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Theconstitutiveequationsfortheorientationaldynam icsofaliquid form ed oflinearm oleculesare

derived m icroscopically.Theresultinggeneralised Langevin equationscoincidewith thephenom eno-

logicalapproach ofD reyfusetal[1].Form ally exactexpressionsaregiven forthephenom enological

coe�cientsand variousconstraintsare shown to be consequencesofthism icroscopic approach.

PACS num bers:64.70 PfG lasstransitions{ 78.35.+ cBrillouin and R ayleigh scattering;otherlightscattering

{ 61.25.Em M olecularLiquids

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

Light-scattering has proven to be an im portant tool

for investigating condensed m atter physics. In the �eld

ofsupercooled liquids,the structuralrelaxation covers

m any decades either in the tim e, or in the frequency

dom ain,the latterbeing accessible by e.g.,Fabry-Perot

techniques.Them easured spectra,seee.g.[2],reectthe

slowing down ofthe structuralrelaxation upon lowering

the tem perature and exhibit the nontrivialpower-laws

and stretching e�ects found by other techniques, such

asdielectric spectroscopy forinstance. The m ostdirect

m easureofthehindered m otion duetothecagee�ectcan

be observed by depolarised light-scattering in the back-

scatteringgeom etry.Fordepolarised light-scatteringper-

form ed atotherscatteringangles,oneobservesan adm ix-

ture ofthe transverse currentm otion to the pure back-

scattering signal.Sim ilarly,forpolarised scattering,one

obtains a contribution from density uctuations which

resultin the Brillouin resonance[3].

The subtlety of light-scattering lies in disentangling

the dependence on frequency shift,!,and wave-vector

transfer,q,as wellas on incident and outgoing polari-

sations. Since the wave-vector transfer,q,is sm allfor

light-scattering,a generalised hydrodynam ics approach

issuitable. There,the spectra are described in term sof

a num ber offrequency-dependent m em ory kernels,e.g.

viscosities. These kernels have som etim es been written

on the basis ofheuristic argum ents. This is the case,

for instance of[1],in which di�erent previous attem pts

are also described and discussed. A m ore fundam ental

approach consists in deriving them from a m icroscopic

theory through, say, a Zwanzig-M ori technique. The

�rstsuch attem ptwasm adeby Andersen and Pecora[4],

who,in fact,m ade a purely form aluseofthe technique,

them em orykernelsbeingeventuallyapproxim atedbyin-

stantaneousinteractions(M arkovapproxim ation).M uch

m orerecently,thetechniquewasused in itsfullgenerality

in [5]. Using only generalsym m etry considerations,[5]

showedthatthedescriptionofthelightscatteringspectra

involved ten frequency-dependent functions. This large

num berwasthepriceto bepaid in ordernotto m issany

e�ectthatleadsto a uctuation ofthe dielectric tensor

��ij(q;t). In the present paper,we shallfollow an in-

term ediate route; we shallderive,for a selected set of

dynam icalvariables,the precise form oftheirequations

ofm otion,and ofthe corresponding relaxation kernels.

O urresultsare valid whateverthe tem perature butare

restricted to the case of m olecular supercooled liquids

form ed ofsym m etric top m olecules. Their application

to thelightscattering problem requiresa preciseform of

��ij(r;t); following Eq. (12) ofPart I ofthis series of

papers,weshallassum e ��ij(q;t)to depend only on two

variablesoftheproblem ,nam ely thedensity and theori-

entation uctuations.Then the light-scattering problem

isreduced to calculatingthedensity-density,orientation-

orientation aswellasm ixed correlation functionswhich

are expressed with the help ofappropriate m em ory ker-

nels.

Asafurthersim pli�cation,weshallignoretem perature

uctuations,i.e.thehydrodynam icpolesassociated with

energyconservation.Thisrestriction isprobablyjusti�ed

forBrillouin scattering experim ents,since,for the scat-

tering vectors involved,the Rayleigh line lies at so low

a frequency thatitisinaccessibleto the usualfrequency

dom ain m ethods. Furtherm ore,for liquids,the ratio of

theisobaricheatcapacity to theisochoriconeiscloseto

unity and,correspondingly,the totalweightofthe Bril-

louin lines is m uch larger than the weight contained in

the Rayleigh line;sim ilarly,the isotherm alsound veloc-

ity isclosetotheadiabaticone.Thesituation isdi�erent

fortim e-based m ethodslikeim pulsivetherm alstim ulated

Brillouin scattering[6,7,8]wheretheheatdi�usion con-

tribution can beobserved asalatestageoftherelaxation

signal,but this aspect ofthe problem willnot be dealt

with here.

The goalofthispaperistwofold. The �rstisto give

a m icroscopicderivation oftheconstitutiveequationsfor

the density and orientation uctuations used in [1, 3,

9],and to derivesom enew resultsfrom thism icroscopic

approach [17].The second isto com parethe resultsone

can obtain from the three m icroscopic approaches[4,5]

and thepresentpaper,which di�erin thevariablestaken

into accountand/orin the scattering m odel.

Consequently,thispaperisorganized asfollows. The
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phenom enologicalequationsof[1,9]are m icroscopically

derived in Section II.In particular, we show that the

fourm em ory functionswhich enterinto thoseequations,

nam ely thebulk viscosity,�b(t),thecenter-of-m assshear

viscosity, �s(t), the rotational friction �0(t), and the

rotation-translation coupling,�(t),can be expressed in

term s of the dynam icalvariables of the problem , and

ofa reduced tim e evolution R 0(t) which does not con-

tain the hydrodynam icspolesofthe problem .Sim ilarly,

the rotation-translation coupling constant,�0,and the

m olecularlibration frequency,!0,which aretheotherin-

gredientsoftheseequationsofm otion,willbe expressed

in term s ofequaltim e therm alaverages of som e vari-

ablesofthe problem .W e m akeuse ofthese m icroscopic

expressionsofthem em ory functionsin Section IIIto de-

rive necessary conditionson the im aginary partoftheir

Laplace transform ,and on som e contributions ofthem .

These conditions willbe such that the light scattering

spectra willbe always positive whatever the values of

the coe�cients linearly coupling the density and orien-

tation uctuations to ��ij(q;t). Section IV m akes use

ofthe sam e expressionsofthe m em ory functions to re-

late,through a G reen-K ubo form alism ,the correlation

functions ofsom e variables to speci�c com binations of

the Laplace transform s ofthese m em ory functions. In

particular,we shallshow that�b(t)can be expressed as

such a correlation function. The sam e willbe true for

�T (t),the m em ory function which takesinto accountall

the retardation e�ectsrelated to the propagation ofthe

transverse phonons;thisisnota prioriobviousbecause

�T (!)willturn outto depend in a com plex way on the

Laplace transform sofseveralm em ory functionsde�ned

above,aswellason �0 and !0. Section V willcom pare

theexpressionsforthelightscatteringintensitiesthatcan

be obtained using the three sets ofvariables and ofdi-

electric uctuation m odelsalready m entioned. W e shall

show thatthesetproposed in [4]leadsto awkward form s

ofthe relaxation kernelswhen they arenotrestricted to

a M arkov approxim ation,but used for a m olecular su-

percooled liquid. Conversely, as expected, the results

obtained in Part I are a restriction ofthose of[5]cor-

responding to de�nite sim plifying assum ptions. A brief

sum m ary and som ecom m entsconclude the paper.

II. A ZW A N ZIG -M O R I D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E

D Y N A M IC A L EQ U A T IO N S

W e consider a dense liquid ofN linear m olecules of

m assm attem perature T enclosed in a volum e V . Sta-

tisticalcorrelationsofphase space variablesin term sof

the K ubo scalar product [11],(A(t)jB ) = h�A(t)��B i,

�A = A � hAi,provide the sim plestinform ation on the

system ’sdynam icswith h:idenotingcanonicalaveraging.

The therm odynam ic lim it,N ! 1 ,with �xed particle

density,n = N =V ,isim plied throughout.The tim e evo-

lution ofthe observablesis driven by the Liouvillian L:

@tA = iLA = fH ;Ag,where H denotes the Ham ilton

function and f;g the Poisson bracket. W e considerthe

dynam icsoftheuctuating m olecularorientation tensor,

written directly in the reciprocalspace:

Q ij(q)= N
�1=2

NX

�= 1

�

û�iû�j �
1

3
�ij

�

e
iq�R� ; (1)

where the degrees offreedom ofthe �-th m olecule are

speci�ed by a unitvector,û�,fortheorientation and by

theposition ofitscenter-of-m ass,R �.Thespatialm odu-

lation ofauctuation ischaracterized by itswavevector,

q,and latin indices denote cartesian com ponents. The

9 com ponents ofQ ij(q) are not independent,since the

orientation tensor is sym m etric and traceless,reducing

the num ber ofindependent com ponents to 5. The nor-

m alisation is chosen such that the correlation functions

areintensive.

Furtherm ore,weconsiderthe uctuationsin the m ass

density:

�(q)= m N
�1=2

NX

�= 1

exp(iq � R�); (2)

and the cartesian com ponentsofthe m asscurrent:

Ji(q)= N
�1=2

NX

�= 1

P�iexp(iq � R�); (3)

where P � denotesthe m om entum ofthe �-th m olecule.

(Equivalently,one could use the particle density n(q)=

�(q)=m and the velocity vi(q)= Ji(q)=�m ,where �m =

m n isthe m ean m assdensity).

A . Static averages

The static correlation functions need to be evaluated

to lowest order in q only. Since the Ham ilton function

respects rotationalinvariance,allstatic averagesin the

liquid phase have to rem ain unchanged underany rota-

tion of the system : this im plies that, e.g. correlators

between,say,any second rank traceless tensor and any

scalarwillvanish in the long-wavelength lim it(see,e.g.

Eq.(7)).

Thestatic averageofthe density can be expressed as:

(�(q)j�(q))= m
2
v
2
=c

2 + O (q2); (4)

where c is,here,the isotherm alsound velocity [18]de-

�ned in term softhe long-wavelength lim itofthe static

structure factor via c2 = v2=S(q ! 0), while v =
p
kB T=m denotes the therm alvelocity. As usual,the

currentcorrelationsread:

(Ji(q)jJk(q))= �ikm
2
v
2
: (5)

To lowestorderin q,the equal-tim e correlatorsofthe

tensorvariablesread:

(Q ij(q)jQ kl(q))= S
2� ij;kl+ O (q2); (6a)
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where:

� ij;kl =

�

�ik�jl+ �il�jk �
2

3
�ij�kl

�

(6b)

isafourth-ranktensor,thestructureofwhich isgoverned

by rotationalsym m etry. The long-wavelength lim it of

the9� 9 correlatorsin Eq.(6a)isthusdeterm ined by a

singlenum ber,S2,denoting thelong-wavelength lim itof

thecorrespondinggeneralisedstructurefactor,aquantity

which is,asin Eq. (4),proportionalin leading orderto

kB T.

