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A bstract

Theselecturenotescan beread in twoways.The�rsttwoSectionscontain

a review ofthephenom enology ofseveralphysicalsystem swith slow nonequi-

librium dynam ics. In the Conclusions we sum m arize the scenario for this

tem poralevolution derived from thesolution to som esolvablem odels(p spin

and the like) that are intim ately connected to the m ode coupling approach

(and sim ilar ones) to super-cooled liquids. At the end we list a num ber of

open problem sofgreatrelevance in thiscontext.TheseSectionscan beread

independently ofthe body ofthe paperwhere we presentsom e ofthe basic

analytictechniquesused to study theoutofequilibrium dynam icsofclassical

and quantum m odelswith and withoutdisorder.W e startthe technicalpart

by briey discussing the role played by the environm entand by introducing

and com paring its representation in the equilibrium and dynam ic treatm ent

ofclassicaland quantum system s.W enextexplain theroleplayed by explicit

quenched disorderin both approaches.Lateron we focuson analyticaltech-

niques;weexpand on thedynam icfunctionalm ethods,and thediagram m atic

expansionsand resum m ationsused to derivem acroscopic equationsfrom the

m icroscopic dynam ics.W e show why the m acroscopic dynam ic equationsfor

disordered m odelsand thoseresulting from self-consistentapproxim ationsto

non-disordered onescoincide.W e review som e generic propertiesofdynam ic

system sevolving outofequilibrium like the m odi�cationsofthe uctuation-

dissipation theorem ,generic scaling form s ofthe correlation functions,etc.

Finally we solve a fam ily ofm ean-�eld m odels. The connection between the

dynam ictreatm entand theanalysisofthefree-energy landscapeofthesem od-

elsisalso presented.W e usepedagogicalexam plesallalong theselecturesto

illustrate the propertiesand results.
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1 Introduction

Graduateand undergraduatecourseson statisticalm echanicsand therm odynam ics

are usually devoted to the theory ofm acroscopic system s in therm alequilibrium .

In m any experim entalrealizations,actually som e ofthe m ore interesting ones at

present,the situation is,however,very di�erent. The system sare in contactwith

equilibrated environm ents but,forone reason or another,they do notm anage to

equilibratewith them .Thesystem sevolvein tim ein an outofequilibrium m anner.

The list ofsystem s evolving out ofequilibrium is very long. The reasons for

notreaching equilibrium with the environm entare also varied. The m ostcom m on

casesarethosein which thetim eneeded to equilibratethesam plefallsbeyond the

experim entaltim e-window.W ediscussthem in thecontextofdom ain growth,phase

separation and classicaland quantum glassy system s.Anotherim portantcausefor

lack ofequilibration is the action ofexternalforces thatdrive the sam ples outof

equilibrium . In thiscontextwe discuss the rheologicalpropertiesofglassform ing

liquidsand glassy m aterials,thatare closely related to the relaxation ofthe sam e

system s. The driven dynam icsofgranularm atterisanotherexam ple ofthiskind.

Finally,webriey touch anothertypeofproblem thathasreceived m uch attention

in recent years: the relaxation and weakly driven dynam ics ofelastic m anifolds

in random potentials that m odelm agnetic dom ain walls in disordered m aterials,

superconductors,W ignercrystals,etc.

A com m on featuream ong therelaxing and weakly driven exam plescited above

isthatthey evolve very slowly. Thus,they belong to a particularclassofthe full

setofnon-equilibrium system s.Exploiting thefactthattheirdynam icsisslow,and

otherm oresubtlepropertiesthatweshalldiscussalong thesenotes,wecan hopeto

develop a com m on theoreticaldescription forallofthem .

In theselectureswefocuson thestudy ofa fam ily ofsim plem odelsthatcan be

adapted to m im ic the above m entioned physicalsystem s. Typically,these m odels

are fully connected interacting spin system s or m odels ofinteracting particles in

in�nitedim ensions.They can beseen astheequivalentofthefully connected Ising

m odelforferrom agnetism thatcorrectly predictstheexistenceofa therm odynam ic

transition and the nature ofthe two phases but fails to describe the dependence

on dim ensionality orthe precise criticalbehavior. Sim ilarly,the schem atic m odels

do not include a notion ofdistance inside the system . This crude approxim ation

allowsoneto solve the dynam icsexplicitly,paying the priceofloosing inform ation

aboutthe behaviorin realspace. M odels of�nite m anifoldsem bedded in in�nite

dim ensionalspaces and under the e�ect ofrandom potentials are generalizations

ofthe schem atic m odels that capture partialspatialinform ation. They are also

solvable analytically.Interestingly enough,one�ndsthatthese m odelsrealize sev-

eralphenom enologicalapproachesto glassy physicsthathavebeen known forlong.

M oreover,theirdynam icm acroscopicequationscoincidewith thosearisingfrom the

self-consistentapproxim ationsused toanalyzem orerealisticm odelsas,forinstance,

the m ode-coupling approach to super-cooled liquids. Having an exact solution is

very im portantin m any respects. Firstly,itestablishes the phenom enologicalap-

proaches on �rm er bases. Secondly,itallows one to set clear lim its ofvalidity of
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the self-consistent approxim ations to realistic m odels. Thirdly,being de�ned by

interacting potentials their free-energy density is accessible to analyticalstudies,

from which one obtainsthe organization ofm etastable statesand relatesitto the

dynam ic properties. Fourthly,m any im portant and com m on features ofsystem s

evolving slowly outofequilibrium have been discovered in the analytic solution to

thesem odels.Fifthly,oneisableto identify som eofthem issing ingredientsneeded

fora m ore accurate description ofrealsystem s. Even iftheirtreatm enthasbeen

too tough to im plem ent correctly yet,it is im portant to know in which direction

onecould try im proving theanalyticalstudy.In short,they constitutea very useful

\laboratory"whereoneidenti�esgeneraltrendsthatcan belatertested num erically

and experim entally in m orerealisticm odelsand realm aterials.

Although them odelson which weconcentratearesim plein thesensediscussed

above one needs to m asterm any analyticalm ethods to extractallthe richness of

theirbehavior.Thesem ethodsarenotcom pletely standard and arenotcom prehen-

sibly described in textbooksorlecture notes. Forthisreason,we try to presenta

rathercom pleteand detailed introduction to them .W ealso discussthescenario for

glassy dynam icsthatstem soutofthisanalysis.Finally,wem ention severallinesfor

futurework thatarecurrently being explored by severalgroupstrying togo beyond

thefully-connected and in�nitedim ensionalm odels.

The lecture notes are organized as follows. In the next Section we introduce

the phenom enology ofthe physicalsystem swe are interested in paying specialat-

tention to the dynam ic properties thatwe laterdescribe analytically. The restof

the lecture notes are m ore technical. W e start by reviewing very briey several

theoreticalapproaches to the glassy problem in Section 3. This sum m ary is cer-

tainly notexhaustive butitm ay serve asa source ofreferences. Since in the rest

ofthe noteswe shalldevelop classicaland quantum system s in parallelwe devote

Section 4 to discuss how should one m odelthe coupling between a system and its

environm ent in both cases. In Section 5 we set the notation and we de�ne sev-

eralusefulobservables for spin and particle system s. The subject ofSection 6 is

a briefdiscussion ofFokker-Planck and Kram ersprocesses and how they describe

theapproach to equilibrium .In thefollowing Section weintroducetheuctuation-

dissipation theorem ,valid forsystem sevolving in equilibrium . Once these generic

propertiesare established itwillbecom e sim plerto discusshow they are m odi�ed

in a system that evolves far from equilibrium . In Section 8 we explain the func-

tionalform alism that allows one to derive a generic dynam ic e�ective action and

the dynam ic equations that we present in Section 9. W e also introduce the very

usefulsuper-sym m etric form ulation ofclassicalstochastic processes. In Section 10

we discuss an alternative m ethod to obtain approxim ate dynam ic equations. W e

focus on the m ode-coupling (mc) approxim ation to show how averaging over dis-

orderin som e random m odelselim inatesthe sam e fam ily ofdiagram sthatthe mc

procedureneglectsfornon-disordered ones.Therestofthelecturesarededicated to

thesolution to thedynam icequationsoftheschem aticm odels.W epresentitin as

m uch generality aspossiblein Section 11.W ediscussthreegenericresultsthatwere

obtained when solving theseequationswithoutassum ing equilibrium :thede�nition

ofcorrelation scales(Section 11.4),the m odi�cationsofthe uctuation-dissipation
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theorem (Section 13)and the de�nition ofe�ective tem peratures(Section 14).W e

also discusshow thesepropertiesappearin variationsofthem odelsthatm im icthe

physicalsystem sintroduced in Section 2and in �nited toy m odels,sim ulationsand
experim ents. Finally,in Section 15 we relate the dynam ic resultsto the organiza-

tion ofm etastablestatesviathestaticand dynam icapproach ofThouless,Anderson

and Palm er(tap).W ebriey discusstheconnection between itand thestudiesof

thepotentialenergy landscape(Edwardsm easureand inherentstructureapproach).

Finally,in Section 16 wesum m arizethescenario fortheglasstransition and glassy

dynam icsderived from solvablem ean-�eld m odelsand presentsom eofthelinesfor

futureresearch in thisarea.

2 Som e physicalsystem s out ofequilibrium

In thisSection wesum m arizethephenom enology ofa num berofsystem swith slow

dynam ics. W e especially signalthe features that we expect to capture with an

analyticalapproach.

2.1 D om ain grow th

Outofequilibrium relaxationaldynam ics occurs,forinstance,when one suddenly

quenchesa system with ferrom agneticinteractionsfrom itshigh tem peraturephase

into itslow tem peraturephase.W hen thesystem isin contactwith a therm albath

attem perature T > Tc (Tc isthe Curie criticaltem perature) the system is disor-

dered and the instantaneous averaged m agnetization vanishes at alltim es. (The

average refershere to a coarse graining overa region oflinearsize,‘,with � � ‘
and � thecorrelation length.) Alltheone-tim eproperties,such astheinstantaneous

averaged m agnetization orthe static m agnetic susceptibility,can be com puted us-

ing the Gibbs-Boltzm ann distribution,Pgb. The system evolves in tim e but in a

very sim ple m annercontrolled by Pgb. Allpropertiesofthe equilibrium dynam ics

hold and any two-tim e correlation function isinvariantundertranslationsoftim e.

Instead,ifone externally and suddenly changes T to set it below the Curie tem -

perature,T < Tc,the system evolvesfrom the very disordered initialcondition via

the growth ofdom ains ofup and down m agnetic order. W ith sim ple argum ents

one showsthatthe typicallinearsize ofthe dom ainsgrowsasa powerofthe tim e

spentin the low tem perature phase,R (tw)= �(T)t1=zw [1]. W e callwaiting-tim e,

tw,the tim e spent since the entrance in the low-T phase. The dynam ic exponent

z dependson the kind ofm icroscopic dynam icsconsidered,e.g. fornon-conserved

orderparam eterz= 2whileforconserved orderparam eterz = 3.AllT-dependence
isconcentrated in the prefactor�(T). Afterthe initialquench the system isa su-

perposition ofup and down dom ainsand the m agnetization averaged overthe full

system (‘= L)vanishes.During coarsening dom ainsgrow.Thisisa scaling regim e
in which the system isstatistically invariantunderrescaling by the typicallength

R (t).Typically,ata tim etreq � Lz thesystem ordersand theaveraged m agnetiza-

tion,m ,equalsthem agnetization oftheconquering dom ain,say m > 0.Restricted
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ergodicity orequilibrium within oneergodiccom ponentholdsin thesensethattim e

and ensem ble averages can be exchanged ifand only ifthe tim e average is taken

over a tim e window treq < t< terg and the ensem ble average isrestricted to the

con�gurationswith positive m agnetization.Since a rareuctuation m ightlead the

system to reverse from m > 0 to m < 0 another,stilllonger,characteristic tim e,

terg,appears.Thistim eisalso a function ofthesizeofthesystem L and itissuch

that for tim es that are m uch longer than it com plete ergodicity is restored. One

can estim ateitto beofArrheniustypeterg � exp[cLd� 1=(kB T)],with ca constant,
d thedim ension ofspaceand cLd� 1thefree-energy barrierto besurm ounted to go

from oneergodiccom ponentto theother.

m

eq

(T )�m

eq

(T )

f(m)

m

Figure1:Twosnapshotsofa2dcutofa3dlatticeundergoingferrom agneticdom ain
growth with non-conserved orderparam eteraftera quench from T ! 1 to T < Tc
attim et= 0.On theleft,tw = 103 M ontecarlosteps(M Cs).On theright,tw = 105

M Cs. Sketch ofthe Landau free-energy density f(m ) in the low-T phase. The

evolution ofthe system is partially described by the evolution ofa point in this

free-energy landscape.Justafterthe quench m = 0 and coarsening isvisualized in

thisplotasa static pointon top ofthe barrier. Aftertreq the pointfallsinto the
wellaround the m agnetization ofthe conquering dom ain. After terg ergodicity is

restored and thepointjum psthebarriervia therm alactivation [2].

The low tem perature phase can also be reached with an annealing, e.g. by

m odifying the externaltem perature in stepsoflength �tand m agnitude �T < 0

untilreachingtheworkingtem peratureT.Sincetheentrancein thelow-T phasethe

system coarsens.Iftheprefactor�(T)increaseswithT,afteratim etw sincecrossing
Tc a system prepared with a slow cooling rate willhave m uch larger structures

than one ofthe sam e age that has been quenched into the ordered phase. The

dynam icsin isotherm alconditionsisbasicallyidenticalin both casesbutthestarting

con�guration at the �naltem perature T is however very di�erent, the annealed

system looking older than the quenched one. The presence or absence ofcooling

ratedependencesaswellasthee�ectoftem perature on the low-T dynam icsallow

oneto distinguish am ong di�erentglassy system .W eshallcom e back to thisissue

when discussing structuraland spin glasses.

On the rightpanelofFig.1 we plotthe two-welled Landau free-energy density
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f(m )againstm .Transversetothem direction thereare2L
d

� 1otherdirectionsthat

com pletethephasespaceofthespin m odel.Notethatwhen L ! 1 phasespaceis

in�nitedim ensionaleven ifrealspaceis�nitedim ensional,d < 1 .Ifonewishesto

view the dynam ics asthe wandering ofa point,thatrepresents the instantaneous

con�guration ofthe system ,in thefree-energy landscape,theone-dim ensionalplot

in Fig.1 m ight be usefulonly ifused carefully. The initialcon�guration after a

quench corresponds to the top ofthe barrier(m = 0). This unstable point hides

the 2L
d

� 1 � 1,forL � a,transverse directions (a isthe lattice spacing). The

dom ain growth process takes place while the representative point sits on the top

ofthe barrier. Falling into one wellcorresponds to the growth ofthe conquering

dom ain. Finally,jum ping overthe barrieristhe activated processofreversing the

fullsystem .Aslong ast< treq the dynam icsishighly non-trivialwhile viewed on

thisplotitlookstrivial,with the representative pointsim ply sitting on the border

between thetwo basinsofattraction oftheequilibrium statesm = � meq [3].
Im portantly enough,both treq and terg grow with L and,ifthetherm odynam ic

lim itL ! 1 istaken attheoutset,diverging tim eswith L cannotbereached and

physicaltim esarealwayssm allerthan treq.Thesystem cannotequilibratewith its

environm entand thenon-equilibrium dom ain growth processgoeson forever.

2.2 G lasses

Thedom ain growth exam pleisvery usefulto visualizea non-equilibrium evolution.

Them echanism behind thedynam icsisclearand thegrowth ofordercan beeasily

identi�ed.In othersystem sthatundergoanon-equilibrium evolution whetherthere

isagrowingordercontrollingtheevolution isstillan open question.Glassy system s

areonesuch exam ple.

Understanding the glass transition and glassy dynam ics is one ofthe greatest

challenges in theoreticalphysics. The glassy problem can be sum m arized as fol-

lows [4]. Take a liquid at high tem perature Ti and quench it at a constant rate,

r � � �T=�t. On each tem perature step,the viscosity relaxesratherquickly and

with a sim pleanalysisoneestim atesitsasym ptoticvalueto tracea curve�(T)that
issketched in the leftpanelofFig.2 (red curve). Thiscurve hasseveralrem ark-

ablefeatures.Atvery high tem perature�(T)very slowly growswith decreasing T.
Decreasing theexternaltem peraturestillthesystem approachesthecrystallization

(orm elting)transition Tm . Ifthe cooling rate r issu�ciently fast,thistransition

isavoided and the system entersa m etastable super-cooled liquid phase where the

viscosity growsvery quickly with decreasing T.Indeed,onetypically observesthat
when T changesby,say,100oC,the viscosity jum psby approxim ately 10 ordersof
m agnitude.In consequence,thedynam icsoftheliquid slowsdown enorm ously.For

severalliquidstheform ofthe�(T)curvecan bedescribed with aVogel-Fulcherlaw,

�(T)= �0exp
�

A

T � To

�

; (2.1)

thatpredictsa divergence of�(T)when T ! To. These liquidsare conventionally
called fragile.(W ithin theexperim entalprecision To coincideswith theKauzm ann
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tem peratureTK wheretheextrapolation ofthedi�erencebetween theentropy ofthe

liquid and thecrystalvanish.) However,this�tting procedure can becriticized for

severalreasons.In m any casestheform ofthe�tting function strongly dependson

thetem peraturewindow chosen forthe�t.Even m oreim portantisthefactthatthe

dynam icsbecom essoslow when T decreasesthatthetim eneeded toequilibratethe

sam plegoesbeyond them inim alcoolingrate,orthem axim um tim ereachablein the

experience.Below atem peratureTg(> To)onecan nolongerequilibratethesam ple.
Oneofthe m ostclearsignaturesofthe absence ofequilibrium below Tg isthe fact
thatthem easurem entof,e.g.,thevolum easa function oftem perature,dependson

thecooling rate,r,used to reach T.M oreover,Tg decreaseswith decreasing cooling
rate.Hence,theso-called \glasstransition" isnota truetherm odynam ictransition

but a dynam ic crossover from the super-cooled liquid phase,where the dynam ics

isslow butoccursasin equilibrium [5],to the glassphase where the system does

notm anage to equilibrate with itsenvironm ent. These featuresare schem atically

shown intherightpanelofFig.2.Goingbacktotheinterpretation ofEq.(2.1),som e

authorsextrapolateitbelow Tg,whereviscosity m easurem entsarenotpossible,and
interpretthedivergence atTo asthesignatureofa truetherm odynam ictransition.
This m eans that even in the lim it ofvanishing cooling rate one would observe a

transition from thesuper-cooled liquid to an idealglassphase(stillm etastablewith

respect to the crystal) at To. Others prefer a scenario in which Eq.(2.1) has no

m eaning below Tg.
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Figure2:Left:sketch oftheviscosity againsttem perature approaching Tg.Rough
com parison between di�erentscaling form s. (Arrhenius: A = 3900C,�0 = 10� 6P.

Vogel-Fulcher: A = 500C,T0 = 100:C,�0 = 10P.mct: � = �0=(T � Td) with

Td = 300C, = 0:7,�0 = 1700P.)Right: cooling rate dependence ofthe volum e,

r1> r2> r3.

In thissense,itisim portantto stressthatthe viscosity ofm any glassform ing

liquids,as the silica m aterials that give rise to window glass,is well�tted by an
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Arrheniuslaw

�(T)= �0exp
�
A

T

�

(2.2)

thatdivergesatT ! 0.Thesearetheso-called strongglasses.Ithasbeen suggested

thatactually allglassesarestrong since onecan always�t�(T)with an Arrhenius
law ifthetem peraturewindow used forthe�tiscloseenough toTg (assuggested in
Fig.2).Thisisthe reason why som e authorsprefera scenario in which the super-

cooled liquid phaseextendsalltheway up to T = 0 when an in�nitely slow cooling

rateisused.Thecurve labeled mct in thesam e�gureshowstheprediction ofthe

m odelsweshalldiscussin thesenotes(pspin m odelsand m ode-couplingtheory).In
short,thisapproach predictsadynam ictransition atTd thatistypically higherthan
Tg,with a powerlaw divergence of�. Albeitthisand otherdefects,thisapproach

issuccessfulin m any respectssinceityieldsa satisfactory qualitativedescription of

thephenom enology ofsuper-cooled liquidsand glasses.

Forthe purpose ofourdiscussion the im portantpointto stressisthe factthat

the liquid fallsoutofequilibrium atthe (cooling rate dependent)tem perature Tg.
Indeed,even the\state"reached by thesystem below Tg dependson thecoolingrate
asseen,forinstance,in m easurem ents ofvolum e,entropy,etc. asfunctionsofT,
seetherightpanelin Fig.2.Theslowerthecooling rate,thedeeperonepenetrates

below the threshold levelcorresponding to r ! 1 . The dynam icsbelow Tg occurs
outofequilibrium since teq > texp,see the sketch in Fig.3. The propertiesofthe

system cannotbe described with the use ofPgb and a m ore sophisticated analysis

hasto bedeveloped.

timet=0 t t  =t+tw m w
preparation
   time

waiting 
   time

measuring
   time

0 t

Figure3:Characteristic tim es. The waiting and m easuring tim esare experim ental

tim estexp.Theequilibration tim eteq can beshorterorlongerthan them leading to

equilibrium ornon-equilibrium dynam ics,respectively.

Theaboveparagraphsweredevoted tothediscussion oftheliquid toglasstransi-

tion and itim plicitly assum ed thatthesystem wasm adeofm oleculesin interaction.

In the case ofsim ple liquids,in which the constituentshave no structure,one can

describetherelevantinteractionswith a two body potential

E =
X

i6= j

V (j~ri� ~rjj): (2.3)

Hard spheresare the sim plestexam ple ofthiskind where the only interaction are

hard core ones that forbid the penetration of one particle by another. Adding

polym ersin thesolution thathoststhespheresonecan tunea repulsiveinteraction

between theparticles.(SeeFig.4-leftbelow forasnapshotofonesuch experim ental

12



system [6].) Favoritepotentialsused in num ericalsim ulationsaretheLennard-Jones

and soft-sphereones

V (j~ri� ~rjj)= 4�ij

2

4

 
�ij

j~ri� ~rjj

! 12

�

 
�ij

j~ri� ~rjj

! 6
3

5 : (2.4)

To avoid crystallization one usually uses a binary system with N A particles with

m ass m A and N B particles with m ass m B . The param eter �A A �xes the length

scale,�A A the energy scale and m A the m ass scale. The tim e scale is then given

by t0 �
q

m A �2A A=�A A. For a given density, e.g. � = 1:2,an adequate choice

ofthe rem aining param eters yields the expected properties ofa liquid or a glass

with a num ericaltransition at a tem perature Tg where the relaxation tim e goes

beyond the tim e accessible with the sim ulation. In the soft-sphere m odelone only

keepstherepulsiveterm in thepotential.M any othertypesofglassesareknown in

Nature.Forinstance,plasticsasPVC whose m esoscopic constituentsarepolym ers

also undergo a glasstransition very sim ilarto theonedescribed previously.Several

typesofinteractionsbetween them onom ersthatform them acrom oleculesarealso

oftwo-body type and they are repertoriated in the literature. The dynam ics of

particlesystem sisgiven by Newton’sequations.

2.3 Spin-glasses

M oreexotictypesofglasseshavebeen studied forlong.Spin-glasseshaveattracted

the attention ofexperim entalists and theoreticians as a prototypicalsystem with

quenched disorder [7,8,9,10]. These system s are m agnetic alloys in which m ag-

netic im purities are replaced in a m agnetically inert host. The im purities occupy

random positions and are notdisplaced within the sam ple in experim entaltim es.

Theinteractionsbetween theim puritiesdepend onthedistancebetween them .Since

thelatterarerandom ,the interactionsthem selvestake random valuesthatchange

in sign very quickly. A num ber ofexperim entalrealizations exist. As in other

glassy system s,spin-glasses fallout ofequilibrium ata transition tem perature Tg
when usualcooling rate procedures are used. From experim entaland num erical

resultsnearTg com plem ented with standard criticalanalysis,itisrathergenerally

believed thatthe transition between the param agnetic and the spin-glassphase is,

in thiscase,a truetherm odynam ictransition.Thisisatvariancewith whatoccurs

in structuraland polym eric glasses. Anotherim portantdi�erence with structural

glassesand system sundergoing sim plecoarsening asferrom agnetsisthatthem ag-

nitudeofcoolingratedependencesisquitenegligiblesuggestingthatforspin-glasses

the preferred con�gurationsatone tem perature are totally di�erentfrom the ones

atany othertem perature. Still,slightly fartheraway from the transition one can

no longerequilibratethespin-glassesand observestypicalnon-equilibrium e�ects.

Edwards and Anderson proposed a sim pli�ed m odelfor spin-glasses in which

one representsthe m agnetic im puritieswith Ising spinsplaced on the verticesofa

threedim ensionalcubiclattice.Therandom natureoftheinteractionsarem im icked

with �rstneighborsrandom interactionsbetween the spinstaken from a Gaussian
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500 nm

Figure 4: Di�erent types ofglasses: on the left,a colloidalsystem (im age taken

from [6]);on therighta representation ofthe3d ea spin-glassm odel.

(orbim odal)probability distribution with zero m ean and variance [J2ij]= ~J2=(2z)
wherez istheconnectivity ofthelattice.(Hereafterwedenotewith squarebrackets
theaverageoverdisorder.) TheHam iltonian is

H J[~S]= �
X

hiji

Jijsisj : (2.5)

where the vector ~S encodesthe fullsetofspinsin the sam ple ~S = (s1;s2;:::;sN )
and hijirepresentsnearestneighborson thelattice.In thefully connected lim itin
which each spin interactswith allothersthesum runsoverallpairofspinsand the

unusualnorm alization oftheJijs,[J2ij]= ~J2=(2N ),ensuresacorrecttherm odynam ic
lim it.ThisistheSherrington -Kirkpatrick (sk)m odel

Form any yearsitwascom m on lorethatthepresenceofexplicitquenched disor-

derm adespin-glassesintrinsically di�erentfrom glasseswhereno quenched random

forces have been identi�ed. This beliefwas in part m otivated by the analytical

treatm ent used to study the equilibrium properties ofthe spin-glass phase in sk,

nam ely,the replica trick. M ore recently,aftera series ofsem inalpapersby Kirk-

patrick,Thirum alaiand W olynes[11],and thelatersolution to thenon equilibrium

dynam ics ofseveralglassy m odels [12,13],it has been realized that the presence

ofquenched disorderisnotthatrelevant. Allglassescan beanalyzed on the sam e

footing.Theschem aticm ean-�eld m odelforglasses,thepspin m odel,hasquenched
Gaussian interactionsand itsHam iltonian is

H J[~S]= �
X

hi1i2:::ipi

Ji1i2:::ipsi1si2 :::sip : (2.6)

([Ji1:::ip]= 0 and [J2i1:::ip]=
~J2p!=(2N p� 1),we henceforth set ~J = 1.) Glauber’srule

forIsing spinsorLangevin equationsforsoftspinsde�nethem icroscopicevolution.

2.4 Q uantum uctuations

Di�erent driving dynam ics slightly m odify the picture just presented. Quantum

glassy phases,wherequantum uctuationsareatleastasim portantastherm alac-

tivation,have been identi�ed in a num ber ofm aterials. Two such exam ples are

14



the spin glasscom pound and the am orphousinsulatorstudied in [14]and [15],re-

spectively. Anotherinteresting realization isthe so-called Coulom b glassin which

localized electronsinteractviaCoulom b two-bodypotentialsand hop between local-

ization centers[16].In allthesesystem sthedynam icsisextrem ely slow and strong

history dependence aswellasotherglassy featureshavebeen observed.

M odelsform agneticcom poundsareconstructed with SU(2)spinswhilem odels
for particle system s are quantized with the usualcom m utation relations between

coordinateand m om enta.In both casesthedynam icsis�xed by Heisenberg equa-

tions.

2.5 R heology and granular m atter

ω

r

r

2

1

Rheometer

Couette geometry

−ω

+ PBCz x(φ)

v=0

v

-v
y(r)

Figure 5: Left: A Couette cellused to shear a liquid. The internaland external

wallsturn with oppositeangularvelocitiesand theuid isincluded in between them .

Right:a cutoftheCouettecell.(pbc:periodicboundary conditions.)

Theaboveexam plesconcern system sthatarenotabletoreach equilibrium with

theirenvironm entsin a reasonable tim e butthat,letevolve on astronom icaltim e-

scales,willeventually equilibrate.Otherwaysofestablishing non-equilibrium states

with slow dynam icsarepossibleifoneexternally drivesthesam ples[17].

A denseliquid can bedriven to a slow outofequilibrium stationary regim eby a

weak shear.A shearisan exam pleofa forcethatdoesnotderivefrom a potential,

i.e. itcannotbe written as ~f = � @V=@~r.The sim plestway to apply a shearon a
liquid isby m eansofa rheom eter.In Fig.5 weshow onewith a Couettegeom etry.

The shear m odi�es the dynam ic equations for the uid by adding an advection

~v~r �(~r;t). In the planar lim it~v = _yêx where ~v is the velocity ofthe uid,� its

density and _ the shearing rate. One m im icssuch a force in a spin system with a

non-sym m etric force,i.e.the forceexerted by the spin ion the spin j isnotequal
to theforceexerted by thespin j on thespin i[18,19],e.g.

fi= �
X

j(6= i)

Jijsj with Jij 6= Jji: (2.7)

(The m otivation to de�ne such a force com esfrom neuralnetswhere the synapsis

have a direction.) Itis clearthatthis force cannotbe written asthe variation of
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a potentialenergy with respectto si,itviolatesdetailbalance,and an equilibrium
m easurecannotdescribeitse�ects[20].

A weak shearhasa spectaculare�ecton therelaxation ofliquids[21].Usually,

theviscosity asa function oftheshearrate,_,hasa Newtonian plateau atsm all_
thatcrossesoverto a decreasing function thatisapproxim ately given by � � _� 2=3.

Hence,byshearingtheliquid onefacilitatesitsow andtherelaxationtim edecreases

with increasing _. M oreover,one introducesa shear-dependenttim e scale tsh that
playsan im portantrolein aging experim entsasdiscussed in Section 2.7.

Anotherfam ily ofm aterialsthathavecaptured theattention ofexperim entalists

and theoreticiansin recentyearsisgranularm atter[22].Sincethepotentialenergy

needed to displace a m acroscopic grain by a distance equalto its diam eter,m gd,
is m uch larger than the characteristic therm alenergy,kB T,therm alactivation is

totally irrelevantforsystem sm adeofm acroscopicgrains.Therefore,in theabsence

ofexternaldriving granularm atterisblocked in m etastablestatesand thereexists

no statisticalm echanicsapproach capableofdescribing itsstaticbehavior.Instead,

when energy ispum ped in in theform ofshearing,vibration ortapping,transitions

between the otherwise m etastable statesoccurand granularm atterslowly relaxes

towardscon�gurationswith higherdensities. W hen trying to m odelthese system s

it is also im portant to keep in m ind that dissipation is not given by the usual

Ohm ic form proportionalto the velocity ofthe grains,� v,but it is m uch m ore

cum bersom e.Glassyfeaturessuch ashysteresisasafunctionoftheam ountofenergy

injected,slow dynam ics[22],and non stationary correlations[23,24,25]havebeen

exhibited.

The e�ect ofthe externaldrive can be described by applying tim e-dependent

oscillatory forces,e.g.fi(!;t)= A sin(!t),to each spin variablein m odel(2.6)[26].
One could also include com plicated sources ofdissipation by m odifying the noise

kernelsobtained in Section 4 fora usualequilibrated bath.

2.6 Elastic m anifolds in random potentials

Them otion ofa d dim ensionaldirected elasticm anifold em bedded in an N dim en-

sionalspace in the presence ofquenched random disorderhasa bearing in several

areasofphysics[27,28]. (The totaldim ension ofspace isd+ N .) The case d = 0

representsa particle in a random potential. W ith d = 1,N = 2 and an attractive

punctualdisorderone m odels,forinstance,a single vortex in a dirty superconduc-

tor. W hen d = 2 and N = 1 one describesthe dynam icsofa directed interface in

threedim ensions.Thestandard m odelis

H =

Z

ddx
h

(~r ~�(~x))2 + V (~�;~x)
i

(2.8)

where ~�(~x)= (� 1;:::;�N )(~x)and ~x = (x1;:::;xd)representsthe transverse posi-
tion ofthepoint~x on them anifold and V (~�;~x)isaGaussian random potential,with

zero m ean and correlations[V (~�;~x)V (~�0;~x0)]= � N V
h

(~�� ~�0)2=N
i

�d(~x� ~x0).
The study ofthese problem shasbeen boosted by the adventofhigh-Tc super-

conductivity. Otherphysicalsystem s thatare m odeled with sim ilarHam iltonians
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are W ignercrystals,vortex lattices,charge density waves,etc. in the presence of

disorder.Alltheseproblem shavean underlying periodicstructurethatism odi�ed

by elasticdistortions,topologicaldefectsand externalquenched disorder.They can

be setinto m otion with an externalforce and the velocity-force characteristicshas

severalinteresting featuresthathavebeen m uch studied.Oneobservesa depinning

transition atT = 0,creep dynam icswhen theapplied forceisweak and T > 0,hys-

teresis,etc. (The driven m otion isachieved,forinstance,by applying an external

currentin the case ofthe vortex system sand the current-voltage characteristicsis

m onitored.) Therelaxationaland driven dynam icsofthesesystem sshow sim ilarities

butalso m arked di�erences with thatofglassesand spin-glassesthatare possibly

dueto theexistence ofan ordered underlying structure.

