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W e Introduce a lattice spin m odelw here frustration is due to m ultibody interactions rather than
quenched disorder in the Ham iltonian. The system has a crystalline ground state and below the
m elting tem perature displays a dynam ic behaviour typical of fragile glasses. H owever, the super-
cooled phase loses stability at an e ective spinodal tem perature, and thanks to this the K auzm ann
paradox is resolved. Below the spinodalthe system entersan o -equilbrium regim e corresponding to
fast crystalnuclkation ollowed by slow activated crystalgrowth. In thisphase and In a tin e region
which is Jonger the low er the tem perature we observe a violation ofthe uctuation-dissipation theo—
rem analogous to structural glasses. M oreover, we show that In this system there is no qualitative
di erence between a locally stable glassy con guration and a highly disordered polycrystal.

W hen cooled fast enough, m ost liquids can be brought
below theirm elting tem perature T, while avoiding crys—
tallization. In this supercooled phase the viscosiy in—
creases w Ith decreasing tem perature, until at the glass
transition T4 relaxation tim e becom es too long and equi-
Ibration cannot be achieved within experim entally ac—
cessible tines. In 1948, W . K auzm ann ﬂ] noted that if
the entropy ofa supercooled liquid is extrapolated below
T4, it becom es equal to the crystalentropy at a tem per-
ature Tg > 0, and even am aller than zero if extrapolated
further. This entropy crisis is never actually ocbserved,
because the glass transition intervenes before. H ow ever,
K auzm ann found it paradoxicalthat i was just a kinetic
phenom enon (the glass transition) that saved the liquid
from a themm odynam ic nonsense.

In the context of the A dam sG bbs theory E], the en—
tropy crisis has however an interpretation: the entropy
di erencebetween crystaland liquid is related to the con—

gurational entropy , that is the entropic contribution

due to the presence of an exponentially high num ber of
di erent glassy m inin a. The vanishing of at T sig—
nals a them odynam ic transition to a new phase, char-
acterized by a sub-exponential num ber of glassy states,
separated by In nite freeenergy barriers. T his picture is
exact for som e m ean— eld spin-glass system s E], and i
m ay be the correct resolution of the K auzm ann paradox
even for real structural glasses.

D espite analytic and num erical work supporting the
entropy crisis scenario E], there is another way to avoid
the K auzm ann paradox, w hich, interestingly enough, was
proposed by K auzm ann hin self ]. He reected the idea
of a them odynam ic glassy phase, and of a transition at
Ts. W hat K auzm ann hypothesized is the existence of a
m etastability lin it of the supercooled liquid phase, be-
Iow which crystal nucleation becom es faster than liquid
equilbration. M ore precisely, he de ned an e ective spi-
nodaltem perature Ty, > T below which \the free energy
larrier to crystalnuckation becom es reduced to the sam e
height as the barrier to sim pler m otions" . Below Ty, the
supercooled liquid is operationally m eaningless and thus

the paradox is avoided. H ow ever, the m etastability lim it
may prove In possble to observe experin entally if the
equilbration tin e at Ty, ismuch larger than the experi-
mentaltin e, that is if Ty, < Tg.

In the K auzm ann scenario, the o -equilbrium phase
below Ty, basically consists In a very slow crystaldom ain
grow th. This suggests two criteria to detect whether a
system has such a m etastability 1m it or not, even when
Ts is experin entally inaccessble. First, we m ay think
that there is a qualitative di erence between a disordered
glassy con guration, obtained by quenching a liquid, and
a polycrystalline con guration, however rich in defects
this is, and however slow crystal growth m ay be. Sec—
ondly, we know that the o -equilbrium dynam ics ofsin —
pk dom ain growth (as In the Isihg m odel) can be dis-
tinguished from glassy dynam ics (as observed in struc—
tural glasses) by a di erent violation of the uctuation-
dissipation theorem EDT) E,E].