Due to rotationalsym m etry,the overlap ofthe ten-

sor variables with the density vanishes in the long-

wavelength lim itaccording to:

(Q ij(q)j�(q))= O (q2): (7)

W e shall also need to consider the tensor currents,
_Q ij(q)= iLQ ij(q),which arenorm alised by:

(_Q ij(q)j_Q kl(q))= 
2� ij;kl (8)

with the characteristic frequency scale 
; we show,in

Appendix A,Eq. (A8),that 
 =
p
2kB T=5I,where I

is the m om ent ofinertia ofthe m olecule for a rotation

around an axis perpendicular to the m olecule sym m e-

try axis and passing through its center of m ass. The

ratio of the static averages of the orientation and the

orientationalcurrent,!0 = 
=S,willdeterm ine the ax-

iallibration frequency,a frequency characteristic ofthe

short-tim eexpansion fortheorientation correlation func-

tion (see Eq.(27c)).Hence,there isa close analogy be-

tween thesetofEqs.(6a)and (8)and thesetofdensity

plus m om entum current correlators whose ratio deter-

m ines the isotherm alsound velocity c characteristic of

theinitialdecay ofthedensity correlators;cand !0 are,

to leading order,independentoftem perature.

Thecorrelation function between them asscurrentand

thetensorcurrentcom ponentshasnow to beconsidered;

itisstrictly equalto zero,whateverisq:

(_Q ij(q)jJk(q))= 0: (9)

This is due to the fact that we put the point ofrefer-

ence of each m olecule, R �, at its center-of-m ass, (see

Appendix A fora thorough discussion ofthisproperty).

The rem aining static averages between the four distin-

guished variables �(q);Ji(q);Q ij(q) and _Q ij(q) vanish

due to tim e reversalsym m etry.

B . C onstitutive Equations

The m ass conservation law relates the density to the

m om entum current:

@t�(q;t)= iqkJk(q;t): (10)

Sim ilarly,the conservation ofm om entum yields:

@tJk(q;t)= iql� kl(q;t); (11)

where � kl(q;t) denotesthe uctuating m om entum cur-

renttensor.Atlast,we can writethe trivialidentity:

@
2

tQ ij(q;t)= �Q ij(q;t); (12)

which de�nes �Q ij(q;t) as an orientationaltensor force.

In orderto close the system ,we need constitutive equa-

tionsforthem om entum currenttensor,� kl(q;t)and the

orientationaltensor force. This will be achieved here

through generalised Langevin equationswhich willintro-

duce appropriatem em ory kernels.Letus�rstintroduce

the projection operator,P :

P = jQ kl(q))
1

2S2
(Q kl(q)j

+ j_Q kl(q))
1

2
2
(_Q kl(q)j+ j�(q))

c2

m 2v2
(�(q)j

+ jJk(q))
1

m 2v2
(Jk(q)j+ O (q2); (13)

where the sum overrepeated indices is im plied. P is a

projection operatorbecause,oncethesym m etriccharac-

ter ofQ ij(q) and _Q ij(q) has been taken into account,

one can check that indeed P 2 = P . P projects onto

the subspace spanned by density,m asscurrentand the

sym m etrictracelesspartsoftheorientation and thecor-

responding current.

The tim e evolution operator,R(t)= exp(iLt),can be

exactly reform ulated as

R(t)= R(t)P +

Z t

0

R(s)P iLR 0(t� s)ds+ R
0(t); (14)

with the reduced operator R 0(t) = Q exp(iQ LQ t)Q ,

whereQ = 1� P ,and a shortproofofEq.(14)isgiven

in Appendix B.The bene�tofthisprocedure liesin the

following. The tim e evolution operator,R(t),possesses,

in addition to a non-hydrodynam ic part,long-lived hy-

drodynam ic m odes that are due to conservation laws.

Thisleadsto resonancesin the spectra,viz.the Fourier

transform softhetim ecorrelation functionsofallthedis-

tinguished variablesforsm allbutnonzero wave vectors.

Conversely,the reduced tim e evolution operator,R 0(t),

devoids the hydrodynam ic singularities and correlation

functions with R 0(t) are regular in the long-wavelength

lim it.Theproblem ofhandlingtheslow relaxationdueto

hydrodynam ic conservation laws is treated explicitly in

the low-dim ensionalsubspace ofthe distinguished vari-

ables.O n thecontrary,theslow structuralrelaxationwill

be dealtwith the help ofcorrelation functions ofR 0(t),

the second term ofthe r.h.s. ofEq. (14),which will

appear in the form ofm em ory kernels. In the spirit of

generalised hydrodynam ics,the long-wavelength proper-

tiesaredescribedproperlybykeepingthewave-vectorde-

pendencesintroduced explicitly bytheconservation laws,

whilethem em ory kernelscan beevaluated in theirlong-

wavelength lim it.

Before deriving the constitutive equations from Eq.

(14) for the m issing quantities,� ij(q;t) and �Q ij(q;t),
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som e com m ents on the structure ofthe resulting equa-

tions in the long-wavelength lim it are in order. First,

from tim ereversalsym m etry,theinstantaneouscoupling

(�rst term ofthe r.h.s. ofEq. (14)) willbe non-zero

only forvariablesofidenticaltim e-parity.Sinceboth the

m om entum currentand theorientationalforcehaveeven

tim e parity,this instantaneous part willconsist ofden-

sity and orientation only. Second,rotationalsym m etry

im pliesthatthe coupling ofirreducible tensorsofdi�er-

ent ranks is suppressed in the long-wavelength lim it by

appropriatepowersofthe wavenum ber.The dynam ical

correlatorsenjoy the sam e property,since the tim e evo-

lution does not change the rank ofa tensor. W e shall

keep only thelowestnontrivialterm sin thissm all-wave-

num berexpansion,aswasalready hinted atby keeping

only the lowest order ofthe static averages in the pre-

ceeding section.

Finally,in the second term ofthe r.h.s. ofEq. (14),

onecan letiL operateon the’bra’partoftheprojector,

P ;forinstance:

j�(q))
c2

m 2v2
(�(q)jiL = � j�(q))

c2

m 2v2
(_�(q)j

= j�(q))
c2

m 2v2
iqk(Jk(q)j; (15a)

becauseR 0(t� s)contains,on itsl.h.s,aQ = 1� P factor,

the contribution ofJk(q),and sim ilarly of _Q kl(q),are

elim inated from thissecond term and oneobtains:

P iLR
0(t� s)= � j_Q kl(q))

1

2
2
(�Q kl(q)jR

0(t� s)

+ jJk(q))
iql

m kB T
(� kl(q)jR

0(t� s): (15b)

Let’s�rsthandlethem om entum currenttensorwhich

wedecom poseinto:

� ij(q;t)= �ijp(q;t)+ �ij(q;t): (15c)

Here:

p(q;t)= [� xx(q;t)+ � yy(q;t)+ � zz(q;t)]=3 (15d)

denotes the uctuating pressure so that �ij(q;t) is a

tracelesssym m etricsecond rank tensor.M ultiplying Eq.

(14)from the rightby p(q)yields the desired Langevin

equation forthe pressureuctuation:

p(q;t) = R(t)P p(q)+

Z t

0

R(s)P iLR 0(t� s)p(q)ds

+ R 0(t)p(q): (16)

The �rst term represents an instantaneous coupling to

the distinguished variablesofthe projector.The second

yieldsa retarded coupling and the lastterm isa rapidly

uctuating term that we shallcall’noise’,i.e. which is

uncorrelated foralltim esto the distinguished variables.

Hence, this term can be ignored for the evaluation of

the correlation functions ofthe distinguished variables.

Nevertheless,thesam eterm willbeusefulin establishing

the K ubo form ulae ofSection IV,which willrelate the

tim e-dependentcorrelation functionsofsom evariablesto

the m em ory kernelsofthe dynam icalequations.

In order to evaluate the �rst term of Eq. (16), we

need static correlations ofthe pressure with the distin-

guished variables.Tim e-inversion sym m etry allowsnon-

vanishing correlationsonly with the density and theori-

entationaltensor.Sincerotationalinvarianceim plies:

(�ij(q)j�(q))= O (q2); (17a)

one can evaluate (�(q);p(q)) by using the conservation

ofm om entum ,Eq. (11),and Eq. (5),up to term s of

orderO (q2):

(�(q)jp(q))iqk = (�(q)jp(q))iql�kl

= (�(q)jiql� kl(q))= (�(q)j_Jk(q))

= � (_�(q)jJk(q))= iql(Jl(q)jJk(q))

= iqkm
2
v
2
: (17b)

Thisyields:

(�(q)jp(q))= m
2
v
2 + O (q2): (17c)

Conversely,rotationalinvariance im plies,sim ilarly to

Eq. (7), that (p(q)jQ ij(q)) = O (q2). Collecting the

term sappearingin P ,thelong-wavelengthinstantaneous

coupling isthen sim ply given by:

R(t)P p(q)= c
2
�(q;t): (18)

Let’s turn now to the retarded couplings. From Eq.

(15b), one has to consider only the couplings of p(q)

with _Q kl(q)and with Jk(q),and thesecouplingsinvolve

(�Q kl(q)jR
0(t� s)jp(q)) and (�kl(q)jR

0(t� s)jp(q)). As
�Q kl(q) is tracelesswhile � kl(q) is not,the �rstterm is

O (q2)while the second isoforderunity. Consequently,

to lowest order in q,we need to consider only the re-

tarded coupling to Jk(q). It is convenientto introduce

the long-wavelength pressurecorrelatorin the form :

(pjR 0(t)jp)
n

kB T
= �b(t): (19)

(Here,and in the restofthe paper,om itting the wave-

num berdependence indicatesthatthe quantity isto be

evaluated forq ! 0).

O nethusobtains:

iql(� kl(q)jR
0(t� s)jp(q))

= iqk�b(t� s)kB T=n + O (q3); (20a)

once we m ake use ofthe factthat(�kl(q)jR
0(t)jp(q)) is

oforderO (q2). Introducing Eq. (20a)into the expres-

sion ofthe retarded coupling and replacing,in Eq.(15),

Jk(q) by m nvk(q),one obtains the standard,retarded,

constitutiveequation forthe uctuating pressure:

p(q;t) = c
2
�(q;t)+ i

Z t

0

�b(t� s)qkvk(q;s)ds

+ noise; (20b)
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which isthe Fouriertransform ofthe usualequation:

� p(r;t) = � c
2
�(r;t)+

Z t

0

�b(t� s)div v(r;s)ds

+ noise: (20c)

Let us now apply the sam e technique to �ij(q),the

tracelesspartof� ij(q). M ultiplying Eq.(14)by �ij(q)

from therightyieldstheLangevin equation forthetrace-

less part ofthe m om entum current tensor. In order to

evaluate the instantaneouscouplings,one needsto com -

pute the static correlations ofthis tensor with the dis-

tinguished variables. Because ofEq. (17a) and ofthe

tim e reversalsym m etry,one is left with the sole evalu-

ation of(Q kl(q)j�ij(q)) for which neither tensorialnor

tim e reversalsym m etry constraints apply,in the long-

wavelength lim it. However from m om entum conserva-

tion:

iqj(Q kl(q)j�ij(q))= (Q kl(q)jiLJi(q))

= � (_Q kl(q)jJi(q)); (21a)

where the �rstequality iscorrectup to orderO (q2)due

to the traceless character ofQ kl(q). The r.h.s. ofEq.

