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A Monte Carlo method is used In order to simulate the
com petition between the m olecular relaxation and crystal-
lization tim es in the form ation of a glass. T he resuls show
that nuclkation is avoided during supercooling and produce
selforganization in the sense of the rigidity theory, where
the num ber of geom etrical constraints due to bonding and
excluded volum e are com pared w ith the degress of freedom
available to the system . Follow Ing this idea, glass transitions
w ere obtained by producing selforganization, and in the case
of geom etrical frustration, selforganization is naturally ob-
served.

I. NTRODUCTION

W hen a liquid m el is cooled, usually two things can hap—
pen: the m el crystallize, or if the speed of cooling is high
enough to avoid equilbbrium , a solid w ithout long range or—
der (@ glass) is form ed. This last process is known as the
glass transition (G T), and although is very im portant from
the findam ental and technological point of view , there are
still m any unsolved questions related to it f_i]. Not allm a-
terials are able to form glasses, and m any criteria have been
proposed In orderto explain the ability ofa m aterial to reach
the glassy state [2] T he tem perature where the G T occurs,
is called the glass transition tem perature (T4). M any factors
detem ine the T4, but am ong these, the chem ical com position
is fundam ental. Chalcogenide glasses (form ed w ith elem ents
of the VI colum n) are very useful for understanding the ef-
fects of the chem ical com position ij]. In fact, Tg can be raised
or lowered by adding in purities, and the fragility of the glass
can be changed from stmng to fragile {4]. Recently, by us—
ing stochastic m atrices [5,}3 the em pirical m odi ed G bbs-
D M arzio Jaw that accounts for the relation between T4 and
the concentration ofm odi ers [,'7:] hasbeen obtained, including
the characteristic oonsta{lt that appears In the law for alm ost
any chalcogenide glass E].

The ease of glass form ation in covalent glasses can be ex—
plained at last n a qualitative way by the rigidity theory
RT), ntroduced rst by Phillips [9.] and further re ned by
T horpe @Q By considering the covalent bonding as a m e~
chanical constraint, w ithin this theory, the ease of glass for-
m ation is related w ith the proportion of available degrees of
freedom and the num ber of constraints. If the num ber of con—
straints is lower than the degrees of freedom , there are zero

frequency vibrationalm odes called oppy @13], and the result-
ing network is under-constrained. A transition occurs when
the lattice becom es rigid, and at the corresponding chem ical
com position, the glass is easy to form . M any features of this
transition have been experim entally observed [j] ﬁ.é] A Iso,
one of the authors proposed that rigidity can be related w ith
the statistics of the phase space energy landscape [13], since
the num ber of oppy m odes is equal to the num ber of di er-
ent con gumt]ons of the system with nearly equalm inim al
energies Il3 and thus is a way to evaluate the function that
gives the num ber of m Inin a energy basms Il4.l