In thisLetterwe present am odelw here the K auzm ann
paradox is avoided by a m etastability lin it. Them odelis
thus a good test for the two criterda discussed above. W e
shall nd that neither criterion is sharp enough to dis—
crim Inate such a system from a typical structural glass.
M ore precisely, if our experin ental tin e were not long
enough to explicitly observe the loss of stability of the
Ticuid at Tg,, i would be in possible to distinguish the
present system from an ordinary fragile glass. The rea—
son is that below Tg, crystalnuclkation is fast, but crys-
talgrowth becom es very slow , w ith m any crystaldroplets
trying to expand in a liquid background ﬂ]. In such a
situation distinguishing between a truly disordered glass
and a m ixture of tiny m isn atched crystallites becom es
very hard, and FD T violation is nontrivial.

Theain ofourstudy istwofold. F irst, wewant to show
that K auzm ann’s resolution ofthe K auzm ann paradox is
valid at least in one sim ple system , and that it isnot nec—
essarily in con ict w ith glassy phenom enology. Second,
we hope this exam ple will help to develop som e m ore
strict criteria to distinguish system s with a them ody-—
nam ic transition at T, from those where the K auzm ann
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scenario holds. The Ham iltonian of ourm odel is,

X
H = (l+ Si)fi;

i=1

whereW isforwest, S for south, etc. The soins s; = 1
belong to a two-din ensional square lattice of linear size
L. W eperform sihgle-soin— ip M onte Carlo sin ulations
n square lattices with I = 100 and L = 500 1.

T he disordered version of this m odel was rst intro—
duced In E] to describe an ensem ble of coupled two level
system s, whence is name, CTLS. There has been re-
cently much interest in lattice m odels of this sort, w here
mulibody interactions in the Ham iltonian ensure frus-
tration even w ithout quenched disorder @, EI, @, E].

The CTLS has a crystalline ground state obtained by
covering the lattice w ith the follow ing non-overlapping 5-
soinsekments:si= 1;4d = sf = s =5 =+1.The
ground state energy density is egs = 1:6. The uni
cell size s 5 5, and this together w ith the symm etry
x ! x;y ! y, gives a ground state degeneracy of
50. The nite degeneracy of the crystalis a key feature
of the CTLS com pared to the plaquette m odel of E],
sihce it will allow us to directly m easure the am ount of
crystalline order in the system .

M odel EI) has a st order (melting) transition. To
locate the m elting tem perature T, we com pute the free
energy f for the crystal CR) and liquid LQ) and ask
that fcr Tn ) = frg (Tm ). The free energy is cbtained
lj{ltegratjngtl'leenergy (= 1=T): f£( )= of(g)+

d %e( 9, taking o= 0 orthe liquid,and o= 1 for
the crystal. The equilbriim energies are well tted by,

18 tanh 1 1=T) ; @)
s+ 55 10°T13 .

eng (T)
ecr (T)

U sing these relations we nd T, = 1:30. Unless coolk
ing is exceedingly slow , crystallization is not attained at
Ty, , and the liquid can be kept at equilbbriim in its su—
percooled phase T < Tp . Extrapolation oferg (T) and
f1o (T) givesthe tem perature T4 w here the entropy ofthe
supercooled liquid equalizes that of the crystal, nam ely
the K auzm ann paradox tem perature. W e nd Tg= 091.
The equilbrium dynam ics of the CTLS in the super—
cooled phase can be studied by m easuring the nom alized
soin-soin correlation function, C, &4, ) = bhs@, )s)i
ikl hsfl, with t> t, . In equilbrium C, &t, ) =
Cht ), and we nd that the correlation can be t-
ted to a stretched exponential, C, = exp €t &= )
In Fjg.ﬂ we plt the relaxation tine  as a function of
T, togetherwih a powerlaw t = A=(T T) ,wih
T. = 106, = 229. The accuracy of the t suggests
that the CTLS is a fragike system , a fact supported by
the Angell plot E] In the inset of Fig. , which com —
pares the relaxation times of the CTLS and a strong
system , the two-din ensional plaquette m odel 2d-PQ)

o 2d-PQ
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FIG .1: Relaxation tin easa function ofthe tem perature. Full
lne: power law t. Inset: fragility plot for a com parison of
the CTLS with them odel studied in ]. Ty isan operational
‘glass transition’, de ned by (Ty) = 1000. L = 500.

studied in @]. Data are tted to a VogelFulcher fom ,

= gexp[ =(T To)]l. WM theCTLS we nd Tg= 0:76
forT 2 [L2 :17),and To = 090 forT 2 [L2 :14].