(21a) is equalto zero at every order in q,Eq. (9),so

that there is no instantaneous coupling of�ij(q) with

thedistinguished variables,in theleading orderin qcon-

sidered in the presentpaper.Hence,one isleftwith the

evaluation ofthe m em ory kernel,which splits into two

parts:

-the traceless m om entum current tensor auto-

correlatorwhich,in line with Eq. (19),we write in the

form :

(�kljR
0(t)j�ij)

n

kB T
= �s(t)� ij;kl; (22)

and we call�s(t)the tim e-dependentshearviscosity,as

itcouplesthe m om entum currentto the strain rate,see

Eq.(25).

-the coupling ofthe tracelessm om entum currentwith

the corresponding orientationalforce,thatwe writeas:

�
�Q kljR

0(t)j�ij

�
1


2
= � �(t)�ij;kl: (23)

Forreasonssim ilarto thoseused in Eq.(20a):

iql(� kl(q)jR
0(t� s)j�ij(q)) (24a)

= iql(�kl(q)jR
0(t� s)j�ij(q))

= iql�s(t� s)
kB T

n
� kl;ij ; (24b)

and:

iql
Jk(q)

n
� kl;ij = im [qivj(q)+ qjvi(q)�

2

3
�ijqkvk(q)]

� � m �ij(q); (24c)

where�ij(q)isthe strain ratetensor,so that:

R(s)jJk(q))
1

m kB T
iql(� kl(q)jR

0(t� s)j�ij(q))

= � �ij(q;s)�s(t� s): (24d)

Sim ilarly:

� R(s)j_Q kl(q))
1

2
2
(�Q kl(q)jR

0(t� s)j�ij(q))

= R(s)j_Q kl(q))
1

2
� kl;ij�(t� s)

= _Q ij(q;s)�(t� s): (24e)

Then,the generalised constitutive equation for�ij(q;t)

reads:

�ij(q;t) = �

Z t

0

�s(t� s)�ij(q;s)ds

+

Z t

0

�(t� s)_Q ij(q;s)ds+ noise:(25)

Com bining Eq.(20b)and Eq.(25),oneobtains:

� ij(q;t) = �ijc
2
�(q;t)+ i�ij

Z t

0

�b(t� s)qkvk(q;s)ds

�

Z t

0

�s(t� s)�ij(q;s)ds

+

Z t

0

�(t� s)_Q ij(q;s)ds+ noise; (26)

which isexactly theFouriertransform ofEq.(3)ofPart

I,onceonehasnoted that� ij(q;t)istheoppositeofthe

stresstensor,�ij(q;t).

To derive an equation ofm otion for �Q ij(q),we again

m ake use ofEq. (14). For the instantaneous contribu-

tion,R(t)P �Q ij(q),only the term involving the orienta-

tion in theprojectorP needsto beconsidered,theother

term sdropping outfortensorialortim e-reversalsym m e-

try considerations.Since:

(Q kl(q)j�Q ij(q)) = � (_Q kl(q)j_Q ij(q))

= � 
2� kl;ij ; (27a)

R(t)P �Q ij(q)= � !
2

0Q ij(q;t); (27b)

with the axiallibration frequency:

!0 = 
=S : (27c)

The evaluation ofthe retarded couplingsproceedsalong

the sam e lines as for the m om entum current tensor.

De�ning:

(�Q kljR
0(t)j�Q ij)

1


2
= �0(t)� kl;ij ; (28a)

and:

�0=

2n

kB T
=
2n

5I
; (28b)

oneeasilyobtains,with thehelp ofEqs.(15b),and (24c):

P iLR
0(t� s)�Q ij(q) = � j_Q ij(q))�

0(t� s)

+ �0
j�ij(q))�(t� s);(28c)
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onceonehasnoted that,becauseofthetracelesscharac-

terof �Q ij(q):

(� kljR
0(t� s)j�Q ij)= (�kljR

0(t� s)j�Q ij): (28d)

Collecting the variousterm s,onethusobtains:

�Q ij(q;t) = � !
2

0Q ij(q;t)�

Z t

0

�0(t� s)_Q ij(q;s)ds

+ �0

Z t

0

�(t� s)�ij(q;s)ds

+ noise: (29)

The sam e m em ory kernel,�(t),occurs in the constitu-

tive equation for the orientationalforce, Eq. (29), as

response to a m om entum gradient,and in the equation

forthem om entum current,Eq.(25),asa reaction to an

orientationalcurrent.Thiscan beconsidered asageneral

consequenceofO nsager’sprinciple,and itappears,here,

naturally as the result ofthe use ofthe Zwanzig-M ori

form alism . Equation (29) is, as expected, the Fourier

transform ofEq. (4)ofPartI,asbriey argued in [10].

The Zwanzig-M oriform alism thus leads to the m icro-

scopic derivation ofthe equations proposed,on a phe-

nom enologicalbasis,in [1,9]. There are,nevertheless,

already two bonuses.O neistheprecisede�nitionsof� 0,

Eq. (28b),in term s ofquantities a prioriknown,and

of!0,Eq. (27c),which can be obtained from therm al

averagesof(Q ijjQ kl)and (_Q ijj_Q kl). The second bonus

istheprecisede�nitions,through R 0(t)ofthefourm em -

ory kernels,�b(t);�s(t);�(t) and �0(t),Eqs. (19,22,23)

and (28a).W eshallshow,in thenexttwo Sections,that

these expressionsallow:

-on theonehand (Section III)topreciselyde�neunder

which conditions,allthe Brillouin intensities,derived or

recalled in Part I,are positive whatever the frequency,

within the scattering m odelused in [3].

- on the other hand (Section IV) to show, through

K ubo’sform ulae,thatthesekernelscan,directly orindi-

rectlydependingon which oneisconsidered,bem easured

ascorrelation functionsofq! 0 dynam icalvariables.

III. T H E O N SA G ER R ELA T IO N S A N D T H E

P O SIT IV EN ESS O F T H E SP EC T R A

A . Sum m ary ofthe light scattering results ofPart I

In PartI,[3],m aking use ofthe equationsofm otions

(Eqs. (10),(11),(26)and (29)),we gave an expression

fortheintensity oftheVV light-scattering spectrum un-

dertheassum ption thattheuctuationsofthedielectric

tensorcould be written asthe linearcom bination:

�ij(q)= a�ij�(q)+ bQij(q): (30)

Takingtheconvention thattheLaplacetransform off(t)

would be f(!) = LT[f(t)](!) = i
R
1

0
dtf(t)exp(� i!t),

this intensity was expressed (see Eq. 36, Part I) in

term s ofallthe quantities de�ned in Section II,and of

hjQ 0
? ? 0j

2i = S2,see Eq. (6a). Using Eqs. (27c) and

(28b)which relate!0;�
0;
 and S,theresultobtained in

PartIcan be castinto the form [19]:

IV V (q;!)=
1

!
Im

(

�
4b2

3


2

D (!)

+ q2
�

a+
2b�0

3m n
r(!)

�2

m
2
v
2
PL (q;!)

)

; (31a)

wherePL (q;!)isthe longitudinalphonon propagator:

PL (q;!)
�1 = !

2
� q

2
c
2
� q

2
!�L (!)=m n; (31b)

with:

�L (!) = �b(!)+
4

3
[�s(!)�

�0

!
D (!)r(!)2]

� kL (!)�
4

3

�0

!
D (!)r(!)2

� �b(!)+
4

3
�T (!); (31c)

D (!)= !
2

0 + !�0(!)� !
2
; (32)

r(!)=
!�(!)

D (!)
: (33)

�T (t),de�ned through the lastline ofEq.(31c)iswhat

weshallcallthe transverseviscosity.

Sim ilarly,the expression for the intensity ofthe VH

light-scatteringspectrum ,already derived in [1,9]within

the sam e m odel,wasrecalled in PartI(Eq. (48));with

the presentnotations,itreads:

IV H (q;!)=
b2

!
Im

(

� 
2

D (!)

+ q2
�
�0r(!)

m n

�2

cos2
�

2
m

2
v
2
PT (q;!)

)

; (34a)

where� isthe scattering angleand:

PT (q;!)
�1 = !

2
� q

2
!�T (!)=m n (34b)

isthe transversephonon propagator.Itisconvenientto

separate out the angular contribution in Eq. (34a) by

rewriting itin the form :

IV H (q;!)= b
2

�

sin2
�

2
IB D (!)+ cos2

�

2
IT (q;!)

�

;

(34c)

with:

IB D (!)=
1

!
Im

�
� 
2

D (!)

�

; (34d)
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IT (q;!) =
1

!
Im

(

� 
2

D (!)

+ q2m 2
v
2

�
�0r(!)

m n

�2

PT (q;!)

)

:(34e)

B . N ecessary conditions on the m em ory kernels

In thepresentpartofSection III,weshow som egeneral

properties of the four m em ory kernels �b(t);�s(t);�(t)

and �0(t)thatcan be derived from theirm icroscopicex-

pressions. These properties are ofinterest for the light

scattering spectra and,in particular,they aresuch that,

when ful�lled,the spectra arepositive whateverthe fre-

quency and the ratio b=a ofEq.(30).

Firstly,from their de�nitions,Eqs. (19,22,23,28a),

one checks that the m em ory kernels are realand have

even tim eparity.Furtherm ore,by taking thespeciallin-

earcom binations:

�20 = [2�zz � �xx � �yy]=
p
12; (35a)

Q 0 = [2Q zz � Qxx � Qyy]=
p
12; (35b)

�s(t) and �0(t) can be written as auto-correlation func-

tionssim ilarto �b(t):

�s(t) =
n

kB T
(�20jR

0(t)j�20); (36a)

�0(t) =
1


2
(�Q 0jR

0(t)j�Q 0): (36b)

ThustheLaplace-transform softhem em ory kernelshave

the usualproperties described,e.g.,in [11,12,13](see

also Appendix C).In particular, this Appendix shows

that these Laplace transform s are analytic in the lower

com plex halfplaneand thatthe inequalities:

Im �b(!)� 0; (37a)

Im �s(!)� 0; (37b)

Im �0(!)� 0; (37c)

hold forallcom plex ! with Im ! < 0.

The m ixed correlation function:

� 
2�(t)= (�Q 0jR
0(t)j�20); (38a)

can beread asan o�-diagonalelem entofthem atrix cor-

relatorbuilton �Q 0 and �20.Sincethe im aginary partof

the Laplacetransform ofthism atrix ispositivesem idef-

inite (see Appendix C,Eq.(C6)),one obtains,with the

help ofEq.(28b),the inequality:

[Im �s(!)][Im �
0(!)]� �0[Im �(!)]2 � 0; (38b)

for all! in the lower com plex half-plane. The system

ofinequalities Eqs. (37,38b)is a generalisation ofO n-

sager’s relations to �nite frequencies: from the m icro-

scopic approach,one obtainsthatthe im aginary partof

the m atrix ofkinetic coe�cients is positive de�nite for

any frequency.