In a recent paper, T horpe et. al. E@ rem arked that in real
glasses, even though form ed at relative high tem peratures,
where the entropic e ects are dom inant, it is not correct to
fally ignore energetic contributions which can favor particu-
Jar structural arrangem ents over others, (e.g. In a binary sys—
tem chem ical aggregation between unlike particles favor local
chem icalaggregation). O ne interesting question that they ad—
dress is how the structure itself can incorporate non-random
features in order to m Inim ize the free energy at the tem per-
ature of form ation. They answer this question by proposing
that the structure can selforganize avoiding stress in the ran—
dom formm ed netw ork [._LS:] In the literature gx_jsts experin en—
talevidence for selforganization in glasses [18], this evidence
hasbeen assomated w ith the intemm edJate phase proposed by
Phillips E? In a previous work [Z_L9], we observed that in
a model of an associative uid (the Cumm IngsStellm odel),
som e therm odynam ics features can be associated w ith a rigid—
iy transition, and in particular, it was shown that a glass
transition occurs very near to the RT . A 1so, we showed that
using the M C step asa tine parameter n a NPT ensamble,
we were able to control the cooling rate of a liquid melt In
a qualitative way. In this work, we go further by looking at
the selforganization properties in the Cum m ings-Stellm odel
(CS), usihg a M onteCarlo M C) com puter sinulation in a
grand canonical (GC) ensemble. Compared wih the NPT
ensem ble, the GC ensem ble has the advantage of reaching
equilbriim faster R0], given the opportunity to visit a w ider
range of equilbrium an non-equilbrium phases. In order to
talk about the them odynam ic properties of these phases, we
basis our assum ptions in the fact that their life tin e is larger
than the observation tim e (averaged tin e) 1_2]_;] This tin e is
also larger than the m olecular relaxation tim e, which we can
adjust by tuning the M C steps of singlke particle m ovem ents,
and the M C steps of the form ed clusters m ovem ents. As a
consequence, the slower a liquid is cooled, the longer the tim e
available for con guration sam pling at each tem perature, and
hence the access to the hom ogeneocusnucleation which leadsto
crystallization. W e point that this nuclkation produces stress
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in the obtained structure, as a counting of oppy m odes re—
veals. A s a counter part, the faster the liquid is cooled, there
is less tin e availabl for hom ogeneous nucleation and hence
Jess stress is produced in the structure, Inducing a local self-
organization. T his fram ew ork allow usto address the question
ofwhat are the structuraland them odynam ic properties ofa
selforganized structures and how they behave as the system

is cooled. W ih this n m ind, we perform M C sinulations
where con gurations that produce stress in the system are
r_ejected, in a sin ilar way to that proposed by T horpe et. al
EB:] for studying rigidity se]f—organizgt_:jon . Aswewillsee, our
resuls are In agreem ent w ith ref. ES_], since the avoidance
of stress, bias the system to a glass state. T he layout of this
work is as follow s, In section IT we introduce the m odelto be
used, In section IIT a m ethod for indirect controlling of the
various relaxation tin es is introduced, and in section IV we
discuss the e ect of selforganization. Finally, In section V

the conclusions of the work are given.

II.MODEL

W e choose a sinple model of an associative uid: the
Cumm ingsStell model (CSM ) of a two com ponent system
(_A_ and B ) of associating disks in 2D , both of the sam e size
L9]. The partickes Interact via a potential pem itting core
interpenetration of the A and B m onom er discs, so that the

bond length L is less than the core diam eter . W ihout loss
of generality we assume = 1. The Interactions are given as
follow s:
Uy @)= Uiy @+ @ 13)Uas @0);
hd _ . hd _ 1 r< 1;
Uaa (x) = Ugy () = 0 r> 1;
( 1 r< L 05w ;
UMS @m=Uf = D L 05w<r<l;
0 r> 1;
( 0 r< L 05w ;
Uas (v) = "s D L 05w < r< L + 05w ;

0 r> L+ 05w;

where i and j stand for the species of the particles and take
values A and B . r is the separation between centers, L is the
bonding distance and w is the width of the attractive intra—
core square well ( g. 1). The m odel allow s the form ation of
din er species for an all values of the bonding length param e-
ter, the fom ation of chains, if the bonding length is slightly
Jlarger, and also vulcanization wih xed m axinum coordina—
tion num ber for di erent bonding length valies close to the
diam eter of particles, as shown In g. 1. In order to be abl
to x amaxinum coordination number in each sin glia‘d(zn_ ,
hLe_take D ! 1 aswasdonebefore in otherworks [19], R2],
@Z}]. This choice has the e ect that unlke particles avoid
bond-lengthsbetween L + 0:5w and 1; and thus coordinations
higherthan a desired m axin um are not allowed. N um erically,
this condition m eans that in the M C sin ulations, we never
consider bond distances in the previous range. The corre—
sponding values for each m aximum coordination number are
given in the ollow ng table,