2.7 A ging

Aging m eansthatoldersystem s relax in a slowerm annerthan youngerones[29].

One de�nes the age ofa system as the tim e spent in the phase under study. For

instance,the age ofa system that is suddenly quenched from high-T to low-T is

sim ply tw. The aging properties are studied by m onitoring the tim e evolution of

correlation and response functions. In the form erexperim entsone letsthe system

evolve and com paresitscon�guration atthe waiting-tim e tw with the one reached

atthe subsequent tim e � + tw. In the latter one perturbs the system attw with,

e.g. a dc or an ac �eld,and follows the evolution ofthe linear response to the

perturbation.In the glassy phase both correlationsand responsesdepend on tw in

an aging m annerand,within theexperim entally accessibletim e-window,thistrend

doesnotshow any tendency to stop. Attem peraturesthatare close butabove Tg
one observes \interrupted aging",thatis,a dependence on the age ofthe system

untilitreaches the equilibration tim e (tw > teq)where the dynam ics crosses over
to an equilibrium one. In equilibrium correlation and response m easurem ents are

related in a system independentm annerby theuctuation-dissipation theorem (see

Section 7). Outofequilibrium thisgeneralrelation doesnothold and,aswe shall

explain in Sections 13 and 14,im portant inform ation can be extracted from its

m odi�cations.

Aging has an easy interpretation within coarsening system s. W hile the aver-

aged dom ain size R (tw) grows with tw, its rate of increase dtw R (tw ) decreases,
e.g. dtw R (tw ) � t1=z� 1

w in the exam ple explained in Section 2.1. The m otion of

interfaces slows down as tim e elapses. Com paring the con�guration at tw and at

a later tim e � + tw,one �nds a clear separation oftim e-scales depending on the

relative value of� with respect to tw. If� � �0(tw) � 1=dtw lnR (tw),one has
R (� + tw)� R (tw)+ dtw R (tw)� � R (tw),and thedom ain wallsdo notm ove.The
overlap between the con�gurationsattw and � + tw isa sum ofoverlaps between

dom ainsofone and anothertype.(Thisholdswhen the ratio between thenum ber

ofspin in the surface ofthe dom ains and in the bulk vanishes in the therm ody-

nam ic lim it. Som e non-standard system shave fractalscaling ofthe interfacesand

the volum e ofthe dom ains m ightalso have a fractaldim ensionality [30].) Due to

therm aluctuations within the dom ains,the correlation decays as in equilibrium
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from 1atequaltim estom 2
eq(T)when � increaseswhilestillsatisfyingtheconstraint

� � �0(tw). For�’s beyond thislim it,the correlations decay below m2
eq(T)since

the interfaces m ove and one com pares con�gurations with very di�erent dom ain

structuresasshown,forinstance,in thetwo snapshotsin Fig.1.

In structuralglasses,a pictorialexplanation ofaging isalso possible im agining

that each particle sees a cage m ade ofits neighbors. W hen � is short com pared

to a characteristic tim e �0(tw)each particle rapidly rattleswithin itscage and the

decorrelation isonly characterized by therm aluctuations.The correlationsdecay

in a stationary m annerfrom itsvalue atequaltim esto a value called qea thatwill
be de�ned precisely in Section 12 [in the dom ain growth exam ple qea = m 2

eq(T)].
W hen � increases,the m otion ofthe particles destroys the originalcagesand one

seesthestructuralrelaxation.Thewaiting-tim edependence im pliesthatthecages

aresti�erwhen tim eevolves.Them otion ofa tagged particleisdepicted in theleft

panelofFig.4 [6].One seeshow it�rstrattleswithin a cage to laterm ake a long

displacem entand startrattling within anothercage.

In spin-glassesno consensusasto which istheorigin ofaging hasbeen reached.

Still,the qualitative behavior ofcorrelations and responses is rather close to the

one in dom ain growth and structuralglasses. In Fig.6 we show the decay ofthe

therm orem anentm agnetization (an integrated linearresponse)and thecorrelations

between theuctuationsofthem agnetization in a spin-glass[31,32].

Shearing m ay have a very strong e�ect on an aging system . In som e cases it

introduces a characteristic tim e tsh thatyields the longestrelaxation tim e. Thus,

agingisinterrupted forwaiting-tim esthatarelongerthan tsh (seeFig.7).Thise�ect
has been known for long experim entally [21]and it has been found and explored

recently within the theoreticalfram ework thatwe review [33,34]. Experim ents in

othersoftglassym aterialswith agingand aginginterrupted byshearcan befound in

[35].Som eexam pleswherethee�ectofshearingisnotasspectaculararealsoknown.

Forinstance,in a phase separating m ixture sheared in one direction the dom ains

stop growing in thetransverse direction whilethey continue to grow longitudinally

(see[19]and referencestherein).Thisisa subjectofintensive research.

Granularm atterisusually driven with periodicforcesortapping.Thesepertur-

bationspum p energy into thesystem thatisevacuated via friction and introducea

tim e-scaletosc thatissim ply theperiod oftheoscillation.How theseforcesinuence

the aging propertiesism uch lessknown and itisthe subjectofcurrentinvestiga-

tions.Forthem om ent,m ostoftheworkin thisdirection hasbeen num erical[24,25]

and also analyticalwithin the kind ofm odelswe shallsolve [26](see [23]forsom e

experim entalstudies).

Theagingpropertiesofrelaxingm anifoldsin random potentialshavebeen found

analytically [36]and num erically [37]. The experim ent ofPortier etal[38]shows

aging features in a high-Tc superconductor [39] that are also observed num eri-

cally [40,41]. However,other experim entalstudies using di�erent protocols have

notexhibited theseproperties[42].M oreexperim entsareneeded togetabetterun-

derstanding ofthenon-equilibrium relaxation ofthesesystem s.An externalelectric

currentdrivesavortex system in itstransversedirection duetoLorentzforces.How

the longitudinaland transverse aging propertiesofthe system are m odi�ed in the
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m oving phasesisanotherproblem thatdeservesfurtherstudy [43].Thecom parison

between thedynam icsofthem ovingvortex lattice,thetapped dynam icsofgranular

m atterand the sheared dynam icsofdense liquidsisalso interesting and beginsto

bedone.
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Figure6:Agingin thethiospinelinsulatorspin-glass.Decay ofthetherm orem anent

m agnetization (left)and correlationsbetween m agnetic uctuations(right). From

left to right curves for increasing waiting-tim es. Inset: scaling. (Curves taken

from [32],see[31]and [32]fordetails.)
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Figure7: Agingandinterrupted aginginlaponite.Decayofthecorrelationfunction

in a relaxing (left)and a sheared (right)sam ple.In the aging case di�erentcurves

correspond to increasing waiting-tim esfrom leftto right,tw = 10;20;30;40;50m in.
(notethatthedecay occursfor� � tw sincethewaiting-tim esarerathershortand

thesam ple isstillvery farfrom equilibrium ;cfr. with the resultsin A.Knaebelet

alin [35]).In thesheared case,thesam plehasbeen letwaitfortw = 1h,fourshear
rates,_,with valuesindicated in thekey wereapplied atthisinstantand thedecay
ofthestationary correlation wasrecorded [44].

2.8 Sum m ary

In thisSection we introduced severalexam plesofm acroscopic system sthatevolve

with aslow non-equilibrium m acroscopicdynam ics.Them icroscopicdynam icsgov-

erningtheevolution oftheconstituentsofeach system isvery di�erent.Forsystem s

undergoingdom ain growth and classicalglasses,T istheexternalcontrolparam eter

thatgeneratesuctuations. Forglassesatvery low T therm aluctuationsare al-

m ostcom pletely irrelevantwhilequantum uctuationsbecom eim portantand drive
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thedynam ics.Forgranularm atterT isagain irrelevantand thesystem s’relaxation

isdueto theexternaldrive.In theelasticsystem san underlying ordered structure

is visible and m ay cause im portant di�erences in the m acroscopic dynam ics with

respecttootherglassy system swherenoquasiorderhasbeen identi�ed.An ubiqui-

tousphenom enon in theseslowly evolving system soutofequilibrium is(som etim es

interrupted)aging orthebreakdown ofstationarity.Even ifallthesesystem sseem

to betotally di�erent,a com m on form alism to study theirm acroscopicdynam icsis

now being used and a com m on picturestartsto develop.

In therestofthese lectureswe shallexplain the m ain technicaltoolsneeded to

study sim pli�ed m odelsfortheserealsystem s.W eshalldescribethem ain features

ofthe out-com ing scenario m aking contactwith the phenom enology introduced in

thisSection.

3 T heoreticalapproach

Besidesm any phenom enologicaldescriptionsofthe glasstransition and glassy dy-

nam icsproposed long ago,recently,severaltheoreticalapproacheshavebeen devel-

oped.In thefollowing webriey describe som eofthem ain ones.

Dynam icsin the phase space.

Theinstantaneouscon�guration ofthefullsystem isa pointin phasespacethat

m ovesastim e goeson (see the rightpanelin Fig.1).In a whole fam ily ofm odels

one assum es a free-energy landscape on phase space with wells and barriers and

proposes that the point evolution is given by som e dynam ic prescription on this

space. Choosing a convenient distribution and organization ofwells and barriers,

aging e�ects are captured by such m odels. (An average over di�erent system s or

over di�erent parts ofthe sam e system is im plicitly assum ed in order to obtain

sm ooth resultsforthe observables.) In \trap m odels",forinstance,each wellhas

an associated trapping-tim e such that once the system falls in the trap it has to

waitthistrapping-tim eto escape from it.A usefulchoice isa L�evy distribution of

trapping-tim esthatisnotbounded (thisisrelated to assum ing thatthe depth of

wellsisnotbounded from below). The dynam icsissuch thatwhenever the point

leavesatrap acom plete\renewal"takesplacein thesensethatin thenexttim estep

itchoosesany trap from theensem blewith equalprobability.Forsim pleprobability

reasonsone can prove thatata tim e tw afterthe starting tim e the system willbe

trapped in a wellwith life-tim e � tw. Thism odelisdue to J-P Bouchaud and it

leadsto aging [45,46,47,48](forothertrap m odelsin theglassy contextsee[49]).

Dom ain growh.

A di�erent approach m ost com m only used to describe the dynam ics ofspin-

glasses assum es that the evolution is driven by the growth ofdom ains oftwo (or

a few) com peting phases. The non-equilibrium dynam ics is then very sim ilar to

ferrom agneticcoarseningslowed down bytheexistenceofdisorderand/orcom peting

interactions.To obtain concrete predictionsoneeitherusesscaling argum entsthat
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lead to the \dropletm odel" forspin-glasses [50]and itsextension to other glassy

system soronesolvesexactly sim ple m odelsin low dim ensions,typically d = 1 [51,

52]. A drawback ofthisapproach isthatithasbeen hard to identify the growing

structuresin glassy system s.

Kinetic m odels.

A third approach used to m odelthe dynam ics ofglasses consists in proposing

purely kinetic m odelswith no underlying energy function. The dynam ic rulesare

chosen so as to slow down the dynam ics and lead to a dynam ic arrest at som e

criticaltem perature or density. Interestingly enough som e tunning the nature of

the constraints these m odels m ay behave as strong,fragile or m ay even show a

fragile-to-strongcrossoverand they can havenon-triviallong-lastingnonequilibrium

dynam icswithouthaving an underlying statictransition.Severalsuch m odelsexist,

see[51]fora collection ofarticleson thissubjectand [53].

M ean-�eld m odels.

M any oftherecentdevelopm entsin theunderstanding ofthesim ilaritiesin the

behaviorofa prioriso di�erentsystem sastheonesdescribed in Section 2arebased

on the analysis ofm ean-�eld m odels. These m odels are de�ned by Ham iltonians

with long range interactions [e.g. sum over allpairs ofspins in Eq.(2.5)]or in

in�nite dim ensions[e.g. take N ! 1 in Eq.(2.8)]. Som etim esitisconvenientto

includequenched disordered interactionsthough thisisnotnecessary.

The static propertiesofthese m odelsareaccessible by the usualstatisticalm e-

chanicsanalysiscom plem ented by thelessstandard replica trick when disorderex-

ists [9]. The organization ofm etastable states or,in other words,the fullstruc-

tureoftherelevantLandau-typefree-energy landscape,isalso accessiblewith tim e-

independentcalculationscalled tap approachin thecontextofspin-glasstheory[56].

Asfordynam icswe �rsthave to de�ne how the m icroscopic variablesevolve in

tim e. In classicalparticle system sNewton equationsdeterm ine theirevolution. In

quantum system sHeisenberg equationsdothesam e.Sincein realisticsituationsthe

system sofinterestarein contactwith theirenvironm entswepresentthem odeliza-

tion ofthecoupled system sin Section 4.W eshow how thee�ectoftheenvironm ent

translatesinto noisein both cases.Forclassicalm odelstheelim ination ofthebath

variablesleadsto Langevin equations. Non-potentialforcesand vibrationsin clas-

sicalsystem sareeasily included by adding term sto the Langevin equations.Once

them icroscopic dynam icsisgiven the techniquesdescribed in the restofthenotes

allow usto solvetheseschem aticm odels.

Thesem odelscapturem anypropertiesofrealsystem s.Nevertheless,theirm ean-

�eld characterim pliesm anydrawbacks.Forexam ple,one�ndsthattheyhavesharp

dynam ic(with no therm odynam icanom aly)and statictransitionsattem peratures

Td and Ts,(Td > Ts). The relationship between the dynam ic solution and the or-

ganization ofm etastable statesin the relevantfree-energy landscape can be m ade

preciseand itallowsustounderstand theexistenceofthesetwoseparatetransitions.

In realsystem s,however,there isno sharp dynam ic transition since Tg isactually
a crossover,while Ts m ight not exist (recallthe discussion on To in Section 2.2).
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In spite ofthis and other defects,one ofthe interests in these m odels and their

solutionsisthatthey haveagreatpowerofprediction ofso farunknown e�ectsand

thatthey actasa sourceofinspiration forsearching new featuresin thenum erical

and experim entalstudy ofm orerealistic m odelsand system s.Theratheraccurate

com parison to num ericalsim ulations[57,58,59],and,to the extentoftheiravail-

ability,experim ents[31,60,61,62,32],supportstheproposalthatthem echanism in

thesem odelsissim ilartotheoneresponsiblefortheglasstransition,and theglassy

dynam ics,in realm aterials.Indeed,thereisgrowing consensusin thatthey provide

an exaggerated realization oftheactualglassy phenom enon.Itisworth m entioning

too thatsom e ofthe featuresfound in the m ean-�eld m odelsthatwe shallexplain

below havealso been analysed within theotherapproachesm entioned above.

In the following we present the asym ptotic analytic solution to this fam ily of

m odels. Som e ofthe ingredientsm issing in theirfullanalytic solution,thatwould

rendertheirdescription ofrealm aterialsm oreaccurate,havebeen identi�ed (anal-

ysis ofthe dynam ics in tim e-scales that diverge with N ,description ofdynam ic

heterogeneities, etc.). For the m om ent, their com plete analyticaltreatm ent has

proven too di�cultbutsom e recentarticlesreportpartialsuccess and suggestin-

teresting waysto follow up.W eshallcom e back to these issuesin the Conclusions

and Perspectives.

4 System s in contact w ith environm ents

In thetypicalexperim entalprotocolsdiscussed in Section 1onequenchesthesam ple

and subsequently follows its evolution in tim e. Once arrived atthe �nalpoint in

param eterspace,ifno externalforcesareapplied,thesystem relaxesand itsenergy

density decreasestowardsan asym ptotic value. Hence,the system isnotisolated,

butin contactwith an environm entthatactsasasourceofdissipation.Thesystem

plusenvironm entis\closed" while the system alone is\open". The �rstquestion

to answerishow to m odelthecoupled classicaland quantum system .

4.1 M odeling the coupled system

The nature ofthe environm ent,e.g. whetheritcan be m odeled by a classicalora

quantum ensem ble,dependson theproblem understudy.Thechoiceofthecoupling

between system and environm entisdeterm ined by thesym m etry propertiesofthe

system and by physicalintuition.W eiss’textbook [63]hasa very com pletedescrip-

tion ofthis problem . W e here explain the m ain ingredients ofthe m odellization.

Thegenericproblem wewantto study is

H tot = H syst + H env + H int + H counter : (4.1)

Untilotherwise stated,we focus on a single particle coupled to an environm ent.

H syst is the Ham iltonian ofthe isolated particle,H syst = p2=(2M )+ V (q),with
p and q its m om entum and position. H env is the Ham iltonian ofa therm albath
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that,again forsim plicity,we take to be an ensem ble ofN independent harm onic

oscillators

H env =

N bX

a= 1

�2a
2m a

+
m a!2

a

2
x2a : (4.2)

This is indeed a very usualchoice since,for exam ple,it m ay represent phonons.

H int is the coupling between system and environm ent. W e restrict the following

discussion to an interaction thatislinearin theoscillatorand particlecoordinates,

H int = q
P N b

a= 1caxa,with ca the coupling constants. The calculationscan be easily
generalized to an interaction with a m ore com plicated dependence on the system ’s

coordinate,F(q),thatm ay bedictated by thesym m etriesofthesystem .W ediscuss

thelastterm ,H counter,below.

4.1.1 Statics

Classicalproblem s

Letus�rstshow how thestaticpropertiesofa classicalsystem arem odi�ed by

itsinteraction with aclassicaltherm albath.Ifthecoupled system isin equilibrium ,

it is described by a partition function given by a sum over the com bined phase

spaceofthesystem and environm ent.Havingchosen abath ofharm onicoscillators,

the integration over the bath variables can be readily perform ed;this calculation

yieldsthereduced partition function thatiswritten asan integration overthephase

space ofthe system only. One can easily prove that the m ass ofthe system gets

(negatively) renorm alized due to the coupling to the environm ent [64]. Therefore

oneintroducesthecounter-term

H counter =
1

2

N bX

a= 1

c2a
m a!2

a

q2 (4.3)

in such a way to elim inate the m ass renorm alization and to recover the partition

function oftheisolated system .

Quantum problem s

Ifone includes quantum uctuations to describe the system and environm ent,

thesituation isslightly m orecom plex.Therelevantquantity tostudy isthedensity

m atrix ofthe fullsystem that,forinstance,can be represented asa path integral

on im aginary tim e[65].Thecontribution oftheenvironm entto thee�ectiveaction

is quadratic and its variables can be integrated away to yield a reduced density

m atrix.Asopposed to theclassicalcase,theinteraction with thereservoirnotonly

inducesa (negative)m assrenorm alization butitalso generatesa retarded quadratic

interaction Z ��h

0

d�
Z �

0

d�0x(�)K (� � �0)x(�0) (4.4)

controlled by thekernel

K (�)=
2

��h�

1X

n= � 1

Z
1

0

d!
I(!)

!

�2n
�2n + !2

exp(i�n�); (4.5)
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with �n the M atsubara frequencies,�n = 2�n=�h�,n an integer in (� 1 ;1 ) and

I(!)thespectraldensity ofthebath,

I(!)=
�

2

N bX

a= 1

c2a
m a!a

�(! � !a); (4.6)

thatisasm ooth function of! usually taken tobeI(!)= ! (!=!s)
s� 1

exp(� !=�);
with  the \friction coe�cient",! s a constant,� a high frequency cut-o� and s a
param eterthatcharacterizesdi�erentbaths:s= 1isOhm ic(and leadstotheusual

whitenoisewhen �! 1 ),s> 1issuper-Ohm icand s< 1 issub-Ohm ic.Asin the

classicalcase,one includesa counter-term to cancelthe m assrenorm alization but

theretarded interaction (4.4)cannotbeelim inated.

4.1.2 D ynam ics

The distinction between the e�ect ofa reservoir on the statistic properties ofa

classicaland a quantum system isabsentfrom a fulldynam ic treatm entwherethe

coupling to the environm ent always leads to a retarded interaction. In classical

problem sonegenerally arguesthattheretarded interaction can besim ply replaced

by a localone,i.e. one useswhite noises,iflong enough tim e-scalesare explored.

In quantum problem sthesam esim pli�cation isnotjusti�ed in general.

Classicalproblem s

Thedissipativedynam icsofaclassicalsystem in contactwith an environm entis

usually described by aphenom enologicalLangevin equation.Ifthesystem issim ply

given by a particleofm assM ,whoseposition isdenoted by q,thisequation reads

M �q(t)+
Z

t

0

dt0(t� t0)_q(t0) = � V0(q(t))+ �(t) (4.7)

h�(t)�(t0)i = kB T(t� t0) (4.8)

where(t� t0)isa retarded friction and �(t)isa tim e-dependentGaussian random
forcewith zero m ean and correlation given by Eq.(4.8).W eadoptangularbrackets

to denoteaveragesoverthenoise.

The Langevin equation was�rstintroduced in the contextofBrownian m otion

and later used in a variety ofproblem s with dissipation. It can be derived from

the coupled system de�ned in Eq.(4.1)[66,63](see Appendix A). Indeed,ifone

assum esthattheinitialcoordinatesand m om entaoftheoscillatorshaveacanonical

distribution at an inverse tem perature � [shifted by the coupling to the particle

xa(0)! xa(0)� ca=(m a!2
a)q(0)],Newton’sequation fortheevolution oftheparticle

becom es Eq.(4.7). The random nature ofthe force � is due to the random icity

in the initialvalues ofthe position and m om enta ofthe oscillators. The use of

an equilibrium m easureforthedistribution oftheoscillatorsim pliestheinvariance

undertim etranslationsofthefriction kernel,(t� t0),and itsrelation to thenoise-
noise correlation in Eq.(4.8). The latterisa uctuation-dissipation theorem that

holds for the bath variables (see Appendix A and Section 7). Di�erent form s of
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(t� t0)canbegenerated bydi�erentchoicesoftheensem bleofoscillators.Typically,
the decay of(t� t0) occurs in a �nite relaxation tim e,��. W hen the m inim um

observation tim e is ofthe order ofor shorter than �� one has a \colored noise".

Instead,when it is m uch longer than ��,any tim e di�erence satis�es t� t0 � ��
and the kernelcan be approxim ated with a delta function (t� t0)� 2�(t� t0),
which correspondsto a white noise. Forthe classicalproblem swe shalldealwith

thewhite-noiseapproxim ation isadequate.

Once the Langevin equation has been established on a �rm er ground,it can

be used as a starting point to study the dynam ics ofm ore com plicated classical

system sin contactwith classicalenvironm ents.Thedescription ofthedynam icsofa

m acroscopicsystem with dissipation isthen given by N coupled Langevin equations

with N thenum berofdynam icdegreesoffreedom .(In thiscaseoneusually couples

an independentsetofoscillatorsto each m icroscopic variable ofthe system ,other

choiceslead to m ore com plicated equations.) Tim e-dependent,fi(t),and constant

non-potentialforces,fnpi ,astheonesapplied to granularm atterand in rheological

m easurem entsare sim ply included aspartofthe determ inistic force. In the white

noiselim it

M �qi(t)+  _qi(t) = �
�V (~q)

�qi(t)
+ fi(t)+ fnpi + �i(t); (4.9)

h�i(t)�j(t
0)i = 2kB T �ij�(t� t0): (4.10)

A continuous Langevin equation forclassicalspins isusually written replacing

thehard Ising constraintsi= � 1 by a softoneim plem ented with a potentialterm

oftheform V (si)= u(s2i � 1)2 with u a coupling strength thatoneeventually takes
toin�nity.Thesoftspinsarecontinuousunbounded variablessi2 (� 1 ;1 )butthe

potentialenergy favorsthecon�gurationswith si closeto � 1.Even sim plerm odels

are constructed with sphericalspins, that are also continuous variables globally

constrained to satisfy
P

N
i= 1s

2
i = N .

Quantum problem s

Even ifseveralattem ptsto writedown quantum versionsoftheLangevin equa-

tion appeared in theliterature,these m ethodsrem ain very m uch m odeldependent

and di�cult to generalize [63]. A m ore convenient way to analyze the dynam ics

ofa coupled system and environm ent with quantum uctuationsisthe functional

Schwinger-Keldysh form alism .W epostponethediscussion ofthee�ectofthequan-

tum reservoiron thequantum system to Section 8 whereweintroducethisform al-

ism . In short,the e�ect ofthe environm ent isto introduce retarded term sin the

dynam icaction thataresim ilarto theonesin Eq.(4.4)butin realtim e.Thewhite

approxim ation is not acceptable and one is forced to keep the non-localin tim e

kernels.

5 O bservables and averages

Asusualin statisticaland quantum m echanicsm eaningfulquantitiesare averaged

observables. For an equilibrated system , due to ergodicity, one can either take
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an ensem ble average or an average over a su�ciently long tim e-window. Out of

equilibrium these do not coincide in general. In this Section we de�ne averaging

procedures forclassicaland quantum problem s outofequilibrium and we set the

notation used in therestofthenotes.

5.1 C lassicalsystem s

Theinteraction with theenvironm entinducesuctuationsand theLangevin equa-

tion issolved in a probabilisticsense,

qsol�k
(t)= F [(�k);q0;t]: (5.1)

The index k labelsdi�erent realizationsofthe therm alhistory,i.e. di�erentreal-

izationsofthe noise ateach instant. q0 isthe initialcondition q0 = q(0)and (�k)
encodesallnoisevaluesin theinterval[0;t].W ediscretize tim e,ta = a� with � the

tim e spacing and a = 0;1::::The totaltim e ist= �T . W e shallbe interested in

the lim it T ! 1 and � ! 0 with t�xed. Equation (5.1)m eans that there is a

di�erentsolution foreach noisehistory.

Any one-tim e functionalofq,A[q](t),m ustbeaveraged overallhistoriesofthe
therm alnoiseto obtain a determ inistic result

hA[q](t)i= lim
N ! 1

NX

k= 1

A[qsol�k
](t)P(�k)=

Z

D � P(�)A[qsol� ](t): (5.2)

N isthe num berofnoise realizations. P(�k)isthe probability distribution ofthe

k-th therm alhistory.Fora Gaussian noise

P(�k)/ exp

"

�
1

2kB T

X

ab

�k(ta)
� 1(ta � tb)�k(tb)

#

: (5.3)

Them easureofthefunctionalintegralisjustD � �
Q

a d�(ta).
Two-tim e functionscharacterize the outofequilibrium dynam icsin a m ore de-

tailed way and they arede�ned as

CA B (t;t
0)� hA[q](t)B [q](t0)i=

Z

D � P(�)A[qsol� ](t)B [qsol� ](t0): (5.4)

TheobservableB [q]ism easured attim et0,theobservableA[q]ism easured attim e
tforeach noiserealization and theaverageistaken afterwards.

The instantaneous linearresponse isalso a two-tim e function. Im agine thatq
representstheposition ofaBrownian particlethatonekickswith aweak perturbing

forceattim et0= ta (seeFig.8).Thesubsequentposition oftheparticleism odi�ed
bytheperturbation.Thelinearresponseisgiven bythecom parison oftheperturbed

dynam icswith theunperturbed one,in which noforcehasbeen applied,up tolinear

orderin theperturbation:

R A B (t;t
0)�

�hA[q]i(t)

�hB (t0)

�
�
�
�
�
hB = 0

: (5.5)
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Figure 8:Left:an instantaneousperturbation applied atta. Right:a step pertur-

bation applied atta and held constantforallsubsequenttim es.

Thesubindex B indicatesthattheperturbation applied att0isconjugated totheob-
servableB [q]when theHam iltonian ism odi�ed asH ! H � hB B [q].Thesubindex
A indicatesthatweexam inehow theobservableA[q]attim etreactsto thepertur-
bation.Atthe end ofthecalculation we sethB = 0 to extractthe linearresponse.

Keeping hB 6= 0 yieldsinform ation aboutthenonlinearterm sin theresponsefunc-

tion.Forcausalsystem stheresponsefunction vanishesift0> t.
In futureSectionsweshallbeinterested in theintegrated linearresponserather

than the instantaneous one. This quantity represents the linear response ofthe

system to a step-likeperturbation ofduration t� t0thatstartsatt0,asrepresented
on therightpanelofFig.8:

�A B (t;t
0)�

Z
t

t0
dt00R A B (t;t

00): (5.6)

Rather often results are presented in the frequency dom ain. One de�nes the

Fouriertransform and itsinverse

~A(!)=
Z

1

� 1

dtexp(� i!t)A(t); A(t)=
Z

1

� 1

d!

2�
exp(i!t) ~A(!): (5.7)

Forastationaryprocess,thelinearsusceptibility,~�(!),issim plygivenbytheFourier
transform ofthelinearresponse(5.5).HoweverR A B (t;t0)isnotnecessarily station-
ary outofequilibrium .Hence,wede�netwo generalized linearsusceptibilities,

~�(1)A B (!;t
0) �

Z 1

0

d� exp(� i!�)RA B (t
0+ �;t0); (5.8)

~�(2)A B (!;t) �

Z 1

0

d� exp(� i!�)RA B (t;t� �); (5.9)

thatreduce to the well-known expression for ~�A B (!)in a stationary system . Note

thatin the �rstline we keptthe shortertim e (t0)�xed while in the second line we

keptthelongertim e(t)�xed.Theseexpressionshavea realand an im aginary part
thatyield the in-phase (~�0)and the out-of-phase (~�00)susceptibilities,respectively.
Theintegrationsrun overpositivevaluesof� only dueto causality.

Up to this point we have discussed the sim ple case in which observables only

depend on tim e.M oregenerally,oneisinterested in extending theabovede�nitions

to �eld theories. In the context ofliquids,glasses,etc. the generic observables A
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and B depend on the positions and m om enta ofthe particles. A key quantity is

thedensity �(~r;t)=
P N

�= 1�(~r� ~r�),where~r isa d dim ensionalvectorin realspace
and ~r� arethepositionsoftheN particlesin thesystem .From thedensity-density

correlator N � 1G(~r;t;~r0;t0) � h�(~r0+ ~r;t)�(~r0;t0)i one de�nes the m ore usefulvan
Hove correlatorG vh(~r;t;t0)�

R
ddr0 G(~r;t;~r0;t0),thatm easures the probability of

�ndingaparticleiwithin avolum eddraround thepoint~rattim etgiven thatthere
wasa particlej attheorigin attim et0.Thenorm alization factor�xesthenum ber
ofparticles,

R
ddrG vh(~r;t) = N . The density-density and van Hove correlators

can be naturally separated in two contributions,a selfand a distinctpart. In the

form er,oneaddsoverequalparticlesonly whilein thelatteroneaddsoverdistinct

particles. The two-tim e interm ediate scattering function is constructed with the

com ponents ofthe real-space Fourier transform ofthe density at di�erent tim es:

N � 1F(~k;t;t0) � h�(~k;t)��(~k;t0)i = h�(~k;t)�(�~k;t0)i. W hen tim es are equalone

recovers the structure factor,S(~k;t) = F(~k;t;t) that at long tim es approaches a

lim itS(~k;t)! S(~k)even forglassy system s.
The two-tim e interm ediate scattering function ism easurable via neutron scat-

tering. Indeed,one can easily extend the proofdescribed e.g. in [67]to the non-

equilibrium case,to show that the cross-section per nucleus is related to the in-

term ediate scattering function. This relation suggests to callthe selfand distinct

correlators,incoherentand coherentones,respectively. M any tim es,one de�nes

the correlators ofthe localdensity uctuations,��(~r;t) � �(~r;t)� h�(~r;t)i. The

m odi�cation ofthe correlationsde�ned above follow straightforwardly. A detailed

description ofthe properties ofthese correlations in an equilibrated liquid can be

found in [67].

Up to now wehaveonly discussed one-pointand two-pointfunctions.In general

problem s,higherorderfunctionsare nottrivially related to the previousonesand

bearricherinform ation. These are four-pointfunctions,hA(t)B (t0)C(t00)D (t00)i,or
anyotherform ofam oregeneraltype.Inm ostofthesolvablem odelsweshalldiscuss

below,and in m ostofthe approxim ationsused to analyze realistic m odels,higher-

orderfunctionsdo notappear. The reasons fortheir disappearance are m anifold.

In sim pli�ed m odelsone can sim ply prove thathigherorderfunctionsare exactly

given in term sofoneand two-pointfunctions.In m orerealisticcases,higherorder

functions are approxim ated with expressions that depend on one and two-point

functionsonly. Thisisdone,forinstance,in Gaussian approxim ationsand m ode-

coupling theory.However,a com pletesolution to a �nitedim ensionalm odelshould

beableto predictthebehaviorofsuch higherordercorrelations.