Let us m ention one useful consequence. First by

Fourierback-transform :

�0
�(t)2 = �0

�Z
d!

�
cos(!t)Im �(!)

�2

� �0
�Z

d!

�
jIm �(!)j

�2

�

�Z
d!

�
Im �0(!)

� �Z
d!

�
Im �s(!)

�

;(38c)

wherein thelastlineweused Eq.(38b).Thelastrelation

im pliesthatthetranslation-rotation couplingisbounded

by:

�0
�(t)2 � �s(t= 0)�0(t= 0): (38d)

C . Positiveness ofthe light scattering spectra and

further relations

The four inequalities,Eqs. (37,38b),turn out to be

su�cientto provethatthe light-scattering spectra,Eqs.

(31a)and (34a),arepositiveforanyfrequency.Theproof

willbe given for realfrequencies only since the algebra

greatly sim pli�es. By sim ilar m ethods,one can extend

the proofto hold for allfrequencies in the lower com -

plex half-plane. Let us �rst recallthat ifA is a sym -

m etric com plex m atrix,then one can write Im (A �1 )=

� [Im A + (ReA )(Im A )�1 (ReA )]�1 .IfIm A isapositive

de�nite m atrix,one proves that (ReA )(Im A )�1 (ReA )

hasthe sam e property,so that� Im (A�1 )isalso a pos-

itive de�nite m atrix;in particular,itsdiagonalelem ents

are positive [20]. Letus now m ake use ofthis property

toprovethepositivenessofthespectra,startingwith the

VH spectrum written asEq.(34c).

First:

IB D (!)=
!20Im �

0(!)

[!2
0
� !2 + !Re�0(!)]2 + [!Im �0(!)]2

;(39a)

so thatIB D (!)isalwayspositive. Second,considerthe

m atrix:

�
FT (q;!)=


2� �

� !2CT (q;!)=(m
2v2q2)

�

=

�

�
!D (!) q
!�(!)=(m v)

q
!�(!)=(m v) � ! + q2�s(!)=m n

��1

:(39b)

(here the m atrix elem ents we are not interested in are

abbreviated by asterisks). O ne checks that,for real!,

the im aginary partofthe m atrix on the r.h.sispositive

de�nite:indeed,itsdiagonalelem entsare positive (Eqs.
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37b,37c) while the corresponding 2 � 2 determ inant is

proportionalto the l.h.s. ofEq. (38b). Consequently,

so does the im aginary part ofthe l.h.s. ofEq. (39b).

In particular,thediagonalelem entson theleft-hand side

arepositive.Aftersom ealgebra one�ndsthat:

Im FT (q;!) = IT (q;!); (39c)

Im CT (q;!) =
q2m 2v2

!
Im PT (q;!): (39d)

Asboth IB D (!)and IT (q;!)are positive whatever!

real,thedepolarised light-scatteringspectrum ,Eq.(34c)

isalwayspositive. Also,from the form ofPT (q;!),Eq.

(34b), the sign of Im PT (q;!) is the sam e as that of

�T (!);thisim plies:

Im �T (!)� 0: (39e)

Thus,in spite ofitsintricate expression,Eq. (31c),one

can provethatIm �T (!)isalwayspositive,aresultwhich

will be obtained again through the G reen-K ubo tech-

nique in Section IV.

Forthepolarised spectrum ,letusconsiderthesim ilar

m atrix:
�

FL (q;!)=

2 !G L(q;!)=(
m vq)

!G L(q;!)=(
m vq) ! 2CL (q;!)=(m
2v2q2)

�

=

�

2

6
4

!D (!)
p
4=3q


!�(!)
m v

p
4=3q


!�(!)
m v

c
2
q
2
� !

2

! +
q
2
kL (!)
m n

3

7
5

�1

:

(40a)

Again,the im aginary partofthe m atrix on the r.h.sof

Eq. (40a)is positive de�nite;its diagonalelem ents are

positive,Eqs.(37),while the corresponding 2� 2 deter-

m inantisproportionalto:

[Im �0(!)][Im �b(!)+
4

3
Im �s(!)]�

4

3
�0[Im �(!)]2 :

(40b)

This term is also positive,because ofEqs. (38b) and

(37a,37c).Explicitevaluation oftheinverseofthem atrix

on the r.h.s.ofEq.(40a)yields:

Im FL (q;!) =
3

!
Im

n
� 
2

3D (!)

+ q2
�
2

3

�0r(!)

m n

�2

m
2
v
2
PL (q;!)

o

;(40c)

Im G L (q;!)=

p
3

!
q
2
m

2
v
2
Im

�
2

3

�0r(!)

m n
PL (q;!)

�

;

(40d)

Im CL (q;!)=
q2m 2v2

!
Im PL (q;!): (40e)

Sincetheim aginary partofthem atrix on thel.h.s.of

Eq.(40a)ispositivede�nite,thisisalso trueforthem a-

trix whoseelem entsareFL (q;!);G L (q;!)and CL (q;!).

In consequence:

IL (q;!) = a
2
Im CL (q;!)+

2
p
3
abIm G L(q;!)

+
b2

3
Im FL (q;!)� 0: (40f)

Since

IV V (q;!)= b
2
IB D (!)+ IL (q;!); (40g)

theVV spectrum ,Eq.(31a),ispositive,whatevera and

b. [Note that the sam e technique could be applied to

the HH spectrum ,Eq.(43)ofPartI,to provethatitis

also positive,whatever the scattering angle.] Equation

(40e) can also be used to prove that Im �L (!) > 0,a

conclusion which already resulted from Eqs. (39e) and

(37a).LetusstressthatthepositivenessofIV V (q;!)for

any !,whateverq,isnotatrivialresultasIL (q;!)isthe

sum ofa q-independent term ,proportionalto IB D (!),

and ofa q-dependentterm .O necould naively think that

IV V (q;!)could bealwayspositiveonly ifthesam ewould

betrueforthisq-dependentterm .Figure3 ofPartI,[3]

showsthatthisisnotthecase.In fact,though Eq.(38b)

doesnotinvokeq,itinsuresthatIm �0(!)islargeenough,

whatever!,forthe sum ofthe two term sofIL (q;!)to

be positive,independently ofthe value ofq. A sim ilar

argum entholdsforthe IV H (q;!)spectrum .

IV . T H E G R EEN -K U B O A P P R O A C H T O T H E

M EM O R Y K ER N ELS

A . P relim inary R em arks

The com parison between m easured Brillouin spectra

and their predicted intensities (Eqs. 31a and 34a)

requires the knowledge of the four m em ory kernels

�b(t);�s(t);�(t)and �
0(t).Although m icroscopicallywell

de�ned, those cannot be evaluated exactly, so that in

practice,they are frequently taken asem pirical�tfunc-

tions. W hereasthe correctm em ory kernelsare guaran-

teed toreectalltherestrictionsofthecorrelated m otion

ofthetranslationaland orientationaldegreesoffreedom ,

i.e.autom atically ful�lltherelations,Eqs.(37a,37b,37c)

and (38b),thisneedsnotbetruefortheseem piricalfunc-

tions. Hence,one hasto carefully choose their param e-

tersso thattheserelationsareful�lled.

A possibleinterm ediateapproach consistsin obtaining

inform ation on thosem em ory kernelsthrough M D calcu-

lationsofsom e realistic m odelofthe supercooled liquid

under consideration. Because the m em ory kernels are

q! 0 lim itsofcorrelation functionsofspeci�cvariables,

they can,in principle,be com puted from these M D cal-

culations.Yet,these kernels,Eqs.(19,22,23)and (28a),

are written in term s ofthe reduced operatorR 0(t). As
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the latter has no easy form ulation,this apparently re-

ducesdrastically thevalueofthepreceeding rem ark.W e

show,in the present Section,that the m icroscopic ap-

proach ofSection IIallowsforthe determ ination ofex-

pressionsof�b(t),and �T (t),thebulk and transversevis-

cosities,which coincide with the usualG reen-K ubo for-

m ulae:they can bedirectlydeterm ined asthecorrelation

functionsofvariablesaccessiblein a M D calculation.

Conversely,no such directdeterm ination of�0(t)and

�(t) is possible; their Laplace transform s, can be ob-

tained through the com putation of the Laplace trans-

form s of the correlation functions of other dynam ical

variables but the determ ination of�0(!) and �(!) will

be ratherindirect,aswe shallsee;fortechnicalreasons,

weshallstartwith thissecond aspectand willturn,later

on,to the determ ination ofthe viscosity kernels.

Letus startby recalling that,in Eq. (29),the ’noise

term ’isequalto R 0(t)�Q ij(q)so thatonecan rewritethis

equation as:

R
0(t)�Q 0(q) = �Q 0(q;t)+ !

2

0Q 0(q;t)

+

Z t

0

�0(t� s)_Q 0(q;s)ds

� �0
Z t

0

�(t� s)�0(q;s)ds; (41a)

with:

�0(q)= [2�zz(q)� �xx(q)� �yy(q)]=
p
12: (41b)

W hen com puting �(t) or �0(t) through Eqs. (23,28a),

the q ! 0 lim it is taken, and �0(q) is O (q) (see Eq.

(24c));the lastterm ofEq.(41a)m ay thusbe dropped.

M ultiplying both sidesofEq.(41a),from theleft,by �Q 0,

perform ing a therm alaverage and a Laplace transform

yields:

� 
2�0(!) = LT[(�Q 0jR
0(t)j�Q 0)](!)

= (!20 + !�0(!)� !
2)LT[(Q 0(t)j�Q 0)](!)

+ [! � �0(!)](Q 0j�Q 0): (42a)

As(�Q 0jQ 0)= � (_Q 0j_Q 0)= � 
2,the 
2�0(!)dropsout

ofEq. (42a): �0(!) is not directly determ ined by con-

sidering the ’noise term ’: its indirect determ ination is

neverthelesspossible through Eq.(42a)as:

LT[(Q 0(t)j�Q )](!)=
!
2

D (!)
: (42b)

The l.h.s. ofEq. (42b) can be obtained from the cor-

relation ofQ 0(t)with �Q 0. Nevertheless,itissim plerto

write:

LT[(Q 0(t)j�Q 0)](!)= LT[(�Q 0(t)jQ 0)](!)

= � !
2
LT[(Q 0(t)jQ 0)](!)+ !(Q 0jQ 0): (42c)

Eqs.(42b,42c)can be recastinto the form :

LT[(Q 0(t)jQ 0)](!)=
S2

!

�

1�
!20

D (!)

�

: (42d)

The fancy technique we have just used sim ply recovers

Eq. (34) of Part I which was directly obtained from

the phenom enologicalequations ofm otion. The latter

havebeen m icroscopically derived in Section II,and this

derivation im plied the neglect of the noise term term

R 0(t).Theabovegiven proofofEq.(42d)can beconsid-

ered asa consistency check fortheuseofthe’noiseterm ’

to derive valuable results,a technique we shallnow use

to deriveusefulexpressionsfor�b(t)and �T (t).

Before doing that, let us m ultiply the q ! 0 lim it

ofEq. (41a),on the left, by �20. Perform ing sim ilar

m anipulationsasabove,oneobtains:

� 
2�(!) = LT[(�20jR
0(t)j�Q 0)](!)