Tmax | L w
cpx 3|065|0:1
cpx 4]0:78|0:1
cpx 5(0:91|0:1
Table 1. Param eters of the CS m odel that x the m axi-
mum coordination of the particles as used in thiswork. The
notation cpx r, means com plex of particles w ith m axim um
coordination ry ax -

ITI.GLASS TRANSITION BY CONTROLLING
RELAXATION TIM ES

W e start by pointing out that a supercooled liquid phase
is m etastable w ith respect to the crystalline state, and this
supercooling can be achieved if nucleation is inhibited during
cooling @i:] . One way of nhbi nucleation is by perfom -
Ing a rapid quench of the liquid; in these tem s, two char-
acteristic tines ; (the tin e required for crystallization) and

2 (the tin e corresponding to m olecular relaxation) com pete
betw een crystallization and vitri cation @l]] In thiswork, we
sin ulate thise ect in two di erent ways, which we w ill show
that at the end tum out to be very sim ilar: one is to use
the M C steps as a tin e param eter In the GC ensemble Eé],
where we tune the ratio between ; and , in an indirect way,
by controlling the ratio between steps of particle and cluster
rearrangem ents, since the st is the m ost In portant factor
for m olecular relaxation, whilke the second optin ize crystal-
lization. The second way which we observed that leads to
supercooling is the selforganization of rigidity, aswe w ill see
in the next section.

To Imn plem ent supercooling using the M C steps by indi-
rect control of the re]axa1_:j_on tines, we use a GC M etropo—
Lis M onte€C arlo m ethod RS]. The procedure has two nested
loops. In the inner one, the particles arem oved inside the vol-
um e, and an interchange of particles w ith the particle reser—
voirisallowed. T his loop isperform ed N, tim es. T he particle
m ovem ents inside the volum e allow to rearrange the struc—
ture, and thus this is related w ith the m olecular relaxation
of the structure (2). In the outer loop, cluster rearrange—
m ents and the average of the them odynam ical quantities are
perform ed, each tim e that N, cyclesofthe inner loop are n-—
ished. The extemal loop is related w ith crystallization, since
cluster m ovem ents prom ote the grow th of bigger clisters. Is
clear that if N, is high enough, the probability of having
Jocal cluster nucleation is high, and thus cluster m ovem ents
allow to form a crystalby successive aggregation ofsm allclis-
ters. W hen N, is sn all, the local con gurations are not in
equilbrium , and hence the cluster m ovem ents prom ote the
generation of a random network.

In g. 2, we show the results of the inverse densiy ( 1
against reduced tem perature (T = "s) 1 ) for severalN
cycles which sinulate di erent , tines. In this gure, we

xed the param eters of the CSM that allows as m axin um
coordination four (cpx4), L = 0:{78;w = 0:, restricted to
equin olar concentration A = B = 04. Fially, af-
tereach N, steps ofthe inner cycle, we allow the possibility
of one cycle cluster rearrangem ent. In order to sin ulate the
sam e cooling rate with several , times, we x the outer cy—
cle for 100 steps during the quasiequilbration run, and 2000



tin es for a productive run. In such a way, we averaged over
the sam e num ber of con gurations foreach di erent N, .As
can be seen, OrN, = 1500 a crystallization isobserved, while
for the other values, a glass transition is obtained, as is re—
vealed by the gure and by a direct inspection ofthe resulting
structures. In all the procedure, M C steps are controlled to
have an acceptance ratio between 20  30% .

A n interesting observation, is that the fraction of particles
with m axim um coordination 4, depends strongly on N, . In
table 2, we show this fraction against tem perature for the
sam e sim ulations presented In g. 2. W hen the crystal is
form ed, 4 is nearly one, whilk for the supercooled liquid at
the sam e tem perature, 4 rem ainsatthe sam e orderofm agni-
tude. W e can understand thise ect as follow s: if fullthem al
equilbriim of the system is not allowed, is not possble to
access the globalm inimum of the energy potential R4], and
hence the nucleation is prohiited, w ith the consequence that
the supercooled liquid is structurally arrested at a nite tem —
perature and restricted to explore the con gurational space
correspondent to a single basin in the energy landscape. In
the next section, we use this idea to relate this ocbservation
w ith the selforganization of rigidity.

