0)Mℓ ∼ ηℓℓ, we obtain the
length-scale-dependent shear viscosity ηℓ as

ηℓ ∼
T

ℓDℓ
∼ ρT

a3ω0
ℓ3. (14)

For k ∼ 2π
ℓ , the k-dependent shear viscosity η(k) is of

the form,

η(k) ∼ ηℓ∼ 2π
k

∼ ρT

a3ω0
k−3, (15)

which is consistent with the numerical results shown in
Fig. 1. This ℓ or k dependence of the viscosity does not
originate from structural heterogeneities (e.g., defects or
soft spots) but is determined by the rate and amount of
random momentum transfers through the boundary of
Vℓ. In solids, the constituent particles that substantially
carry momenta slightly fluctuate around their reference
positions. The accompanying small random convection
of the velocity in the transverse direction [see also the
caption of Fig. 3(b)] induces irreversible momentum ex-
changes among neighboring regions. Therefore, we may
say that the viscosity studied here is the renormalized

viscosity accounting for the nonlinear inertia effect, and
is different from the background viscosity [2, 30].

III. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In summary, we have argued a novel transverse viscous
transport in solids that was not previously recognized. In
the literature concerning the transverse mechanical and
transport properties in solids, the dynamic structure fac-
tor S̃T(k, ω) ∼= (ρ2mk2/πω2)ReC̃T(k, ω) is frequently an-

alyzed instead of C̃T(k, ω). Here, ρm is the average mass

density. In molecular dynamics simulations, S̃T(k, ω)
shows three peaks: two symmetric Brillouin peaks and
one central peak. The Brillouin peaks can be well cap-
tured by a simple damped harmonic oscillator model
[2, 3] with the background viscosity (see, for example,
Refs. [28, 29]). Because the main focus of past stud-
ies has been placed on acoustic propagation properties,
the central peak has received less attention and has been
implicitly assumed to be attributable to pure elasticity.
However, in our perspective, the central peak should re-
flect a nontrivial shear viscosity, which is asymptotically
expressed as S̃T(k, ω) = 2ρ2mT/(πω2η(k)).
Before closing, we present the following remarks. As

shown in Fig. 3, the ”diffusivity” Dℓ is observed only
in the Eulerian volume, indicating that this diffusivity
is associated with the non-linear inertia effects. Because

the solid dynamics are commonly described in the La-
grangian framework instead of in the Eulerian frame-
work, one may consider that the viscosity studied in
this work is merely conceptual. However, also in (vis-
coelastic) supercooled liquids, where the Eulerian de-
scription is generally supposed, such viscous transport
is revealed [8, 13–16]. Supercooled liquids exhibit both
liquid- and solid-like mechanical properties depending on
the time scale [31, 32], and it is well established that
the viscosity η can be described by the Maxwell rela-
tion ηrms

∼= Gτα, with G and τα being the shear elastic
modulus and the structural relaxation time, respectively.
However, the transverse viscous transport in supercooled
liquids is more complicated than expected. For a suffi-
ciently large τα, the nonlinear inertia effects due to the
random convection of particle momenta dominates the
transverse viscous transport between macroscopic and
microscopic length scales: at larger length scales, η(k)
approaches the macroscopic viscosity ηs ∼= Gτα, while at
microscopic scales, η(k) is close to the background vis-
cosity η0. Between these length scales, to connect the
macroscopic and microscopic viscosities, η(k) exhibits a
marked k dependence, which is the same as that shown
in Fig. 1. The length-scale separation increases with
increasing degree of supercooling, and in the limit of
τα → ∞, the solid-state behavior (Fig.1) is observed with
η(k = 0) = ∞. It is noteworthy that the solid viscosity is
continuously connected with the liquid viscosity within
the Eulerian framework but is different from that mea-
sured in the Lagrangian framework. In the Lagrangian
description, the material displacements measured from
the reference positions are the basic observables, while in
the Eulerian description, those are the velocities passing
arbitrary points. This difference in the descriptions may
illuminate different aspects of an identical phenomenon
in materials: the viscous response of the irreversible mo-
mentum flows in the Eulerian description and the elastic
response of the reversible deformations in the Lagrangian
description. They can be translated to each other in prin-
ciple, but it is almost impossible in general. The present
results not only require us to reexamine the mechanism
of viscous transport in supercooled liquids but may pose
a fundamental problem for continuum mechanics: how
to reconcile liquid and solid descriptions in τα → ∞. We
will further investigate these issues elsewhere.
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Appendix A: Simulation Models