= D (!)LT[(Q 0(t)j�20)](!)

� [! � �0(!)](�20jQ 0); (43a)

where (�20jQ 0) is equalto zero,due to Eqs. (21a)and

(9).Thisyields:

�(!)= �
D (!)


2
LT[(Q 0(t)j�20)](!); (43b)

or,equivalently:

r(!)= �
!


2
LT[(Q 0(t)j�20)](!): (43c)

It should be noted that r(!)=! is oforder O (!�3 ) for

frequencies! � !0;thisisconsistentwith the’sum rule’

associated with (Q 0j�20)= 0.r(!)isthefunction which

couplesthe (longitudinaland transverse)phonon propa-

gatorto the lightscattering m echanism via the orienta-

tionalpartoftheseexcitations,seeEqs.(31a)and (34a).

Equation (43c)showsthatr(t)can be directly obtained

asthetim ederivativeofthecorrelation function ofQ 0(t)

with �20,butthat�(t)isnotdirectly accessible;itcan

beobtained only oncer(!)and D (!)�1 havebeen deter-

m ined by the M D calculation.

B . Expressions of�T (t)and �b(t)as tim e correlation

functions

Let us now use the sam e ’noise term ’ technique to

express �T (t) and �b(t) as auto-correlation functions of

som e dynam icalvariables. The ’noise term ’ofEq. (25)

isequaltoR 0(t)�20(q),and,in thesam eq! 0lim it,this

equation sim pli�esinto:

R
0(t)�20 = �20(t)�

Z t

0

�(t� s)_Q 0(s)ds: (44a)

M ultiplying thisequation from the leftby �20,and per-

form ing the sam e m anipulations as before yields,with

the help ofEq.(22):

kB T

n
�s(!) = LT[(�20(t)j�20)](!)

� �(!)f!LT[(Q0(t)j�20)](!)� (Q0j�20)g:

(44b)
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Using Eqs. (43b),(21a)and (9),Eq. (44b) transform s

into:

�s(!)=
n

kB T
LT[(�20(t)j�20)](!)+

�0

!

[!�(!)]
2

D (!)
: (44c)

From the de�nition of�T (t), Eq. (31c),this equation

reads:

�T (t)=
n

kB T
(�20(t)j�20): (44d)

Equation (44d) is the link between the usual Navier-

Stokesapproach to the dynam ics ofsupercooled liquids

and the m ost sophisticated approach ofthe present se-

ries of papers, which takes explicitly into account the

rotationalm otion ofthe m olecules (the usualapproach

is recovered by form ally putting �(t) � 0). �T (!) (see

Eq. (34b)) is the m em ory function which governs the

transverse phonon propagator: within the G reen-K ubo

form alism ofEq. (44d),thistransverse viscosity ispro-

portionalto the correlation ofthe traceless part ofthe

stress tensor, �20, independently of the existence of a

rotation-translation coupling. In other words,the pure

center-of-m ass viscosity, �s(t), is not the quantity di-

rectly m easured by the correlation function of�20:�s(t)

m ust be deduced from the sim ultaneous determ ination

of�T (!);r(!)and D (!),quantitieswhich can allbeob-

tained,at least in principle,as correlation functions of

som e properly chosen variables,as we have just shown.

Equation (44d)also provesdirectly,see Eq. (39e),that

Im �T (!)isalwayspositive,being the Fouriertransform

ofa auto-correlation function.

The sam e type oftechnique can be used to determ ine

�b(t).In the q! 0 lim it,Eq.(20b)reads:

R
0(t)p = p(t)� c

2
�(t)= R(t)[p� �(�jp)=(�j�)]; (45a)

once Eqs. (4) and (17c) have been taken into account,

or:

R
0(t)p = R(t)Q np: (45b)

Equation (45b)introducesthevariableQ np,which isthe

partofthe pressure which is orthogonalto the density.

Becauseoftheexistenceofa Q operatoron thelefthand

side ofR 0(t)(see Appendix B)which projectsoutthe �

variable:

(Q npjR
0(t)= (pjR 0(t): (45c)

Thus,Eq.(19)can be written as:

�b(t)=
n

kB T
(Q np(t)jQ np): (45d)

Equation (45d)istheanalogoftheG reen-K uboform ula-

tion ofthe bulk viscosity within the usualNavier-Stokes

form alism :asthe rotation-translation coupling doesnot

playarolein thebulkviscosity,thisusualform ulation re-

m ainsexactin them oresophisticated presentapproach.

Hereacom m entisin order.Sincewedid notdealwith

energy uctuationsin theprojector,thecorrelation func-

tion �b(t) decays to a non-zero constant even for tim es

m uch larger than the structuralrelaxation tim e. It is

thereforeconvenientto de�nea new correlation function

~�b(t)thatvanishesatlong tim esby an appropriatesub-

traction. O ne can work out the constant from therm o-

dynam icconsiderationsand �nd:

�b(t)= ~�b(t)+ m n(~c2 � c
2); (46)

where ~cisthe adiabaticsound velocity.Forthe Laplace

transform sthisim pliesthe relation:

!�b(!)= !~�b(!)+ m n(~c2 � c
2): (47)

In allcorrelationfunctionsconsidered sofar,thebulkvis-

cosity appeared only via thelongitudinalphonon propa-

gator.Using the preceeding equation PL (q;!)reads:

PL (q;!)
�1 = !

2
� ~c2q2 �

q2!

m n
[~�b(!)+

4

3
�T (!)]; (48)

which shows that the adiabatic sound velocity governs

thepropagation oflongitudinalphonons.Tosim plify no-

tations,in therem ainingpartofthepaper,weshalldrop

thetildeagain and treatcastheadiabaticsound velocity

and �b(t)asdecaying to zero forlong tim es.

V . C O M PA R ISO N W IT H P R EV IO U S

T H EO R ET IC A L A P P R O A C H ES

A . Introduction

The discussions perform ed in [1]and [9]have m ade

clear that the set ofEqs. (26) and (29) are convenient

toolsto describethelightscatteringspectra ofm olecular

liquids,in their norm aland in their supercooled states,

when thoseequationsaresupplem ented by thedielectric

m odelofEq. (30). Indeed assoon asthe fourm em ory

functions�b(t);�s(t);�(t)and �
0(t)arem im icked by rea-

sonablydecreasingfunctions(characterised,interalia,by

relaxationtim es,�,thatincreasewith decreasingtem per-

ature)them ostcharacteristicfeaturesoftheVH spectra

can be described:

-Theback scatteringspectrum ism ostly characterised

by a broad high-frequency libration m ode,in thevicinity

of a frequency !0=2�, and by a low-frequency central

m ode,the line width ofwhich decreases upon cooling.

Both features can be approxim ately reproduced by Eq.

(34d) with the help ofthe expression ofD (!) given by

Eq.(32),assoon asa reasonable�0(!)ischosen.

-The shape ofthe q-dependentpartofthe VH spec-

trum has been discussed in detailin [1]. It was shown

thatEqs.(34a)and (34b)allowed toadequately describe

the existence ofa Rytov dip [14]in a norm alm olecular

liquid,thisdip being a very narrow centralpeak,wave-

num ber and scattering-angle dependent, which is sub-

tracted from the m uch broadercentralm ode. This dip
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appearsin thehigh-tem peratureregim ewhen,forallthe

frequencies ofthe centralm ode,!� � 1. The !� � 1

regim e,which ischaracterised by the appearance ofthe

Brillouin spectrum ofa transverse propagative m ode,is

also welldescribed by these equations,provided reason-

ably decreasing functions are also taken for the three

rem aining m em ory functions. In particular,the trans-

verse sound velocity,characterised by the plateau value

of!�T (!)atfrequencies1 � !� � !0� isdecreased by

the coupling ofthe m olecular orientation to the trans-

versephonon through �(!)2.Finally,in view oftheform

of�L (!),see Eq. (31c),the sam e is true for the sound

velocity ofthe longitudinalphonons.

In this Section, we shall com pare the results which

can be obtained through Eqs. (26)and (29)with those

resulting from the two otherpapers(orseriesofpapers)

alreadym entioned which m akeuse,in di�erentways,ofa

M ori-Zwanzigtechniqueto describetheliquid dynam ics.

B . T he A ndersen-Pecora approach

The Anderson and Pecora approach [4]wasonly used

to study the VH spectrum ofa m olecularliquid athigh

tem perature [21]. Indeed, their work was devoted to

the explanation ofthe Rytov dip [14]; and their anal-

ysism ade use ofa dielectric uctuation m odelidentical

to the one ofthe presentpaper.

In the work ofAndersen and Pecora,the m ass den-

sity,the m asscurrentand a second-rank tensorpropor-

tionalto Q ij werethe sole’slow variables’ofthe theory,

within theusualZwanzig-M oridistinction between ’slow’

and ’fast’variables. In other words,they im plicitly as-

sum ed that _Q ij had a m uch faster dynam ics than Q ij,

so thatthe form ercould be treated on the sam e footing

astheotherfastvariables.Furtherm ore,they perform ed

a M arkov approxim ation on alltheretarded interactions

thatneeded to betaken into account,which isequivalent

to taking the !� � 1 lim itofthe corresponding kernels.

A sum m ary ofthe result oftheir theory,within this

M arkov approxim ation, can be found in the book of

Berne and Pecora [12]. The corresponding equations

read,with notationsadapted to the presentpaper:

�ij(q;t)= � �0011�ij(q;t)� i�012Q ij(q;t); (49)

_Q ij(q;t)= � i�021�ij(q;t)� �22Q ij(q;t): (50)

Here,the kinetic coe�cients� 00

11;�22 arerealquantities,

whereas �012;�
0

21 are purely im aginary,and are related

by O nsager’s principle. Equation (49) m akes it clear

that �ij(q;t) depends, here, linearly on Q ij(q;t), and

not on its tim e derivative,as is the case in Eq. (25),

whileEq.(50)doesnotcontain a second tim ederivative

ofQ ij(q;t),contrary to Eq.(29).

Theform oftheZwanzig-M oritechnique,seeEq.(14),

used in thepresentpaperallowsto derivepreciseexpres-

sionsforthethreerelaxation kernelsassociated with the

variablesoftheproblem (tim edependentgeneralisations

of�0011;�
0

12 and �22),in term sofareduced tim eevolution

operator. Calculating from the corresponding equations

ofm otion the VH spectrum and com paring the results

with Eqs.(34d,34e),onecanexpressthethreeAndersen-

Pecora kernelsas functions of�s(!);�(!);�
0(!);�0 and

!0. O ne can thus study their !� � 1 and !� � 1

regim es. This study willshow that the !� � 1 lim it

gives reasonable results,which are,as expected,in line

with the Andersen-Pecora M arkov approxim ation.Con-

versely,the!� � 1 lim ityieldsa com plicated behaviour

forthe sam e three kernelswhich cannotbe easily m od-

eled.Thiswillm akethe Andersen-Pecora m ethod inap-

propriateforthestudy ofa m olecularsupercooled liquid,

asweshallnow see.