5.2 Q uantum problem s

A quantum m echanicaloperator, Â,in the Heisenberg representation evolves ac-

cording to

Â(t)= exp

�
iH t

�h

�

Â(0)exp
�

�
iH t

�h

�

: (5.10)

Ensem ble averages are de�ned as hÂ(t)i � Tr
�

Â(t)̂�(0)
�

=Tr�̂(0),where �̂(0) is
the initialdensity operator and the trace is de�ned in the usualway, Tr[� ] �
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P

�h �j� j �i,with f �g an orthonorm albasis in Fock space. The norm aliza-

tion factor is the partition function Z � Tr�̂(0). Two-tim e dependent corre-

lation functions are introduced as hÂ(t)B̂ (t0)i � Z� 1Tr
�

Â(t)B (t0)̂�(0)
�

. Clearly

hÂ(t)B̂ (t0)i6= hB̂ (t0)Â(t)iand one can de�ne sym m etrized and anti-sym m etrized

correlations:

CfA ;B g(t;t
0) =

1

2
hÂ(t)B̂ (t0)+ B̂ (t0)Â(t)i; (5.11)

C[A ;B ](t;t
0) =

1

2
hÂ(t)B̂ (t0)� B̂ (t0)Â(t)i; (5.12)

respectively.Thelinearresponseand theintegrated linearresponsearede�ned just

asin the classicalcase,see Eqs.(5.5)and (5.6). In linearresponse theory,in and

outofequilibrium ,R A B (t;t0)and the anti-sym m etrized correlation C[A ;B ](t;t0)are
related by theKubo form ula [68](seeAppendix B)

R A B (t;t
0)=

i

�h
�(t� t0)h[Â(t);B̂ (t0)]i=

2i

�h
�(t� t0)C[A ;B ](t;t

0): (5.13)

5.3 A verage over disorder

Tim e independent quenched random forces and interactions exist in som e ofthe

m odels and system s that we study. W e shallbe m ostly interested in quantities

averaged overthedistribution ofdisorderthatwedenotewith squarebrackets[hAi].
Averaging overdisorderisa delicatem atterwhen onewishesto com pute static

properties. For instance, one has to resort to the som etim es contested replica

trick [69]. W e shallsee in Section 8 that in a fulldynam ic treatm ent with no

specialinitialconditionsthereisno need to introducereplicasand theform alism is

totally freefrom am biguities.

6 T im e dependent probability distributions

In Section 4 we derived a Langevin equation with white noise as the m icroscopic

dynam icequation controlling theevolution oftheclassicalproblem sweshallstudy.

In this Section we prove som e properties ofthe equilibrium dynam ics ofclassical

m odelswith dynam icsgiven by these equations.Onecan sim ply m odify thisproof

fora genericM arkov process,a classicalproblem with colored noiseand a quantum

m odel.

6.1 T he Fokker { Planck and K ram ers equations

The Fokker-Planck and Kram ers equations are particular m aster equations that

hold exactly fora Langevin processwith white noise. The probability distribution

ofthetherm alnoise,P(�),inducesa tim e-dependentprobability distribution ofthe
dynam icvariablesq and v (orp= v=M ):

P(q;v;t)=
Z

D � P(�)�
�

q� qsol� (t)
�

�
�

v� vsol� (t)
�

: (6.1)
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thatsatis�estheKram ersequation


@P(q;v;t)

@t
= �

@

@q
(vP(q;v;t))+

@

@v

" 

v+
V 0(q)

M
+
kB T

M

@

@v

!

P(q;v;t)

#

: (6.2)

For colored noises one cannot derive a sim ple di�erentialequation for P(q;v;t);
indeed,itisclearthatin these casesthe stochastic processisnotM arkovian. The

averagesovertherm alhistoriescan beexpressed in term sofP(q;v;t),hA[q;v]i(t)=
R
D qD vP(q;v;t)A[q;v].
W hen the inertialterm in the Langevin equation can be dropped,P(q;v;t)is

replaced by an exclusive function ofq,P(q;t),de�ned as

P(q;t)=
Z

D � P(�)�
�

q� qsol� (t)
�

(6.3)

and determ ined by theFokker-Planck equation,


@P(q;t)

@t
=

@

@q
[P(q;t)V 0(q)]+ kB T

@2

@q2
P(q;t): (6.4)

It is very im portant to note that the balancing offactors on the right-hand-side

(rhs)ofthe Fokker-Planck and the Kram ersequations is a direct consequence of

the equilibration ofthe noise (see Appendix A). Thisrelation isknown underthe

nam e ofEinstein relation or uctuation { dissipation theorem ofthe second kind

(according to Kubo).W eshallseeitsim plicationsbelow.

6.2 A pproach to equilibrium

In thisSection wefocus,forsim plicity,on theFokker-Plack equation (6.4).In order

to ensure the equilibration ofthe system at long tim es Pgb m ust be a stationary

solution ofthe Fokker-Planck equation. Introducing P / exp(� �V ) in Eq.(6.4)

onerealizesthatany otherratio between thefactorsin frontofthe�rstand second

term on therhsoftheFokker-Planck equation would notallow forthisasym ptotic

solution.

W estillhaveto show thatPgb istheactualasym ptoticsolution reached by the
dynam icprocess,lim t! 1 P(t)= Pgb.An easy and elegantproofrelieson am apping
between theFokker-Planck and theSchr�odingerequations[68].Introducing

P(q;t)=  0(q)p(q;t)= ce�
�

2
V (q)p(q;t) (6.5)

with ca positiveconstant,onehas


@p(q;t)

@t
=

"

kB T
@2

@q2
�

 

�
1

2
V 00(q)+

�

4
(V 0(q))2

! #

p(q;t)= H fpp(q;t): (6.6)

Thisisa Schr�odingerequation in im aginary tim e.Notehoweverthatp(q;t)hereis
a probability density and playsthe role ofa wave function while in true quantum

m echanicsitisthe m odulussquared ofthe wave function which hasa probability
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interpretation.Iftheterm between squarebracketsgrowstoin�nity su�ciently fast

when q! � 1 thespectrum oftheFokker-Planck Ham iltonian Hfp isdiscrete.Itis
now easytocheck that 0(q)istheground stateofH fp,i.e.apositivede�niteeigen-

vectorwith eigenvalueE 0 = 0.W ewritep(q;t)=
P

n cn n(q)exp(� Ent)with  n(q)
theeigenvectorassociated to theeigenvalueE n,E n > 0 when n > 0.W hen t! 1

allterm svanish apartfrom the one with n = 0,lim t! 1 p(q;t)= c0 0(q)=  0(q),
where we used c0 =

R
dq 0(q)p(q;0) =

R
dqP(q;0) = 1. This expression im plies

lim t! 1 P(q;t)=  2
0
(q)= c2exp(� �V (q))and theconservation ofprobability allows

one to com pute the norm alization constant,c� 2=
R
dq exp(� �V (q)). ThusPgb is

indeed theasym ptoticsolution to theFokker-Planck equation [68].

Note thatthisargum entassum esthata su�ciently long t(t> teq)isreached

such that only the n = 0 term survives in the sum . This hypothesis does not

hold in the asym ptotic analysis for the relaxing m odels we analyze in the next

Sections. In the low-T phase the equilibration tim e grows with the size ofthe

system ,teq(N )! 1 ,while in the analysis we only consider tim es thatare �nite

with respect to N . M oreover, when non-potentialor tim e-dependent forces are

exerted on the system ,see Eq.(4.9),the transform ation (6.5) is not su�cient to

dealwith theire�ectand equilibrium cannotbeestablished.

Justasinusualquantum m echanicsonecanuseanoperatornotationtorepresent

the Fokker-Planck equation. Indeed,identifying � i@=@q with the operator p̂ the

usualcom m utation relationsbetween m om entum and coordinatearerecovered.The

probability distribution P(q;t) is then identi�ed with a quantum tim e-dependent

\state" jP(t)i.W ith thesenew nam es,theFokker-Planck equation reads


@jP(t)i

@t
= Ĥ fpjP(t)i with Ĥ fp = p̂

�

îV 0(q)� kB Tp̂
�

: (6.7)

jP(t)i is obtained from the evolution ofan initialstate jP(0)i with the operator

exp(� Ĥ fpt).

6.3 Equilibrium dynam ics

Allaveragevalues(5.2)canbecom putedusingP(q;t)ashA[q](t)i=
R
dqA[q]P(q;t).

Ifwepursuetheidenti�cation with thequantum m echanicsform ulation and weas-

sociate the bra h� jto the \wave function" identicalto 1 we write the average as

hA[q](t)i= h� ĵA[q]jP(t)i. The norm alization ofthe probability distribution reads

h� jP(t)i= 1.Clearly,ifthesystem reached equilibrium ata tim et0,allaveragesof
one-tim equantitiesaretim e-independenthenceforth.

Any correlation CA B (t;t0) for two \local" functions of the variable q can be

expressed as

CA B (t;t
0) =

Z

dq
Z

dq0
Z

dq00A[q]T(q0;t0! q;t)B [q0]T(q00;0! q0;t0)P(q00;0)

= h� jÂ[q]exp(� Ĥ fp(t� t0))B̂ [q]exp(� Ĥ fpt
0)jP(0)i: (6.8)

In the transition probabilities,T,we included the tim e-dependence to clarify their

m eaning.In thesecond lineweused thequantum m echanicalnotation.Ifthetim e
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t0 is longer than the equilibration tim e,the probability density at t0 reached the

equilibrium one,
R
dq00T(q00;0 ! q0;t0)P(q00;0) = Pgb(q0). Equivalently,jP(t0)i =

jPgbi.Two propertiesfollow im m ediately:

Stationarity:Sincethetransition probability isa function ofthetim e-di�erence

only, T(q;t;q0;t0) = T(q;q0;t� t0) = hqjexp(� Ĥ fp(t� t0))jq0i the correlation is

invariantundertranslationsoftim efort0> teq.
Onsager relations: hA[q](t)B [q](t0)i= hA[q](t0)B [q](t)iforany two observables

A and B thatdepend only on thecoordinates.Indeed,

hA(t0)B (t)i = h� ĵB e� Ĥ fp(t� t0)ÂjPgbi = hPgbjÂ
y
�

e� Ĥ fp(t� t0)
�y
B̂ yj� i

= hPgbjÂe
� Ĥ

y
fp(t� t0)B̂ j� i = h� je� �V̂ Âe� Ĥ

y
fp(t� t0)B̂ e�V̂ e� �V̂ j� i

= h� ĵAe� �V̂ e� Ĥ
y
fp(t� t0)e�V̂ B̂ jPgbi: (6.9)

Theproofiscom pleted by showing thate� �V̂ e� Ĥ
y
fp(t� t0)e�V̂ = e� Ĥ fp(t� t0) forallt� t0

which isequivalentto Ĥ y
fp = e�V̂ Ĥ fpe� �V̂ .Thelattercan bechecked directly using

the Fokker-Planck Ham iltonian. The m atrix elem ents hqje� Ĥ fp�jq0i = T(q0;t !

q;t+ �)and hqje� Ĥ
y
fp�jq0i= T(q;t! q0;t+ �)yield thetransition probabilitiesand

the �rst equation in thisparagraph can be recastas T(q0;t! q;t+ �)e� �V (q0) =

T(q;t! q0;t+ �)e� �V (q)which isdetailed balance.

Sim ilarly,one provesthatthe linearresponse R A B (t;t0)isalso stationary when
P(q0;t0)= Pgb(q0). W e representthe instantaneousin�nitesim alperturbation h(t0)
asthekick between ta � �=2 and ta + �=2 in Fig.8-left.TheFokker-Planck Ham il-
tonian in thepresenceofthe�eld is Ĥ h

fp = îp
h

V̂ 0(q)+ hB̂ 0[q]+ kB Tîp
i

while Ĥ fp is

theFokker-Planck operatorin no �eld.Theaveragein a �eld reads

hA[q]ih(t)= h� jÂ[q]e� Ĥ fp(t� t0�
�

2)e� Ĥ
h
fp[(t0+

�

2)�(t
0�

�

2)]e� Ĥ fp(t0� �

2)jP(0)i: (6.10)

and thevariation with respectto h yields

�hA[q]i(t)

�h B (t0)
= h� jÂ[q]e� Ĥ fp(t� t0�

�

2)

 

� �
Ĥ h

fp � Ĥ fp

�h

!

e� Ĥ fp(t0� �

2)jP(0)i;(6.11)

with�h = h�.Thefactorbetween parenthesisequals(� îpB̂ 0[q]h�)=(h�)= � îp̂B 0[q].
Taking thelim it� ! 0 and evaluating ath = 0 onehas

R A B (t;t
0)= h� jÂ[q]exp

h

� Ĥ fp(t� t0)
i

(� îp̂B 0[q]) exp
�

� Ĥ fpt
0
�

jP(0)i: (6.12)

From thisexpression onerecoversseveralpropertiesoftheresponse:

Causality:Thesam ederivation fort0> tyields

R A B (t;t
0)= h� j (� îp̂B 0[q]) exp

h

� Ĥ fp(t� t0)
i

Â[q]exp
h

� Ĥ fpt
0
i

jP(0)i: (6.13)

Sinceh� ĵp= 0,R(t;t0)= 0 forallt< t0.
Stationarity:W hen exp

�

� Ĥ fpt0
�

jP(0)i= jPgbionehas

R A B (t;t
0)= h� jÂ[q]exp

h

� Ĥ fp (t� t0)
i

(� îp̂B 0[q])jPgbi= R st
A B (t� t0): (6.14)
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Responseatequaltim es:lim t0! t� R A B (t;t0)= h� jÂ 0[q]B̂ 0[q]exp
h

� Ĥ fpt0
i

jP(0)i.

IfÂ[q]= B̂ [q]= q̂ then Â 0[q]= B̂ 0[q]= 1 and lim t0! t� R A B (t;t0)= h� jP(t0)i= 1

from conservation ofprobability.

Fluctuation-dissipation theorem :W epostponeitsdiscussion to Section 7.2.

Onsagerrelations:Usingtherelation between correlation and responsesdictated

by thefdt one�ndsthattheOnsagerrelationsm ustalso hold between responses.

7 T he uctuation { dissipation theorem (fdt)

The uctuation-dissipation theorem (fdt) relates the correlations ofspontaneous

uctuationsto the induced uctuationsin equilibrium . Itisa m odelindependent

relation between the linear response and its associated correlation function that

takesdi�erent form sforclassicaland quantum system . The latterreduces to the

form er when quantum uctuations becom e irrelevant. In this Section we present

severalproofsofthe fdt. W hen the equilibration hypothesis isnotjusti�ed,this

relation doesnotnecessarily holds.

7.1 Static fdt

M any relationsbetween correlationsofuctuationsand susceptibilities are known

in statisticalm echanics.Allthesearedi�erentstatem entsofthestatic fdt.

Take forinstance a perfectgas.Theuctuationsin thedensity � = n=~V where

n isthe num ber ofparticles within a sub volum e ~V ofa system with N particles

and volum eV ,arede�ned as:�2� � h(� � h�i)2i.In thetherm odynam iclim itN !

1 ;V ! 1 with N =V = � �xed,thesearerelated to theisotherm alcom pressibility

�T = � 1=V @V=@PjT via �2� = (kB T)�2�T=~V .Thisrelation isa form offdt.

Fora system in equilibrium with a therm alreservoirattem peratureT onehas

� �
�hAih
�h

�
�
�
�
�
h= 0

= �h(A � hAi)2i (7.1)

forany observable A. The average h ih is calculated with the partition function

ofthe system in the presence ofa sm all�eld coupled to A in such a way thatthe

Ham iltonian readsH = H 0 � hA.Fora m agnetic system thisequation relatesthe

m agneticsusceptibility to them agnetization uctuations.

7.2 D ynam ic fdt

Thereareseveralproofsofthistheorem .Herewefocuson a Fokker-Planck process.

In Section 6.3 we com puted R A B and CA B in equilibrium .Taking thederivative of

Eq.(6.8)with respectto t0one�nds

@CA B (t� t0)

@t0
= h� ĵA[q]exp[� Ĥ fp(t� t0)](� îpkB TB̂

0[q])jPgbi

= kB TR A B (t� t0) (7.2)
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fort� t0 > 0. Note thatsince in equilibrium the averages ofone-tim e quantities

are constant one can replace CA B (t� t0) by the connected correlation C c
A B (t�

t0) � CA B (t� t0)� hAihB i in the left-hand-side (lhs) and the fdt also reads

@t0C c
A B (t� t0)= kB TR A B (t� t0).In integrated form

kB T�A B (t� tw)= CA B (t� t)� CA B (t� tw)= C c
A B (t� t)� CcA B (t� tw): (7.3)

7.3 Q uantum fdt

Proofsand descriptionsofthequantum fdt can befound in severaltextbooks[70,

68]. Here,we expressitin the tim e-dom ain and in a m ixed tim e-Fouriernotation

thatgives us insight as to how to extend itto the case ofglassy non-equilibrium

dynam ics.

Ifattim et0aquantum system hasreached equilibrium thedensity operator�̂(t0)
isjustthe Boltzm ann factorexp(� �Ĥ )=Z. Asin Section 6.3 itisthen im m ediate

to show that tim e-translation invariance (tti) holds CA B (t;t0) = CA B (t� t0). In

addition,from thede�nition ofC A B (t;t0)in Eq.(5.11)oneprovesthekmsproperties
CA B (t;t0)= CB A (t0;t+ i��h)= CB A(� t� i��h;� t0).Assum ing,forde�niteness,that
t> 0 itiseasy to verify thefollowing equation

CfA ;B g(�)+
i�h

2
R A B (�)= CfA ;B g(�

�)�
i�h

2
R A B (�

�); (7.4)

where� = t+ i��h=2.Thisisaway toexpressfdt through an analyticcontinuation
to com plex tim es.In term softheFouriertransform ed ~CA B (!)de�ned in Eq.(5.7)
the kms properties read ~CA B (!) = exp(��h!)~CB A(� !) and lead to the following

relation between Fouriertransform sofsym m etrized and anti-sym m etrized corre-

lations: ~C[A ;B ](!)= tanh
�
��h!

2

�
~CfA ;B g(!).Using now theKubo relation (5.13)one

obtainsthequantum fdt

R A B (t� t0) =
i

�h

Z 1

� 1

d!

�
exp(� i!(t� t0)) tanh

 
��h!

2

!

~CfA ;B g(!); (7.5)

t� t0.W ith therepresentation
R1
0
dtexp(i!t)= lim �! 0+ i=(!+ i�)= ��(!)+ iP=!,

~R A B (!) = �
1

�h
lim
�! 0+

Z 1

� 1

d!0

�

1

! � !0+ i�
tanh

 
��h!0

2

!

~CfA ;B g(!
0) (7.6)

from whichweobtaintherealandim aginaryrelationsbetween Im ~R A B (!),Re~R A B (!)
and ~CfA ;B g(!). If��h!=2 � 1,tanh(��h!=2)� ��h!=2 and Eq.(7.5)becom es the

classicalfdt,Eq.(7.2).

7.4 Exam ples

7.4.1 H arm onic oscillator and di�usion

The sim plestexam ple in which one seesthe m odi�cationsofthe fdt atwork isa

one-dim ensionalharm onic oscillatorwith no inertia coupled to a white bath. One
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�nds

kB T
R(t;t0)

@t0C(t;t0)
=

"

1+ exp

 

�
2kt0



! #� 1

!

8
><

>:

1 if k > 0
1

2
if k = 0

0 if k < 0

(7.7)

fortim est� t0and t0� =k with k theharm onicconstantoftheoscillator.Thus,
when thereisa con�ning potentialand Pgb can bede�ned thefdt holds.Instead,

when thepotentialisat(k = 0)orunbounded from below (k < 0)nonorm alizable

Pgb can bede�ned and thefdt ism odi�ed.

Ifonekeepsinertia,thecalculationsareslightly m oreinvolved butonecan carry

them through to show thatm om enta and coordinatesbehave very di�erently [71].

Sincetheprobability distribution ofthem om entavery rapidly reachesaM axwellian

forallvaluesofk these variablesequilibrate and fdt holdsforthem . Thisisthe

reason why the kinetic energy ofa particle system servesto callibrate the external

tem perature. The coordinates,instead,behave asin (7.7)depending on the value

ofk.

7.4.2 A driven system

Takenow a sym m etric two-dim ensionalharm onicoscillatorV (x;y)= k=2(x2 + y2)
and apply the non-potentialforce ~f(x;y) = �(y;� x) on it. This force m akes a

particleturn within thepotentialwelland onecan check,by directcalculation,that

thefdt doesnothold.

7.4.3 N o Einstein relation

Ifthebath issuch thattheEinstein relation between friction and noisecorrelation

doesnothold,the fdt forthe system variablesdoesnothold either. Again,this

can beeasily checked using a harm onicoscillator.

7.4.4 A com plex bath

Letuscouple a harm onic oscillatorto a com plex bath m ade oftwo parts:a white

bath (��(1) ! 0)with friction coe�cient 1 attem perature T1 and a coloured bath

with friction kernel(t� t0)= 2exp[� (t� t0)=��(2)]keptattem peratureT2 [72].The
com plex bath inducestwo tim e-scales(seeSection 11.4 foritsprecise de�nition)in

thedynam icsoftheoscillator:thecorrelationisstationarybutitdecaysintwosteps,

from qd atequaltim estoan \Edwards-Anderson param eter"qea fortim e-di�erences,
�,thatareshorterthan a characteristictim e�0 and from qea to zero forlonger�’s.
The param etersqd,qea and �0 arefunctionsofk,thefriction coe�cients 1 and 2
and thetwo tem peraturesT1 and T2.In Fig.9 wedisplay thecorrelation decay and
theparam etricplotoftheintegrated linearresponse,�,againstthecorrelation,C,
constructed using t� t0 asa param eterthatrunsfrom t� t0 = 0 (C = qd;� = 0)

to t� t0 ! 1 (C ! 0;� = �). (See Section 11.5.3.) The fdt predicts a linear

relation between � and C with a slope � 1=(kB T)forsystem s equilibrated with a

reservoirattem peratureT.In thisproblem though \thereisnoT"sincethesystem
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Figure 9: Left: Decay ofthe correlation for a harm onic oscillator coupled to a

m ixed bath. Right: param teric plot ofthe integrated linear response against the

correlation.

iscoupled to a bath with two tem peraturesand two tim e-scales. Surprisingly,one

�ndsthattherapid decayiscontrolled bythetem peratureofthefastbath,T1,while
thesubsequent,slower,decay iscontrolled by thetem peratureoftheslow bath,T2.

A sim ilar phenom enon,now self-induced,appears in glassy m odels. These in-

teracting system sare coupled to an externalwhite bath attem perature T1. Their
dynam icsissuch thatseveraltim e-scales,each with itsown \tem perature" isgen-

erated.W eshallshow how thisarisesin solvablem odelsin Section 12 and weshall

prove thatthefd relation can indeed beused to de�ne an \e�ective tem perature"

in Section 14.

8 D ynam ic generating functionals

In this Section we present the functionalm ethods used to analyze the dynam ics

ofclassical[73]and quantum [74]m odelscoupled to environm ents.W ediscussthe

relationbetween thetwoapproaches.Thegeneratingfunctionals,with theire�ective

actions,are the adequate starting point to apply perturbation theory (when it is

accepted),self-consistent approxim ations such as the m ode-coupling approach,or

even m oresophisticated techniquesasthefunctionalrenorm alization group.

8.1 C lassicalm odels

Fora classicalsystem coupled to a classicalenvironm ent,weuseasa starting point

a stochastic equation with an additive noise �(t) = Eq(q). For instance, ifwe

dealwith a m assiveparticlegoverned by theLangevin equation,Eq.(4.7)Eq(q)=
M �q+

Rt
0
dt0(t� t0)_q(t0)+ V 0(q).

Any averaged observable,e.g.hA[q]i(t)in Eq.(5.2),can becom puted from the

variation ofa dynam ic generating functionalZ with respect to a tim e-dependent
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source�:

hA[q]i(t)=
�Z [�]

��(t)

�
�
�
�
�
�(t)= 0

=
�

��(t)

Z

D � P[�]e
R
dt0 �(t0)A [qsol

�
](t0)

�
�
�
�
�
�(t)= 0

: (8.1)

Since theprobability distribution P[�]isnorm alized to one,Z [� = 0]= 1,and the

average isautom atically norm alized. The idea is to derive a usefulexpression for

thegenerating functionalZ by introducing thefunctionalidentity

1=

Z

D q�(q� qsol� )=

Z

D q�(� � Eq[q])

�
�
�
�
�
det

 
�Eq[q](t)

�q(t0)

! �
�
�
�
�
: (8.2)

In the �rstintegralan integration and delta function isapplied on each tim e slice

and thecom pactnotation actually represents
R Q

a[dq(a)�(q(a)� qsol� (a))].Thesec-
ond identity follows from a change ofvariables in the functionalintegral. Ifthe

stochastic equation hasonly one solution,one can elim inate the absolute value in

thedeterm inant,and

Z [�]=
Z

D � D qP[�]�(�� Eq[q])det

 
�Eq[q](t)

�q(t0)

!

exp

�Z

dt0�(t0)A[q](t0)
�

:(8.3)

Thisexpression can be recastin a m ore convenientform by using the exponential

representation ofthedelta function

�(� � Eq[q])/
Z

D îq exp
�

�

Z t

0

dt0îq(t0)(�(t0)� Eq[q](t0))
�

(8.4)

(theconstantofproportionality isnum eric,apowerof2�,and irrelevantforthecal-
culation ofaverages,thusweom itit),and thedeterm inantthrough theintroduction

ofa pairofferm ionicvariables[65]

det

 
�Eq[q](t)

�q(t0)

!

=

Z

D  D  exp

"

�

Z t

0

dt0
Z t

0

dt00 (t0)
�Eq[q](t0)

�q(t00)
 (t00)

#

: (8.5)

Havingused theseidentities,thegeneratingfunctionalbecom esafunctionalintegral

over�,q,îq, and  .Since� appearsin quadraticterm softhee�ectiveaction only,

thefunctionalintegralover� can besim ply calculated.W eobtain

Z [�;̂�]=
Z

D qD îqD  D  exp(� Seff)

Seff =
Z

t

0

dt0
Z

t

0

dt00
 

� îq(t0)kB T�(t
0� t00)(t0� t00)îq(t00)+  (t0)

�Eq[q](t0)

�q(t00)
 (t00)

!

�

Z t

0

dt0 (îq(t0)Eq[q](t0)� �(t0)q(t0)� �̂(t0)îq(t0)) (8.6)

wherewehaveintroduced a new source �̂(t)coupled to theauxiliary variable îq(t).
In Appendix C weprovethefollowing very usefulrelations

R(t;t0) = hq(t)îq(t0)i (8.7)

1

2
kB T

Z
t

0

dt00 ((t0;t00)+ (t00;t0))R(t;t00) = hq(t)�(t0)i: (8.8)

Usually,the kernel(t0;t00)issym m etric (t0;t00)= (t00;t0)and the latterrelation

sim pli�es.Fora whitenoise(t0;t00)= 2�(t0� t00)and 2kB TR(t;t0)= hq(t)�(t0)i.
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8.2 Supersym m etry (susy)

In the white noise lim it Z in Eq.(8.6) can be written in a m uch m ore com pact

form ifoneintroducesthe super-�eld form ulation ofstochastic processesexplained

in [65,76,77],see Appendix D. One �rst enlarges (space)-tim e to include two

Grassm ann coordinates� and �,i.e. t! a = (t;�;�). The dynam ic variable q(t)
and the auxiliary variable îq(t)togetherwith the ferm ionic ones (t)and  (t)are
encoded in a super-�eld,

�(a)= q(t)+ � (t)+  (t)� + îq(t)�� : (8.9)

W ith thesede�nitions,

Z [�]=
Z

d�exp
�

�
1

2

Z

da �(a)(� D (2)

a )�(a)�
Z

da V [�(a)]+
Z

da�(a)�(a)
�

(8.10)

with a = (t;�;�),da = dtd�d�,and thedynam icoperatorD(2)a de�ned as

� D(2)a = 2kB T
@2

@�@�
+ 2�

@2

@�@t
� 

@

@t
� M �

@3

@@�@t2
: (8.11)

Ifthe m odelisspherically constrained,� D(2)a ! � D(2)a � �(a)with �(a)a super
Lagrangem ultiplierintroduced toenforcetheconstraint.Thedeltafunction �(a� b)
is de�ned in Appendix D and it satis�es

R
db�(a � b)f(b) = f(a). The super-

sym m etric notation allows one to encode in the single super correlator Q(a;b) �
h�(a)�(b)i allcorrelators and responses. The generalization to a system with N
degreesoffreedom isim m ediate.

Sym m etries

The properties ofthe equilibrium dynam ics, i.e. the invariance under tim e-

translations,theuctuation-dissipation theorem ,etc.,areconsequencesofthesym -

m etriesofthesuper-sym m etricaction.Thenon-equilibrium dynam icsolution spon-

taneously breaksthesesym m etries.

Fora stochasticprocesswith awhitenoisethesusy group isgenerated by three

operators[76,65,77]:

�D 0= kB T@� + ��@t D 0= @�� D 0�D 0+ �D 0D = @t (8.12)

with D 02 = �D 02 = 0. W e can construct an extension ofthis group that acts on

two-point(in generaln-point)functions,as

D 0(a;b)� D0(a)+ D 0(b) �D 0(a;b)� �D 0(a)+ �D 0(b)
h

D 0(a;b);�D 0(a;b)
i

+
= @t+ @t0 : (8.13)

The m eaning ofthe three generators can be understood when they are m ade to

acton Q(a;b).Firstly,causality plusprobability conservation im ply (irrespectiveof
equilibration):D 0(a;b)Q(a;b)= 0,Thisequation servesto selectthenon-vanishing
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term s in the super correlator. It im poses hîq(t)îq(t0)i = 0 and the fact that all

com ponentsinvolving only one and  vanish.Then

Q(a;b)= C(t;t0)� (�
0
� �)(�0R(t;t0)� �R(t0;t)) (8.14)

(thebiferm ioniccorrelatorh (t) (t0)iequalstheresponseR(t;t0)).Thesusy action
[theexponentin Eq.(8.10)]vanishesifevaluated on such correlators(when � = �̂ =

0).Theothertwo generatorsim ply

(@t+ @t0)Q(a;b)= 0 ! tti; �D 0(a;b)Q(a;b)= 0 ! fdt : (8.15)

W hen is a system unable to reach equilibrium ? In term s ofsym m etries this

question can beaddressed asfollows.In driven system thedynam icalactionsbreak

susy explicitly.Theyareexternallykeptfarfrom equilibrium bytheforcing.Ifsusy

is notexplicitly broken two possibilities arise. Either the system evolves from its

initialcondition during an outofequilibrium transientin which neitherstationarity

norfdt hold untiltheequilibration tim eteq isreached and equilibrium establishes.

In thislanguage,susy isunbroken by the boundary conditions. On the contrary,

ifthesystem neverachievesequilibrium theequilibration tim edivergesand cannot

be reached in the calculation. The e�ectofthe initialconditionsisthen to break

susy [77,78]and consequentlyviolatetheequilibrium propertieseven forlongtim es.

susy isthen spontaneously broken. The initialconditionsplay forsusy the sam e

role played in ordinary sym m etry-breaking by space boundary conditions: ifthe

sym m etry isspontaneously broken theire�ectextendsaway from them ,in thiscase

foralltim es.

8.3 C onnection w ith the replica form alism

The e�ective action in Eq.(8.10)isa kinetic m inusa potentialterm V [�]. W hen

applying thereplica trick to com putethefree-energy a replicated e�ectivepotential

V [�a]appears.A connectionbetween thetwoform alism ,thatisbasedonthesim ilar-

itybetween thezero-dim ensionalreplicaspaceand thesusy one,hasbeen exploited.

Roughly speaking,m any properties ofthe replica overlap Q ab � N� 1
P

N
i= 1hs

a
is

b
ii

�ndsa counteraprtin thedynam icsusy correlatorQ(a;b).Forinstance,a sum m a-
tion overa replica index,

P n
a= 1 when n ! 0,translatesinto an integration overthe

supercoordinate
R
da. Forthe m om ent,though,the connection isem piricaland a

form alization oftherelation between thetwo approacheswould bewelcom e.

8.4 Q uantum m odels

TheSchwinger-Keldysh form alism [74]allowsonetoanalyzethereal-tim edynam ics

ofa quantum system .Thestarting pointisthetim edependentdensity operator

�̂tot(t)= e�
i

�h
Ĥ tott �̂tot(0)e

i

�h
Ĥ tott : (8.16)

Introducing identities,an elem entofthetim e-dependentdensity m atrix reads

�(q00;x00a;q
0;x0a;t)=

Z
1

� 1

dQdQ 0dX adX
0
a hq

00;x00aje
�

i

�h
Ĥ tott jQ;X ai

� hQ;Xaj�̂tot(0)jQ
0;X 0

aihQ
0;X 0

aje
i

�h
Ĥ tott jq0;x0ai; (8.17)
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whereqisthecoordinateoftheparticleand xa arethecoordinatesoftheoscillators.
The�rstfactoristhecoordinaterepresentation oftheevolution operatorand itcan

berepresented asa functionalintegral.Thethird factorcan also berepresented in

functionalform .They read

hq00;x00aje
�

i

�h
Ĥ tottjQ;X ai =

Z q+ (t)= q00

q+ (0)= Q

D q+ (t)
Z x

+
a (t)= x

00
a

x
+
a (0)= X a

D x+a (t)e
i

�h
S
+

tot (8.18)

hQ 0;X 0
aje

i

�h
Ĥ tottjq0;x0ai =

Z q� (t)= q0

q� (0)= Q 0

D q� (t)
Z x

�
a (t)= x

0
a

x
�
a (0)= X

0
a

D x�a (t)e
�

i

�h
S
�
tot :(8.19)

Interestinglyenough,theevolution operatorin Eq.(8.19)givesrisetoapathintegral

going backwards in tim e,from q� (t)= q0;x�a (t)= x0a to q
� (0)= Q 0;x�a (0)= X 0

a.