In this study, we used the simple model of Refs. [10, 11]
for a glass and crystal.
For glass, we considered a three-dimensional binary

mixture of large (L) and small (S) particles: the i-th
and j-th particles interact via the following soft-core po-
tentials:

U(rij) = ǫ

(

sij
rij

)12

, (A1)

where sij = (si + sj)/2, with si being the i-th parti-
cle’s size, and rij is the distance between the two par-
ticles. The mass and size ratios were mL/mS = 2 and
sL/sS = 1.2, respectively. The units for the length and
time were sS and (mSs

2
S/ǫ)

1/2, respectively. The to-
tal number of particles was N = NL + NS = 40000,
and NL/NS = 1. The temperature T was measured in
units of ǫ/kB. The fixed particle number density and
the linear dimension of the system were N/V = 0.8/s3S
and L = 36.84, respectively. In the simulation, we set
T = 0.08, which is well below the Vogel-Fulcher-Tamman
temperature [16].
For crystal, the following three-dimensional monodis-

perse system was considered. The particles also inter-
act via the soft-core potentials given in Eq. (A1). The
units for the length, time, and energy were also sS,
(mSs

2
S/ǫ)

1/2, and ǫ/kB, respectively. The total number
of particles was N = 32000. The number density and
the linear dimension of the system were N/V = 1.1/s3S
and L = 30.76, respectively. With this setting, an FCC
crystal state was realized at T = 0.267. The system size
was not very large, and we could verify that there were
no significant defects at a glance.
For a sufficiently long time period in the simulations

for both glass and crystal, we did not observe any parti-
cle displacements for a distance larger than the particle
size, which also indicates that there did not exist any
substantial defect motions.
All simulations were performed using velocity Verlet

algorithms in the NVE ensemble [12].

Appendix B: The longitudinal displacement
correlations

In Fig. 5, for glasses we show 〈|û||

k
(∆t)|2〉 and

〈|u||

k
(∆t)|2〉, where û||

k
and u

||

k
are the longitudinal com-

ponents of ûk and uk, respectively, at the same condi-
tion for that in Fig. 2 in the main text. Contrary to
the significant difference found in the transverse modes,

〈|û||

k
(∆t)|2〉 and 〈|u||

k
(∆t)|2〉 collapse on a single line. As

mentioned in the main text, large changes in 〈|u||

k
(∆t)|2〉

and 〈|û||

k
(∆t)|2〉 are associated only with significant mass

transfers or density changes: from the mass continuity
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FIG. 5: (Color online) 〈|û
||

k
(∆t)|2〉 and 〈|u

||

k
(∆t)|2〉 for a

glass state (T = 0.08) at ∆tω0 = 37, 3.7×102 , 3.7×103,
and 3.7×104. Here, ω0 is the average frequency of the
thermal vibration of a constituent particle defined as ω2

0 =
(1/N)

∑
j
3T/(mj〈δr

2
j 〉) with mj and 〈δr2j 〉 being the mass

and the mean square of the vibration amplitude of the j-
th particle, respectively. Contrary to the difference found

in the transverse displacement correlations, 〈|û
||

k
(∆t)|2〉 and

〈|u
||

k
(∆t)|2〉 collapse on a single line.

equation, 〈|u||

k
(∆t)|2〉 is directly related to the density

fluctuations as

〈|u||

k
(∆t)|2〉 = 2

k2
[〈|ρk(0)|

2〉 − 〈ρk(∆t)ρ−k(0)〉], (B1)

where ρk(t) is the density fluctuation at time t in Fourier
space. Therefore, when the positional degrees of freedom

are almost frozen, 〈|u||

k
(∆t)|2〉 remains unchanged.