T |Nn = 12|N, = 40|N, = 150|N, = 1500
0.40| 0.0011 | 0.00113 0.0025 0.0019
0.38| 0.0046 | 0.00103 0.0053 0.0040
0.36| 0.0022 | 0.00404 0.0043 0.0079
0.34| 0.0007 | 0.01287 0.0152 0.0188
032| 0.0077 | 0.01677 0.0495 0.0591
0.30| 0.0108 | 0.04376 0.1353 0.9395
028| 0.0258 | 0.05391 0.1538 0.9786
026| 0.0366 | 0.05138 02229 0.9666
024| 0.0725 | 0.07417 0.3100 0.9487
022| 0.1057 | 0.08355 03292 0.9622
020| 01116 | 0.07762 03496 0.9617
Tabl 2. Fraction of m axinum coordinated particles as

a function of the reduced tem perature (T ) and m olecular
relaxation tim e, controlled by the param eter N, .

IV.GLASS TRANSITION BY

SELF-ORGANIZATION OF RIGID ITY

The fact that the m axinum coordination is not achieved
form ost ofthe particles in the supercooled liquid, m eans that
inhibit nuclkation is a naturalway of inhibit crystallization,
as was discussed In the introduction. This simple Jo_lea can
be put in contact w ith the rigidity ideas of Phillips EL?:] and
Thorpe [11]. A swem ention before, in this theory, the ability
for m aking a glass is optin ized when the num ber of freedom
degrees, in this case 2N ; where N is the num ber of particles,
is equal to the num ber of m echanical constraints (N .) that
are given by the bond length and angles between bonds.

(2N N¢)=2N gives the fraction of cyclic variables of the
H am iltonian, and also corresponds to the num ber of vibra-
tional m odes w ith zero frequency (f), called oppy m odes,
w ith respect to the total num ber of vibrationalm odes. The
counting of oppy m odes in a m ean— eld, known as M axwell

counting, goes as follow s: since each ofthe r bonds In a site of
coordination r is shared by tw o sites, there are r=2 constraints
due to distance xing between neighbours. If the anglks are
also rigid, in 2D there are (r 1) constraints, to give,

2N Ne < r>

f= "=
2N 4

r D=

where the last term corresoonds to the angular constraints,
r is the fraction of particles w ith coordination r, and < r >
is the average coordination num ber, de ned as,
X
< r>= Xy

r

A rigidity transition occurs when £ = 0 and the system pass
from a oppy network to rigid one. If f is a negative num ber,
ie., if there are m ore constraints than degrees of freedom ,
the Jattice is overconstrained and £ is the num ber of stressed
bonds. In 2D , the rigidity transition leads to the critical
value < r >= 20 if all angular constraints are considered,
and < r>= 40 ifthe angular restoring forces are not strong.

W ithin the Cumm ingsStellm odel, rigidiy com es from the
association ofparticles: each bond generates a constraint, and
the angular constraints are only produced by geom etricalhin—
drance, ie., the angles between particles can change w ithout
a cost in energy, but w ithin certain lim its in posed by the re—
striction ofthe hard-core interaction between like particles, as
shown In g. 3. Form axin um coordination four, thism eans
that only sites w ith coordination four have a contribution to
angular constraints. It is true that sites with coordination
two and three In principle should provide extra angular con—
straints, since the hard core Interaction givesam Inin um angle
betw een particles. H ow ever, the angles are not xed and they
have a wide region to allow particle m ovem ents, and thus do
not contribute to the restriction counting.