Indeed,using the sam etechniqueasin Section II,one

can derive the equations ofm otion related to � ij(q;t)

and Q ij(q;t) when one restricts the variables to the

Anderson-Pecora set. This m eans that, e.g. the pro-

jection operatorP ofEq.(13)hasbeen replaced by:

P̂ = jQ kl(q))
1

2S2
(Q kl(q)j+ j�(q))

c2

m 2v2
(�(q)j

+ jJk(q))
1

m 2v2
(Jk(q)j: (51)

P̂ leadsto the new orthogonalprojector Q̂ = 1� P̂,in

term s ofwhich a new reduced tim e evolution operator

R̂(t) can be de�ned. O ne then �nds that the equation

for p(q;t), Eq. (20b), is not m odi�ed, except for the

change ofR 0(t)into R̂ 0(t),which form ally changes�b(t)

into �̂b(t).Evaluating thecorrespondingG reen-K ubo re-

lation revealsthat �̂b(t)= �b(t).Since the pressureuc-

tuationsareirrelevantfortheVH spectrum discussed in

[4],we do notdiscussfurtherthose aspects.Conversely,

the equation for�ij(q;t)now turnsoutto be:

�ij(q;t) = �

Z t

0

�̂s(t� s)�ij(q;s)ds

+

Z t

0

�(t� s)Qij(q;s)ds+ noise;(52)

�̂s(t)being the com plete analog of�s(t). Equation (52)

contains a linear term in Q ij(q;t),as in Eq. (49),and

notin _Q ij(q;t),aswascase forEq. (25)while the cor-

responding retarded interaction isexpressed by:

(_Q ijĵR
0(t)j�kl)

1

S2
= � �(t)�ij;kl; (53)

where _Q ij and �kl are respectively odd and even with

respectto tim einversion;thus�(t)isan odd function of

t,contrary to allthem em ory functionsconsidered up to

now in the present paper. The m ost im portant change

arises,nevertheless,from the fact that the equation of

m otion forQ ij(q;t)hasto be derived from :

@tQ ij(q;t)= _Q ij(q;t); (54)



12

an equation which replacesEq.(12).A calculation sim i-

larin every respectto theoneperform ed below Eq.(26)

yields:

_Q ij(q;t) = �
�0

!2
0

Z t

0

�(t� s)�ij(q;s)ds

�

Z t

0

M (t� s)Qij(q;s)ds+ noise;(55)

with:

(_Q ijĵR
0(t)j_Q kl)

1

S2
= M (t)� ij;kl: (56)

Equations (52) and (55) are, obviously, the non-

M arkovian form ofEqs.(49)and (50).Ignoring tem per-

ature uctuations,the previousrelationsare exact,and

allow usto relatethe m em ory kernelsM (!);�̂s(!);�(!)

to the onesalready used in thispaperby deriving from

Eqs. (52,55),through the sam e m ethods asused in [1],

theexpression oftheVH spectrum and com paringitwith

Eq.(48)ofPartI.ForM (!),thiscan bedoneby sim ply

com puting the correlation function ofQ ? ? 0 which isre-

sponsibleforthepureback-scatteringspectrum (seePart

Ifora de�nition ofthegeom etry used).Solving Eq.(55)

in thissim ple caseyields:

LT[(Q ? ? 0(q;t)jQ ? ? 0(q))](!)=
S2

! � M (!)
: (57)

Com parison with Eq.(34)ofPartI,with thehelp ofEq.

(6a),leadsto the relation between �0(!)and M (!):

M (!)=
!20

! � �0(!)
: (58)

In orderto gain som einsightinto theM arkov approx-

im ation,a priorivalid athigh tem peratures,let us dis-

cussthepropertiesofM (!)upon coolingthesystem .To

sim plify thediscussion,weconsidera M axwellm odelfor

�0(!):

�0(!)= i +
i�20�

1+ i!�
; (59)

which m im ics its frequency dependence for frequencies

m uch lower than typical liquid frequencies, i.e. for

! � !0. Then,allthe fast processes are hidden in a

weakly tem perature-dependentbackground,i,whereas

the tem perature-sensitive structuralrelaxation is m od-

eled by a decreasing exponential in the tim e dom ain,

corresponding to a tem perature insensitive am plitude,

�20, and a relaxation tim e, �, that increases by orders

ofm agnitudeupon supercooling the liquid.

Athigh tem perature,i.e. for!� � 1,underthe pos-

sibleconditions!;;!0 � �20�,which sim ply im ply that

even at high tem peratures �20� is substantially larger

than the width ofthe centralpeak,Eq. (34d),one ob-

tains:

M (!)’ i
!20

�2
0
�
: (60)

ThisistheAndersen-Pecoraresultin itsM arkov approx-

im ation M (!) = i�22 with �22 � ��1 . Conversely,at

low tem perature,and underthe sam e conditions,M (!)

willbe approxim ated by:

M (!)’
� !20!

�2
0
+ i!

’ �
!20!

�2
0

; (61)

atlow frequencies,M (!)isa realquantity proportional

to ! and independent ofthe relaxation tim e. The van-

ishing ofthe im aginary partofM (!)atlow frequencies

im plies that the area ofM (t) cancels at low tem pera-

tures. W hereas the shape ofM (t) is clearly m odelde-

pendent,the cancellation ofareas ofM (t) is a general

featureofsupercooled liquids.Contrary to �0(t),thereis

no step processin M (t)with a divergingtim escaleupon

cooling. It is thus fruitless to try to m odelthe tem po-

ralevolution ofM (t) since the com m on features ofan

increasing structuralrelaxation tim e are m asked in this

approach.

W e can sim ilarly evaluate the Andersen-Pecora m em -

ory kernels �̂s(!),and �(!)by solving the dynam icsfor

the variable Q ? k(q;t) that also contributes to the VH

scattering.Using the m ethodsof[1],oneobtains:

LT[(Q ? k(q;t)jQ ? k(q))](!)=
S2

! � M (!)

�

�
�0

m n!2
0

�(!)

! � M (!)

�2
q2m 2v2

! � q2�T (!)=m n
; (62)

with the transverseviscosity given by:

�T (!)= �̂s(!)�
�0

!2
0

�(!)2

! � M (!)
: (63)

A com parison between thesecond term ofther.h.sofEq.

(62)and Eq. (34e)yields the relation between the two

setsofm em ory kernels:

�(!)= � i
!20�(!)

! � �0(!)
= � i�(!)M (!); (64)

�̂s(!) = �s(!)+
�0�(!)2

! � �0(!)

= �s(!)+
�0

!2
0

�(!)2M (!): (65)

The high-tem perature lim it ofM (!),Eq. (60),yields,

with a Debyem odelfor�(!)and �s(!),theM arkov lim -

itsobtained in [4]: �(!)becom esan im aginary num ber

independent of�, while �̂s(! ! 0) is the sum oftwo

term s,both im aginaryand proportionaltotherelaxation

tim e. O ne originatesfrom �s(! ! 0),while the second,

negative,is the ! ! 0 lim it of�0�(!)2M (!)=!20; this

explainswhy,in the Andersen-Pecora approach,the vis-

cosity,� i�s(! ! 0),isthe sum oftwo positiveterm s.

Conversely,the di�culty of an a priorim odeling of

M (!)transfersto the two otherm em ory kernels,�̂s(!)
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and �(!).Thisexplainswhy ana��vem odelingby sim ple,

Debye-like,relaxationfunctions,consistentboth with the

high-tem perature M arkov resultsand the di�erenttim e

reversalsym m etriesofthekernels,isunableto yield cor-

rectphysicalresultsin thesupercooledregim e.Appendix

D shows,indeed,thatthe low-tem peraturelim itofsuch

an attem ptleadsto the existenceoftransversepropaga-

tivem odescoupled tom olecularorientation m otions,but

thiscoupling increasesthe sound velocity instead ofde-

creasing it.

Sum m arizing this part,we have shown that a M ori-

Zwanzig procedure as applied by Andersen and Pecora

[4]allowsto deriveconstitutiveequationsthrough which

the lightscattering problem can be properly form ulated

as long the frequency dependence is kept on a form al

level.Conversely,when oneexpressesthesem em ory ker-

nelsin term softhoseobtained in Section II,onediscovers

thattheirm odelingastim e-dependentm em ory kernelsis

extrem ely di�cult. This problem can be circum vented,

ifone m odels them directly,as inspired by Eqs. (58),

(64),(65),but this procedure is equivalentto consider-

ing �0(!);�(!),and �s(!)asfundam entalquantities.

C . C om parison w ith the generalexpressions for

light scattering

The expressions for the VV and VH intensities ob-

tained in PartIand discussed again in Section IV,Eqs.

(31a)and (34a),have been obtained underthe physical

assum ption that the uctuations ofthe localdielectric

tensor,��ij(q;t),could be expressed through Eq. (30),

i.e. depend,in �rst order,only on the density and the

orientationaluctuations. Conversely, the expressions

obtained in [5]did not m ake use ofa speci�c form for

��ij(q;t). W e shallshow,in thislastpartofSection V,

thatthosetwoexpressionsare,indeed,aspecialization of

thegeneralresultsobtained in [5].W ealsodiscussthere-

spectivem eritsofthese two com plem entary approaches.

The basic idea of[5]was to express the �nite wave-

num ber uctuations ofthe dielectric tensor in term s of

the long-wavelength lim itofthe two speciallinearcom -

binations:

s00(q) = [�xx(q)+ �yy(q)+ �zz(q)]=3;

t20(q) = [2�zz(q)� �xx(q)� �yy(q)]=
p
12: (66)

W ithin the present light-scattering m odel, these two

quantitiesreduceto thecontributionsofthedensity and

the orientation uctuations,respectively:

s00(q) = a�(q); (67a)

t20(q) = bQ 0(q): (67b)

In [5],the VV spectrum wasexpressed,using notations

thathavebeen adapted to the currentpaper,as:

IV V (q;!)= Im

(

S(!)+
4

3
T (!)+

m 2v2

c2!

�
@s00

@�

� 2

T

+

�
@s00

@�

�

T

� !aV V (!)

�2 �

LT[(�(q;t)j�(q))](!)�
m 2v2

c2!

�

+ �(!)2LT[(�(q;t)j�(q))](!)

+ 2�(!)

��
@s00

@�

�

T

� !aV V (!)

�

LT[(�(q;t)j�(q))](!)

)

:(68)

Sim ilarly,the VH intensity wasexpressed as:

IV H (q;!)= Im

(

T (!)

+
q2

!
cos2

�

2
[!aV H (!)]

2
m

2
v
2
PT (q;!)

)

: (69)

The transverse phonon propagator is given directly in

term softhetransverseviscosity,�T (!),asin Eq.(34b).