Appendix C: The k-dependent viscosity

Here, we describe the general formalism used to obtain
η(k). We start from the following generalized hydrody-
namic equation [3, 4],

∂

∂t
j⊥ = (∇ · ↔σvis)

⊥ + θ⊥, (C1)

where j⊥(r, t) is the transverse momentum current,

θ⊥(r, t) is the transverse random force, and
↔
σvis(r, t)

is the (transverse) viscous shear stress tensor given by
↔
σvis(r, t) =

∫

dt′
∫

dr′η(|r − r′|, t − t′)
↔
κ

⊥
(r′, t′), with a

strain rate tensor of
↔
κ

⊥
(r, t) = ∇v⊥ + (∇v⊥)†. Here,

v⊥(r, t) is the transverse velocity, and η(|r − r′|, t − t′)
is a response function that represents the spatiotempo-
ral nonlocal viscoelastic response. In k space, the above
equation is expressed as

∂

∂t
jk

⊥(t) = − k2

ρm

∫

dt′η(k, t− t′)j⊥k(t
′) + θ⊥

k(t), (C2)

where ρm is the average mass density. Here, the Fourier
transform of an arbitrary function, A(r), is defined by

Ak =
∫

dre−ik·rf(r). The microscopic expression of
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j⊥k(t) is given by j⊥k(t) = (1/
√
N)

∑N
j mjv

⊥
j (t)e

ik·rj(t),

where v⊥
j (t) is the transverse part of the velocity of par-

ticle i and thus satisfies v⊥
j (t) ·k = 0. The time evolution

of the transverse momentum autocorrelation function
FT(k, t) = 〈j⊥k(t) · j

⊥
−k(0)〉 is given as (∂/∂t)FT(k, t) =

−(k2/ρm)
∫

dt′η(k, t− t′)FT(k, t
′). Here, we make use of

the relation 〈θ⊥
k(t) · j

⊥
−k(t

′)〉 = 0. The resulting (k, ω)

dependence of the shear viscosity can be expressed as

η(k, ω) =
ρm

k2F̃T(k, ω)
[−iωF̃T(k, ω) + FT(k, 0)], (C3)

where F̃T(k, ω) =
∫∞

0
dte−iωtFT(k, t). The nonlocal vis-

coelasticity is characterized by the complex shear modu-
lus, G∗(k, ω) = G′(k, ω) + iG′′(k, ω) = iωη∗(k, ω), where
G′(k, ω) and G′′(k, ω) are the so-called storage and loss
moduli, respectively. The storage modulus represents the
elastic response, whereas the loss modulus represents the
dissipative viscous response. In the low-frequency limit
(ω → 0), the k-dependent shear viscosity is obtained as

η(k) = lim
ω→0

G′′(k, ω)

ω
=

ρm
k2

[
∫ ∞

0

dt
FT(k, t)

FT(k, 0)

]−1

=
2Tρm

2

k2
1

∫∞

0
dtFT(k, t)

. (C4)

Here, we make use of the relation FT(k, 0) = 2Tρm from

the equipartition theorem. We may set j⊥k
∼= ρmv

⊥
k
, and

Eq. (C4) is rewritten as

η(k) ∼= 2T

k2
1

∫∞

0
dtCT(k, t)

=
2T

k2C̃T(k, ω = 0)
, (C5)

where CT(k, t) = 〈v⊥
k
(t) · v⊥

−k
(0)〉 and C̃T(k, ω) =

∫∞

0 dte−iωtCT(k, t). Then, 〈|u⊥
k
(∆t)|2〉 is given as

〈|u⊥
k(∆t)|2〉 =

∫ ∆t

0

ds

∫ ∆t

0

ds′CT(k, s− s′). (C6)

With a wavenumber k and a sufficiently large ∆t, we
obtain Eq. (5) in the main text as

〈|u⊥
k(∆t)|2〉 ∼= ∆t

4T

k2η(k)
, (C7)

which is consistent with the numerical results shown in
Fig. 2 in the main text.
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