Below about T 12 the relaxation tim e cannot be
m easured, because crystalnucleation startsbefore the li-
quid equilbrates. This can be seen in Fjg.ﬂ, where we
plot the energy density vs. tine at Hur di erent tem -
peratures below T, , with random iniial condition. At
T = 126, the system relaxes in the supercooled liquid
and rem ains in this phase up to our experin ental tin e,
2 10 MCS.On the otherhand, or T = 123, after ini
tial equilbration in the liquid phase, the system m akes
a sharp transition to the crystal: on average crystalnu—
cleation starts at about 10° M CS, while crystal growth
is completed in 10° M CS.At T = 1:18, however, nuclke-
ation starts roughly after 10* M C S, while com plete crys-
tallization is achieved n m ore than 10° M CS.AtT = 1,
the liquid plateau disappears and crystallization is still
ncom plete after the largest tim e. T hus at lower tem per-
atures nucleation is faster, but crystal grow th is slower.

To pinpoint the liquid m etastability lin i we use stan—
dard nucleation theory @]. A necessary condition for
the existence of the supercooled liquid is that the crys—
talnucleation tine ,yc is much longer than the liquid
equilbration tine 4. W e can estinate ,,c (T ) close to
a reference tem perature T °, assum ing that the surface
tension is constant. W e have,

T? £(T7)

mbg[nucq')] ; 3)

nuc (T) = exp
where £(T)= fq (T) fr (T) is the bulk free energy
di erence between supercooled liquid and crystal. W e
have chosen T? = 123. To estin ate the liquid equili-
bration tin e we note that the correlation C (t) drops to
zero In about 20 relaxation tim es, and thus ¢q = 20
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FIG. 2: Left: e vs. t at di erent tem peratures, L = 100.
E rror bars are only showed when larger than symbols size.
The values of m and In the legend are m easured at the
longest tin e for each tem perature (see text). R ight: crystal
nucleation tim e and liquid equilbbration tin e vs. tem perature.

By mposing nucTsp) = eqTsp), we obtain the e ec—
tive spinodal tem perature Ty, m arking the m etastability
lim it. Fig. ] (right) show sthat Tg, = 122 fi7]]. W e have
Tep > Ts, and the K auzm ann paradox is thus avoided.

Below them etastability Iim it T, the only equilibrium
phase isthe crystal. H ow ever, a long-lived o -equilibbrium
glassy phase can still be form ed: if we cool the system ,
it eventually rem ains stuck In an o —equilbrium state
whose asym ptotic energy is lower the slow er the cooling
rate r CFJ'g.E). A 1llthe con gurations reached at T = 0
are stablem inin a, iIndicating that activation isneeded to
grow the crystal. For very fast coolings these con gura—
tions are com pltely disordered, w hile at the slow est cool-
Ing rates they correspond to highly ordered polycrystals.
Is there a qualitative di erence am ong these asym ptotic
states ? In other words, is it possble to sharply separate
abona de glass from the polycrystal?

To answer this question we introduce two direct m ea—
sures of crystalline order. The rst one is the nom alized
dom ain size , obtained from the Fourer transform G (k)
ofG (r) = hs;siy 1. G k) hasa peak at kg = 2 =5, and
we de ne  as the Inverse of the peak width, nom al-
ized by L. The second is the nom alized crystalm ass
m , ie. the total fraction of crystallized soins (de ned
as the num ber of spins down surrounded by 8 soins up,
multiplied by 5) divided by L? fLd]. Usihg andm we
see that crystallization has been achieved at the lowest
three tem peratures ofF J'g.E . Ifwenow plot the energy of
the T = 0 asym ptotic con gurations in a cooling exper—
In ent vs their crystalline m ass and dom ain size, CE‘J'g.E,
Inset), we nd a continuous spectrum of states. T hus, In
the CTLS there is structural continuity between highly
disordered glassy m inin a and strongly ordered polycrys—
talline m lnina. The answer to the question above is
therefore negative. Yet, had our slow est cooling rate been

FIG.3: easa function of T, at various cooling rates r. Full
line: equilbrium liquid energy, eq. ). Inset: e vsm and
in the T = 0 asym ptotic states (r2 [L0 6;10 3]).L = 100.

r=2 10 % wewould only cbserve a disordered glass.