As already alluded in the Introduction,the price to be

paid forthesetwo generalresultswastheintroduction of

ten frequency-dependent quantities,nam ely,the scalar

background spectrum S(!),thetensorbackground spec-

trum T (!),thetwo Pockels’coupling functions,aV V (!)

forpolarised and aV H (!)fordepolarised scattering,and

thetem peraturecoupling �(!),whilethethreehydrody-

nam ic correlation functionsrelated to the density,�(q),

and kinetic tem perature,�(q),were expressed in term s

ofthe transverse viscosity,�T (!),the longitudinalvis-

cosity,�L (!),the heat conductivity,�(!),the dynam ic

speci�c heat,cV (!), and the tension coe�cient,�(!),

respectively.The singularhydrodynam ic behaviorm an-

ifested itselfexplicitly in the three correlation functions

justm entioned.

Let us relate those quantities to the one derived in

thepresentpaperand dem onstratenum eroussim pli�ca-

tions that occur in the density-and-orientational-decay-

channels-only m odel. First,the tem perature coupling is

given by:

�(!)= �
cV (!)

cV
�
cV (!)

c0
V

!
LT[(~Qs00(t)j~Q e

P )](!)

kB T
2

; (70)

where� isa linearfunction ofthe energy uctuationsin

the q ! 0 lim itand ~Q = 1� ~P isa projection operator

orthogonalto the standard K adano�-M artin projector,
~P .Thelatterprojects,in [5],on �vevariables,�(q)and

J(q),as in the present paper,and on the tem perature

uctuations,T(q),notintroduced here,and proportional

to the energy uctuations,e(q).

~P = j�(q))
c2

m 2v2
(�(q)j+ jJk(q))

1

m 2v2
(Jk(q)j

+ jT(q))
cV

kB T
2
(T(q)j+ O (q2): (71)
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Because energy uctuations are not considered in the

present approach,� � 0. Also,s00(q) is proportional

to �(q),Eq.(67a),so that ~Q s00 = 0;�(!)� 0.

Second,in [5],the scalar and the tensor background

spectra arede�ned as:

S(!) = �
kB T

2�(!)2

!cV (!)
+
kB T

2

!cV
�
2

+ LT[(s00(t)j~Q s00)](!); (72a)

T (!) = LT[(t20(t)jt20)](!): (72b)

The preceeding resultsim ply:

S(!) � 0; (73a)

T (!) = b
2
LT[(Q 0(t)jQ 0)](!): (73b)

Third,from Eq. (67a),(@s00=@�)T = a while the dy-

nam ic Pockels’coupling functions are given,in [5],as:

aV H (!) = LT[(�20(t)jt20)](!)=m
2
v
2
; (74a)

aV V (!) =
2

3
aV H (!)+

�(!)T�(!)

!cV (!)
�
�T�

!cV

� LT[(p(t)j~Qs00)](!)=m
2
v
2
: (74b)

As�(!);� and ~Q s00 areallequalto zero,oneobtains:

aV V (!)=
2

3
aV H (!): (74c)

Let us look at the results for the VV light scattering

intensities. O ne observesthat term s involving dynam ic

correlation functionsofthekinetictem peratureevaluate

to zero. O ne is thus left with the density correlation

functionswhich,ifenergy uctuationsareignored,reads

in agreem entwith Eq.(29a)ofPartI:

LT[(�(q;t)j�(q))](!)=

m 2v2

!

�
1

c2
+

q2

!2 � q2[c2 + !�L (!)=m n]

�

: (75)

Equation (75)allowsto group the term sproportionalto

m 2v2 and oneendsup with:

IV V (q;!)= Im

(

4

3
T (!)+

a2m 2v2

c2!

+

�

a�
2

3
!aV H (!)

�2
m 2v2q2=!

!2 � q2c2 � q2!�L (!)=m n

)

;(76)

T (!)and aV H (!)being de�ned through Eqs.(73b)and

(74a),respectively. Furtherm ore in agreem entwith Eq.

(42d)and Eq.(34)ofPartI,T (!)can be written as

T (!)= b
2
S2

!

�

1�
!20

D (!)

�

; (77)

which ishereasim plede�nition of!2
0=D (!).In thesam e

m anner,from Eqs.(74a,67b,43c,28b),one obtains:

� !aV H (!)=
b�0

m n
r(!); (78)

where,sim ilarly to the case of!20=D (!);r(!) is sim ply

de�ned through theLaplacetransform of(�20(t)jt20),Eq.

(74a).O ne seesthatEq.(76)hasbeen castinto a form

identicaltoEq.(31a),whileasim ilaridenti�cation holds

between Eq.(69)and Eq.(34a).

Thereduction ofEqs.(68)and (69)to Eqs.(31a)and

(34a)showsthecom parativeinterestsoftheapproach of

[5]and ofthe presentone. The m ethod of[5]does not

depend on the system under study and allows for tem -

perature (or energy) uctuations: as soon as the scat-

tering m odel,Eq. (30),is introduced,and the energy

uctuationsareneglected,the equationsof[5]reduceto

those ofthe presentm odel,depending on fourfunctions

T (!);aV H (!);�L (!)and �T (!),which areundeterm ined

in this fram ework. Conversely,the m ore restricted ap-

proach developed in the present series of papers gives

precise de�nitions of these four quantities in term s of

m orefundam entalm em orykernels�0(!);�(!);�b(!)and

�s(!),and alsogivestherelationshipsthrough which the

four�rstfunctionsarerelated to thesecond onesvia the

constants�0 and !0 for which de�nitions can be given.

Yettherestricted approach hasitsown priceto bepaid:

one hasto startthe whole work again ifadditionalvari-

ablesneed to be introduced into the m odel.

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D FIN A L R EM A R K S

In a liquid form ed ofrigid m olecules,the dynam icsof

the system hasto take into accountboth the m otion of

the m olecularcentersofm assand the orientationalm o-

tion ofthe m olecules. In the long-wavelength lim it,the

�rstonegivesriseto thehydrodynam icm odes,to which

the orientationalm otions are partly coupled,while this

orientationaldynam icsalsogivesrisetom otionsthatare

wave-vectorindependentin thesam elim it.[1,9]and [3]

proposed aphenom enologicalsetofequationstodescribe

thiscoupled dynam icsin thecaseoflinearm olecules,and

a phenom enologicalexpression for the localuctuation

ofthedielectrictensor:thisuctuation wasexpressed in

term softhe density and orientationalvariablesentering

the dynam icalequations.

Theoriginalobjectiveofthepresentpaperwastwofold

{ onewasto providea com plete,m icroscopic,derivation

ofthesedynam icalequations;thesecond wastocom pare

theexpressionforthelightscatteringintensitiesresulting

from theseequationswith thoseobtained with two other

approaches[4,5].

Both goalshave been achieved.O n the one hand,the

use of a Zwanzig-M oriform alism has allowed to com -

pletely derivethesedynam icalequations;in thecourseof

thisderivation,wehaveobtained them icroscopicexpres-

sionsofthetwoparam etersand ofthefourm em ory func-
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tions entering those equations. O n the other hand,the

com parison with thetwootherZwanzig-M oriapproaches

has also brought im portant results. O ne ofthem is re-

lated to the choice of Andersen and Pecora [4]ofnot

including _Q ij(q) in their set ofvariables. This choice,

which issu�cientathigh tem perature,when theM arkov

approxim ation can be m ade on the corresponding m em -

ory kernels,turnsoutto be inappropriate forthe study

ofsupercooled liquids: at low tem peratures _Q ij(q;t) is

as ’slow’a variable as Q ij(q;t). The m ost im portant

consequence ofthe absence of _Q ij(q;t)in the setofse-

lected variablesisthechangein theequation ofm otion of

Q ij(q;t):ittransform sitfrom asecond orderdi�erential

equation with a m em ory kernelacting on _Q ij(q) into a

�rstorderdi�erentialequation with am em orykernelact-

ing on Q ij(q).Theform alneglectof _Q ij(q)in thesetof

’slow’variablesispossiblebutthecorrespondingm em ory

kernels have a non-trivialtim e evolution,which cannot

bepredicted withoutusing theresultsofthepresentthe-

ory.Thesecond resultisthatthepresentform ulation of

thetheory is,indeed,a reduction ofthegeneraltheory of

[5]which can be derived from sim pli�cations consistent

with thephenom enologicalm odelofthedielectrictensor,

and with the restricted setofvariablesused here.

ThepresentZwanzig-M oriapproachalsoled totwoim -

portantbyproducts. O ne isthe existence ofconditions,

Eqs. (37,38b),which have to be ful�lled by the Laplace

transform s ofthe m em ory functions. These conditions

are im portantbecause they are su�cientto insure that

allthe lightscattering intensitieswillbe positive,what-

ever the frequency,within the phenom enologicalm odel

ofthe uctuationsofthe dielectric tensorused here. A

second byproductisthe setofG reen-K ubo form ulae we

have derived in Section IV-C:we have shown that the

correlation functions ofsom e variables,not experim en-

tally accessibleby lightscattering techniques,butwhich

m ay be num erically obtained from M D com putationsof

m odelsofthesem olecular(supercooled)liquids,giveac-

cess to de�nite com binations ofthe Laplace transform s

of these m em ory functions. This is a possible way of

obtaining an inform ation on them .

Som eresultsofthepresentpaperprovidea directhelp

to the experim entalists,when analysing the light scat-

tering spectra ofm olecularsupercooled liquidsform ed of

rigid linear m olecules,or ofm olecularliquids for which

such an approxim ations is reasonable. O ne ofthem is

thealready m entioned necessary conditionson them em -

ory functions. A second is that these functions exhibit

the characteristic features ofstructuralrelaxation,e.g.

rapidly increasing relaxation tim es upon lowering the

tem perature. Yet, the functionalform of these m em -

orykernelsrem ainsundeterm ined within thisfram ework,

exceptforthe conventionalanalytic properties. Usually

it is not possible to directly extract the frequency de-

pendence ofofthe m em ory kernelsfrom light-scattering

experim ents. Ratherone has to rely on em piricalfunc-

tions and adjust a sm allnum ber ofparam eters to ob-

tain a reasonable description ofexperim entaldata. As

a furtherstep,onecan supplem enttheseem piricalfunc-

tions with features inspired from theoreticalconsidera-

tions,e.g.the fast�-processasdiscussed in the context

ofm ode-coupling theory [2].

Tim eresolved opticalspectroscopy ofthesam em olec-

ular liquids has recently developed into an im portant

tool;thisisparticularly thecasefortheim pulsivestim u-

lated therm alscattering technique (ISTS)m entioned in

the Introduction [6,7,8]. The m ost im portant part of

the new inform ation obtained from these m easurem ents

is derived from the coupling ofthe heat di�usion pro-

cesswith thestim ulated hydrodynam icsm ode.W ehave

not incorporated, in the m icroscopic derivation of the

dynam icalequations,a localtem perature asa pertinent

variable,contrary to whathasbeen donein [5].In order

to properly exploit the inform ation contained in these

ISTS experim ents, the whole procedure developped in

the presentpaperhasto be repeated with the inclusion

ofthevariable(s)describing thelocaltem peratureofthe

supercooled liquid. It has to be found ifthis general-

isation willrequire m ore m em ory functions than could

beanticipated from a phenom enologicalextension ofthe

fullsetofNavier-Stokesequationsto thecaseofa super-

cooled (m em ory function aspect)m olecular(inclusion of

the rotation-translation coupling and of the m olecular

orientation dynam ics)liquid [15].
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A P P EN D IX A :STA T IC AV ER A G ES

The Ham ilton function ofidentical,interacting,sym -

m etrictopsreads:

H =
X

�

T� + V (fR �;��;� �g); (A1)

wherethekineticenergy ofthe�-th m oleculeisgiven by:

T� =
P 2
�

2m
+
(p�� � p� cos� �)

2

2Isin2 � �

+
p2��

2I
+
p2� 

2I0
: (A2)

Here R �;��;� �; � denote the center-ofm ass position

and the Euler angles ofthe m olecule following the def-

inition of[16],and P �;p��;p�� ;p� the corresponding

canonicalm om enta.Them om entsofinertia aredenoted

by I;I0 for rotation perpendicular to and around the

m olecule’s axis of sym m etry. The potentialenergy of

the interacting m olecules is denoted by V . Note that,

dueto thesym m etry,theinteraction doesnotdepend on

the Eulerangles �.