The fulltim e-integration can then be interpreted as being closed,going forwards

from t0 = 0 to tand then backwards from tto t0 = 0. This m otivates the nam e

\closed tim e path form alism ".A doubling ofdegreesoffreedom (q+ ;q� )appeared
and itisintim ately linked to the introduction ofLagrange m ultipliersin the func-

tionalrepresentation ofthestochasticdynam icsin theclassicallim it.

Theaction Stot hastheusualfourcontributions,from thesystem ,thereservoir,

theinteraction and thecounter-term .Theaction ofthesystem reads

S+

syst[q
+ (t);�+ (t)]=

Z
t

0

dt0
2

4
M

2

 
q+ (t0)

dt0

! 2

� V (q+ (t0))+ �+ (t0)q+ (t0)

3

5 (8.20)

wherewehaveintroduced a tim e-dependentsource�+ (t).Sim ilarly,weintroducea
source�� (t)in thepath integralgoing backwardsin tim e.

Since we are interested in the dynam ics ofthe system under the e�ect ofthe

reservoirwecom putethereduced density m atrix

�red(q
00;q0;t)=

Z
1

� 1

dxa hq
00;xaj�̂tot(t)jq

0;xai: (8.21)

The initialdensity operator �̂tot(0)hasthe inform ation aboutthe initialstate

ofthewholesystem .Ifoneassum esthatthesystem and thebath aresetin contact

att= 0,�̂tot(0)factorizes �̂tot(0)= �̂syst(0)̂�env(0). (Other initialpreparations,
wherethefactorization doesnothold,can also beconsidered and m ay bem orere-

alistic in certain cases.) Ifthe environm entisinitially in equilibrium atan inverse

tem perature�,�̂env(0)= Z � 1
env exp(� �Ĥ env).Fora bath m adeofharm onic oscilla-

torsthedependenceon thebath variablesisquadraticand they can betraced away

to yield:

�red(q
00;q0;t)=

Z 1

� 1

dQ
Z 1

� 1

dQ 0

Z q+ (t)= q00

q+ (0)= Q

D q+
Z q� (t)= q0

q� (0)= Q 0

D q� e
i

�h
SeffhQj�̂syst(0)jQ

0i

with Seff = S+
syst� S�syst + Sth.Thelastterm hasbeen generated by theinteraction

with theenvironm entand itreads

Sth = �

Z t

0

dt0
Z t

0

dt00
�

q+ (t0)� q� (t0)
�

�(t0� t00)
�

q+ (t00)+ q� (t00)
�

+i
Z t

0

dt0
Z t0

0

dt00
�

q+ (t0)� q� (t0)
�

�(t0� t00)
�

q+ (t00)� q� (t00)
�

:(8.22)
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Thenoiseand dissipative kernels� and � aregiven by

�(t) =

Z 1

0

d!I(!)coth
�
1

2
��h!

�

cos(!(t)); (8.23)

�(t) = �(t)
d(t)

dt
= � �(t)

Z 1

0

d! I(!)sin(!(t)): (8.24)

In these equations, I(!) is the spectraldensity of the bath, already de�ned in

Eq.(4.6).  is de�ned in the �rst identity and as we shallsee below it plays the

sam eroleasthefriction kernelin classicalproblem swith colored noise.

Next,we have to choose an initialdensity m atrix forthe system . One natural

choice,having in m ind the quenching experim ents usually perform ed in classical

system s,isthediagonalm atrix hQj�̂syst(0)jQ 0i= �(Q � Q0)thatcorrespondsto a
random \high-tem perature" situation and thatallowsone to sim plify considerably

�red:

�red(q
00;q0;t)=

Z
1

� 1

dQ
Z

q+ (t)= q00

q+ (0)= Q

D q+ (t)
Z

q� (t)= q0

q� (0)= Q

D q� (t)e
i

�h
Seff : (8.25)

Anotherrepresentation of�red isobtained by renam ing thevariables

q�
1

2
(q+ + q� ) îq�

1

�h
(q+ � q� ): (8.26)

and rewritingthee�ectiveaction asafunction ofqand îq.Thenew form isusefulto

establish contactwith the generating functionalforclassicalsystem s.The therm al

partsim ply becom es

Sth = �

Z t

0

dt0
Z t

0

dt00�hîq(t0)�(t0� t00)2q(t00)+ i
Z t

0

dt0
Z t0

0

dt00�hîq(t0)�(t0� t00)�hîq(t00)

asfora Langevin processin a colored noise. W hen �h ! 0,the fulle�ective action

approaches the classicalone as can be veri�ed by expanding in powers of�h,and
keeping only theleading term s.If,m oreover,thelim it�! 1 istaken,thekernels

 and � becom eproportionalto� functionsand onerecoversawhitenoise.Keeping

�h > 0 the rotated version allows one to treat classicaland quantum problem s in

parallel.

Ifone generalizes the above system to be one described by a �eld �i with i=
1;N com ponents,the sym m etrized correlation function Cij(t;t0)�

1

2
h�̂i(t)�̂j(t0)+

�̂j(t0)�̂i(t)i(wherethehatsrepresentoperators)isgiven by

Cij(t;t
0) =

�h2

2

"
�2

��+i (t)��
�
j (t0)

+
�2

��+j (t0)��
�
i (t)

#

�red

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

(8.27)

[Cij(t;t0) = Cji(t0;t)]. Using the Kubo form ula (5.13) the linear response func-

tion can be expressed in term s ofthe averaged com m utator,R ij(t;t0) = i=�h�(t�
t0)h[̂�i(t);�̂j(t0)]iand

R ij(t;t
0) =

�h

i

"
�2

��+i (t)��
+

j (t0)
+

�2

��+j (t)��
�
i (t0)

#

�red

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

: (8.28)
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(Thehatsrepresentoperators.) Itisalsousefultowritethecorrelation and response

in term softhe�elds�+i ,�
�
i and theirrotated counterparts

2Cij(t;t
0)= h�+i (t)�

�
j (t

0)+ �+j (t
0)��i (t)i= h�i(t)�j(t

0)+ �j(t
0)�i(t)i; (8.29)

R ij(t;t
0)=

i

�h
h�+i (t)

�

�+j (t
0)� ��j (t

0)
�

i= h�i(t)î�j(t
0)i: (8.30)

8.5 A verage over disorder

In generalone isinterested in the evolution ofa m odelin which the con�guration

ofdisorderistypical.Onecould eitherattem ptto solve thedynam icsforonesuch

disorderrealization orone can assum e thatthe behaviorofa typicalsystem isde-

scribed bytheaveraged behavioroverallsystem s,each weighted with itsprobability.

Since the form erprocedure ism oredi�cultthan thelatteroneusually studiesthe

dynam icsaveraged overdisorderand com putes:

[hA(t)i]=

R
dJP(J)

R
D �D î� A[�;î�]e� Seff[�;î�]

R
dJP(J)

R
D �

R
D î� e� Seff[�;î�]

: (8.31)

J representsheretherandom exchangesin Eq.(2.5).Sim ilarly,onecan perform an

averageovera random potentialin a problem astheonede�ned in Eq.(2.8).

One ofthe advantages ofusing a dynam ic form alism is that when the initial

conditionsareuncorrelated with disorderthereisno need to usethereplica trick to

averageoverdisorder[75].Indeed,theclassicalgenerating functionalisconstructed

from apath integralthatisidenticalto1(and henceindependentofdisorder)in the

absenceofsources.Thesam eholdsforthequantum Schwinger-Keldysh generating

functional,Tr̂�red(0) = 1,since we have chosen a diagonaldensity m atrix as the

initialcondition forthesystem .Thus,

[hA(t)i]=
Z

dJP(J)
Z

D �D î� A[�;î�]e� Seff[�;î�] (8.32)

and theseaveragescan besim ply com puted from [Z J][79].

Ifthe initialcondition iscorrelated with the random exchangesorthe random

potential,the situation is di�erent. One such exam ple is the study ofthe equi-

librium dynam ics ofa disordered m odel,i.e. the study ofthe evolution ofinitial

conditionstaken from Pgb. In thiscase,the use ofreplicas to average lnZ isun-

avoidable and one is forced to treat replicated dynam ic correlators. For classical

m odelsthishasbeen discussed in [80]. Forquantum problem sthe di�culty ofthe

calculation increases since one needs to work in a m ixed realand im aginary tim e

form alism [81]. The initialdensity operator is a Boltzm ann factor that is repre-

sented with the M atsubara form alism while thereal-tim edynam icsiswritten with

theSchwinger-Keldysh approach.M ixed correlatorsand responsesintervene in the

dynam icequations.
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9 D ynam ic equations

In thisSection wepresentthreederivationsofthedynam icequationsforthem acro-

scopicorderparam etersthatusetheclassicalorquantum dynam icgenerating func-

tionals as starting points. Each m ethod is better adapted for di�erent kinds of

m odels.

9.1 A usefulderivation for fully-connected m odels

9.1.1 C lassicalsystem s

Even ifthe use ofthe susy notation isnotnecessary to derive the dynam ic equa-

tions[82],itisvery usefulin severalaspects. Firstly,itallowsto establish contact

with thereplicated version ofthestaticpartition function and thefurtherstudy of

thisquantity;secondly,itisvery usefulasa bookkeeping tool;thirdly,itallowsus

todevelop m oresophisticated techniquesam enabletoderivethedynam icequations

ofm odelswithoutfully connected interactions. Forallthese reasons,we preferred

to introducethesusy form alism in Section 8.2 and useithere.

Sinceforclassicalm odelstheuseofwhitenoisesisrathergenerally justi�ed we

shallstick to thiscase.M oreover,weshalldrop theinertialcontribution to further

sim plifythepresentation.W eanalyzeherem odelswithN variables~� = (�1;:::;�N )
ofthe kind discussed in Section 2. In susy notation the dynam icalgenerating

functionalaftersetting thesourcesto zero reads

Z =

Z

D � exp

"

�

Z

da

 
1

2

NX

i

�i(a)(� D(2)a � �s(a))�i(a)+ V [~�]

! #

(9.1)

with ~�and � a twosuper-�elds,thelatterim posingthesphericalconstraint(�s(a)=
�(t)+ ferm ionic+ �̂(t)��, �̂(t) is a Lagrange m ultiplier that �xes the m easure of
integration and �(t) enters the Langevin equation). Soft spins with their corre-

sponding potentialenergy can bestudied in a sim ilarway though theirtreatm entis

slightly m orecom plicated.Thepotentialenergy ofa rathergenericfully connected

disordered m odelcan beexpressed asa seriesexpansion oftheform

V [�]= g
1X

r� 0

Fr
X

i1< :::< ir+ 1

Ji1:::ir+ 1
�i1 :::�ir+ 1

; (9.2)

For each r the sum is taken over allpossible groups ofr+ 1 spins. The fully-

connected character ofthe m odelim plies that there is no notion ofdistance or

geom etry.Ji1:::ir+ 1
arerandom interactionstaken from a Gaussian distribution with

zero m ean and variance[J2i1:::ir+ 1
]= (r+ 1)!=(2N r),justasin them odelin Eq.(2.6)

Thus(9.2)isa Gaussian random potentialwith

[V (~�(a))V (~�(b))]= N g 2

1X

r� 0

F 2

r

0

@
~�(a)�~�(b)

N

1

A

r+ 1

= N V�

0

@
~�(a)�~�(b)

N

1

A : (9.3)
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Thescalarproductin thesecond m em berisde�ned as~�(a)�~�(b)=
P

i�i(a)�i(b).
The bulletm eansthatthe powersaretaken locally in the super-coordinatesa and
b and they do not involve an operationalproduct, see Appendix D. The term

r = 0 corresponds to a random �eld linearly coupled to the spin,the term r = 1

is quadratic in the �elds while for r � 2 we obtain higher order interactions. If

Fr = Fp 6= 0;p � 2 and allotherFr = 0 one recoversa sphericalp spin m odel. If

two param etersarenon-zerooneobtainsam odelwith two pspin term s.Them odel
ofa particle in an in�nite dim ensionalsphericalrandom environm entcorrelated as

in (2.8)also fallsin thiscategory ifonecan expand thecorrelatorin a powerseries.

Thedisordered averaged generating functionalreads

[Z ]=

Z

D �e
�
R
da

1

2

P

i
� i(a)(� D

(2)

a � �s(a))� i(a)+
N

2

R
dadbV �

�
~�(a)�~�(b)

N

�

: (9.4)

Introducing theorderparam eterQ(a;b)= N � 1
P N

i= 1�i(a)�i(b)through

1/

Z

D QD i~Q e�
1

2

R
dadb(N i~Q (a;b)Q (a;b)� i~Q (a;b)

P N

i= 1
� i(a)� i(b)) (9.5)

yields

[Z ]=

Z

D �D QD i~Q exp

�

�
1

2

Z

dadb
�

N i~Q (a;b)Q(a;b)� N V�(Q(a;b))

�

NX

i= 1

�i(a)(� D(2)a � �s(a))�(a� b)� i~Q (a;b))�i(b)

! #

: (9.6)

(Again we om it irrelevant norm alization constants.) Note that allterm s in the

exponentareorderN iftheintegralsyield �nitecontributions.W ecallthem odels

forwhich thisistrue \m ean-�eld" since the saddle-pointevaluation oftheintegral

when N ! 1 isexactwithoutincluding uctuations.Thereishowevera caveatin

thisreasoning thatwediscussin Section 9.4.

Thesaddle-pointvaluesfortheLandau �eldsQ aresim ply related tocorrelations

oftheoriginalspins.Indeed,evaluating thegenerating function in Eq.(9.6)with a

saddle-pointapproxim ation

0=
�S

�i~Q (a;b)

�
�
�
�
�
Q sp

) N Q sp(a;b)=
NX

i= 1

h�i(a)�i(b)i~Z [Q ]; (9.7)

wheretheaverageon therhs istaken with thegenerating functional

~Z [Q] �

Z

D �D Q e
R
dadb

1

2

hP
N

i= 1
� i(a)(� D

(2)

a � �s(a))�(a� b)�i(b)+ N V �(Q (a;b))

i

: (9.8)

Opening up thesusy notation Eq.(9.7)im plies,asexpected,

N Csp(t1;t2)=
NX

i= 1

hqi(t1)qi(t2)i~Z [Q ]; N Q̂ sp(t1;t2)=
NX

i= 1

hîqi(t1)îqi(t2)i~Z [Q ];

N R sp(t1;t2)=
NX

i= 1

hqi(t1)îqi(t2)i~Z [Q ]; N R y
sp(t1;t2)=

NX

i= 1

hîqi(t1)qi(t2)i~Z [Q ]:
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GoingbacktoEq.(9.6)wecannow shifti~Q ,Q � (� D(2)a � �(t))�(a� b)� i~Q (a;b),
and integrateover�i

[Z ]=

Z

D QD Q e
�

N

2

R
dadb

h

Q (a;b)Q (a;b)+ (� D
(2)

a � �(t))�(a� b)Q (a;b)� V�(Q (a;b))

i

e�
N

2
TrLnQ :

Using a saddle-pointevaluation,weelim inateQ,[Z ]=
R
D Q exp[� N Seff(Q)],

2Seff(Q)=
Z

dadb
h

[� D(2)a � �s(a)]�(a� b)Q(a;b)� V�(Q(a;b))
i

� TrLnQ :(9.9)

Thesaddle-pointequation overQ,�Seff=�Q = 0,yieldsthedynam icequation

(D (2)

a + �(t))�(a� b)+ Q� 1(a;b)+ V�0(Q(a;b))= 0; (9.10)

thattakesa m oreconvenientform afterm ultiplying operationally by Q:

(D (2)

a + �(t))Q(a;b)+ �(a� b)+
Z

da0�(a;a 0)Q(a0;b)= 0; (9.11)

with theself-energy de�ned as

�(a;b)� V�0(Q(a;b))= g2
1X

r� 0

F 2

r(r+ 1)Q(a;b)� r: (9.12)

W e have recasted the saddle-point dynam ic equation in the form ofa Schwinger-

Dyson equation. The dynam ic �eld is here a susy correlator that encodes the

usualcorrelation function,theadvanceand retarded linearresponsesand thefourth

correlator(thatvanishesforcausalproblem s):

G
� 1

o (t)R(t;t0)= �(t� t0)+ 2Q̂(t;t0)+
Z

dt00[�(t;t00)R(t00;t0)+ D (t;t00)Q̂ (t00t;t0)];

G
� 1

o (t)C(t;t0)= 2kB TR(t
0;t)+

Z

dt00�(t;t00)C(t00;t0)+
Z

dt00D (t;t00)R(t0;t00);

G
� 1

o

y

(t)R y(t;t0)= �(t� t0)+
Z

1

0

dt00�y(t00;t)R(t0;t00)+
Z

dt00�̂(t;t00)C(t00;t0)

+2�̂(t)C(t;t0);

G
� 1

o

y

(t)Q̂ (t;t0)=
Z

dt00�y(t;t00)Q̂ (t00;t0)+
Z

dt00�̂(t;t00)R(t00;t0)+ 2�̂(t)R(t;t0);

with G
� 1

o (t)� M @2t + @t+ �(t),G
� 1

o

y

(t)� M @2t � @t+ �(t),�y(t;t0)= �(t0;t)and

�(t;t00) = g2
X

r� 0

F 2

r (r+ 1)rC r� 1(t;t00)R(t;t00) (9.13)

D (t;t00) = g2
X

r� 0

F 2

r (r+ 1)C r(t;t00) (9.14)

�̂(t;t00) = g2
X

r� 0

F 2

r (r+ 1)rC r� 1(t;t00)Q̂(t;t00): (9.15)

W esetto zero allferm ioniccorrelators.W ecalltheaboveintegro-di�erentialequa-

tionstheSchwinger-Dyson equationsforR,C R y and Q̂,respectively.

45



Causality can beused to sim plify thefourSchwinger-Dyson equationsconsider-

ably.Fort0> tonehasR(t;t0)= 0 while fort> t0 onehasR(t0;t)= 0.Rewriting

the equations for R and R y with these two choices oftim es one easily sees that

Q̂(t;t0)= 0 foralltand t0 (notethat Q̂ issym m etric in tand t0)and �0(t)= 0 for

allt. Thus,the equation for Q̂ vanishes identically when causality holds. In the

following we search forcausalsolutionsand we work with theirsim pli�ed version.

W eloose in thisway thepossibility of�nding solutionsthatbreak causality which

are related to instantons[65]. W e shallcom e back to thispointlater. Ifwe focus

on thecaset> t0thedynam icequationssim plify to

G
� 1

o (t)R(t;t0) =

Z t

t0
dt00�(t;t00)R(t00;t0); (9.16)

G
� 1

o (t)C(t;t0) =

Z
t0

0

dt00D (t;t00)R(t0;t00)+
Z

t

0

dt00�(t;t00)C(t0;t00): (9.17)

In theirintegrated form they read

R(t;t0) = G o(t;t
0)+

Z t

t0
dt00

Z t00

t0
dt000G o(t;t

00)�(t00;t000)R(t000;t0); (9.18)

C(t;t0) =

Z t

0

dt00
Z t0

0

dt000R(t;t00)D (t00;t000)R(t0;t000); (9.19)

with thepropagatorgiven by G � 1
o (t;t0)� �(t� t0)G

� 1

o (t).
The equation for �(t) can be derived from the Schwinger-Dyson equation by

im posing the sphericalconstraint through the evaluation at t = t0. M ultiplying

operationally by G � 1
o oneobtains

�(t) =

Z t

0

dt00[�(t;t00)C(t;t00)+ D (t;t00)R(t;t00)]

+M
Z

t

0

dt00
Z

t

0

dt000(@tR(t;t
00))D (t00;t000)(@tR(t;t

000)) (9.20)

+ M 2
h

@tR(t;s)@
2

stC(s;t)� @2stR(t;s)@t0C(s;t
0)
i�
�
�
s! 0t! t0

:

The lasttwo term sarea consequence ofhaving a kinetic term with second deriva-

tives.Itcan beeasily identi�ed with m inusthesecond-derivative ofthecorrelation

atequaltim esby taking thelim itt0! t� in Eq.(9.17).Thus

�(t)=
Z t

0

dt00[�(t;t00)C(t;t00)+ D (t;t00)R(t;t00)]� M
@2

@t2
C(t;t0)

�
�
�
�
�
t0! t�

: (9.21)

Onewayofderivingtheequation for�(t)foraLangevin processwith whitenoise
and no inertia goesasfollows.Considering t> t0in thecom pleteSchwinger-Dyson
equation forC and taking t0! t� ,and considering t< t0in thesam eequation and
taking t0! t+ ,one�nds

lim
t0! t�

@tC(t;t
0)= lim

t0! t+
@tC(t;t

0)� 2kB T (9.22)
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where we used R(t;t0 ! t� ) = 1=. The derivative ofC has a cusp at t = t0.
The sym m etry of the correlation function about t = t0 im plies C(t0 + �;t0) =

C(t0� �;t0) and an expansion up to �rst order in � im plies limt0! t� @tC(t;t0) =
� limt0! t+ @tC(t0;t). From Eq.(9.22) one has lim t0! t� @tC(t;t0) = � kB T. Now,

one rewritesthe com plete equation forC exchanging tand t0 and addsthisequa-

tion to the sam e equation in the lim itt0! t� : limt0! t� (@tC(t;t0)+ @t0C(t;t0))=
� 2�(t)+ limt0! t� [rhseq.forC+rhseq forC(t0 $ t)]. From the discussion above

thelhs vanishesand therhs im plies

�(t)= kB T +

Z 1

0

dt00[�(t;t00)C(t;t00)+ D (t;t00)R(t;t00)]: (9.23)

Forthesphericalp spin m odel�(t)issim ply related to theenergy density E(t).
Indeed,take the Langevin equation evaluated attim e t,m ultiply itby si(t0),sum
overallsites,averageoverthenoiseand takethelim itt0! t.Repeatthisprocedure
with theLangevin equation evaluated att0and m ultiplying by si(t).Adding there-
sulting equationsand using N � 1

P N
i= 1hsi(t)�i(t

0)i= 2kB TR(t;t0)(seeAppendix C)
we have �(t) = � limt0! t�

DP

i

�HJ (~s(t))

�si(t)
si(t0)

E

+ kB T that for the sphericalp spin

m odelbecom es

�(t)= � pE(t)+ kB T : (9.24)

Thanks to the m ean-�eld character ofthe m odelthe action is proportionalto

N and the saddle-pointevaluation isexactwhen N ! 1 .Forthe fully connected

m odelsconsidered in thisSection the self-energy isgiven by a rathersim ple func-

tion ofthe interactions. In Section 9.2 we present a m ore powerfulm ethod that

allows us to derive a sim ilar equation for dilute (as opposed to fully connected)

disordered m odels. For �nite dim ensionalproblem s none ofthese procedures are

exact. An e�ective action in term soflocalorderparam etersQ i(a;b)can be writ-

ten butthe evaluation ofthe generating functionalby saddle-pointhasto include

uctuations[83,84].

9.1.2 Q uantum m odels

Thesim ilarity between thee�ectiveaction forclassicaland quantum m odelscan be

exploited to derive the dynam ic equations ofa quantum system in a very sim ilar

m anner to what we have just done for classicalm odels [85]. Even ifthe susy

notation is notusefulforquantum problem s we can stilluse a com pact notation.

W e �rstencode the variables q;îq in a vector. The quadratic term sin the action

can becondensed into oneterm by introducing theoperator

O p(t;t0) =

 
Op+ + (t;t0) Op+ � (t;t0)
Op� +(t;t0) Op� �(t;t0)

!

= fOp��(t;t0)g;

Op+ + (t;t0) = (M @2t + �+ (t))�(t� t0)� 2i�(t� t0)

Op+ � (t;t0) = 2�(t� t0)+ 2i�(t� t0)

Op� +(t;t0) = � 2�(t� t0)+ 2i�(t� t0)

Op� �(t;t0) = � (M @2t + z� (t))�(t� t0)� 2i�(t� t0) (9.25)
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in such a way that

Seff[~�
+ ;~�� ]= �

1

2

Z

dt
Z

dt0~��(t)Op��(t;t0)~��(t0)�
Z

dtV [~�+ ]+
Z

dtV [~�� ](9.26)

whereGreek indiceslabel+;� and thesum convention isassum ed.

Introducing theorderparam eterQ ��(t;t0)= N � 1
P

i�
�
i(t)�

�

i(t
0)via theidentity

1/

Z Y

��

D Q �� D iQ̂ ��e�
1

2�h
iQ̂ �� (~�� (t)~�� (t0)� N Q�� (t;t0)); (9.27)

thefullaction can berewritten as

Seff[~�
+ ;~�� ] = �

1

2

Z

dt
Z

dt0~��(t)
�

Op��(t;t0)+ iQ̂ ��(t;t0)
�
~��(t0)

+
N

2

Z

dt
Z

dt0Q̂ ��(t;t0)Q ��(t;t0)+
N

2

Z

dt
�

�+ (t)� �� (t)
�

+

Z

dtV [~�+ ]�
Z

dtV [~�� ]: (9.28)

The stationary-pointvalues ofQ ��(t;t0)are related to the \physical" correlations

and responsesde�ned in Eqs.(8.29)and (8.30)asfollows

N Q + + (t;t0)= h~�+ (t)~�+ (t0)i= N

 

C(t;t0)�
i�h

2
(R(t;t0)+ R(t0;t))

!

; (9.29)

N Q + � (t;t0)= h~�+ (t)~�� (t0)i= N

 

C(t;t0)+
i�h

2
(R(t;t0)� R(t0;t))

!

; (9.30)

N Q � +(t;t0)= h~�� (t)~�+ (t0)i= N

 

C(t;t0)�
i�h

2
(R(t;t0)� R(t0;t))

!

; (9.31)

N Q � �(t;t0)= h~�� (t)~�� (t0)i= N

 

C(t;t0)+
i�h

2
(R(t;t0)+ R(t0;t))

!

; (9.32)

with N C(t;t0)=
P

iCii(t;t0)and N R(t;t0)=
P

iR ii(t;t0). Itiseasy to check that

thesefunctionssatisfytheidentityQ + + (t;t0)+ Q � �(t;t0)� Q+ � (t;t0)� Q� +(t;t0)= 0.

Atthe classicallevelthisidentity reducesto the condition hî~s(t)î~s(t0)i= 0 forall

pairsoftim est;t0.In whatfollowswe do notbreak thisidentity and hence do not
allow forsolutionsthatbreak causality.

The functionalintegration over �+i (t) and ��i (t) is now quadratic and can be

perform ed. Sym m etrizing the operator Op with respect to the greek indices and

tim es the integralover the �elds �+ and �� am ounts to replacing the quadratic

term in i=�hSeff by

�
N

2

Z

dt
Z

dt0Trlog
�
i

�h
Op��symm(t;t

0)+
i

�h
iQ̂ ��(t;t0)

�

: (9.33)

Atthisstage,allterm sin theaction depend upon the\m acroscopic" quantities

iQ̂ ��;Q �� and �� and areproportionaltoN .Sinceitiseasiertowritetheequations
in m atrix notation,weencodeiQ̂ �� and Q �� in two m atrices

iQ̂ =

 
iQ̂ + + iQ̂ + �

iQ̂ � + iQ̂ � �

!

Q =

 
Q + + Q + �

Q � + Q � �

!
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and wede�ne

F[Q ](t;t0) � g2
X

r� 0

F 2

r (r+ 1)

 
(Q + + (t;t0))r � (Q+ � (t;t0))r

� (Q� +(t;t0))r (Q � �(t;t0))r

!

;(9.34)

thesaddle-pointwith respectto iQ̂ ��(t;t0)yieldsiQ̂ (t;t0)= �h

i
Q � 1(t;t0)� O p(t;t0).

Them atrix and tim e-operatorinverseofQ isdenoted Q � 1.Thesaddle-pointequa-

tion with respectto Q ��(t;t0)yieldsiQ̂ (t;t0)= � i

2�h
F[Q ](t;t0).These saddle-point

equationsim ply,in a com pactm atrix and tim e-operatornotation,

i

�h
Opsymm 
 Q = I�

1

2�h2
F[Q ]
 Q ; (9.35)

where I is the identity: I��(t;t0) = ����(t� t0) and we denote with a cross the

standard operationalproduct in m atrix and tim e (see Appendix D). The saddle-

pointwith respectto �� yields

i=�h = (O p+ iQ̂ )� 1

+ + (t;t)= i=�hQ + + (t;t); (9.36)

and sim ilarly forQ � �.Theseequationslead to thesphericalconstraint.

The dynam ic equations for the auto-correlation and response follow from the

setofequations(9.34)-(9.35)and the de�nitionsofthe dynam ic orderparam eters

given in Eqs.(9.29)-(9.32).M oreprecisely,theequation ofm otion fortheresponse

function followsfrom thesubtraction ofthe++ and +� com ponentsofEq.(9.35):

�

M @2t + �+ (t)
�

R(t;t0)+ 4

Z
t

t0
dt00�(t� t00)R(t00;t0) = �(t� t0)

�
g2

2i�h

X

r� 0

F 2

r (r+ 1)

Z 1

0

dt00
h

(Q + + (t;t00))r � (Q+ � (t;t00)r)
i

R(t00;t0); (9.37)

and theequation ofm otion forthecorrelation followsfrom theaddition ofthe+�

and � + com ponentsofEq.(9.35):

�

M @2t +
1

2

�

�+ (t)+ �� (t)
��

C(t;t0)+
i

2

�

z+ (t)� z� (t)
�

�h(R(t0;t)� R(t;t0))

� 2�h
Z 1

0

dt00�(t� t00)R(t0;t00)+ 4

Z t

0

dt00�(t� t00)C(t00;t0)

= �
g2

2�h

X

r� 0

F 2

r (r+ 1)Im

Z 1

o

dt00
h

(Q + + (t;t00))rQ + � (t00;t0)

� (Q+ � (t;t00))rQ � �(t00;t0)
i

: (9.38)

W ritten in this way, Eq. (9.38) is com plex. Its im aginary part yields �(t) �

�+ (t)= �� (t)M oreover,sincetheresponseiscausal,productsofadvanced R(t;t00)
and retarded R(t00;t0) responses vanish identically for allt;t00: R(t;t00)R(t00;t) =
0, 8 t;t00 and one can show that for any integer k > 0 and any constants c1,
c2,[C(t;t0)+ c1R(t;t0)+ c2R(t0;t)]

k
= [C(t;t0)+ c1R(t;t0)]

k
+ [C(t;t0)+ c2R(t0;t)]

k

� Ck(t;t0).Usingthispropertyonehas(Q + + (t;t00))r� (Q+ � (t;t00))r = 2iIm [C(t;t00)�
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i�h

2
R(t;t00)]r and Im [(Q + + (t;t00))rQ + � (t00;t0)� (Q+ � (t;t00))rQ � �(t00;t0)] =2C(t00;t0)

� Im [C(t;t00)� i�h

2
R(t;t00)]r� �hR(t0;t00)Re[C(t;t00)� i�h

2
(R(t;t00)+ R(t00;t))]r. W e can

identify theself-energy ~� and thevertex ~D as

�(t;t0)+ 4�(t� t0)� ~�(t;t0) D (t;t0)� 2�h�(t� t0)� ~D (t;t0)

~�(t;t0)= �
g2

�h

X

r� 0

F 2

r(r+ 1)Im [C(t;t0)� (i�h)=2R(t;t0)]r ; (9.39)

~D (t;t0)=
g2

2

X

r� 0

F 2

r(r+ 1)Re[C(t;t0)� (i�h)=2(R(t;t0)+ R(t0;t))]r :(9.40)

Notethatthetotalself-energy � and vertex D arerealand havetwo contributions

ofdi�erentorigin:onearisesfrom theinteraction ofthesystem and thebath (� and

�)and oneiscaused by thenon-linearitiesstem m ing from theaverageoverdisorder

(~� and ~D ).
Thedynam icequationscan then bewritten in thecom pactform (9.13)-(9.13).

Itisim portantto realizethattheself-energy ~�(t;t0)isproportionalto theresponse
function R(t;t0),which in turnsim plies ~�(t;t0)= �(t;t0)= 0 fort< t0.Thism eans
thattheupperlim itofintegration in Eqs.(9.13)and (9.13)ist,which rendersthe
equationsexplicitly causal.Thereareno m oreindependentequationsforR and C.
Theothertwo equationsthatcan beobtained from Eq.(9.35)aretheequation for

R(t0;t),thatisequivalent to Eq.(9.13),and one equation thatidentically cancels

by virtueoftheidentity between two-pointcorrelators.

Realand im aginary partsofEqs.(9.36)and theoneforQ � � com bined with the

saddle-pointequation for� im plytheequal-tim esconditionsC(t;t)= 1;R(t;t)= 0.

In addition,from Eq.(9.37) one obtains that the �rst derivative ofthe response

function isdiscontinuousatequaltim es:

lim
t0! t�

@tR(t;t
0)=

1

M
; lim

t0! t+
@tR(t;t

0)= 0; (9.41)

while from Eq. (9.38) one obtains that the �rst derivative ofthe correlation is

continuous:

lim
t0! t�

@tC(t;t
0)= lim

t0! t+
@tC(t;t

0)= 0: (9.42)

In conclusion,Eqs.(9.13),(9.13)and (9.21)are the com plete set ofequations

thatdeterm inesthedynam icsofthesystem .