If not by structural di erence, we m ight expect the
dynam ic behaviour of our \glass" to betray its nature
of crystalgrowth phase, by displaying a characteristic
coarsening dynam ics. In coarsening, excess energy over
the ground state is concentrated in the interfaces am ong
dom ains. Thisgivese) s/ ¢F '= tf= 1= @),
for L a, where a is the interfacialwidth. W e do in
fact nd such aregime (Fjg.E) for > 02.However, due
to slow activated dynam ics, the early regin e, L a,can
last for long, and in fact it is the only one that can be
observed at the low est tem peratures. T his regin e, which
we call bukbling, is characterized by a rapid increase of
m at roughly zero CFJ'g.ﬂl, nset), meaning that fast
nucleation leads to rapid fom ation ofm any tiny crystal
droplets. O nly at longer tin es, when m ost of the system
has crystallized, the dom ains grow at expense of each
other and proper coarsening starts. For large system swe
expect m 1 a=L , such that bubbling and coarsen—
ing regin esbecom e well separated. Sum m arizing, at lIow
tem peratures, or for short experim entaltin es, the coars—
ening regin e is inaccessible, n the sam e way as, for fast
cooling, polycrystals are not cbserved.

This behaviour has in portant consequences on the
FDT wviolation pattenﬁ.t The integrated resgponse is
given by (Gity) = dt’R ¢;t%, where R (5t =

hs(t)i= h ® and h isthe conjigate el tothe spin. W e
can m ake a param etric plot of (&;t, ) vs the correlation
C t,) = hs)s(, )i. At equilbbriim FDT holds and

= (U8 C), whik a departure from FDT is nom ally
observed for late tin es ifthe system isout ofequilbbrium .
ThisFDT violation is the standard toolto discrin nate
genuine glassy behaviour from simple dom ain growth.
Therelation = X (I C) can be used to express the
late tine FD T violation in o —equilbrium system s. For
sin ple dom ain growth X = 0, whilk in structuralglasses
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FIG. 4:
line: 1=
param etrically in t, after a quench at various tem peratures.
Allrunsare 2 10° MCS long. L = 100.
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FIG .5: Param etricplot of (t;t, ) vsC (Lt ), at various val-

uesofthewaiting tim e t, . Full lines represent the equilbbrium

relation = (1 C).ForT = 0:66 thebroken line isa linear
torC < 0:8.L = 500.

it isobserved 0 < X < 1 E,E,]. W e do expect a
trivialFD T viclation X = 0) in the coarsening regin e,
but the situation m ay be m ore com plicated in the earlier
bubbling regin e. From Fig.[j we seethatat T = 0:66 the
system rem ains in the bubbling regin e up to the largest
tin e. At the sam e tem peraturewe nd an FD T violation
very sin ilar to structural glasses (Fjg.E): for C an aller
than a given breaking point the slope changes, giving rise
to a constant nonzero value ofX . M oreover, the pattem
basically does not change w ithin two orders ofm agniude
Inthewaitingtinet, . AtT = 066 wecan thusde nean
e ective tem perature Teer = T=X = 132. On the other
hand, forT = 1 ast, Increaseswe see a crossover from a
nontrivialFD T violation X € 0), to a seem ingly trivial
pattem K 0). T his is consistent w ith the fact that at
T = 1 the coarsening regin e is reached w ithin our exper-

Full
t of the data. Inset: m (t) as a function of (t),

Inentaltime Fig. B) . Yet, once again, had our longest
experim entaltin e been too short to enter the coarsening
regin e, we would only observe a glassy FD T violation.

In this Letterwe presented a m odelw here them etasta—
bility 1im it can be either observed directly asa loss of sta—
bility of the supercooled liquid, or indirectly, thanks to
the form ation ofpolycrystalline asym ptotic states in slow
cooling experin ents, and thanks to trivialFD T violation
In the late coarsening regim e. However, in order to be
e ective the indirect m ethodsneed as long an experin en—
taltin e asthe direct m ethod. For shorter tim e scales the
presentm odel is com patdble w ith ordinary fragile glasses.
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