Taking into account the geom etrical hindrance of the
m odel, the num ber of oppy m odes is now given by,

< r> X
£=1 r Dx

4 Irm ax

r

where 1y ax is the maximum allowed coordination, and
rrm ax 1S @ K ronecker delta. From here, is clear that when

in a cluster we have a site w ith m axin um coordination, rigid—
iy raises since the delta function is di erent from zero and

m ore constraints are added that over-constraint the cluster.
T hus, sites w ith m axim um coordination nucleate rigidity and
produce stress in the lattice. For exam ple, in a crystalw ith

coordination four, 4 = 1 and f = 3=2, which m eans that
the lattice is over-constrained. A ccording to Phillps, when

f =0, &t iseasy to form a glass, since the m aterial is neither
overconstrained (that produce explosive exothem ic crystal-
lization due to strain energy R7]) norunder-constrained (lead—
ing to the form ation of a m olecular, crystal), the system is
trapped in a con gurationallimnbo R7], where uctuationsdo

not provide a pathway to the crystalline phase.

Furthem ore, in the last section we have showed that the
fraction of particles with m aximum coordination is in close
connection w ith them olecular relaxation tim e, which in other
words m eans that to form a glass, nucleation of stress m ust
be prevented. From our previous resuls, we can observe that



the probability of form ation of a nuclated structure is sm all
due to the high m olecular relaxation tine. W e decided to
follow these ideas by proceeding in the opposite way than in
the last section, ie., we nhibit rigidiy nuclkation by rejecting
con gurationsw ith m axin um coordination and then we see if
we are able to bias the system to a glassy state, In such a way
that we sin ulate long m olecular relaxation tim es. O bserve
that refcting con gurations that produce stress is the sam e
process of selforganization that was considered by T horpe et.
al. In order to form stress—free lattices EE}] In that sense, we
look if selforganization of rigidiy is able to produce a glass
transition. This kind of sin ulation is usually called biased
M onte-C arlo éé]

To study the e ect of selforganization, we m ade the sam e
M C procedure describbed in the previous section, but with
Nn xed to the value that gives crystallization N, = 1500).
The only di erence with the previous case is that now we
reect particle m ovem ents that produce a site w ith m axin um
coordination .

In gure 4, we present the behaviour of the inverse of
the density ( 1) as a function of the reduced tem perature
T = "s) B , with the condition that allow s m axim um
four neighbours (cpx4), restricted to equin olar concentration

04, (open squares). A s the tem perature
1

A = B -
is slowed down, we can observe a continuous decrease in
H ow ever, for reduced tem peratures lower that 0:30, a jimp in

! is observed when allthe con gurations are allowed. This
Jam p correspoonds to the crystalline lke phase transition, as
can be argued by the shape of the transition, from an inspec—
tion of the con guration obtained, and by the radial distri-
bution fiinction. D ue to the fact that it is possble to keep
the system without stress, we develop the sam e sin ulation
as before but refcting in the sin ulation every con guration
that contains a particle w ith coordination four. The results
are presented In g4 wih dashed squares. In that case, the
system rem ains as a supercooled uid. M oreover, the system
can not form a crystal structure as occurs in the sim ulation
in which we allow stress, and thus do not present a usual
phase transition, instead a glass lke transition is observed.
These results show s that selforganization of rigidity is able
to produce a glass.

An in portant rem ark is that avoiding con gurations w ith
m axin um coordination is not equivalent to consider a C SM
w ithout selforganization but with a lower m axin um coordi-
nation. For example, n g. 4 we plot the results of a sin -
ulation without refction for a CSM that allow s m axin um
coordination three (cpx3). A s can be seen, the m odel also
presents crystallization .

In gure 5, we present the results for the sam e kind of
sim ulation but for a system that allow s m axin um coordina—
tion three (cpx3). A s can be seen, the refpction of stressed
con gurations also leads to a glass like transition.