9.2 B eyond fully-connected m odels

9.2.1 C lassicalm odels

A very usefulform alism to study the statics ofclassicaldilute disordered m odels

with thereplicatrickhasbeen introduced byM onasson [86]generalisingtheprevious

workofM ottishaw and deDom inicis[87].Theparallelbetween thestaticcalculation

using replicas and the dynam ic form alism ,once expressed in term s ofsuper�elds,

existsalsoatthelevelofthisapproach.Thepresentation in thisSection followsvery
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closely theonein [88]wherethedynam icform alism apttoanalyzedilutedisordered

m odelswasintroduced.

The dilute spin-glass,orViana-Bray m odelin itsIsing version,isa spin m odel

de�ned on a random graph with averageconnectivity ~cand pairrandom exchanges

taken from the probability distribution P(Jij) = (1� ~c=N )�(Jij)+ ~c=N [1
2
�(Jij �

J)+ 1

2
�(Jij+ J)].Forthesakeofsim plicity weconsiderthesphericalversion ofthis

m odel. Letusde�ne c(�)asthe fraction ofsiteswith super-�eld � i identicalto a

chosen value�

c(�)�
1

N

NX

i= 1

Y

a

�(�(a)� �i(a)); (9.43)

for allvalues ofthe super-coordinate a. Note that
R
D �c(�) = 1. Sim ilarly to

whatwe have done when introducing Q(a;b)in Eq.(9.5)we enforce the de�nition
ofc(�) in the generating functionalby introducing an identity in its path inte-

gralrepresentation: 1 /
R
D cD îc exp[

R
D �îc(�)(N c(�)�

P N
i= 1

Q

a �(�� �i))]=
R
D cD îc exp[

R
D �N îc(�)c(�)�

P N
i= 1 îc(�i)].W eobtain

Z =

Z

D �iD cD îc exp

 Z

D �N îc(�)c(�)�
NX

i= 1

îc(�i)

+
N

2

Z

D �c(�)
Z

da�(a)(� D (2)

a � �s(a))�(a)�
Z

da V [�(a)]
�

:

V [�(a)]=
P

ijJij�i(a)�j(b). Once written in thisform ,the average overdisorder

can besim ply perform ed and thedisordered averaged generatingfunctionalbecom es

[Z ]=
R
D cD îcD �i exp(� N G)with

G = �

Z

d� îc(�)c(�)+
1

N

NX

i= 1

îc(�i)+
1

2

Z

d�c(�)
Z

da�(a)(D (2)

a + �s(a))�(a)

+H eff

and exp(� N Heff)= [exp(
R
da V [�(a)])]W ith thenotation N H eff wesuggestthat

H eff isoforderone.W eshalldiscussthisvery im portantissuebelow.

Thesecond term in G isnow theonlyterm wherethe�i’sappearand allofthem

contributein exactly thesam eform .Onecan then replacethesum overiby afactor
N tim esĉ(�0)and exponentiatethefunctionalintegralovertherepresentativesuper-

�eld � 0,
R
D �iexp(�

P

iîc(�i))= exp(N ln
R
D �0exp(� îc(�0))).Thesaddle-point

equation on îcreadsîc(�)= � lnc(�)� ln
�R

D �0e� îc(�0)
�

.Replacingthisexpression

for îc(�)and using thefactthat
R
D �c(�)= 1,thegenerating functionalaveraged

overdisorderbecom es[Z ]=
R
D c exp[� N Seff(c)]with

Seff(c)=
Z

D �c(�)lnc(�)+
1

2

Z

D �c(�)
Z

da �(a)(D (2)

a + �s(a))�(a)+ H eff :

The �rstterm isan entropic contribution,the second term isa kinetic energy and

thethird oneisthepotentialenergy.

The di�culty now arisesasto how to com pute the e�ective Ham iltonian H eff.

Forfully connected m odelsasthe onesdiscussed in the previousSection H eff can
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be calculated exactly and one recovers the dynam ic equations that were already

known (see below). Fordilute disordered m odels,orm odels de�ned on a random

graph,H eff isstilla quantity oforderone. In thissense we stillcallthem m ean-

�eld m odels.Thisproperty allowsusto pursue thecalculation with a saddle-point

approxim ation. H eff isdeterm ined by a setofiterative approxim ations. For�nite

dim ensionalm odels the situation worsens stillsince a saddle-point approxim ation

cannotbeused withouttaking into accounttheuctuationsaround it.

Gaussian approxim ation

In thisSection weassum ethatwedealwith any m odelsuch thatthee�ectiveac-

tion Seff isindeed oforderN .In a�rststep weresorttoaGaussian approxim ation,
in which oneproposes:

c(�) = (detQ)� 1=2e�
1

2

R
dadb�(a)Q �1 (a;b)�(b) : (9.44)

Thedenom inatorensuresthenorm alization ofc(�)and Q(a;b)iscorrectly given by

theaveragedcorrelator:Q(a;b)= N
R
D � 1

N

P

i�i(a)�i(b)e
�

1

2

R
da0db0 �(a 0)Q �1 (a0;b0)�(b0)

with N = (detQ)� 1=2.Afterrathersim plem anipulationsthec-dependente�ective
action can be expressed in term s ofQ(a;b),2Seff(Q) = TrlnQ +

R
dadb �(a �

b)(D (2)
a + �s(a))Q(a;b)� 2Heff(Q).Itsvariation with respectto Q yields:

�Seff(Q)

�Q
= 0=

1

2
Q � 1(a;b)+

1

2
(D (2)

a + �s(a))Q(a;b)�
�Heff(Q)

�Q(a;b)
: (9.45)

M ultiplying thisequation operationally by Q(b;a0)(see Appendix D)the dynam ic
equation takesthem orefam iliarform (9.11)with �(a;a 0)= � 2�Heff(Q)=�Q(a;a0).

One exam ple:the in�nite range p spin m odel

Thep spin sphericalm odelisa particularcaseofthem odelin (9.2)with

4H eff =
1

N

X

i1:::ip

1

N p� 1

�Z

da�i1(a):::�ip(a)
�2

=

Z

dadb

 
1

N

NX

i= 1

�i(a)�i(b)

! p

=

Z

D �0
1
:::D �0

pc(�
0
1
):::c(�0

p)

Z

dadb�0
1
(a)�0

1
(b):::�0

p(a)�
0
p(b)

=

Z

dadb
�Z

D �0c(�0)�0(a)�0(b)
�p

(9.46)

Replacing theGaussian Ansatz(9.44),H eff becom esa sim plefunction ofQ(a;b):

H eff(Q)=
1

4

Z

dadbQ � p(a;b): (9.47)

The fullexpression forthe e�ective action Seff(Q)isidenticalto Eq.(9.9).A way

to provethattheGaussian Ansatz(9.44)isexactforthism odelisto check thatthe

exactequation forc(�)coincideswith the one obtained from the Gaussian Ansatz

and thesaddle-pointevaluation.
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A second exam ple:the dilute sphericalspin-glass

In thiscasethee�ectiveHam iltonian H eff(c)reads

� 2Heff(c)= � ~c+ ~c
Z

D �D � 0c(�)c(� 0)cosh

�

J
Z

da�(a)� 0(a)
�

: (9.48)

W ith theGaussian Ansatz,thisexpression becom es

� 2Heff(Q)= � ~c+ ~c=
q

det(1� J2Q 2): (9.49)

Theself-energy can only beexpressed asa seriesexpansion ora functional:

�(a;b)= ~cJ 2[Q(1� J2Q)� 1](a;b)= ~cJ2
1X

k= 0

J2k Q (2k+ 1)(a;b): (9.50)

Using the�rstexpression for� onederivesthedynam icequation

(~c� 1)J2Q 2(a;b)+ �(a� b)=
�

� D(2)a � �s(a)
�

(Q � J2Q 3)(a;b): (9.51)

Otherwise,ifweusethesecond expression weobtain adynam icequation involvinga

series.Notethatthisequation ism uch m orecom plicated than theoneforthefully

connected pspin sphericalm odel.Thederivativesactonfunctionalsofthecorrelator
Q in thiscase.M oreover,theGaussian approxim ation isnotexactfordilutem odels.

An iterative m ethod can be im plem ented to go beyond thisapproxim ation.Itwas

introduced in [88]butweshallnotdescribe ithere.

9.2.2 Q uantum m odels

Once we have presented the m ethod for the classicaldynam ics,its extension to

a quantum system is sim ple. The im portant point to rem ark about the previous

derivation isthatthesusy notation hasbeen used,m ostly,asabookkeepingdevice.

In the quantum case a susy form alism is not useful. Instead,it is convenient to

use theform alism aptto take the classicallim it,encoding the variables(q;îq)in a
two-com ponent(colum n)vector~�,and de�ning a (line)vector~v:

~�i �

 
qi
îqi

!

~v �

 

1 �
i�h

2

!

;

thee�ectiveaction reads

Seff = Skin(~v�~�i)� Skin(~v
� �~�i)+ Spot(~v�~�i)� Spot(~v

� �~�i)+ Sth(~�i) (9.52)

with thetherm alpartoftheaction written as

Sth(~�)=
Z

dt
Z

dt0~�t
i(t)A (t� t0)~�i(t

0): (9.53)

Calling a = 1;2 the vector indices, the notation becom es identicalto the susy

one,with a hereplaying the r̂oleofthecoordinatein super-spacea = (t;�;�)in the
classicalproblem .Justasin thepreviousSection,oneintroducestheidentity (9.43),

where a isnow interpreted asa vectorindex,to rewrite the generating functional.

Theanalysisofthekineticand therm alpartofthee�ectiveaction followsthesam e

linesastheonepresented fortheclassicalproblem .
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9.3 Field equations

Oncewehavewritten thedynam icaction in term sof�iand î�ithe\�eld equations"
follow from exactpropertiesofthefunctionalintegration [65].Indeed,

0 =

Z

D �D î�
�

�î�i(t)
e� Seff[�i;î�i]+

R

C
dt0(�i(t0)�i(t0)+ �̂i(t0)î�i(t0))

=

Z

D �D î�

"

�
�Seff(�i;î�i)

�î�i(t)
+ �̂i(t)

#

e� Seff(�i;î�i)+
R

C
dt0(�i(t0)�i(t0)+ �̂i(t0)î�i(t0)):

The subinded C in the integralsstandsfor\tim e contour" and itcan describe the

usualintegration from the initialtim e to in�nity forclassicalm odels or the close

tim e path forquantum ones. Taking now the variation with respectto the source

î�j(t0)and evaluating at� = î� = 0 foralltim esand com ponentswe�nd

0 = �(t� t0)�ij �

*

î�j(t
0)
�Seff(�i;î�i)

�î�i(t)

+

(9.54)

where the brackets denote an average with the m easure weighted by the dynam ic

action Seff. If, instead one takes the variation with respect to �j(t0) and later

evaluatesat� = î� = 0 oneobtains:

*

î�i(t)
�S

��j(t0)

+

= 0: (9.55)

A way to derivedynam icequationsforthetwo-pointcorrelatorsam ountsto use

W ick’stheorem and rewritetheseaveragesasa sum overallpossiblefactorizations

in productsoftwo point-functions.Thisisofcourseexactiftheaction isquadratic

but it is only a Gaussian approxim ation for m ore generalm odels. This kind of

derivation hasbeen m ainlyused in thestudyofthedynam icsofm anifoldsin random

potentials[89].

9.4 T he therm odynam ic lim it and tim e-scales

Itisvery im portantto stressthatthe dynam ic equationsderived with the saddle-

pointapproxim ation hold only when N ! 1 before any long-tim e lim itis taken.

They describe the dynam ics in �nite tim e-scales with respectto N and they can-

not capture the crossover from the non-equilibrium relaxation to the equilibrium

dynam icsreached in tim escalesthatdivergewith N [rem em berthatteq(N )].
Previousattem ptsto study thedynam icsofdisordered glassy system sassum ed

thatthese sam e equationshold forthe equilibrium dynam icswhen N is�nite and

tim e-scales diverge with N [90]. This assum ption is wrong as shown by several

inconsistenciesfound in thesolution atlow tem peratures:(i)theasym ptoticvalues

ofone tim e-quantities do not necessarily coincide with the values calculated with

the equilibrium distribution. (ii) the solution exhibited violates the uctuation -

dissipation theorem .Thesetwo resultsarenotcom patiblewith equilibrium .
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In orderto study theequilibrium dynam icsofthesem odelsoneshould (i)start

from random initialconditions but reach tim es that grow with N or (ii) im pose

equilibrium initialconditions. The second route has been im plem ented { though

without solving the fulldynam ic problem { by Houghton,Jain and Young [80].

They showed thatin thiscaseoneisforced to introducethereplica trick to average

overdisorder.

The dynam ic equations here derived are correct when N ! 1 at the outset.

Since tim esare always�nite with respectto N ,when teq(N )divergeswith N the

dynam ics is not forced to reach equilibrium and there is no contradiction ifthe

solution violatestheequilibrium theorem s.

9.5 Single spin equation

In the lim it N ! 1 one can also write the fullaction Seff in term s ofa single

variable.Thisisattheexpenseofm odifying thetherm alkerneland theinteraction

term in aself-consistentway,through theintroduction ofterm sarisingfrom thenon-

linearinteractions(the vertex and self-energy,respectively). Fora classicalm odel

with whiteexternalnoisethesinglevariableequation reads

M ��i(t)+  _�i(t)+ �(t)�i(t)=
Z t

0

dt00�(t;t00)�i(t
00)+ �i(t)+ �i(t): (9.56)

Itsgeneralisation isstraightforward. There are two noise sourcesin thisequation:

�i(t) is the originalwhite noise while �i(t) is an e�ective (Gaussian) noise with

zero m ean and correlationsself-consistently given by h�i(t)�j(t0)i= �ijD (t;t0).The
vertex D (t;t0) plays the r̂ole ofthe colored noise correlation in a usualLangevin

equation.Theself-energy�(t;t0)appearsherein theplaceofan ‘integrated friction’.
A solution oftheproblem can beattem pted num erically usingthisequation and the

self-consistentde�nitionsof� and D .
Thisprocedure isnotparticularusefulforthe analysisof\polynom ial" m odels

since the transform ation into a Q dependent e�ective action can be done exactly.

Itdoeshowever becom e usefulfordealing with m odelswhose single-spin e�ective

action hashigherorderinteraction term s. An exam ple isthe quantum sk m odel.

Thisprocedureissim ilarto theoneused in dynam icm ean-�eld theory [91].

Interestingly enough,asshown in Section 7.4,a ratheratharm onic oscillator

coupled to a bath m ade ofa white and a coloured part atdi�erent tem peratures

acquirestwo tim e-scalescontrolled by the two tem peraturesinvolved. W e see that

a sim ilarstructurem ightappearfortheglassy system iftheself-energy and vertex

self-consistently arrangeto acton each degreeoffreedom asthefriction and noise-

noisecorrelatorofacom plex bath.W eshallseethatthisisindeed whathappensto

m ean-�eld m odels.W ebelievethata sim ilarm echanism arisesin �nitedim ensional

glassy m odelsaswell[72].
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10 D iagram m atic techniques

InthisSectionwe�rstdescribetheperturbativesolutiontotheLangevinprocessand

how itisused toconstructseriesexpansionsforthecorrelationsand responses.Self-

consistentapproxim ations,such asthem odecouplingortheself-consistentscreening,

correspond to a selection ofa subsetofdiagram sfrom the fullseries. The connec-

tion with disordered m odelsisdem onstrated.Thepresentation isvery closeto the

one in [92]. An extension to quantum problem s is possible using the generating

functionalform alism .

10.1 Perturbative solution

Letusfocuson a singlescalardegreeoffreedom ,q,with potentialenergy

V (q)=
�(t)

2
q2 +

g

3!
q3 ; (10.1)

and dynam icsgiven by the Langevin Eqs.(4.7)and (4.8)in the white noise lim it.

W e take the initialcondition q(t= 0)= 0. �(t)isa tim e-dependentfunction that

we�x attheend ofthederivation by requiringC(t;t)= 1.In vectorm odelsitisthe

Lagrangem ultiplierthatself-consistently im posesa sphericalconstraint.Notethat

thispotentialisnotbounded from below.Setting G o(t;t0)= [�(t)+ @t+ M @t2]� 1,

a perturbativeexpansion forq(t)in powersofthenoiseiseasily written as

q(t)= (G o 
 �)(t)�
g

2
(G o 
 [Go 
 � � Go 
 �])(t)+ ::: (10.2)

where 
 m eans a tim e convolution,(Go 
 f)(t) =
Rt
0
dt0G o(t;t0)f(t0),and � is a

sim ple productatequaltim es. Thisnotation isequivalent to the one used in the

susy form alism ,see Appendix D. Causality im pliesG o(t;t0)/ �(t� t0). Ifinertia
can be neglected G o(t;t0) = exp

�

�
Rt
t0d� �(�)

�

�(t� t0). Ifone keeps the second-

tim e derivative G o(t;t0) takes a m ore com plicated form . Equation (10.2) can be

graphically represented as in Fig.10. Crosses indicate noise and oriented lines

indicate the bare propagatorG o. Each vertex carries a factorg=2. Note thatthe
unknown qisevaluated attim etwhilethenoisesareevaluated atallprevioustim es.

�
�

Q
Q

,
,

Q
Q

x +

x

x

x

x

x

+ ...+

Figure 10: Term s O (g0), O (g1) and O (g2) in the perturbative solution to the

Langevin equation.

Theexpansion forqleadsto two expansionsforthecorrelation and response.In
sim plewords,theform ercorrespondsto sandwiching,i.e.averaging overthenoise,

the usualproductoftwo seriesasthe one in Fig.10 evaluated atdi�erenttim est
and t0. Due to the average overthe Gaussian noise noise factorshave to be taken

by pairs.Letusillustratethiswith a few exam ples.
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The�rstterm in theexpansion istheresultofaveraging two O (g0)term s(�rst
term in Fig.10):

Co(t;t
0)= h(G o 
 �)(t)� (Go 
 �)(t0)i= 2kB T

Z t0

0

dt00G o(t;t
00)G o(t

0;t00); (10.3)

t� t0.W edepictthisterm and itscontributionstom orecom plicated diagram swith

a single crossed line,see the �rst graph in Fig.11. The term O (g),aswellasall
term swhich areodd powersofg,vanishes.Therearetwo contributionsto theterm
O (g2).Oneistheresultofm ultiplying a term O (g2)with a term O (g0)and itisa
tadpole,seethesecond graph in Fig.11;weassum ethisterm and allitscorrections

areincluded in thecontributionsfrom thetim e-dependentm assand wehenceforth

ignorethem .Theothercom esfrom m ultiplying two O (g)term s,seethethird graph
in Fig.11.

Higherorderterm sare oftwo types: they eitherdressthe propagatorsorthey

dressthe vertices,see the lasttwo diagram sin Fig.11.These two term sare order

O (g4).The�rstonefollowsfrom averagingtwoO (g2)contributionswhilethesecond
oneistheresultofaveraging an O (g3)and an O (g)term .Thefullseriesyieldsthe
exactperturbative expansion forC.
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Figure 11:From leftto right:O (g0),two O (g2)and two O (g4)term sin the series

forC. The nextto lastdiagram dressesthe propagatorand the lastterm dresses

thevertex.Theform eriskeptin themca whilethelatterisneglected.

Theseriesexpansion fortheresponsefollowsfrom therelation (8.8)in thewhite

noiselim it.In graphicalterm sweobtain itbym ultiplyingtheseriesin Eq(10.2)and

Fig.10 evaluated attim etby a noiseevaluated attim et0and taking theaverage.

10.2 T he m ode coupling approxim ation (mca)

The diagram m atic expansions forC and R can be represented analytically by in-

troducing the kernels �(t;t0) and D (t;t0) through the Schwinger-Dyson equations

(9.18)and (9.19)in theirintegralform . Each ofthem isa com pactnotation fora

seriesofdiagram s.Theseequationsareexactperturbatively.However,forageneric

m odelonecannotcom putethekernels� and D exactly.

Them odecoupling approach am ountsto approxim ating thekernels�(t;t0)and
D (t;t0) in the following way. One takes their values at O (g2) and substitutes in

them the bare propagatorG o and the bare correlation C0 by theirdressed values,

i.e.by R and C them selves.Forthem odelde�ned in Eq.(10.1)thisyields

�(t;t0) = g2 C(t;t0)R(t;t0); (10.4)

D (t;t0) = 2kB T �(t� t0)+
g2

2
C 2(t;t0): (10.5)
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Thisapproxim ation neglects\vertex renorm alization"in thesensethatalldiagram s

correctingthevaluesofthelinesaretaken intoaccountwhilealldiagram scorrecting

the vertices are neglected. For instance,one keeps the fourth diagram in Fig.11

thatrepresentsa linecorrection,whileleaving asidethe�fth diagram drawn in the

sam e�gurethatrepresentsa vertex correction.

The sam e procedure can be im plem ented using the susy representation ofthe

dynam ics.Each linerepresentsthesuper�eld and thesuper-correlatorfollowsfrom

thesandwich oftwoseriesforthesuper-�eld evaluated atdi�erentsuper-coordinates

a and b.
The Schwinger-Dyson equations can be recast,after m ultiplying by G � 1

o ,into

the form (9.16) and (9.17) for a random potential(9.2) with only one term r =

p = 3. Applying the mca to the trivial(and ill-de�ned) m odel(10.1)we derived

the dynam ic equationsforthe p = 3 spin sphericalm odel! On the one hand,this

result is worrying since it shows that the mca can be rather uncontrolled and it

can generateglassy behaviorby itself.On theotherhand,sincethesam eequations

hold in the mca ofa m odelofinteracting particleswith realistic interactions,this

calculation allows one to understand why the dynam ic equations ofthe mct for

super-cooled liquidscoincide with the onesofdisordered spin m odelsabove Td. In
the next Subsection we show how the diagram s neglected in the mca vanish in a

disordered m odelwith alargenum berofcom ponents.(Seealso [93]forotherrecent

discussionsofthem eaning and rangeofvalidity ofthemca and mct.)

10.3 mca and disordered m odels

The �rstto notice thatthe mca fora \quadratic" dynam ic equation corresponds

to the exact dynam ic equation ofa disordered problem with a large num ber of

com ponentswasKraichnan [94]in thecontextoftheNavier-Stokesequation.M ore

recently, Franz and Hertz showed that the \schem atic mct equations ofthe Fp
group"forsuper-cooled liquidsareidenticaltothosearising from aspin m odelwith

pseudo-random interactionsbetween groupsofthreespins[95].(Theschem aticmct

focuson a chosen wavevector.)

Indeed,for the exam ple chosen in this Section,one easily dem onstrates that

thediagram sretained by themca areprecisely thosewhich survive ifonem odi�es

theinitialm odel(10.1)and considersinstead thefollowing disordered problem [92].

First,let us upgrade q to a vector with N com ponents or\colors" �i,where i=
1;2;:::;N .Second,letusm odify thepotentialenergy (10.1)into

V (~�)= g
X

i< j< k

Jijk �i�j�k (10.6)

with couplings Jijk that are independent quenched Gaussian random variables of

zero m ean and variance[J2ijk]J = 1=N p� 1= 1=N 2.(p isthenum berofspinsin each
term in V .) In the large N lim it,the noise and disorderaveraged correlation and

responseofthism odi�ed m odelobey Eqs.(9.16)and (9.17)with � and D given by

Eqs.(10.4)and (10.5),respectively.Thefactthattheseequationsarerecovered can

beseen eitherdirectly on theperturbation theory,orusing thefunctionalm ethods
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given in Section 8.Sincewewantto stressthatthediagram sneglected in themca

vanish exactly forthism odelweuseherethe�rstapproach.

The bare propagatorisdiagonalin the colorindices,G oij = G o�ij. The vertex
isnow proportionalto therandom exchangesJijk.Theperturbativesolution to the
Langevin equation reads

�i(t)= (G o 
 �i)(t)� Jijk G o 
 (Go 
 �j � Go 
 �k)(t)+ :::: (10.7)

Oneisinterested in com puting theself-correlation averaged overthenoiseand dis-

order,N � 1
P N

i= 1[h�i(t)�i(t
0)]. The latteraverage elim inates allterm swith an odd

num berofcouplings.Sim ilarly,since Jijk 6= 0 only ifallindicesi;j;k aredi�erent,
tadpole contributionsasthe one in the second graph in Fig.11 vanish (the noise-

noise correlation enforcesthattwo indicesin the random exchange m ustcoincide).

Finally,one can check that due to the scaling with N ofthe variance ofthe dis-

ordered interactions,vertex correctionsasthe one in the lastgraph in Fig.11 are

sub-leading and vanish when N ! 1 .Instead,alllinecorrectionsrem ain �nite in

thetherm odynam iclim it.W ecan check thisstatem entin thetwo exam plesshown

in Fig.11 extended to include color indices. The vertex correction has four ran-

dom exchangesthatdueto theaveraging overthenoiseareforced to m atch as,e.g.

JijkJjlm Jm niJkln leaving 6 free-indices. Averaging over disorder one identi�es the

indicesoftwo pairsofJ0s,e.g. i= land k = m ,thisyieldsa factor(1=N 2)2 and,

atm ost,itleaves4 colorindicesoverwhich wehaveto sum from 1 to N (i;j;k;n).
W e have then an overallfactor 1=N 4 � N4 = 1 and this term vanishes when one

norm alisesthecorrelation by N .Instead,in thelinecorrection,afteraveraging over
thenoise,weareleftwith 6 freeindices,e.g.JikjJklm Jlm nJinj,theaverageoverthe
noiseonly im posesk = n in itsm ostconvenientcontribution,and theoverallfactor
is1=N 4 � N5 = N .Thisterm contributesto thenorm alisaed globalcorrelation.

Interestingly enough,theequivalencebetween themca and a disordered system

extends to an arbitrary non-linear coupling F(q). Expanding F in a powerseries

F(q)=
P

1
r= 2

Fr
r!
qr themca leadsto

�(t;t0) = g2
1X

r= 2

F 2
r

(r� 1)!
C r� 1(t;t0)R(t;t0); (10.8)

D (t;t0) = 2kB T�(t� t0)+ g2
1X

r= 2

F 2
r

r!
C r(t;t0): (10.9)

[Notethatforrodd,thereappearsanadditional\tadpole"contributioninEq.(10.8),
which wehaveassum ed again thatithasbeen re-absorbed intothem assterm �(t).]
The dynam ic equationscan also be obtained asthe exactsolution ofthe Langevin

dynam icsofN continuousspins�i interacting through thepotential

VJ[~�]= g
1X

r� 2

Fr
X

i1< :::< ir+ 1

Ji1:::ir+ 1
�i1 :::�ir+ 1

(10.10)

where J�1;::�r+ 1
are quenched independent Gaussian variables with zero m ean and

[(J�1;::�r+ 1
)2] / N � r. Therefore the mc equations for a single dynam ic variable
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in contact with a heat reservoir and under an arbitrary nonlinear potentialF(q)
describe exactly a fully-connected spin-glassproblem with arbitrary m ulti-spin in-

teractionsoraparticleevolvinginan N dim ensionalspaceinaquenched random po-

tentialV [~�]with aGaussian distribution with zerom ean and variance(9.3)[96,89].
Letus note that in order to be wellde�ned,the m odelgiven by V m ust be sup-

plem ented by a constraint preventing the �eld �i from exploding in an unstable

direction setby thecoupling tensorJi1:::ir+ 1
.Thisproblem iscured by im posing the

sphericalconstraint
P N

i= 1�
2
i(t)= N C(t;t)� N .

The extension ofthe m apping to a space dependent�(~x;t)(orto a m ulticom -
ponent �eld) is straightforward. Severalinteresting physicalexam ples involve an

equation ofthetype:

@�̂(~k;t)

@t
= � (�k2 + �)̂�(~k;t)�

1X

r= 2

X

~k1;::
~kr

Fr
r!
Lr(~kj~k1;:::::~kr)�̂(~k1;t)::::̂�(~kr;t)+ �(~k;t)

where �̂(~k;t)isthe Fouriertransform of�(~x;t),and �(~k;t)a Gaussian noise such

that h�(~k;t)�(~k0;t0)i = 2kB T�(~k+ ~k0)�(t� t0). The Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (kpz)

equation [97]corresponds to r = 2,L2(~kj~k1;~k2) = [~k1 �~k2]�(~k1 + ~k2 + ~k),while
dom ain coarsening in the �4 theory correspondsto r = 3,L3(~kj~k1;~k2;~k3)= �(~k1 +
~k2 + ~k3 + ~k),with a negative � [1]. The Navier-Stokes equation is sim ilar to the

kpz case with,however,an extra tensorialstructure dueto thevectorcharacterof

thevelocity �eld.Thecorrelation and responsefunctionsnow becom e~k dependent,
�d(~k+ ~k0)C(~k;t;t0)= h~�(~k;t)~�(~k0;t0)iand �d(~k+ ~k0)R(~k;t;t0)= h@~�(~k;t)=@�(~k0;t0)i.
The generalized mc equations then read (assum ing that the structure factors are

invariantundertheperm utation of~k1;:::;~kr):

�(~k;t;t0) = g2
1X

r= 2

F 2
r

(r� 1)!

X

~k1;::~kr

Lr(~kj~k1;:::::~kr)Lr(~krj~k1;:::::~k)

C(~k1;t;t
0):::C(~kr� 1;t;t

0)R(~kr;t;t
0) (10.11)

D (~k;t;t0) = 2kB T �(t� t0)+ g2
1X

r= 2

F 2
r

r!

X

~k1;::
~kr

�

Lr(~kj~k1;:::::~kr)
�2

C(~k1;t;t
0):::C(~kr;t;t

0) (10.12)

where�(~k;t;t0)and D (~k;t;t0)arede�ned in analogy with Eqs.(10.8)and (10.9).

10.4 mca for super-cooled liquids and glasses

In thelast20yearsthemca hasbeen m uch used in thestudyofsuper-cooled liquids.

Startingfrom therealisticinteractionsbetween theconstituentsofaliquid,G�otzeet

al[98]used themca togetherwith an assum ption ofequilibrium toderiveadynam ic

equation forthedensity-density correlator.Thisanalysislead totheschem aticm ode

couplingtheory(mct)[99]ofsuper-cooled liquidsand generalisations[100](with no

referencetowave-vectordependence)andtom oresophisticated versionsthatinclude
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a dependence on space [98]. The di�erence between these m odelslieson the form

ofthe kernels� and D . Kirkpatrick,Thirum alaiand W olynes[11]realized in the

late80sthattheschem aticm odecoupling equation [99]isidenticalto thedynam ic

equation forthespin-spin correlatorin thedisordered Pottsorpspin m odel,building
a bridge between the study ofstructuraland spin glasses. W hy these m odelsand

notsk? Thiswillbecom eclearwhen wepresenttheirdynam icand staticbehavior.

In thisSection weexplained whythedynam icequation ofadisordered m odeland

theonestem m ing from a mca ofa m odelwith m orerealisticinteractionsco��ncide:

theterm sneglected in thelattervanish exactly in theform er.Theexam plestudied

hereservesalsotosignalthedangerinusingamca.Onecouldconcludethatatrivial

m odelhasahighly non-trivialdynam ics,thisbeinggenerated by theapproxim ation

itself.

In thederivation ofthedynam icequationspresented in thisSection no assum p-

tion ofequilibrium wasused. Therefore,these equationshold also in the low tem -

peraturephasewhereequilibrium islost.Itisthen naturalto proposethatthedy-

nam icsofthep spin sphericalm odelbelow Td schem atically describesthedynam ics
ofglasses justasitsdynam ics above Td yields the schem atic mct ofsuper-cooled

liquids [13]. To go beyond the schem atic theory while stillkeeping a single m ode

description (as in [100]) one sim ply has to consider p1 + p2 sphericaldisordered
m odels. M oreover,the dynam icsofa m anifold in a random potentialisdescribed

by dynam icequationswith a~k dependencethatgoesbeyond thesinglem odemct.
Recently,Latzshowed how thegenericdynam icequationsderived in thisSection

can alsobeobtained startingfrom them icroscopicuid system and usingthemc ap-

proxim ation though with no equilibration assum ption [102].Alternativederivations

ofm ode-coupling equationsarediscussed in [93]

Kawasakiand Kim [103]derived the sam e schem atic mc equation using a non-

disordered quadratic Ham iltonian for densities and velocities com plem ented with

random non-lineardynam ic equations. Interestingly enough,in thiscase the mct

arisesfrom a m odelwith trivialstaticsand com plex dynam ics. Tunning the ratio

between thenum berofdensity variablesand velocity variablesthey even m anaged

to include the so-called \hopping term " that softens the dynam ic transition [98,

101]. Is worth noting that in Kawasakiand Kim ’s m odelthis term is notdue to

therm ally activated processesbutto thee�ectofthevelocity-likevariablesthrough

thecom plex dynam ics.

11 G lassy dynam ics: G eneric results

Beforepresentingtheexplicitsolutiontothem ean-�eldm odelswestatesom egeneric

featuresofthelow-T dynam icsthatwebelievehold in general.