The orientational current, _Q ij(q) = iLQ ij(q) =
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fH ;Q ij(q)g,then splitsnaturally into two parts:

_Q ij(q) = N
�1=2

NX

�= 1

iq � P�

m

�

û�iû�j �
1

3
�ij

�

e
iq�R�

+ N �1=2

NX

�= 1

e
iq�R� iLû�iû�j ; (A3a)

wherethe�rstterm correspondsto thetranslationalm o-

tion ofthecenterofm assand thesecond term describes

m olecularreorientations.

By de�nition:

(A(q)jB (q)) =

Z

d�e�H =k B T �A(q)��B (q);(A3b)

where d� =
Q

�
dR �d��d� �d �dP �dp��dp�� dp� de-

notesthe canonicalphase space volum e elem ent.Letus

com pute(_Q ij(q)jJk(q)).In thistherm alaverageappear

two types ofintegrals (see Eq. (A3a)): one involving

(q � P�)P�k,and the second (iLû�iû�j)P�k.As

iLû�iû�j = f
X



T;û�iû�jg (A3c)

involvesonly theangularvariables,theonly partdepen-

denton the linearm om entum in the second term sreads

(c.f.Eqs.A1 and A2):

Z

e
�P

2

�
k

=(2m kB T )
P�kdP�k = 0: (A3d)

O ne isthusleftwith the contributionsofthe �rstterm .

They read:

(_Q ij(q)jJk(q))=

N
�1

NX

�;�= 1

�
iq � P�

m

�

û�iû�j �
1

3
�ij

�

e
iq�R�

�
�
�P�ke

iq�R�

�

= � iqkkB TN
�1

NX

�= 1

��

û�iû�j �
1

3
�ij

�

e
iq�R�

�
�
�e
iq�R�

�

= � iqkkB TN
�1

NX

�= 1

h(̂u�iû�j �
1

3
�ij)i= 0; (A4)

wherethelastbutoneequality originatesfrom averaging

overthegaussian variable,P �,and thelastonefrom the

rotationalsym m etry ofthe problem .Equation (A4)has

been reported asEq.(9)in thebodyofthepresentpaper.

Thekineticenergy expressed in term sofcanonicalm o-

m enta dependsexplicitly on the Eulerangles,hence the

evaluation oftherm alaverages is quite involved. This

can beavoided by elim inating thecanonicalm om enta in

favourofthe angularm om enta [16]:

p�� = � ~J�x sin� � cos � + ~J�y sin� � sin �

+ ~J�z cos� � ;

p�� = ~J�x sin � + ~J�y cos � ;

p� = ~J�z : (A5)

O ne checksthatthe Jacobian issin� �,while the corre-

sponding part ofthe kinetic energy reads T� = (~J2�x +
~J2�y)=2I+

~J2�z=2I
0.Then the partition sum isgiven by

Z =

Z Y

�

dR �d��dcos� �d �dP �d
~J�e

�H =k B T : (A6)

Thus,averaging overthe angularm om enta isjustgaus-

sian and averagingovertheEuleranglesam ountstoaver-

aging overtheusualHaarm easureoftherotation group.

In orderto calculate the long-wavelength lim itofthe

auto-correlation function of the orientationalcurrents,

it is su�cient to calculate it for one ofits com ponents,

say _Q zz(q). Since û�z = cos� � and _� � = fH ;� �g =

p�� =I,one�nds,forq! 0:

_Q zz(q) = �
2

I
N

�1=2

NX

�= 1

[~J�x sin �

+ ~J�y cos �]cos� � sin� � : (A7)

Then the long-wavelength correlation function ofthe

orientationalcurrentcan be evaluated:

(_Q zz(q = 0)j_Q zz(q = 0))=

4

I2
N

�1
X

�

h

h
~J�x sin � + ~J�y cos �

i2
cos2 � � sin

2 � �i

= 4
kB T

I
N

�1
X

�

hcos2 � � sin
2 � �i=

8kB T

15I
: (A8)

Com parison with Eq.(8)yieldsfortheidealgaslibration

frequency 
2 = 2kB T=5I.

A P P EN D IX B :O P ER A T O R ID EN T IT Y

Thetim eevolution operator,R(t)= exp(iLt),m ay be

splitinto two partsR(t)= R P (t)+ R Q (t)with R P (t)=

R(t)P;R Q (t) = R(t)Q . From the equation ofm otion,

@tR(t)= R(t)iL,one�nds:

@tR Q (t)= R P (t)iLQ + R Q (t)iLQ : (B1)

The solution ofEq. (B1) can be expressed in term s of

R P (t)as:

R Q (t)= Q e
iL Q t+

Z t

0

R P (s)iLQ e
iL Q (t�s)

ds: (B2)

Furtherm ore,because R 0(t) = Q eiL Q t incorporates the

projection operator Q ,one easily �nds,by e.g. expan-

sion oftheexponential,thatR 0(t)m ay bewritten in the

sym m etricform :

R
0(t)= Q e

iQ L Q t
Q : (B3)

Collecting term s,onearrivesatEq.(14).
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A P P EN D IX C :P R O P ER T IES O F T H E M EM O R Y

FU N C T IO N S

The m em ory kernels ofthe type (AjR 0(t)jA) exhibit

the sam e m athem atical properties as auto-correlation

functions, viz. for com plex frequencies in the lower

halfplane,theirLaplacetransform isanalyticwith non-

negative im aginary part. A non-rigorous proofcan be

adapted from Berne and Pecora [12]. Since R 0(t) =

Q exp(iQ LQ t)Q ,we form ally introduce a com plete set

ofeigenfunctions ofthe herm itian (with respect to the

K ubo scalarproduct)operatorQ LQ :

Q LQ �� = ��� ; (C1)

wherealleigenvaluesarereal.Thuswecan write:

(AjR 0(t)jA) = (Q AjeiQ L Q tjQ A)

=
X

�

(Q Aj��)e
i�t(��jQ A): (C2)

The Laplacetransform yields:

LT[(AjR 0(t)jA)](!)=
X

�

1

! � �
j(Q Aj��)j

2
; (C3)

with com plex frequencies in the lowerhalf-plane. Since

allthe poles are located on the realaxis,the Laplace

transform isanalyticfor! = 
� i�;� > 0.Furtherm ore:

Im LT[(AjR 0(t)jA)](!)

=
X

�

�

(
� �)2 + �2
j(Q Aj��)j

2
� 0: (C4)

In particular,provided thelim it� & 0exists,oneobtains

forreal!:

Im LT[(AjR 0(t)jA)](!)=
X

�

��(! � �)j(Q Aj��)j
2
� 0

(C5)

Consider now a collection of phase space variables

A i;i = 1;::;l of identicaltim e inversion parity. Then

the real sym m etric m atrix Im LT[(A ijR
0(t)jA j)](!) is

positive sem i-de�nite: since for arbitrary realnum bers

yi;i = 1;::;lthe spectrum ofthe autocorrelation func-

tion ofY =
P l

i= 1
yiA i isnon-negative,one�nds:

nX

i;j= 1

yiyjIm LT[(A ijR
0(t)jA j)](!)� 0; (C6)

which im pliesthe property. Forfrequencies! ! 0,one

obtainsO nsager’srelations,viz.them atrixofthekinetic

coe�cients is sym m etric with non-negative eigenvalues.

Hence,Eq.(C6)can beinterpreted asthepropergener-

alisation ofO nsager’srelationsto �nite frequencies.

A P P EN D IX D :T R A N SV ER SE P H O N O N S A N D

T H E A N D ER SEN -P EC O R A A P P R O A C H IN T H E

LO W T EM P ER A T U R E LIM IT

Ifonem akesthe(incorrect)supposition thatthem em -

orykernelsoftheAndersen-Pecoraapproachcan bem od-

eled by Debye relaxation processesconsistentwith their

high-tem perature M arkov approxim ation and theirtim e

reversalsym m etry,thisyields:

M (!)= i
A 2

�

1

1+ i!�
; (D1)

�̂s(!)= î�
0

s

�

1+ i!�
; �̂

0

s > 0; (D2)

�(!)= �

�

if1 + f2
!�

1+ i!�

�

; f1;f2 > 0: (D3)

Thespecialform proposed forEq.(D3)derivesfrom the

factthat�(t)isan odd function oftim e. Ifwe suppose

itto be the tim e derivative off(t),the auto-correlation

function ofsom e variable,f1 is its t= 0 value and we

have chosen foritslate-tim e evolution a sm ooth Debye-

likebehaviour.

Letusadm itthat,in the !� � 1 regim e,the value of

A issm allerthan 1=
p
2.Equation (D1)then yieldsa VH

backscattering spectrum with a pseudo-Lorentzian line

shapeand alinewidth approxim atelyequalto��1 A 2(1�

2A 2)�1=2 .For! largerthan thislinewidth,onecan write

forthe q-dependentpartofEq.(62):

I(q;!) = � q
2

�
�0

m n!2
0

� 2
m 2v2

!

"

Re

�
!�(!)

! � M (!)

� 2
#

� Im
1

!2 � q2!�T (!)=m n
: (D4)

In this!� � 1 lim it,thisreads:

I(q;!) = � q
2

�
�0

m n!2
0

� 2
m 2v2

!
(f1 � f2)

2

� Im
1

!2 � q2c2
T
+ i�

; (D5)

� being a sm allpositive quantity. Equation (D5) does

representtheBrillouin spectrum ofa transversephonon,

butthe squareofitsthe velocity isgiven by:

c
2

T =
�̂0s

m n
+

�0

m n!2
0

(f1 � f2)
2
: (D6)

In the spirit of the Andersen-Pecora approach, �̂s(t)

represents the contribution of the m olecular center-of-

m ass m otion to the shear viscosity (see, nevertheless,

the rem ark below Eq. (65)). W ithin the sam e spirit,

[̂�0s=m n]
1=2 should representthecontribution ofthesam e

m otion to the transverse sound velocity. Asannounced,
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thebaresound velocity,[̂�0s=m n]
1=2,isrenorm alized by a

term in �0=!20,the signature ofthe rotation-translation

coupling,butthisrenorm alisation leadsto an unphysical

increase ofthe sound velocity,instead ofthe expected

physicaldecrease.
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