Now we tum our Interest to the condition ofm axin um co—
ordination wve (cpx5),asshow In g. 6. A scan be seen, In this
case the glass transition is produced even when the stressed
con gurations are refected. This fact can be understood in
tem s of rigidiy in the ollow ng way: when max = 5, it
is in possible to have a crystal due to geom etric frustration
at equin olar condition A = B = 04, and s 1:
Since the rigidity transition w ithout angular restrictions oc—

cursonly when < r >= 4; m ost of the con gurations do not
produce stress and the system behaves freely (ie. we do not
need to refct any con guration) as a selforganized system .
In this sense, geom etric frustration induce selforganization of
the system . A s a corroboration of this fact, In g.7 we show
the num ber of oppy m odes as a function of the average co—
ordination num ber, using the M axwell counting. W e rem ark
that each coordination corresponds to a certain tem perature
ofthe sim ulation. For exam ple, at high tem peratures, all the
m odelsw ith di erent m axin um coordination all in the sam e
line, since In the liquid the probability of nuclation is very
Iow . However, for the case of cpx5, cpx3 and cpx4 without
stress, all the sin ulations &ll again in the sam e line even for
low tem peratures, since the selforganization m eans that the
clusters grow w thout angular constraints (stress free) . W hen
this lne is extrapolated to £ = 0, we obtaln < r >= 4,
which is the valie for a rigidiy transition wihout angular
constraints. If angular constraints are allowed, the sinula—
tions for low tem peratures falls outside the line detem ined by
selforganization, and the rigidity transition occurs at lower
values of < r> :Finally, we can com pare these resuls to the

oppy m ode counting m ade for the glass transition using the
m ethod of tuning the di erent relaxation tines. In g. 8, we
present the num ber of oppy m odes as a function of < r > .
As can be seen, when N, is high, there is a transition of
rigidity due to nucleation, while for low N, the system tends
to stay in the line of selforganization.

V.CONCLUSION S

In thiswork, we have explored the connection between self-
organization of rigidity, and the supercooling of a liquid to
form a glass. By considering an associative uid m odel, we
show ed that the com petition between two di erent character-
istic tin es, m olecular relaxation and crystallization tin es, can
bem odelled using a M C sin ulation, where the num ber of cy—
cles betw een particle and cluster m oves is controlled. T he re—
sults ofthese sin ulations, suggested that nuclation is avoided
during supercooling and produce selforganization in the sense
of the rigidity theory. This idea was also tested by m aking
M C sinulations but avoiding stressed con gurations. A s a
resul, we were able to produce glass transitions using self-
organization. In a m odel (cpx5) w ith geom etrical frustration,
this selforganization is provided by geom etry, and thus glass
transition occurs w ithout refcting con gurations. A 1l of the
resuls of this article are In agreem ent w ith the Phillip s idea
that glass transition is related w ith rigidity due to the lack of
a pathway to crystallization l_22:] M any of these facts, can
also be studied form an energy landscape point ofview , aswe
will show in fiture works.
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Figures

1 Cumm ngsStellm odel.

2 — Inverse of the density ( E ) as a function of the scaled
tem perature (T ) for di erent values ofN .

3 € ounting of angular constraints in the Cum m ingsStell
m odel. A cluster of two particles has no angular constraints,
since one of the particles can rotate 360 around the other,
whil a in a cluster w ith coordination four the angle between
particles is xed, which leads to 3 angular constraints.

4-The same as g. 2 for the case of stress free nuclation
fora system with m axim um allowed coordination four (cpx4),
w ith and without stress (squares and dashed squares). W e
Inclide a simulation form aximum coordination three (cpx3)
w ith stress.

5~ Inverse of the density ( ! ) as a function of the scaled
tem perature (T ) orm axinum coordination three with and
w ithout stress (triangles and dashed triangls).

6 -Inverse of the density ( ! ) as a function of the scaled
tem perature (T ) form axin um coordination wve (cpx5) with
and w thout stress (pentagons and dashed pentagons). For
com parison purposes, we include a sim ulation of cpx4 w ithout
reecting con gurations (squares).

7 AN umber of oppy m odes as a function of the coordina—
tion number (K r >) for each of the m odels with di erent
m axin um coordination num ber.

8 N umber of oppy m odes as a function of< r> for sev—
eralN, relaxation tin esw ithout rejecting any con guration.
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