11.1 T he weak-ergodicity breaking scenario

Figure 12-right shows a sketch ofthe decay ofthe correlation as obtained from

the num ericalsolution to the dynam ic equations for the m ean-�eld m odels (see
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Section 12.1). It develops a separation oftim e scales in the long t0 lim it. It�rst

approachesa plateau atqea in a stationary m annerand itthen decays below this

valuewith an explicitwaiting-tim edependentform .Foreach waiting-tim ethereis

a su�ciently long tsuch thatthe correlation decaysto zero. These propertiesare

included in theweak-ergodicity breaking(w eb)scenario thatstatesthat,fort� t0,
C decaysin such a way that

lim
t0! 1

C(t;t0) = qea + Cst(t� t0) (11.1)

lim
t� t0! 1

Cst(t� t0)= 0 ) lim
t� t0! 1

lim
t0! 1

C(t;t0)= qea (11.2)

lim
t! 1

C(t;t0) = 0 at�xed t0: (11.3)

Equation (11.2)de�nes the Edwards-Anderson order param eter,qea. For�nite t0

thereisa crossoverbetween two tim e-scalescontrolled by a waiting-tim edependent

characteristictim e�0(t0)thatisagrowing function oft0whosepreciseform depends

on the m odel. Forlarge t� t0 such thatt� t0 issm allwith respectto �0(t0),the
correlation function �rstdecaysfrom 1toqea in attim anner.Atlongert� t0itgoes
furtherbelow qea toeventually reach 0in am annerthatdependsboth upon tand t0

(the aging e�ect). Thisbehaviorsuggeststhe presence ofatleasttwo tim e-sectors

in which the dynam icsisstationary and non-stationary,respectively. W e shallsee

thatthenum beroftim e-scales,orm oreprecisely correlation scales,dependson the

m odel.

W ewriteC asthesum ofa stationary and an aging contribution:

C(t;t0) = Cst(t� t0)+ Cag(t;t
0): (11.4)

Them atching conditionsatequaltim esbetween Cst and Cag areC(t;t)= 1 im ply-

ing Cst(0)+ Cag(t;t)= 1 with Cst(0)= 1� qea and Cag(t;t)= qea.Togetherwith
Eq.(11.2)they ensurethatin thetwo-tim esectorin which Cst decaysfrom 1� qea
to 0,Cag isjusta constantqea.Instead,in thetwo-tim esectorin which Cag decays

from qea to 0,Cst vanishesidentically.
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Thenam ew eb [45,12]reectsthefactthatforshorttim e-di�erencesthesystem

behavesasifitweretrapped in som eregion ofphasespaceof\size"qea {suggesting
ergodicity breaking. However, it is always able to escape this region in a tim e-

scale�0(t0)thatdependsupon itsaget0.Hence,trapping isgradualand ergodicity
breaking isweak.qea dependson tem peraturewhen T < Td.

W ehavealready described,phenom enologically,such a separation oftim e-scales

in thedecay ofcorrelation functionswhen wediscussed thedom ain growth problem

and glassy dynam ics in Section 2. The �rst term describes in this case the fast

uctuationswithin dom ainswhilethesecond term characterisesthedom ain growth

itself.A second exam plewheresuch a separation oftim e-scalesoccursarethetrap

m odels in phase space. The �rst term corresponds to the dynam ics within the

traps while the second describes the wandering ofthe system from trap to trap.

In glasses,the �rst term corresponds to the rapid rattling ofeach particle within

itscage while the second one describesthe destruction ofthe cagesand hence the

structuralrelaxation.

In driven m odelsrendered stationary by a weak perturbation wealso �nd a sep-

aration oftim e-scaleswith �0 increasing with weakerstrengthsoftheperturbation.
W ecan alsoproposethatC and R separatein two term s,both being stationary but

evolving in di�erenttim e-scales.

In classicalpurely relaxationalm odels governed by a Langevin equation with

no inertia thecorrelation functionsarem onotonicwith respectto both tim estand
t0,asitiseasily checked num erically. Inertia introducesoscillationsand the decay

can benon-m onotonic.Them agnitudeoftheoscillationsdependsupon therelative

valueofthem assM with respectto theotherparam etersin theproblem .However,

forawidechoiceofparam eterstheoscillationsappearonly in thestationary regim e,

the aging dynam icshaving a m onotonic decay towardszero. Thisisrelevantsince

itallowsonetousethegeneralpropertiesofm onotoniccorrelation functionsproven

in [104]and discussed in Section 11.4 to �nd thetwo-tim escaling ofC ag(t;t0).

11.2 T he weak long-term m em ory scenario

Regarding theresponsefunction,weproposea sim ilarseparation in two term s:

R(t;t0)= R st(t� t0)+ R ag(t;t
0) (11.5)

with R st(t� t0) � limt0! 1 R(t;t0). The m atching conditions close to equaltim es

are di�erent fora m odelwith orwithoutinertia. In the form ercase,R(t;t)= 0,

R(t;t� )= 1=M whilein thelatter,using theIto convention,R(t;t)= 0;R(t;t� )=
1=. In both cases the equal-tim es condition im plies Rst(0) = 0,R ag(t;t) = 0

while the next-to-m ain diagonalvaluesyield R st(�)= 1=M ; Rag(t;t� �)= 0 and

R st(�)= 1= ;Rag(t;t� �)= 0,respectively.

Theresponsetendstozerowhen tim esgetfarapart,and itsintegralovera�nite

tim e-intervalaswell:

lim
t! 1

R(t;t0)= 0; lim
t! 1

Z t0

0

dt00R(t;t00)= 0 8 �xed t0: (11.6)
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Thesepropertiesim ply

lim
t� t0! 1

lim
t0! 1

R(t;t0)= 0 ) lim
t� t0! 1

R st(t� t0)= 0; lim
t! 1

R ag(t;t
0)= 0:(11.7)

However,the contribution ofthe response to the dynam ic equations and to other

m easurablequantitiesisnottrivial.Exam iningtheintegraloftheresponsefunction

overa growing tim eintervalone�ndsthateven iftheresponsevanishes,ityieldsa

contribution to theintegration.Figure15-leftshowsthe integrated linearresponse

(5.6).Using (11.5)

�(t;t0)=
Z

t

t0
dt00 [R st(t� t00)+ R ag(t;t

00)]= �st(t� t0)+ �ag(t;t
0): (11.8)

If,forlong enough t0,thecontribution ofthesecond term in (11.8)werenegligible,

�(t;t0) should be a stationary quantity. Instead,forallt0s studied and fortlong
enough one clearly sees a waiting-tim e dependence that can only com e from the

integration ofthe second term . This is a weak long-term m em ory (w ltm), the

system hasan \averaged" m em ory ofitspast.

W hen asystem isin equilibrium ,theresponseissim ply related tothecorrelation

via fdt. W e then assum e (and teston the dynam ic equations)thatthe dynam ics

in thestationary regim esatis�esfdt:

R st(�) =
1

kB T

dCst(�)

d�
� � 0;

R st(!) = �
2

�h
lim
�! 0+

Z d!0

2�

1

! � !0+ i�
tanh

 
��h!0

2

!

Cst(!
0) (11.9)

in a classicaland quantum problem , respectively. One can form ally prove that

fdt hasto hold forany generic relaxing m odelfro shorttim e-di�erences[105],see

Section 11.5.4. Forlongertim e-di�erences,when C ag and R ag vary in tim e while

Cst and R st have decayed to zero,one cannotassum e the validity offdt and,as

weshallsee,theequationshavea solution thatexplicitly m odi�esfdt.

11.3 Slow tim e-reparam etrization invariant dynam ics

W e have already m entioned thatthe correlationsdecay m onotonically (only below

qea ifM 6= 0).The�nalinsightcom ingfrom thenum ericalsolution tothefullequa-

tionsisthatthedynam icsbecom esslowerand slowerfor�xed waiting-tim eand as

t� t0increases.In thestationary regim e@t2[C(t;t0);R(t;t0)]and @t2[C(t;t0);R(t;t0)]
arenotnegligiblewith respecttotheterm sin therhsofEqs.(9.16)and (9.17).On

thecontrary,in thesecond decay below qea,C and R decay in a m uch slowerm an-

ner such that,@tC(t;t0) � � �(t)C(t;t0)and @t2C(t;t0) � � �(t)C(t;t0) (sim ilarly
forR),and thetim e-derivativescan beneglected.

W echoosethefollowingstrategy tosolvetheequationsin thelongt0lim itwhere
a sharp separation oftim e-scalescan be safely assum ed. First,we take advantage

ofthefactthatone-tim equantitiesapproach a lim it,asonecan verify num erically,

and write the asym ptotic form ofEq.(9.23)for�1 . The integralson the rhs are
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approxim ated using the separation ofC and R in two term sthatvary in di�erent

tim e-scalesthatweassum earewell-separated.W edetailthiscalculation below.As

regardstotheequationsforC and R,weproceed in twosteps.On theonehand,we
chooset� t0shortin such a way thatC > qea and wewritethedynam icequations
forCst and R st.On theotherhand,wetaketand t0widely separated so asC < qea
and we write the dynam ic equations forCag and R ag. In this way we double the

num berofunknown functionsand equationsbutwesim plify theproblem enough as

to m akeitsolvable.

Oncethetim e-derivativesareneglected and theintegralsareapproxim ated aswe

explain in Section 12.3.3theagingequationsbecom einvariantunderreparam etriza-

tionsoftim et! h(t)thattransform thetwo-pointfunctionsas

Cag(t;t
0)! Cag(h(t);h(t

0)); R ag(t;t
0)! [dt0h(t

0)]R ag(h(t);h(t
0)): (11.10)

Thisisnotan exactinvarianceofthedynam icequations.Itisonly generated when

droppingthetim e-derivatives.Thisinvariancewas�rstnoticed by Som polinsky [90]

in hisstudy ofthe equilibrium dynam ics(see also [8]and itlaterappeared in the

nonequilibrium dynam ics[12,104,96,72,106].W eshallseethatthisapproxim ation

forbidsusto solve com pletely thedynam ic equations,in particular,to �x thetim e

scaling (selecth(t)).

11.4 C orrelation scales

Takethreeorderedtim est3 � t2 � t1.ThecorrelationsareC(ti;tj)=
1

N

P

khsk(ti)sk(tj)i�
cos�ji:Them onotonicity ofthedecay ofthecorrelationswith respecttothelonger
tim e(keeping theshortertim e�xed)and theshortertim e(keeping thelongertim e

�xed) allows us to derive generalproperties that strongly constrain the possible

scaling form s. Indeed,one can relate any three correlation functions via triangle

relations[104]constructed asfollows. Using the factthatthe decay ism onotonic,

one can invert the relation between correlation and tim es to write,for exam ple,

t2 = g(C(t2;t1);t1) with g :[0;1]� [0;1 ]! [0;1 ]. This allows us to rewrite

C(t3;t1)as

C(t3;t1)= C(g(C(t3;t2);t2);t1)= C(g(C(t3;t2);g(C(t2;t1);t1);t1): (11.11)

W enow de�ne a realfunction f(x;y),f :[0;1]� [0;1]! [0;1],by taking thelim it
t1 ! 1 whilekeeping theinterm ediate correlations�xed

lim
t1 ! 1

C(t2;t1)and C(t3;t2)�xed

C(t3;t1) = f(C(t3;t2);C(t2;t1)):

The fact that the lim it exists is a reasonable working assum ption. This function

com pletely characterizes the correlations and their scales in the asym ptotic lim it.

(Note that we de�ned f using the correlation between the longest tim e and the

interm ediateasthe�rstargum ent.)
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11.4.1 Properties

Thede�nition ofthefunction f,aswellasthepropertiesshown in thisSubsection,
are m odelindependent. The form taken by f foreach m odelisdeterm ined by the

dynam icequations.

Tim ereparam etrization invarianceThefunction f isinvariantunderreparam etriza-
tionsoftim ethatsatisfy (11.10).

AssociativityTakenow fourtim est4 � t3 � t2 � t1.Thecorrelation between t4 and
t1 can bewritten in two ways

C(t4;t1) = f(C(t4;t2);C(t2;t1))= f(f(C(t4;t3);C(t3;t2));C(t2;t1));

C(t4;t1) = f(C(t4;t3);C(t3;t1))= f(C(t4;t3);f(C(t3;t2);C(t2;t1))):

Thusf satis�esf(f(x;y);z)= f(x;f(y;z)),i.e.itisan associativefunction.

Identity.Ifonetakest1 = t2

C(t3;t1)= f(C(t3;t2);C(t2;t1))= f(C(t3;t1);C(t1;t1))= f(C(t3;t1);1); (11.12)

forallC(t3;t1)2 [0;1].Equivalently,ifonetakest2 = t3

C(t3;t1)= f(C(t3;t2);C(t2;t1))= f(C(t3;t3);C(t3;t1))= f(1;C(t3;t1)); (11.13)

for allC(t3;t1) 2 [0;1]. The correlation at equaltim es acts as the identity since

x = f(x;1)and y = f(1;y)forallx;y 2 [0;1].

Zero.Taking t3 and t2 and m uch largerthan t1 in such a way thatC(t2;t1)� 0 and

C(t3;t1)� 0 whileC(t3;t2)> 0,

0� C(t3;t1)= f(C(t3;t2);C(t2;t1))� f(C(t3;t2);0): (11.14)

Equivalently,taking t3 � t2 and t1,then C(t3;t2) � 0 and C(t3;t1) � 0 while

C(t2;t1)> 0 and onehas

0� C(t3;t1)= f(C(t3;t2);C(t2;t1))� f(0;C(t2;t1)): (11.15)

Them inim um correlation actsasa zero off(x;y)since0= f(x;0)and 0= f(0;y)
forallx;y 2 [0;1]. (This property can be easily generalised ifthe correlation ap-

proachesa non-zero lim it.)

Bound.Given thatweassum ethatthesystem driftsaway in phasespace,C(t2;t1)
decaysasa function oft2 fort1 �xed,and C(t2;t1)increasesasa function oft1 for
t2 �xed.Thisproperty im plies

y = f(1;y)� f(x;y) 8y;x < 1; x = f(x;1)� f(x;y) 8x;y < 1:(11.16)

Thereforef(x;y)� m in(x;y).
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Form sforf In [104]weproved that

f(x;y) = |� 1(|(x)|(y)) Isom orphicto theproduct (11.17)

f(x;y) = m in(x;y) Ultram etricity (11.18)

aretheonly possibleform sthatsatisfy thepropertiesoff shown above.Notethat

for|equalto the identity the �rsttype offunction becom es sim ply f(x;y)= xy,
hencethenam e.Itisalso possibleto provethatthe�rstkind offunction (11.17)is

only com patiblewith thetim escaling [107,104]

C(t2;t1)= |� 1

 
h(t2)

h(t1)

!

(11.19)

with h(t) a m onotonically growing function. The actualcorrelation can have a

piecewise form . Here,instead ofreproducing the proofsgiven in [104]we explain

these statem entsreviewing the scaling form sfound forsom e physicalsystem s and

in theanalyticsolution to m ean-�eld m odels.

Exam ples:dom ain growth

The correlation decaysin two steps,see the rightpanelin Fig.12 and forC >
qea = m 2

eq thedecay isstationary:

C21 � C(t2;t1)= qea + Cst(t2 � t1); (11.20)

and it can be putin the form (11.19)using h(t)= exp(lnt)) and |� 1(x) = qea +
Cst(x).Anythreecorrelation satisfying(11.20)alsoverifyt3� t1 = C � 1

st (C31� qea)=
t3 � t2 + t2 � t1 = C � 1

st (C32 � qea)+ C � 1
st (C21 � qea)thatim plies

C31 = Cst[C
� 1

st (C32 � qea)+ C � 1

st (C21 � qea)]+ qea : (11.21)

Thisequation isequivalentto(11.17).Thism eansthatany threecorrelationsabove

qea can be related with an f that is isom orphic to the product,see (11.17),with

|� 1
st (x)= Cst(lnx)+ qea and |st(x)= exp(C � 1

st (x� qea).
W hen thetim esaresuch thatthedom ain wallsm ove,theself-correlation decays

below qea in an aging m anner,with

C21 � C(t2;t1)= Cag(t2;t1)= |� 1

ag

 
R (t2)

R (t1)

!

; (11.22)

|� 1
ag(1)= qea and |� 1

ag(0)= 0.Itisobviousthatany threecorrelationsbelow qea also
satisfy (11.17)

Takenow t3 = t2 + �32 with �32 < �0(t2)and C32 > qea,and t3 and t2 su�ciently
largerthan t1 (t3 = t1 + �31 with �31 > �0(t1)and t2 = t1 + �21 with �21 > �0(t1))
such thatC31 < qea and C32 < qea.Onehas

C31 = |� 1

ag

 
R (t3)

R (t1)

!

= |� 1

ag

 
R (t3)

R (t2)
(|ag 
 |� 1

ag)

 
R (t2)

R (t1)

! !

= |� 1

ag

 
R (t3)

R (t2)
|ag(C21)

!

= C21 :
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The lastidendity isa consequence ofR (t3)=R (t2)� 1 since fora su�ciently sm all

�32,R 0(t2)�32=R (t2)� 1.

Thus, when the tim es are such that two correlations, say with values a and

b,are both greater than qea one explores the dynam ics in the stationary regim e

and f(a;b)isisom orphic to theproduct.W hen they areboth sm allerthatqea one
exploresthedynam icsin theagingcoarseningregim eand again f(a;b)isisom orphic
to the productthough with a di�erentfunction |. Finally,ifa > qea and b< qea,
f(a;b)= m in(a;b)and one�ndsdynam icultram etricity.

The structure discussed in the contextofthedom ain growth problem isindeed

generic. Som e specialvalues ofthe correlation act as \�xed points" off(a;a),
f(a;a)= a.A \correlation scale"spansthevaluesofcorrelationscom prised between

two subsequent �xed points. W ithin a correlation scale f is isom orphic to the

product.Any two correlationsfalling into di�erentcorrelation scalesarerelated by

an ultram etricf.In thedom ain growth exam ple 1,qea and 0 are�xed pointsthat
aresim pleto visualizephysically.In m oreabstractm odelsasthesk spin-glassthe

form off ism ore involved,with a stationary scale between 1 and qea and a dense

set�xed points,hencecorrelation scales,that�lltheinterval[0;qea].

Scaling functions

M ostsolvablem odels,num ericaldata and experim entalresultscan bedescribed

with only two correlation scales,a stationary and a slow one.Severalscaling func-

tionsh(t)fortheslow decay have been proposed in theliterature.In thefollowing

we sum m arize and discussthe m ain ones. In Fig.13 we com pare the decay ofthe

correlation from qea forthreeofthefourlawsdiscussed below.

Powerlaw:h(t)= at�.Thisisthesim plestscaling also called sim ple aging.Ferro-
m agneticdom ain growth realizesthisform with � = 1=2fornon conserved dynam ics
and � = 1=3 for conserved dynam ics [1]. Severalsolvable m odelhave sim ple ag-

ing,an exam ple being the classicalsphericalp = 2 m odel[108,109]. In [12]it

wasconjectured thata powerlaw also characterized theaging dynam icsofthefully

connected p spin-m odelwith p � 3. Thiswas latercon�rm ed with the algorithm

ofKim and Latz[110]thatallowsoneto reach m uch longertim es.Aging below Tc
in the sim plest trap m odelalso scales with this law [45]. The m olecular dynam ic

sim ulationsofLennard-Jonesm ixturesshow thistypeofscaling too.Notethatfor

all�,C scalesasa function oft2=t1.

Enhanced powerlaw: h(t)= exp(ln
�
(t=t0))Thislaw yields the m ostaccurate de-

scription ofspin-glassexperim entaldata.Theexponent� typically takesapossibly

T-dependentvalueabout2 [31].

Stretched exponential: h(t)= exp[(t=t0)�]Thislaw hasbeen proposed to describe

theslowing down ofthefullcorrelation abovethecriticaltem perature.Asfaraswe

know,no aging m odelthatsatis�es a scaling (11.19)with a stretched exponential

hasbeen found yet.

Logarithm :h(t)= ln
�
(t=t0)In the Fisherand Huse dropletm odelforspin-glasses,

activateddynam icsisassum ed andthedom ainsarefoundtogrow asR (t)� ln(t=t0).
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Figure 13: Com parison between three h(t)s,power law,enhanced power law and

logarithm . Plot ofC(t;t0) = (1 � qea)exp(� (t� t0))+ qeah(t)=h(t0) against the
tim e-di�erence t� t0 (on the left)and againstthe ratio oftim est=t0 (on the right)
for three waiting tim es. Note the drift ofthe curves in the right panel. For the

logarithm iclaw (sub-aging)thecurvesdrifttowardstheleftforincreasing waiting-

tim e. Instead,for the enhanced power law (super-aging) the curves drift to the

right forincreasing waiting-tim e. Forthe power law (sim ple aging) the scaling is

perfect.In realsystem sthedecay ofthestationary parttowardsqea ism uch slower
than exponential(typically powerlaw with a sm allexponent)and theseparation of

tim e-scalesisnotso neat.

Thisleadsto C(t2;t1)� g(ln(t2=t0)=ln(t1=t0)). However,thislaw doesnot�tthe

aging experim entaldata [31].

Dynam ic ultram etricity: Even though itseem s m ysterious at�rstsightthere isa

sim ple graphicalconstruction that allows one to test it. Take two tim es t3 > t1
such that C(t3;t1) equals som e prescribed value,say C(t3;t1) = 0:3 = C31. Plot

now C(t3;t2)againstC(t2;t1)using t2,t1 � t2 � t3,asa param eter.Depending on
the value ofC31 with respectto qea we �nd two possible plots. IfC(t3;t1)> qea,
for long enough t1,the function f becom es isom orphic to the product. Plotting

then C(t3;t2)forlongerand longert1,theconstruction approachesa lim itin which
C(t3;t2)= |� 1(|(C31)=|(C(t2;t1))). If,instead,C31 < qea,in the long t1 lim itthe
construction approaches a di�erent curve. W e sketch in Fig.14 two possible out-

com esofthisconstruction.On theright,werepresenta m odelwith two correlation

scales,ultram etricity holdsbetween them and within each ofthem f isisom orphic

to theproduct.On theleftinstead werepresenta m odelsuch thatdynam icultra-

m etricity holdsforallcorrelationsbelow qea. The construction approaches,in the

long t1 lim it,thebroken curvedepicted in thesketch.
Thesk spin-glass[104]and thedynam icsofm anifoldsin an in�nitedim ensional

em bedding space in the presence ofa random potentialwith long-range correla-

tions [96,36]have ultram etric decays everywhere within the aging regim e. This

scaling is also found in the trap m odelatthe criticaltem perature [46]. Dynam ic

ultram etricity in �nite dim ensionalsystem s hasbeen search num erically. There is

som eevidenceforitin the4dEA m odel.In 3d instead thenum ericaldata doesnot
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supportthisscaling [59,111].W hetherthisisdueto theshorttim esinvolved orif

thescaling asym ptoticisdi�erentin 3d isstillan open question.
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Figure 14: Sketch ofa check ofultram etricity using the param etric plot C(t3;t2)
againstC(t2;t1)forC(t3;t1)= 0:3 < qea �xed. On the leftan ultram etric m odel,

on therighta m odelwith two correlation scales.

11.4.2 D e�nition ofa characteristic tim e

Expanding theargum entin (11.19)fort2 = t1+ � with � � t1 one�nds,to leading
order,

h(t1)

h(t2)
= 1�

�

tc(t1)
tc(t1)�

 
h0(t1)

h(t1)

! � 1

; (11.23)

withO
�

�2
�

h02(t1)=h2(t1)+ h00(t1)=h(t1)
��

corrections.Thecharacteristictim etc(t1)
isgiven by

tc(t1) =

8
>>><

>>>:

t1=� Powerlaw

t1=[� ln
�� 1(t1=t0)] Enhanced powerlaw

t1(t0=t1)
�

Stretched exponential

t1 ln(t1=t0) Logarithm

Notethattc(t1)isde�ned closetothelim itofequaltim esand (11.23)doesnotm ake
sense forlarge �. Ratheroften in the literature,the scaling variable x = �=ta1 has
been used even forlarge valuesof�. Thisscaling isincom patible with the general

propertiesofthe triangularrelationsrecalled in Section 11.4.1 ifthe exponenta is
largerthan 1 [116].Seetherightpanelin Fig.13 to seethedi�erenttrendsofthese

scalingswhen plotted asfunctionsoft=t0.
Forthepowerlaw tc(t1)scalesjustast1.In thecasesofthestretched exponential

and theenhanced powerlaw,tc(t1)hasa slowergrowth than thelineardependence
i� � > 0 in the �rstcase and � > 1 in the second. Thisbehaviorhasbeen called

sub-aging.Forthelogarithm tc(t2)growsfasterthan linearly.Thisfunction belongs
to a di�erentclassthatwecalled superaging[31].

70



kB T �(t;tw)
1� C(t;tw)
kB T �(t;tw)
1� C(t;tw)

tw 2tw 1

1� qea

t� tw
1010108106104102100

1

0.75

0.5

0.25

0
!3
!2
!1

tw

k B
T
~�
(!
;t
w
)=
(!

~ C
(!
;t
w
))

106104102100

T�=T

1

Figure 15: Left: sketch ofthe m odi�cation offdt in the tim e-dom ain. Right:

sketch ofthe m odi�cation offdt in the frequency dom ain for a glassy system ,

!1 > !2 > !3.

11.5 M odi�cations offdt

Oneofthem ostim portantoutcom esoftheanalyticsolution tothem ean-�eld glassy

m odels[12,104]istheneed to m odify theuctuation{dissipation relationsbetween

linearresponses,R(t;tw),and theirpartnercorrelationsbetween spontaneousuc-

tuations,C(t;tw),when T < Td. In this Subsection we discuss di�erent ways of

presenting the m odi�cation offdt expected in rather generic system s with slow

dynam ics.

11.5.1 T im e dom ain

Thefdt isalinearrelation between �(t;tw)and C(t;tw)foranypairoftim es(t;tw),
seeEq.(7.3).In early sim ulationsofthe3dea m odel[57]aswellasin theanalytic

solution to fully-connected disordered m odelsa m odi�cation ofthisrelation below

Td appeared [12].Plotting kB T�(t;tw)and 1� C(t;tw)fortw �xed asa function of

ln(t� tw)one typically obtainsthe pairofcurves schem atically shown on the left

panelofFig.15.Thetwo functionsgo togetheruntilt� tw reachesa characteristic

tim e�0(tw)and they then departdem onstratingthatfdt doesnothold beyond this
tim e-scale.Thecharacteristictim e�0(tw)isoftheorderofthetim eneeded toreach
theplateau in thecorrelation function (thisholdsform ean-�eld m odelsbutitisnot

certain in �nitedim ensionalsystem s).Sum m arizing

t� tw < �0(tw) fdt holdsin thefastscale; (11.24)

t� tw > �0(tw) fdt ism odi�ed in theslow scale; (11.25)

with �0(tw)an increasing function oftw thatdependson thesystem considered (see

Fig.12).
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11.5.2 Frequency dom ain

As explained in Section 5.1 taking a Fourier transform with respect to the tim e-

di�erence while keeping tw �xed allows one to work in a m ixed frequency-tim e

dom ain.Since m any experim entalset-upsareprepared to apply ac-�eldsitispar-

ticularly im portantto predictthe aspectfdt m odi�cation have when using these

param eters. The condition t� tw < �0(tw) to explore the fast relaxation roughly

translatesinto !� 1 < �0(tw),i.e. fora �xed waiting-tim e high frequencies are re-

quired. The longerthe waiting tim e the lowerthe frequency one hasto use to see

this scale since �0(tw) increases with tw. Instead,when t� tw > �0(tw) one has
!� 1> �0(tw),and very low frequenciesareneeded to exploretheslow scale.These

conditionsim ply

!�0(tw)> 1 fdt holdsin thefastscale;

!�0(tw)< 1 fdt doesnothold in theslow scale: (11.26)

Reversing theargum entabove,ifoneweakly perturbsthesam plewith an ac-�eld of

a�xed frequency!1 atachosen tim etw,onecan follow thedeviation from fdt using

tw asthecontrolparam eter.Thisprocedureyieldsthesolid lineon therightpanel

ofFig.15. Choosing now a lowerfrequency !2(< !1)the crossover from the slow

to thefastregim eoccursata largervalueoftw.Oneobtainsthen thedotted curve
on the rightpanelofFig.15. So on and so forth,the sm allerthe frequency ofthe

applied ac-�eld the longerthe slow regim e lastsand the longerone seesdeviations

from fdt.(Note thatthe probe doesnotm odify the dynam ics.) In the Figure we

chose to sketch the behavior ofa system with only two-tim e scales,in which the

fdt ratio takestwo constantvaluesseparated atsinglebreaking pointin which the

correlation reaches the plateau value qea. This procedure is com m only em ployed

experim entally,seeSection 13.2 wherewediscussthem easurem entsofGrigera and

Israelo� forglycerol[60].

11.5.3 T im e-reparam etrization invariant form ulation

A m oreinterestingway ofdisplayingthem odi�cation ofthefdt hasbeen suggested

by theanalyticsolution to them ean-�eld m odelsdiscussed in Section 12.3.Oneof

itsadvantagesisthatitallowsoneto classify thesystem sinto sortof\universality

classes" according to theform thefdt m odi�cation takes.

Theanalyticsolution issuch that,in theasym ptoticlim itin which thewaiting-

tim etw divergesafterN ! 1 ,theintegrated linearresponseapproachesthelim it

lim
tw ! 1

C(t;tw)= C

�(t;tw)= �(C) (11.27)

when tw and tdivergewhilekeeping thecorrelation between them �xed to C [104].

Derivingthisrelation with respecttothewaitingtim etw,one�ndsthattheopposite
oftheinverseoftheslopeofthecurve�(C)isaparam eterthatreplacestem perature
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in thedi�erentialform ofthefdt.Thus,using Eq.(11.27)onede�nes

kB Teff(C)� � (�0(C))� 1; (11.28)

that can be a function ofthe correlation. Under certain circum stances one can

show thatthisquantity hasthepropertiesofa tem perature[112]in thesenseto be

described in Section 14.

One ofthe advantages ofthis form ulation is that,just as in the construction

oftriangle relations,tim es have been \divided away" and the relation (11.27) is

invariantunderthereparam etrizationsoftim ede�ned in Eq.(11.10).

Equation (11.27)iseasy to understand graphically. Letustake a waiting tim e

tw,say equalto 10 tim eunitsafterthepreparation ofthesystem (by thiswem ean

that the tem perature ofthe environm ent has been set to T at the initialtim e)

and trace �(t;tw)againstC(t;tw)using tasa param eter(tvariesbetween tw and

in�nity).Ifwechooseto work with a correlation thatisnorm alized to oneatequal

tim es,the param etric curve starts atthe point(C(tw;tw)= 1;�(tw;tw)= 0)and

it arrives at the point (C(t! 1 ;tw) ! C;�(t! 1 ;tw) = �). W ithout loss of

generality wecan assum ethatthecorrelation decaystozero,C = 0.This�rstcurve

istraced in red in Figs.16.Now,letuschoosea longerwaiting tim e,say tw = 100

tim eunits,and reproducethisconstruction.One�ndsthegreen curvesin Figs.16.

Equation (11.27)statesthatifone repeatsthisconstruction fora su�ciently long

waitingtim e,theparam etriccurveapproachesalim it�(C),represented by theblue
curves.
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Figure 16: The asym ptotic behaviorofthe integrated linearresponse againstthe

correlation in a param etric plot,for�xed waiting tim e and using tasa param eter.
Left: behaviorin equilibrium . Right: behaviorin a slowly relaxing system outof

equilibrium .Seetextforan explanation.

W hen thesystem equilibrateswith itsenvironm ent,theconstruction approaches

astraightlinewith slope� 1=(kB T)aspredicted bythefdt.Thisistheresultshown
in theleftpanelofFig.16.Instead,fornon-equilibrium system sevolving slowly the

asym ptoticlim itisdi�erent,itisgiven byacurve�(C).Forsolvablefully-connected
m odelsonedistinguishesthreefam ilies,asdrawn in therightpanelofFig.16.They

correspond to som esystem sundergoing dom ain growth [109](e.g.theO (N )m odel

73



in d = 3 when N ! 1 ),system sbehaving like structuralglasses[12,89,36](e.g.

the p-spin m odel) and spin-glasses [104,96,89,36](e.g. the sk m odel). Several

num ericalstudies in m ore realistic m odels ofthe three cases tend to con�rm this

classi�cation [58]. However,two provisos are in order. First,one has to be very

cautious about the num ericalresults given the very short tim e scales and rather

sm allsystem sizesaccessiblein sim ulations[113].Second,asshown in Section 13.1,

atleastone system thatundergoesdom ain growth,the ferrom agnetic chain,hasa

non-trivial�(C)liketheonefound forthesk m odel.

W ehavealready found theseasym ptotic�(C)curveswhen wediscussed thedy-
nam icsofa (at)harm onicoscillatorin contactwith a com plex bath m adeofsub-

system swith di�erentcharacteristic tim esand tem peratures(Section 7.4.4). Here

weclaim thatthesam estructure arisesin a glassy m odelcoupled to a white-bath.

Di�erentvaluesofthee�ective tem peratureareself-generated in thesystem .

Thisplotisinvariantunderreparam etrisationsoftim e t! h(t)acting on the

two-point functions as in Eqs.(11.10). A di�erent choice ofthe functions h only

changesthespeed with which the�(C)curveistraced butnotitsform .

11.5.4 fdt part

The form alism used in Section 7 to derive the fdt can be used to obtain a bound

on fdt violations [105]. Indeed,one bounds the di�erence between response and

variation ofthecorrelation with theCauchy-Schwartz inequality leading to

�
�
�kB TR(� + tw;tw)� @sC(� + tw;s)js= tw

�
�
� � c

q

� dtw H (tw) (11.29)

wherecisa constantand H (tw)�
R
dqP(q;tw)(E (q)� kB T lnP(q;tw))isa positive

de�nite function that m onotonically decreases towards the free-energy when the

system eventually equilibrates[70].One�ndsasim ilarbound forKram ersprocesses

and a generalization that includes the power input when tim e-dependent or non-

potentialforcesare applied. Forsystem s such thatdtw H (tw)! 0 su�ciently fast

when tw ! 1 the bound im pliesthatthe lhs vanishesin thislim it. Thiscan be

achieved in two ways: either each term is �nite and the di�erence between them

vanishesoreach term tendsto zero independently. The form erpossibility iswhat

happensin the fastregim e where fdt holds. The latterholdsin the slow regim e

whereboth theresponseand thevariation ofthecorrelation arevery sm allbutthe

relation between them does notfollow fdt. One derives a m ore usefulbound by

integrating (11.29)overtim e:

jkB T�(� + tw;tw)� C(� + tw;tw)+ C(tw;tw)j� c
Z � + tw

tw

dt0
q

� dt0H (t0): (11.30)

The term sin the lhs are now always�nite while the value ofthe rhs dependson

therelation between thetim e-di�erence � and thewaiting-tim e tw.Forsu�ciently
short� such thatthe rhs vanishesfdt hasto be satis�ed in itsintegrated form .

Thisresultexplainsthe existence ofa com m on straight-line with slope � 1=(kB T)
in the nonequilibrium curves in Fig.16. Forsu�ciently long � such thatthe rhs
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takesa �nite value fdt can beviolated.In thissecond scale a departure from the

straightlineofslope� 1=(kB T)can occurand itisindeed whathappensin system s
with slow non-equilibrium dynam ics,seetherightpanelin Fig.16.Oneseeshow a

separation oftim e-scalesin thedynam icsinuencesthefdt violations.

In driven system sthe bound dependson the powerinputand only vanishesin

thelim itofvanishing applied forces.Thefdt isnoteven enforced in thefastscale

and deviationsstartassoon asC decaysfrom 1.However,asweshallseebelow,the

m odi�cation offdt follow a very sim ilarpattern to the one shown in Fig.16 with

thestrength oftheapplied forceplayingasim ilarroletotheoneofthewaiting-tim e

here.

11.5.5 D i�usion

In theseLectureswefocuson m odelswith a bounded self-correlation foran observ-

ablewith zero averagethatisnorm alised atequaltim es.Iftheaveraged observable

doesnotvanish buttheequal-tim ecorrelation reachesa tim e-independentlim itone

can stilluse the sim ple self-correlation in the generalisations offdt. However,in

m oregeneraldi�usive m odelwith an unbounded tim e-dependentequal-tim e corre-

latoritism ore naturalto com pare the behaviourofthe \displacem ent" �(t;t0)�

C(t;t)+ C(t0;t0)� 2C(t;t0)(thatvanishesby de�nition atequaltim es)to the lin-

ear response. In norm aldi�usion these are linked by R(t;t0) = 1=(2kB T)�(t;t0).

In glassy m odelslike the m assless m anifold in a random potentialand othersthis

relation ism odi�ed [36,37,71,164].

12 Solution to m ean-�eld m odels

In thisSection weturn ourattention to thesolution to theSchwinger-Dyson equa-

tionsderived in previous Sections. W e startby describing the sim plest num erical

algorithm that solves these equations and we next briey discuss the asym ptotic

analyticsolution athigh tem peratures.Nextwedescribein quitedetailthesolution

atlow T.

12.1 N um ericalsolution

Onecan attem pta num ericalsolution to thesetofcausalintegro-di�erentialequa-

tions(9.16),(9.17)togetherwith theequation fortheLagrangem ultiplier�(t).One
ofthequestionswewould liketo exploreiswhetherthey encodea non-equilibrium

evolution astheonedescribed in theIntroduction and Section 2.

Thecorrelation C(t;t0)and responseR(t;t0)aretwo-tim equantities,thatis,they
depend on t(which physically correspondstothetim eofobservation)and t0(which
corresponds to the age ofthe system ). In the sim plest algorithm one discretises

the two-tim esplane with a uniform grid,t0 = j� and t= i�. The correlation and

responseon thediagonaland thenext-to-m ain diagonalofthetwo-tim esplane(i;j)
areknown,seeEqs.(9.41)and (9.42),foralltim es.
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The tim e-derivatives @2tC(t;t
0)and @2tR(t;t

0)in theirdiscretized form are used

to updatethe two-pointfunctions.Dueto causality,to advance onetim estep,the

integralsonly need values ofC and R thatare already known. This algorithm is

sim pleand e�cientbutitisseverely lim ited bythecom puterstoragecapacity.Since

onehasto storeC and R forallprevioustim e steps,them em ory used growsasi2

and thisnum berbecom esratherquickly prohibitive. In standard pcsone can use

imax � 104,getan acceptableprecision for� � 0:1and reach totaltim esoftheorder
of103.

In the quantum case the presence ofnon localkernels � and �,that appear
convoluted with C and R,renders the num ericalsolution harder. The larger the

cut-o� �,the sm allerthe iteration step � we need to com pute these integralswith

a good precision.Them axim um totaltim eisoftheorderof102 in thiscase.

A di�erentstarting pointfora num ericalsolution isthesinglevariableequation

(9.56).Thisroutewasfollowed by Eissfellerand Opperforspin-glasses[114]and it

isusually used in theso-called dynam icm ean-�eld theory [91].Again,thism ethod

islim ited by thestoragecapacity.

The knowledge ofthe qualitative features ofthe solution helps one devising a

m oreperform antalgorithm with a variable two-tim e grid.Asweshallseefrom the

analyticsolution,C and R vary rapidly when tim esarenearthediagonalj= iand
decay very slowly farfrom it.Kim and Latzhaveexploited thisproperty and wrote

such an algorithm forthe sphericalp spin m odelreaching totaltim esofthe order

of108 [110].

Finally,onecan think ofan iterativesearch whereonestartsfrom atrialform of

C and R and usesthedynam icequationsto extractthenew form .Onecan expect

to obtain the solution by repeating thisprocedure untilthe iteration convergesto

a �xed point. Thism ethod would allow one to look forsolutionsofthe fullsetof

Schwinger-Dyson equationsthatbreak causality.

The num ericalsolution forthe causalproblem ,found with the sim ple uniform

grid,has been ofgreat help in deriving the asym ptotic analytic solution. In the

following wedescribehow thissolution buildsup.

12.2 Solution at high tem peratures

Athigh tem peraturethesystem equilibrateswith itsenvironm entsince

teq(N ! 1 ;T)= �nite: (12.1)

Them ereexistenceofan asym ptoticlim itim pliesthatone-tim equantitiesas,e.g.,

the energy density, E(t), or the Lagrange m ultiplier, �(t), have to approach an

asym ptoticlim it,lim t! 1 E(t)= E1 and lim t! 1 �(t)= �1 .In equilibrium E1 = Eeq
and sim ilarly forallone-tim equantities.Two tim e-quantities,asC and R,depend
on tim esbutonly through tim edi�erencesasexplained in Section 6.

Tosolvethehigh T dynam icsone�rstassum esthatafteratransientequilibrium

isreached and a solution oftheform �(t)! �1 ,

C(t;t0)! Cst(t� t0); R(t;t0)! R st(t� t0) (12.2)
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with R st and Cjscst related by fdt,forlong waiting-tim est0and alltim e-di�erences
t� t0,exists. These propertiesalso apply to D and � thatbehave asa correlation

and a response,respectively.ThisAnsatzshould solveEqs.(9.16)and (9.17)when

T > Td,with Td the dynam ic criticaltem perature. In orderto prove itwe take t0

long and we assum e thatwe can separatetheintegralsin Eqs.(9.17)and (9.16)in

a preasym ptoticand an asym ptoticcontribution,

Z 1

0

dt00 � � � �

Z teq

0

dt00 � � � +

Z 1

teq

dt00 � � � : (12.3)

Next,we assum e that the two-point functions decay as fast as to ensure that all

preasym ptotic contributions vanish,e.g.
Rteq
0 dt00 A(t;t00)B (t0;t00) � 0 when t0 and

t� t0 are in the asym ptotic regim e. Using the Ansatz(12.2)and thisassum ption

theintegralsin therhs ofEq.(9.17),fora classicalproblem ,read

Z t0

teq

dt00D st(t� t00)
1

kB T

@Cst(t0� t00)

@t00
+

Z t

teq

dt00
1

kB T

@D st(t� t00)

@t00
Cst(jt

00� t0j)

=
1

kB T

Z
t0

teq

dt00
@

@t00
[D st(t� t00)Cst(t

0� t00)]+
1

kB T

Z
t

t0
dt00

@D st(t� t00)

@t00
Cst(t

00� t0)

The�rstintegralin therhs isa totalderivativeand itcan bereadily evaluated,it

yieldsD st(t� t0)Cst(0)� Dst(t� teq)Cst(t0� teq)� Dst(�)whereweassum ed that
tand t0arewellin theasym ptoticregim ein such a way thatCst(t0� teq)� 0,and

we de�ned � � t� t0. Integrating by partsthe lastintegralin the rhs one �nally

obtainsthehigh T equation forthecorrelation

G � 1

o (�)Cst(�)=
1

kB T
D st(0)Cst(�)�

1

kB T

Z �

0

d�0D st(� � �0)d�0Cst(�
0) (12.4)

with G � 1
o (�) = M d�2 + d� + �1 . One can check that Eq.(9.16) coincides with

Eq.(12.4)underthesam eassum ptions.Toprovethisstatem entonehastointegrate

Eq.(9.16)with respectto t0from teq to t0taking careofthefactthatt0appearsin
thelowerlim itoftheintegral.

Equation (12.4)forthesphericalp spin m odelcoincideswith theschem atic mc
equation [98,115]. This equation has a decaying solution above a sharp critical

tem perature that we callTmct = Td where the assum ptions ofttiand fdt are

justi�ed. After a short transient (elim inated by the lim it t0 � teq) the system

equilibrateswith itsenvironm enteven ifthetherm odynam iclim ithasalready been

taken. Atvery high T the decay to zero isvery fastand typicalof,say,a high-T
liquid. Closer to Td,however,a very interesting structure appears. The solution

takes the form sketched in the left panelin Fig.12. In a logarithm ic scale one

sees a two step relaxation develop with a �rst relatively quick decay towards a

plateau ata value thatwe callqea and nexta slowerrelaxation towardszero.The
length oftheplateau increaseswhen tem peratureapproachesTd from above and it

diverges at Td. At Td the height ofthe plateau,qdea,follows from the asym ptotic

analysis ofEq.(12.4). Ifone loosely considers qdea to be an order param eter,the

high tem perature analysis yields qdea > 0 [see Eq.(12.30)]and the transition is
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discontinuous. Itis im portantto stress that,aswe shallsee below,this doesnot

m ean thatthem odelhasa�rstordertherm odynam ictransition.Allsusceptibilities

are continuous when going across Td even though qdea > 0. In the m ode-coupling

literaturethesetransitionsarecalled typeB.

Thedetailsoftheasym ptoticanalysisoftheschem aticmc equation and itsrela-

tion with thebehaviorofrealsystem shasbeen discussed atlength in theliterature

(see,e.g.[115]).W eshallnotdevelop ithere.W ith thepurposeoffuturecom par-

ison with the low-T solution we justrecallthatthe approach and departure from

theplateau (beta relaxation)occurswith two powerlaws:

Cst(�)� qdea + ca�
� a+ ::: Cst(�)� qdea � cb�

b+ ::: (12.5)

given by

1

kB Td

�2(1+ b)

�(1+ 2b)
=

1

kB Td

�2(1� a)

�(1� 2a)
=
1

2

V000(qdea)

(V00(qdea))3=2
: (12.6)

A sim ilaranalysiscan bedonefora quantum m odel.

12.3 Solution at low -T

Three fam ilies ofm ean-�eld m odels have been found so far. In this Section we

presentthesolution tothesphericalm ean-�eld descriptionsofferrom agneticdom ain

growth and structuralglassesin som edetail.W eusea genericnotation thatallows

us to treat the classicaland quantum problem sim ultaneously. The presentation

follows [85]. By the end ofthis Subsection we discuss the generalisation ofthese

resultstom odelsof\spin-glass"type,m odelswith spatialdependenceand thee�ect

ofdi�erentm icroscopic dynam ics.

Thenum ericalsolution tothedynam icequationsatlow T showsnoevidencefor

an arrestin the waiting-tim e dependence ofthe decay ofC and R. In thisregim e

oftem peratures,

teq(N ;T < Td)! 1 (12.7)

and the equationsdo notadm itthe choice ofa t0 > teq. In orderto considerthe

crossovertowardsthe equilibration regim e one should revisitthe derivation ofthe

dynam icequationsallowing forN �nite.Thisprogram hasnotbeen pursued in the

literatureand itrem ainsoneofthem ostinteresting open problem sin the�eld.

12.3.1 T he Lagrange m ultiplier

W eapproxim atetheintegralin Eq.(9.21)byseparatingitssupportin threeintervals

t00:0! �0 ; t00:�0 ! � t; t00:� t ! t: (12.8)

The �rst tim e-intervalcontains only �nite tim es t00. Hence,allcorrelations and

responses ofthe form C(t;t00) and R(t;t00) vanish due to Eqs.(11.3) and (11.7).

In the last tim e-intervalt00 is close to tin the sense that correlations ofthe kind

C(t;t00)areoftheform Cst(t� t00)+ qea and sim ilarly fortheresponses.Finally,in
theinterm ediatetim e-intervaltheC and R vary in theaging regim e.Ofcourse,we
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aresloppyin thatwedonotprecisewhatarethevaluesof�0 and � t.Thede�nitions

ofcorrelation scales given in Section 11.4 correct this im precision exchanging the

tim e lim ts by lim its in the correlation. W ithin these assum ptions the asym ptotic

valueof�(t)isgiven by

�1 = A 1 + qea
Z 1

0

d�0�st(�
0)+ ~D qea

Z 1

0

d�0R st(�
0)

+

Z 1

0

d�0[�st(�
0)Cst(�

0)+ D st(�
0)R st(�

0)]+ Last (12.9)

(see Appendix E). � and D are m ade oftwo term s,one contribution from the

bath and one contribution from the interactions (see Eqs.(9.39)and (9.40)). W e

called Lasta term thatequals� M @2�Cst(�)j� ! 0
in a m odelwith inertia (classical

orquantum )and sim ply kB T in classicalm odelswithoutinertia. A 1 isthe aging

contribution:

A 1 = lim
t! 1

Z t

0

dt00[�ag(t;t
00)Cag(t;t

00)+ D ag(t;t
00)R ag(t;t

00)]: (12.10)

Thebath doesnotcontributetotheintegralsin A 1 when thekernels� and � decay

su�ciently fastto zero as to yield vanishing integrals. This is trivially true fora

whitenoise.Itcan beaworkingassum ption forcolored noisesbased on aweak lim it

ofthestrength ofthecoupling to thenoise(see,however,[118]).M oreprecisely,we

areneglecting term softhe form lim t! 1

Rt
0
dt00A(t� t00)B (t;t00)where A iseither�

or� and B iseitherCag orR ag.In thiscase

A 1 = lim
t! 1

Z t

0

dt00
h
~�ag(t;t

00)Cag(t;t
00)+ ~D ag(t;t

00)R ag(t;t
00)

i

: (12.11)

The second and third term sin Eq.(12.9)com e from the constant(non-zero)lim it

ofthe �rst decay ofthe correlation qea � limt� t0! 1 lim t0! 1 C(t;t0) and the ver-

tex ~D qea � limt� t0! 1 lim t0! 1
~D (t;t0). For the classical spherical p spin m odel

~D qea =
p

2
qp� 1
ea and this equation also holds for its quantum extension ifwe use

lim � ! 1 R st(�)� qea,a property ofthe w ltm scenario. The integraloverthe sta-

tionary parts can be sim ply perform ed using fdt forclassicalproblem s but they

cannotin quantum problem s.

12.3.2 T he stationary regim e

If(t;t0) are such that C(t;t0) > qea,C(t;t0) = qea + Cst(t� t0) and R(t� t0) =
R st(t� t0).TheSchwinger-Dyson equation forR in thistim esectorreads

�

M @2� + �1
�

R st(�)= �(�)+
Z

�

0

d�0�st(� � �0)R st(�
0) (12.12)

and itkeepsthe sam e form asin the high-tem perature phase,apartfrom the fact

thattheconstant�1 hascontributionsfrom theagingregim e.TheSchwinger-Dyson

equation forC reads

�

M @2� + �1
�

(qea + Cst(�))= A1 + qea
Z 1

0

d�0�st(�
0)+ ~D qea

Z 1

0

d�0R st(�
0)

+

Z 1

� 1

d�0[�st(� + �0)Cst(�
0)+ D st(� + �0)R st(�

0)]: (12.13)
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Onecan now Fourier-transform both equations

R st(!) =
1

� M !2 + �1 � �st(!)
;

�

� M !2 + �1
�

Cst(!)+ �1 qea�(!) =
�

A 1 + qea�st(!)+ ~D qeaR st(!)
�

�(!)

+�st(!)Cst(!)+ D st(!)R st(� !):

Theform alsolution to theequation forCst is

Cst(!)=
�

� �1 qea + A 1 + qea�st(!)+ ~D qeaR st(!)
�

�(!)Rst(!)+ D st(!)jR st(!)j
2 :

The �rstterm on the rhs hasan im aginary and a realpart. The im aginary part

vanishes identically since,due to fdt,both Im R st(!) and Im �st(!) are propor-
tionalto tanh(��h!=2)which iszero at! = 0 forclassicaland quantum problem s.

Concerning therealpartofthis�rstterm ,aswehaveassum ed thatC st(�)goesto
zero for� ! 1 ,weneed to im posetheself-consistentcondition

� �1 qea + A 1 + qea�st(! = 0)+ ~D qeaR st(! = 0)= 0: (12.14)

Thisisthecondition that�xesqea.W eshall�nd itagain in thenextsection asthe

m atching condition between the stationary and aging regim es. The �nalequation

forCst(!)is
Cst(!)= D st(!)jR st(!)j

2 : (12.15)

One can check that these calculations are consistent with the results from �1 .
Actually,the integrals in equation for �(t) involving the stationary parts can be

evaluated with thehelp oftheequationsforR st and Cst,Eqs.(12.14)and (12.15),

and yield onceagain Eq.(12.14).

Sim ilarly to thehigh-tem peraturecaseonecan now show thatfdt for ~�st and
~D st im plies fdt forR st and Cst. The rem ainder ofthe proof,i.e. to show that

fdt between R st and Cst im pliesfdt between ~�st and ~D st dependsonly upon the

form of~�st and ~D st asfunctionsofR st and Cst and isnotm odi�ed from the one

discussed in Section 12.2.

12.3.3 T he aging regim e

Ifwenow choosethetim est;t0tobewell-separated soastohaveC(t;t0)= Cag(t;t0)�
qea and R(t;t0)= R ag(t;t0),the w eb and w ltm hypothesesallow usto throw the

second tim e derivatives on the lhs. W e assum e that their contribution is m uch

weakerthan theoneofeach oftheintegralterm son therhs.Thisisan assum ption

thatwe have to verify atthe end ofthe calculation,once the solution forCag and

R ag isknown.Itcorrespondsto theover-dam ped lim it.

Using the approxim ation described in Appendix E,the equation for R in the

aging regim ebecom es

�1 R ag(t;t
0)= ~�ag(t;t

0)

Z
1

0

d�0R st(�
0)+ R ag(t;t

0)

Z
1

0

d�0�st(�
0)

+

Z t

t0
dt00~�ag(t;t

00)R ag(t
00;t0) (12.16)
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and wecallittheR ag-eq.Sim ilarly,theequation forC becom es

�1 Cag(t;t
0)= Cag(t;t

0)

Z
1

0

d�0�st(�
0)+ ~D ag(t;t

0)

Z
1

0

d�0R st(�
0)

+

Z t

0

dt00 ~�ag(t;t
00)Cag(t

00;t0)+
Z t0

0

dt00 ~D ag(t;t
00)R ag(t

0;t00) (12.17)

and we callit the Cag-eq. In allintegrals over the slow regim e we neglected the

contributionsofthenoisekernels� and � and weapproxim ated �ag(t;t0)� ~�ag(t;t0)
and D ag(t;t0)� ~D ag(t;t0)(again,see[118]fora discussion on thee�ectofa strong
bath).

12.3.4 T he Edw ards-A nderson param eter

The Edwards-Anderson param eter, qea, is determ ined self-consistently from the

m atching oflim t! 1 Cag(t;t) = lim t� t0! 1 lim t0! 1 C(t;t0) = qea. Taking the lim it

t0! t� in theR ag-eq and Cag-eq oneobtains

�1 R ag(t;t)= ~�ag(t;t)
Z 1

0

d�0R st(�
0)+ R ag(t;t)

Z 1

0

d�0�st(�
0); (12.18)

�1 qea = A 1 + qea
Z 1

0

d�0�st(�
0)+ ~D ag(t;t)

Z 1

0

d�0R st(�
0): (12.19)

The�rstequation adm itsthesolution R ag(t;t)= 0since ~�ag(t;t)isproportional
to R ag(t;t) { see Eq.(9.39). This corresponds to the high-tem perature solution

where there isno aging regim e. Here we concentrate on the otherpossibility. The

response becom es sm aller and sm aller as tim e passes { though its integralover

an in�nite intervalgives a �nite contribution. If we neglect allterm s that are

proportionaltoR ag(t;t)with respecttoterm sthatareproportionaltoqea,only the
�rstterm in thepowerexpansionsof ~� and ~D surviveand

�
~�=R

�

qea
� lim

t! 1

~�ag(t;t)

R ag(t;t)
~D qea � lim

t! 1

~D ag(t;t) (12.20)

thatforthep spin m odelbecom e

�
~�=R

�

qea
=
p(p� 1)

2
qp� 2

ea
~D qea =

p

2
qp� 1

ea ; (12.21)

in accord with thelarge� lim itofthestationary values(seeSection 12.3.2).Equa-

tions(12.18)and (12.19)becom e

�1 =
�
~�=R

�

qea

Z
1

0

d�0R st(�
0)+

Z
1

0

d�0�st(�
0); (12.22)

�1 qea = A 1 + qea
Z 1

0

d�0�st(�
0)+ ~D qea

Z 1

0

d�0R st(�
0): (12.23)

The second equation isthe sam e asthe one arising from the end ofthe stationary

regim e,Eq.(12.14).
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From Eqs.(12.14)and (12.15)onederives

Z
1

0

d� Rst(�)= Rst(! = 0)=
1

�1 � �st(! = 0)
; (12.24)

and

1 =
�
~�=R

�

qea
R 2

st(! = 0): (12.25)

W e rem ind that the factor R 2
st(! = 0) can be written in term s ofthe stationary

correlation function using fdt;thereforethisisaclosed equation forthecorrelation

thatdeterm inesqea.In thecaseofthep-spin m odelitreads

1 =
p(p� 1)

2
qp� 2

ea

 
1

�h
P
Z 1

� 1

d!0

!0
tanh

 
��h!0

2

!

Cst(!
0)

! 2

: (12.26)

In theclassicalcase,theintegralcan bereadily com puted and the�nalequation for

qea is
p(p� 1)

2
qp� 2

ea (1� qea)
2 = (kB T)

2 ; (12.27)

thatcoincideswith the resultforthe purely relaxationaldynam ics[12]. Forp � 3

�xed,qea isa function oftem perature.Equation (12.27)can besolved graphically.
The lhs hasa bellshape. Itvanishes atqea = 0;1 and itreaches a m axim um at

qmaxea = (p� 2)=p. The equation has two solutions for alltem peratures (kB T)2 <
(kB Tmax)2 = p(p� 1)=2[(p� 2)=p]p� 2(2=p)2,these m erge ar Tm ax and disappear

forhigherT’s.The physicalsolution correspondsto thebranch on therightofthe
m axim um ,the one that continues the solution qea = 1 at T = 0. The m inim um

valueofqea isreached atthedynam iccriticaltem peratureTd(< Tmax),whereqdea �
qea(Td)> qmaxea .

12.3.5 Fluctuation -dissipation relation

In orderto advancefurtherwehave to relatetheresponseto thecorrelation.Ifwe

assum ethat

R ag(t;t
0)=

1

kB T�

@Cag(t;t0)

@t0
; (12.28)

with T� thevalueofan e�ectivetem perature(seeSection 14)thatisdeterm ined by

Eqs.(12.23)and (12.24)0= A 1 �
qea

R st(!= 0)
+ ~D qea R st(! = 0).UsingEq.(12.28)and

theequivalentrelationbetween ~�ag and ~D ag,weobtainA 1 = (kB T�)� 1lim t! 1

�
~D ag(t;t)Cag(t;t)

�

=

(kB T�)� 1qea ~D qea and

1

kB T�
=
(p� 2)

qea
R st(! = 0) =

v
u
u
t 2(p� 2)2

p(p� 1)
q� p=2
ea : (12.29)

In theclassicallim itT=T� = (p� 2)(1� qea)=qea and theresultin [12]isrecovered.
Note that both in the classicaland quantum case,T� ! 1 ifp = 2. Since the
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case p = 2 isform ally connected to ferrom agnetic dom ain growth in d = 3 (in the

m ean-�eld approxim ation) there is no m em ory neither in the classicalnor in the

quantum dom ain growth.

The Ansatz in Eq.(12.28)solves classicaland quantum aging equations. The

m odi�cation ofthe fdt in this regim e becam e thus classicaleven when quantum

uctuationsexist. Thisisan interesting sortofdecoherente�ectthatwillbecom e

clearerwhen we shalldiscussthe interpretation ofthisresultsin term sofe�ective

tem peratures.

Using Eq.(12.28)forallvaluesofC below qea weassum ed thatthereisonly one
aging correlation scalein theproblem .Interestingly enough,onedo a m oregeneral

analysis using the form alism described in Section 11.4 and �nd that the dynam ic

equationsforcethesolution to haveonly oneaging correlation scale[78].

12.3.6 D iscontinuous classicaltransition

The classicaldynam ic criticalpoint (Td;�h = 0)can arise either when qea ! 0 or

when T� ! T.Forthep spin m odel,using Eqs.(12.27)and (12.29)thelatterholds
and [12]

(kB Td)
2 =

p(p� 2)p� 2

2(p� 1)p� 1
qdea =

p� 2

p� 1
: (12.30)

Thetransition isdiscontinuoussincetheorderparam eterqea jum psatTd.However,
it is stillof second order therm odynam ically since there are no therm odynam ic

discontinuities,allsusceptibilitiesbeing continuousacrossTd.Forinstance,

lim
t� tw

�(t;tw)=
1

kB T
(1� qea)+

1

kB T�
qea !

1

kB T
when T ! T� at Td : (12.31)

Thedynam ictransition occursatavalueTd thatishigherthan thestatictransi-
tion tem peratureTs.Thelatteris�xed asthetem peraturewherereplica sym m etry
breaking occurs(using thestandard prescription to �x theparam etersin theParisi

Ansatzto com pute the free-energy density)[167]. Thisfeature isan explicitreali-

sation ofthediscussion on Tg and T0 in Section 2 They aresharp in thism odel.

12.3.7 T he classicalthreshold level

Theasym ptoticenergydensityreadsE1 = � 1

p

R1
0
dt00[�(t;t00)C(t;t00)+D (t;t00)R(t;t00)]

whereweused Eq.(9.24).Replacing thesolution found aboveweobtain

E1 = �
1

2

�
1

kB T
(1� qpea)+

1

kB T�
qpea

�

� Eth : (12.32)

Ifonecom paresthisexpression with theequilibrium energy density,found studying

thepartition function [167],onediscoversthat[12]

E1 = Eth > Eeq : (12.33)

Thus,thenon-equilibrium dynam icsdoesnotapproach theequilibrium levelasym p-

totically butitreachesa threshold levelthatisextensively higherthan equilibrium
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(notethattheinequality (12.33)holdsfortheenergy density).Thenam ethreshold

ism otivated by a sim ilarity with percolation (in phase space)thatwe shalldiscuss

in Section 15 [12].

12.3.8 T w o p m odels

In Section 12.3.4 we took the lim it t0 ! t� ,or equivalently, Cag ! q�ea in the

equationsforthe slow partofthe response and the correlation and thislead usto

Eqs.(12.25)and (12.29)forqea and T�. Letusnow take subsequentvariationsof

thisequation with respectto the correlation and evaluate them in the sam e lim it.

It is easy to see that ifwe neglect the contributions from the integralbetween t0

and t,assum ing thattheintegrandsareanalyticin thislim it,wegetnew equations

linking T� and qea that,forgenericm odels,arenotcom patible.Indeed,asweshall
seebelow,thepuresphericalp spin m odelistheonly oneforwhich thesolution is
given by an analyticfunction |� 1(x)when x ! 1� .

The way outofthiscontradiction isto propose thatthe correlation approaches

theplateau atqea with a powerlaw decay and thatitdepartsfrom itwith another

non-trivialpowerlaw [89,36]:

Cst(t� t0) = (1� qea)+ c(1)a (t� t0)� a+ c(2)a (t� t0)� 2a+ :::::: (12.34)

Cag(t;t
0) = qea � c(1)b

 

1�
h(t0)

h(t)

! b

� c(2)b

 

1�
h(t0)

h(t)

! 2b

+ ::: (12.35)

with c(i)a and c(i)b constants. Ifthe exponent b is sm aller than one,the integrals

generated by taking derivatives with respect to Cag do not vanish when t0 ! t� .
The expansion ofthe stationary and aging equationsaround qea �x the exponents
a and b.One�nds[89]

1

kB T�

(�(1+ b))2

�(1+ 2b)
=

1

kB T

(�(1� a))2

�(1� 2a)
=
1

2

V000(qea)

(V00(qea))3=2
(12.36)

that are to be confronted to Eqs.(12.5) and (12.6) for the high T behavior. W e

recallthat V(C) is the correlation ofthe random potential. Im portantly enough,

theexponentsa and barenow T-dependentand they arerelated via an equation in
which T� enters.

Classicalsphericalp spin m odel

Since V(C)= C p=2 using Eqs.(12.25)and (12.29)to �x T � and qea one �nds
(�(1+ b))2=�(1+ 2b)= 1=2 and b= 1 forallT < Td.The exponenta interpolates
between a = 1=2 atT ! 0 and a = 1 atT ! Td since (�(1� a))2=�(1� 2a)=
T=(2T�).

Classicalm ixed p1 + p2 sphericalspin m odel

Foradequatechoicesofthecoe�cientsin V(C)= a 1=2C p1 + a2=2C p2 (seebelow)

one�ndsT-dependentexponentsa(T)and b(T).

Ultram etric lim it
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Itisinteresting to notice that(�(1+ b))2=�(1+ 2b)isbounded by one. Thus,

Eq.(12.36) constrains the random potentials for which a solution with only two

correlation scalesexists.Fora particle in a power-law correlated random potential

oneseesthetransitiontowardsanultram etric-likesolutionarriveswhenthepotential

goesfrom short-rangeto long-rangecorrelated [89].To ourknowledge thishasnot

been found in a staticcalculation.An interpretation oftheexponentsa and b,and
thisconsequence,in term softhepropertiesofthetap free-energy landscapeisnot

known either.

12.3.9 sk m odeland sim ilar

A di�erent fam ily of m odels, to which the sk m odelbelongs, are solved by an

ultram etricAnsatz,C31 = f(C32;C21),forallcorrelationsbelow qea.The�(C)plot
yieldsa non-trivialcurve(instead ofa straightline)forC 2 [0;qea].Thetransition
iscontinuousqdea = 0.Thesem odelsarecalled typeA in themct literature.

Indeed,fora generic disordered m odelwith random potentialcorrelated as in

Eq.(9.3),one�ndsthatthesolution isultram etricifand only if[89]

V000(C)

V000(qea)

 
V00(qea)

V00(C)

! 3=2

< 1: (12.37)

Thisbound constrains,forinstance,the values ofthe coe�cients in a polynom ial

random potentialforwhich thedynam icsolution isultram etric.Thefdt ism odi�ed

with aC dependentfactorgiven by T=Teff(C)= qeaV000(C)
q

V00(qea)=(4(V00(C))3=2).

12.3.10 M ode dependence

Them odelswesolved sofarhavenospatialdependence.Them anifold problem (2.8)

hasan internalstructure thatleads to a m ode-dependence. This m odelhasbeen

solved forgeneric potentialcorrelations[36]. W e sum m arize the outcom e without

presenting itsdetailed derivation.Allm odesareslaved to onein thesensethatone

hasto solveforthedynam icsofoneofthem and them ode-dependencefollowsfrom

an algebraic equation. The value ofthe e�ective tem perature doesnotdepend on

them ode.Them athem aticalreason forthisistheslaved structureoftheequations.

The physicalreason is that allinteracting observables evolving in the sam e tim e-

scale have to partially equilibrate and acquire the sam e e�ective tem perature (see

Section 14).Theheightoftheplateau,qea,isak dependentquantity.Theapproach
to it and departure from it also depends on k but only via the prefactors; the

exponentsa and b,seeEqs.(12.34)and (12.35,arethesam eforallm odes.
M ode-couling equationsincluding a wave-vectordependence have been derived

by Latz using the M ori-Zwanzig form alism ;the structure ofthe solution to these

equationssharesthepropertiesjustdescribed [102].

12.3.11 Q uantum uctuations

The sim pleste�ectofquantum uctuationsisto introduce oscillationsin the �rst

step ofrelaxation. These disappear at long enough tim e-di�erences and they are
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totally suppressed from thesecond decay,thatsuper�cially looksclassical[85,106].

The Edwards-Anderson param eter qea depends upon T and �h. As expected,

quantum uctuations introduce further uctuations in the stationary regim e and

they decreasethevalueofqea,qea(T;�h 6= 0)< qea(T;�h ! 0).

The m odi�cation offdt in the quantum m odelisofa rathersim ple kind:R ag

and Cag arerelated asin theclassicallim it.Forthequantum extension ofthepspin
m odeltherearetwocorrelation scales,onewith thetem peratureoftheenvironm ent,

T,the otherwith anothervalue ofthe e�ective tem perature,T �,thatdependson

T,�h and thecharacteristicsoftheenvironm ent.Thisisa kind ofdecoherente�ect.
Asregardstothetransition from theglassy totheliquid orparam agneticphase,

an interesting e�ectappears.Keeping allotherparam eters�xed,theplane(T;��
�h2=(JM ))isseparated in thesetwo phasesby alinethatjoinstheclassicaldynam ic

criticalpoint (Td;� = 0) and the quantum dynam ic criticalpoint (T = 0;� d).

Close to the classicaldynam ic criticalpointthe transition isdiscontinuous butof

second ordertherm odynam ically untilitreachesa tricriticalpointwhereitchanges

character to being of�rst order. This behavior is rem iniscent ofwhat has been

reported forthequantum spin-glassstudied in [14].

A stillm oredram atice�ectofquantum m echanicsisrelated to thevery strong

role played by the quantum environm ent on the dynam ics ofa quantum system .

Indeed, the location ofthe transition line depends very strongly on the type of

quantum bath considered and on thestrength ofthe coupling between system and

environm ent[118].

12.3.12 D riven dynam ics

Thee�ectofnon potentialforcescan bem im icked with aforceastheonein (2.7)[18,

19]where the strength ofthe force, �, is analogous to the shear stress �. For

strengthsthatarenottoo strong,thedynam icspresentsa separation oftim escales

with a fastapproach to theplateau and a slow escapefrom itthatisnow,however,

also stationary. Indeed,after a characteristic tim e tsh the fulldynam ics becom es

stationary though thesystem isstillfarfrom equilibrium .Onede�nesa structural

relaxation tim e,��,asthe tim e needed to reach,say,a correlation equalto a half.

Onerelatesthestructuralrelaxation to theviscosity via � �
R
dtC(t).Thescaling

of� with the shearrate _ � �=� hasbeen successfully confronted to the behavior

in rheologicalexperim entsin super-cooled liquidsand glasses[19]. In term softhe

generalscalingsdiscussed in Section 11.4,thecorrelationsarecharacterised by two

di�erentfunctions|,oneforthefastdecay towardstheplateau and anotherforthe
slow decay from theplateau,whilethefunctionsh(t)aresim pleexponentials.

Interestingly enough,from the study offdt violationsabove (though close to)

and below Td,when the forcing is weak,one extracts a stillwell-de�ned slope of

the �(C)plotwhen C evolvesin the slow scale [18,121,19]. Thism eansthatan

e�ective tem perature can also be identi�ed forthese system skeptexplicitly outof

equilibrium (seealso [172]).

Oscillatory forces,astheonesused to perturb granularm atter,havea di�erent

e�ect.Agingisnotstopped in a�niteregion ofthephasediagram (T-strength ofthe
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force-frequencyoftheforce)[26].An e�ectivetem peraturecan stillbede�ned asthe

slope ofthe �(C)plotdrawn using stroboscopic tim e,with a pointperoscillatory

cycle.

13 M odi�cations offdt in physicalsystem s

In thisSection wediscusstherealizationsofthem odi�cationsoffdt in each ofthe

physicalsystem spresented in Section 2.

The asym ptotic curvesin Fig.16 have a ratherpeculiarform . They are linear

with slope � 1=(kB T) when the correlation decreases from 1 to the plateau value

qea.Afterthisbreaking point,when thecorrelation decaystowardszero,thecurve
isnon-trivial,taking the three form sdescribed in Section 11.5.3 forferrom agnetic

dom ain-growth (in d > dc),structuralglasses and spin-glasses. The separation

between thesetwo partsissharp when thedynam icshasasharp separation oftim e-

scales.In Section 11.5.4 we gave a form alexplanation forthe existence ofthe�rst

scalewherefdt holdsforanyrelaxingsystem .Hereand in thetwonextSubsections

we give m ore intuitive argum entsforthe validity offdt in the fastregim e in the

contextofthephysicalsystem sdiscussed in theIntroduction.

Forthe sake ofcom parison we show in Fig.18 the form ofthe �(C)plotfora
p spin m odeladapted to m im ic a structuralglass (the originalm odel),a sheared

liquid orglass,vibrated granularm atterand a quantum glass.

13.1 D om ain grow th

Theseparation oftim e-scalesiseasy to visualizein thecaseofa system undergoing

dom ain growth. Ifthe two tim estand tw are notvery di�erent,the dom ain walls

do not m ove between tand tw and the dynam ics consists ofspin ips within the

dom ainsdueto therm aluctuations.Thisdynam icsisidenticalto theequilibrium

dynam icssince the system can be thoughtofasbeing a patchwork ofindependent

equilibrated �nitesystem soflinearsizeR (tw).Itisthen naturalthatthefdt holds
in thistim escale.On the contrary,iftgrowsin such a way that� becom esofthe

order ofR (tw),the dom ains grow and the non-equilibrium dynam ics takes place.

The m otion ofthe dom ain wallsin the presence ofan externalperturbing random

�eld introduced to m easurethestaggered responseisdueto two com peting factors:

on theonehand,thesystem tendstodim inish thecurvatureoftheinterfacesdueto

surface tension,on the otherhand the random �eld tendsto pin the dom ain walls

in convenientplaces.Thefullresponseofthewallsisapproxim ately [119]

�I(� + tw;tw)� �(� + tw)�s(� + tw;tw)� R� 1(� + tw)�s(� + tw;tw) (13.1)

where�(�+ tw)isthedensityofinterfacesand�s(�+ tw;tw)istheintegratedresponse
ofasinglewall.Thecontribution ofasingleinterfacedependsondim ensionalityand,

fora ferrom agnetic Ising m odelwith �rstneighborinteractionsand non-conserved
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orderparam eterithasbeen estim ated to be

�s(� + tw;tw) = t� � with � =

(
(3� d)=4 d < 3

0 d > 3

and 0:33+ 0:066 ln � in d = 3 [119].Thus,below thecriticaldim ension dc = 3 the

response ofa singleinterface growsinde�nitely with thetim e-di�erence.The sam e

trend though with a di�erentvalue ofdc and with slightly di�erentexponentshas

been obtained fora continuousspin m odel.Still,foralld > 1,� decayssu�ciently

fastastocom pensatethegrowthof�s,�I vanishesandtheintegratedlinearresponse
function gets stuck at the value reached at the end ofthe stationary tim e scale,

�eq = (kB T)� 1(1� m2eq). In the slow regim e the param etric plotisthen given by

a at straight line with vanishing slope,see the dashed line in the right panelof

Fig.16. Instead,the case d = 1 behavesin a totally di�erentway: �(� + tw)still
decaysas(� + tw)� 1=2while�s growsas�1=2,thus,in theregim eoftim essuch that
�=tw is�nite the interfacesdo contribute to the integrated response and the �(C)
curveisnon-trivial.Asexplained in [119]theseresultscan beeasily interpreted as

follows.W hen d > dc thecurvaturedriven m echanism dom inatesand theinterface

response decreases with �. W hen d < dc instead this m echanism is weaken while

the �eld driven m otion, and consequently the single interface response, becom e

m oreim portant.In thelim itd = 1 thecurvaturedriven m echanism disappears,�s
com pensatesexactly thedecay in � and �I isnon-trivial[119].

Besidesthe qualitative argum entsjustpresented,the ferrom agnetic Ising chain

is com pletely solvable and very instructive [170,120,48]. The transition occurs

atK = J=(kB T) ! 1 and this lim it can be reached either by letting T ! 0 or

J ! 1 .Thelatterisbetteradapted to com putetheintegrated linearresponseand

one�nds

�(C)=

p
2

�
arctan

�p
2cot

�
�

2
C
��

: (13.2)

Thefastregim e iselim inated forthischoice ofparam etersand thefull�(C)curve
isgiven by thisequation.Thism odelisa concreteexam pleofa system undergoing

dom aingrowththathasanon-trivial�(C).For�niteJ (or�niteT)theequilibration
tim eis�niteand,fortw � teq thetrivial�(C)= 1=(kB T)m ustbereached.However,
for �xed tw � teq one still�nds a very rich structure: the m aster curve �(C)
corresponding to J ! 1 isfollowed from C(tw;tw)= 1 down to Ceq = C(teq;tw).
Forlongertim e-di�erences,� + tw > teq the system equilibratesand �(C)departs
from them astercurveandapproachesthepoint(0;1=(kB T)).Thepointofdeparture
Ceq dependson J and tw.For�xed tw,Ceq increaseswith increasing J;for�xed J,
Ceq increaseswith increasing tw.Corberietalalso argued thateven iftheform of

C and R depend on them icroscopicdynam ics,the�(C)curveshould beuniversal.
Notean unexpected featureofthisresult:when J ! 1 ,even ifthecorrelation

andresponsevaryinasingletim e-scalewith asim pleagingscaling,the�(C)relation
isa continuousfunction.Thisproperty posessom eproblem sfortheinterpretation

oftheslopeofthe�(C)plotasan e�ectivetem perature(seeSection 14)aswellas
the relation between staticsand dynam icsdiscussed in Section 13.10. Itwould be

interesting to identify thegenericorigin ofthese\contradictions".
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Forsom etim eithasbeen argued thatsystem sundergoingdom ain growth cannot

have a non-trivial�(C). This exam ple,even though in d = 1,dem onstrates that

thisisnottrue.Itwould beextrem ely interestingtoconstructacoarseningm odelin

higherdim ensionswith anon-trivialcontribution totheintegrated responsecom ing

from theinterfacesin such a way that�(C)benon-trivial.

13.2 Structuralglasses

Forglassy system s,whereno such growth oforderhasbeen identi�ed yet,theform

ofthe fdt m odi�cation isdi�erentfrom the one found fordom ain growth. These

system sstillshow aseparation oftim e-scalesin thesensethatthecorrelation decays

in two sharply separated stepsassuggested by num ericalstudies. The asym ptotic

param etriccurvehastheform ofthesolid linein Fig.16.Onecan arguein term sof

cagem otiontogetanintuitiveinterpretation ofwhyfdt holdsinthefastcorrelation

scale. Indeed, in this correlation-scale the tim e-di�erent t� tw is so short that

each particle m oveswithin a rather\solid" cage form ed by itsneighbors. Loosely

speaking,thecagesactasa con�ning potentialon each particle.Therapid m otion

isagain due to therm aluctuations and the dynam ics islike the one expected in

equilibrium : it is then no surprise that fdt holds. For the m om ent there is no

easy interpretation forthe form ofthe second partofthe param etric curve. W hy

doesithave a non-zero constantslope or,equivalently,a single �nite value ofthe

e�ective tem perature? Thisresultwasobtained using fully-connected m odelsand

itwaslaterchecked num erically in a num berofm orerealisticglassy m odels[58].

Two setsofexperim ents using laponite [61]and glycerol[60]have investigated

the m odi�cationsoffdt in glasses. The form erisexplained in [61]. In the latter

Grigera and Israelo� [60]m onitored the tim e-evolution ofthe fd ratio forglycerol

at T = 179:8K ,the glass transition being at Tg = 196K . The m easurem ents

were done at�xed frequency ! = 7:7H z and the results presented in the m anner

described in Section 11.5.2. For a perfect tim e-scale separation the curve should

haveastep-likeform assketched in therightpanelofFig.15and alsoincluded with

line-pointsin Fig.13.2.Theexperienceshowsthatthefd ratio evolvesvery slowly

from T� to T with a very long transientbetween oneand theother.M easurem ents

atlowerfrequenciesshould yield a m oresharp separation between thetwo steps.

13.3 Spin-glasses

The param etric curve forthe fully-connected sk m odelforspin-glassesisgiven by

thecurvewith a varying slopein therightpanelofFig.16.Thisresultcorresponds

to having a succession oftem poralscales each one with an e�ective tem perature,

Teff(C). The question as to whether this behavior also applies to the �nite di-

m ensionalcaserem ainsopen.Theonly resultsavailableforthem om entand,m ost

probably,fora long while are num ericaland experim ental. Forthe tim e-scalesex-

plored,the param etric curves obtained have a very m ild curvature. In order to

decide beyond doubtifthe asym ptotic plotis curved itis necessary to perform a

very carefulanalysisofthetim esand sizesexplored (see[113]).
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Figure 17: Left: the waiting-tim e evolution ofthe e�ective tem perature ofglyc-

erol[60].Right:theparam etric�(C)plotforthiospinel,an insulatorspin-glass[32].

Very recently Herisson and Ocio studied theevolution ofthecorrelationsin the

m agnetization uctuations (noise) and the therm orem anent m agnetization (inte-

grated response)ofthiospinel,an insulatorspin-glass[32].Theiraim wasto obtain

the param etric curve �(C).In the rightpanelofFig.13.2 we show theirresultsIt

isim portantto notethateven theexperim entaldata isvery faraway from theex-

pected nonequilibrium asym ptotethatisestim ated tobegiven bythedotted-dashed

curvein the�gure.(form oredetailson thisexperim entsee[32].)

13.4 R heology

In Section 2wehavealreadyexplained thatanon potentialexternalforcem ightstop

aging.W hen thestrength ofthisforceissm all,theseparation oftim e-scalesisstill

presentbutthedynam icsbecom esstationary.Thisfactm akesthedynam icsm uch

sim plerwhen observed inthetim edom ain butitstillcapturessom eoftheinteresting

featuresofnon-equilibrium .Forinstance,thecorrelation function ofa super-cooled

liquid underhom ogeneousshearapproachesa non-equilibrium stationary stateand

the param etric construction ofFig.16 yields the sam e results where the waiting-

tim e dependence is replaced by a shearing rate dependence. Thus,the red curve

correspondsto a ratherstrong shearing rate,the green curve to a shearing rate of

interm ediate m agnitudeand thebluecurvesto thelim itofvanishing shearing rate

depending on the underlying system studied. These resultswere �rstobtained by

solving the dynam ics ofa fully-connected m odelwith non-sym m etric interactions

as the one introduced in Eqs.(2.7) and (4.9) [18,34]. The num ericalstudy of

Lennard-Jonesm ixturesunderuniform shearperform ed by Berthierand J-L Barrat

com pleted thestudy ofthisfram ework [121](seealso [172]and [19]).

In Section 14wepresenttheinterpretation ofthem odi�cation offdt in term sof

self-generated e�ectivetem peratures.Letususethislanguagehereto explain these

results and m otivate further studies in other system s with di�erent m icroscopic

dynam ics.W ithin thee�ectivetem peratureinterpretation,weseethatTeff(C)> T
controlthe slow relation. In slightly m ore technicalterm s,the correlation scales
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in which the tim e derivatives ofthe correlation are negligible with respect to the

correlation itselfevolveaccordingtoatem peraturethatisgiven by them odi�cation

ofthefdt relation.Thisfactsuggeststhatthee�ectivetem peraturesshould appear

in system sin which them icroscopicdynam icsisnotnecessarilytherm albutin which

a separation oftim e-scalesrapid-slow isself-generated astim epasses.

13.5 V ibrated m odels and granular m atter

In fact,a sim ilar m odi�cation to fdt has also been observed for glassy m odels

driven by a tim e-dependent oscillatory force that m im ics the perturbations used

to m ove granular m atter [26]. In this case,since the perturbation introduces its

own characteristic tim e tc / 1=! it is m ore convenient to present the data using

stroboscopic tim e,i.e. using a single pointforeach cycle. M odi�cationsoffdt in

m odelsforgranularm atterwerestudied in [122,123,25].

13.6 D riven vortex system s

Thee�ectivetem peraturehasalsobeen observed in thetransversem otion ofadrive

vortexsystem [43].Veryinterestingly,Teff sharesm anyquantitativepropertieswith
the\shaking tem perature" ofKoshelev and Vinokur[173].

13.7 Q uantum uctuations

Even m orespectaculararetheresultsforglassy m odelsin which quantum uctua-

tionsareim portantand keep aseparation offast-slow tim e-scales[85,106].Thefast

scale is fully controlled by the quantum dynam ics and the fdt takes the com pli-

cated quantum form described in Section 7.In the slow scalethough the quantum

fdt isno longervalid and itisreplaced by a m odi�ed classicalform in which the

deviationsfrom the classicalfdt depend on the strength ofquantum uctuations.

The dynam icsin the slow scale super�cially looksclassical. Thisresultwasfound

in the solution to m ean-�eld m odels (quantum extensions ofthe p spin and sk,

fully connected SU(N )). Itisim portantto notice thatM ontecarlo sim ulationsof
quantum problem sin real-tim earenotpossible.

13.8 System s of�nite size: preasym ptotic behavior

The previousdiscussion showsthatthe correlation scales(tim e-scales)play a very

im portantrole in the globalbehaviorofthe system s. Forrelaxationalsystem s we

argued thattheasym ptoticparam etriccurveappearsin thelim itlim tw ! 1 lim N ! 1 .

Thetherm odynam iclim itthatistaken �rstensuresthattheequilibration tim e,teq,
diverges and cannot be reached by the waiting-tim e. Fora system s of�nite size,

N < +1 ,theequilibration tim eisa function ofN .In consequence,thelim itcurve
�(C)hasa lifetim ethatisbounded by teq.W hen thewaiting-tim ebecom esofthe

sam e order ofm agnitude as teq,the curve �(C) starts changing to approach the

equilibrium asym ptote,thestraightlineofslope � 1=(kB T).The way in which the
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Figure 18: The param etric �(C)plotforthe p-spin m odel: relaxationaldynam ics

(upperleftpanel)[12],with asym m etricinteractions(upperrightpanel)[18],under

thee�ectofan oscillatory �eld (lowerleftpanel)[26]and with quantum uctuations

(lowerrightpanel)[85].The di�erentcurveson each panelcorrespond to di�erent

waiting-tim es.

approach to equilibrium isachieved isnotknown in general. Itisa very di�cult

problem even forfully-connected m odelsand thereislittlehopetosolveaproblem in

su�cientdetailastobeabletodeterm ineallthecrossovers.Thism ightbepossible

for the O (N ) m odelofferrom agnetic growth or for the sphericalsk disordered

m odel.Crisantiand Ritort[160]analysed thecrossoverto equilibrium in thep spin
m odelwith num ericalsim ulations.

13.9 C riticaldynam ics

Godr�echeandLuckstudiedthecoarseningdynam icsofferrom agneticm odelsquenched

to the criticalpointTc. Spatialcorrelationsdevelop in the system butonly up to

a length scale that grows as (� + tw)1=zc with zc the dynam ic criticalexponent.

The equilibrium m agnetization,m eq,and,hence,qea,vanish. Still,the dynam ics

ishighly non-trivial.For�nite though long tw a stationary regim e for� � tw and

an interrupted aging regim e fort0 � tw � � + tw can beidenti�ed even ifthey are

notclearly separated by a plateau in the correlation ata �nite qea. In the form er
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regim e,thecorrelation and responsearestationary and satisfy fdt.In thelatter

C(t;tw) � t� 2�=�zc
w FC

�
t

tw

�

; �(t;tw)� t� 2�=�zc
w F�

�
t

tw

�

; (13.3)

with � and � theusualstaticcriticalexponentsand FC and F� twoscalingfunctions.
Astw increasesthe stationary regim e arrivesup to lowervaluesofC and when tw
growstoin�nity thefulldecay isstationary asin equilibrium .Sincetheinterrupted

aging part ofC and R decay only algebraically with tw the �(C) plot for �nite
though long tw isvery rich with a non-trivialfunctionalform .Sim ilarresultswere

obtained forthecriticaldynam icsoftheXY m odel[124].

13.10 C onnection w ith equilibrium

Therelation

� T
d2�(C)

dC 2

�
�
�
�
�
C = q

= lim
h! 0

Ph(q); (13.4)

between the static and non-equilibrium dynam ic propertiesofslowly decaying sys-

tem s,where �(C)isthe non-equilibrium relation between integrated response and

correlation function asde�ned in Eq.(11.27)and Ph(q)istheprobability distribu-
tion ofoverlaps 1 in theperturbed Gibbsstate,becam eapparentfrom theanalytic

solution to som em ean-�eld m odels.

Thisrelation holdsin theexactsolution to thesk m odel[104]and theproblem

ofa �nite dim ensionalm anifold em bedded in an in�nite dim ensionalspace in the

presenceofarandom potentialwith long-rangecorrelations[96,36].Itisnotveri�ed

in the exactsolution to the p spin m odeland the m anifold in a random potential

with shortrangecorrelations.Thereason forthisdiscrepancy isthatforthelatter

m odelsthe dynam ics in the tw ! 1 N ! 1 lim itapproachesthe threshold and

not equilibrium . M ore precisely,allgeneralized susceptibilities,and in particular

the energy density,approach a lim it lim tw ! 1 N ! 1 �gen(tw)= �genth 6= �geneq . In all

cases the dynam ics occurs in a region ofphase space that is di�erent from the

one sam pled in equilibrium and, for p spin m odels and the like it has di�erent

statisticalproperties.Fortheform erm odels,even ifstilltheregion ofphase space

explored by thedynam icsisdi�erentfrom theonecorresponding totheequilibrium

states,its statisticalproperties can be thought to be som ehow equivalent, since

lim tw ! 1 N ! 1 �gen(tw)= �genth = �geneq ,and therelation (13.4)holds.

M ore recently,Franz,M �ezard,Parisiand Pelitiproposed that the connection

(13.4)goesbeyond m ean-�eld and appliesto �nite d system sin which alldynam ic

susceptibilities converge to their equilibrium values,linking in this way the (easy

to m easure)non-equilibrium dynam icspropertiesofrealisticm odelsto the(hard to

m easure)equilibrium propertiesofthesam em odels.Since a threshold levelasthe

onefound forthep spin m odelcannotsubsistforeverin �nited,they argued that
thevalidity ofEq.(13.4)should berathergeneric.

1The overlapsaregiven by the correlation between two equilibrated con�gurations.
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Severalcom m entsare in order. Corberietalshowed thatthere isa non-trivial

nonequilibrium dynam ic �(C)thatdoesnotsatisfy Eq.(13.4)in one dim ensional

coarseningsystem swheretheinterfaceresponsedoesnotvanish asym ptotically (see

Section 13.1).Even ifthehypothesisofconvergence ofthegeneralized susceptibili-

tiesisnotveri�ed in thism odel,itprovidesaverysim pleexam plewheretherelation

(13.4)doesnothold. Itm ightbe possible to extend thisresultto dom ain growth

in d > 1 with an interface geom etry such thatthe dom ain wallresponse doesnot

vanish asym ptotically.Thisproblem deservesfurtherstudy.

Based on num ericalsim ulations,M arinarietalclaim ed [125]thatthe relation

(13.4)isveri�ed in the3dea.Aspointed outby Berthier,Holdsworth and Sellittoin
thecontextofthexy m odel[124]and by A.Barratand Berthier[113]in thecontext

ofthe2d and 3d ea m odels,onehastobeextrem ely carefulwhen extrapolatingthe
num ericalresultsobtained for�nitewaiting-tim eoutofequilibrium and �nitesizein

equilibrium .Indeed,theseauthorsshowed thatonecan tunethe�nitewaiting-tim e

and the�nitesizeto havea relation like(13.4)wellbeforetheasym ptoticlim itsare

reached and even in thetrivialphaseofthexy and 2dea m odels.

Finally,itisworth stressing thata non-trivial�(C)hasbeen found in explicitly
out ofequilibrium situations for which equilibrium is trivialas, for instance, in

rheologicalm easurem ents ofsuper-cooled liquids or in the long-tim e dynam ics of

super-cooled liquidsbeforeequilibration isreached.Indeed,non-trivial�(C)curves
have been found in glassy m odelabove the putative Ts in Lennard-Jonessystem s

and at�nite T in m odels forwhich Ts = 0 like the kinetically constrained lattice

m odels[53,54].

In conclusion,a betterdeterm ination ofwhich are the conditionsunderwhich

(13.4)holdsisnecessary.

14 E�ective tem peratures

Tem perature has rem ained an ill-de�ned concept untilthe developm ent ofther-

m odynam ics and statisticalm echanics. Evidently,the factthata quantity,called

tem perature,m ustcharacterizethesensation ofcoldnessorwarm th hasbeen known

sincetheold tim es.However,tem peraturewasusually confused with heat.

The therm odynam ics isan em piricaltheory based on fourpostulates thathas

been developed to determ ine som e properties ofthe m acroscopic objects without

knowing thedetailsoftheirconstituentsand interactions.Afterteq,an isolated and
�nite system reaches an equilibrium m acroscopic state that can be characterized

by a sm allnum berofparam eters,the state variables. Tem perature isone ofthese

param eters.The�rstlaw statesthatenergy isconserved in an isolated system after

having established the equivalence between heatand work. The zeroth law states

thatiftwo system s are in therm alequilibrium with a third,then they are also in

equilibrium between them . The tem perature is determ ined by an auxiliary m ea-

surem ent.Onesetsa therm om eterin contactwith thesystem ,waitsuntiltherm al

equilibrium isestablished and then determ inesthe tem perature by calibrating the

reading ofthe therm om eter. Ifone repeats this procedure with a second system ,
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equilibrated with the�rstone,the�rstlaw ensuresthatthetherm om eterwillitself

be in equilibrium with the second system and,consequently,itsreading willyield

the sam e tem perature. Hence,allsystem sin therm alequilibrium am ong them are

atthesam etem perature.

Thestatisticalm echanicsestablishesabridgebetween them echanicaldescription

of the m icroscopic constituents of the system and its m acroscopic behavior. It

yieldsa precise sense to the conceptoftem perature. To illustrate thisstatem ent,

let us take an isolated system in the m icrocanicalensem ble with volum e V and

internalenergy U.Theentropy ofthesystem isde�ned asS(U)= kB ln
(U)with

(E )dE thenum berofaccessiblestateswith m ean energy between E and E + dE .
The m icrocanonicalde�nition oftem perature is given by 1=(kB T) � @S(E )=dE ,
evaluated atE = U. The developm entofstatisticalm echanicsallowsone to show
thatthisde�nition isequivalentto thetherm odynam icone.Onecan equally �nd it

with thecanonicaland grandcanonicalform alism s.

Thepreviousparagraphsdescribethebehaviorofsystem sintherm alequilibrium .

W hatcan onesay aboutthesystem sthatevolveoutofequibrium ? Can onede�ne

a tem perature forthem ? Orisitatleastpossible fora subclassofnonequilibrium

system s? Ifthisholdstrue,can one use thisde�nition asa �rststep towardsthe

developm entofa therm odynam icsand a statisticalm echanicsforsystem sfarfrom

equilibrium ?

Hohenberg and Shraim an discussed the possibility of de�ning a tem perature

for certain system s out ofequilibrium [126]using the m odi�cation offdr. In

Ref.[112]we critically studied thede�nition ofsuch an e�ective tem perature,Teff,

we insisted on the need to reach a regim e with slow dynam ics (related to sm all

entropyproduction)tobeabletode�nesuch a\statevariable"andwedem onstrated

theim portanceofanalyzing itin separated tim e-scales.In thisSection weshow in

which sense the expected propertiesofa tem perature are satis�ed by Teff and we

display som enum ericaltests.

14.1 T herm odynam icaltests

14.1.1 H ow to m easure a tem perature

In norm alconditions,the tem perature ofan object is m easured by coupling itto

a therm om eterduring a su�ciently long tim eintervalsuch thatallheatexchanges

between therm om eterand system takeplaceand thewholesystem equilibrates.

Letuscallt= 0 theinstantwhen therm om eterand system aresetin contact.For

sim plicity,wechooseto describethetherm om eterwith a singlevariablex.In order
to have a statisticalm easure ofthe object’s tem perature [127,72]we couple the

therm om eterto M independentcopiesofthesystem .Each system ischaracterized

by a variable ~��,� = 1;:::;M .Theenergy ofthetotalsystem is

E tot = m
_x2

2
+ V (x)+

MX

�= 1

E (~��)�
k

p
M
x

MX

�= 1

A[~��];

with V (x) the potentialenergy ofthe isolated therm om eter and E (~��) the one
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Figure19: Coupling between a therm om eterand theobservableA ofthesystem .

ofthe �th isolated system . Note the sim ilarity between this coupled m odeland

the treatm entofsystem +environm ent done in Section 4 and the discussion on the

harm onic oscillatorcoupled to a com plex bath in Section 7.4.4. Fora given value

ofM ,the last term acts as an in�nitesim al�eld kx=
p
M that is coupled to the

observableA[~�]ofeach copy.Theequation ofm otion ofthetherm om eterreads

m �x(t)= �
@V (x)

@x(t)
�

k
p
M

MX

�= 1

A[~��](t): (14.1)

Again forsim plicity we choosean observable A with vanishing m ean hA[~�]ik= 0 = 0

wheretheangularbracketsrepresenttheaverageoverdi�erenthistoriesofthesystem

(see Section 5.1) or the average over di�erent system s,i.e. hfi = 1=M
P M

�= 1f�.
W hen the averaged observable does not vanish we use the di�erence between the

observableand itsaverage asthefundam entalquantity.Theindex k = 0 indicates

thatthe average istaken in the absence ofthe therm om eter. W e denote h ik the

averaged in thepresence ofthetherm om eter.Equation (14.1)can berewritten as

m �x(t)= �
@V (x)

@x(t)
+ k2

Z
t

0

dsR(t;s)x(s)+ �(t) (14.2)

with R(t;s) the linear response ofthe observable A(~�) to the change in energy

E tot ! E tot � k=
p
M xA(~�)perform ed attim e s. The force �(t)isa sum ofM

independent random variablesand due to the centrallim ittheorem ,itbecom es a

Gaussian variablewith vanishing averageand variance

h�(t)�(s)ik = k2C(t;s)= k2hA[~�](t)A[~�](s)ik= 0 (14.3)

forlargeM at�rstorderin k.Thus,theevolution ofthetherm om eterisdeterm ined
by a Langevin-like equation [cfr. Eq.(4.7)]with a correlated noise �(t) and a

retarded friction generated by the coupling to the system s. For a generic system

outofequilibrium there isno relation between R and C. Forthe problem swe are
interested in there isone.Nextwe explore the consequencesofthem odi�cation of

fdt forthereading ofthetherm om eter.
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Ifthesystem sareequilibrated with theirenvironm entsfdt holdsand itensures

thatR isrelated to C by R(t;s)=1=(kB T)@sC(t;s)�(t� s),with T the tem per-

ature ofthe therm albath. The therm om eter is then coupled to an equilibrated

colored bath and it willeventually reach equilibrium with it. The reading ofthe

therm om eterisde�ned from the value ofitsasym ptotic internalenergy and ithas

to be callibrated from the characteristicsofthe therm om eterthat,ofcourse,m ust

beknown beforestarting them easurem ent.Ifonetakesa sim ple harm onicoscilla-

torasa therm om eter,oneprovesthattheinternalenergy approacheskB T.Thisis
the resultexpected from equipartition since the oscillatorhasonly two degreesof

freedom (position and m om entum ).

Im aginenow thatthesystem sareglassy ofthetype discussed in Section 12.If

onestudiesa system with two correlation scalessuch that

R(t;s)=

(
R st(t� s) ift� s� s
1

t
R ag

�
s

t

�

ifs

t
= O (1)

C(t;s)=

(
Cst(t� s) ift� s� s

Cag

�
s

t

�

ifs

t
= O (1)

R st(t� s)=
1

kB T
@sCst(t� s); Rag

�
s

t

�

=
t

kB T�
@sCag

�
s

t

�

with T thetem peratureofthetherm albath and T� a di�erentvalueread from the

m odi�ed fdt relation.The reading ofthe therm om eter,oritsasym ptotic internal

energy density,isfound to be[112]

E therm =
!0 ~C(!0;tw)

~�00(!0;tw)
(14.4)

where!0 isthecharacteristicfrequency ofthetherm om eter, ~C(!0;tw)istheFourier
transform ofthecorrelationfunctionwithrespecttothetim e-di�erenceand ~�00(!0;tw)
istheoutofphasesusceptibility de�ned in Eq.(5.8).

Ifthe characteristic frequency !0 is very high,the therm om eter evaluates the

evolution during the�rststep ofthe relaxation t� s� s,one�ndsEtherm = kB T
andoneidenti�esT with thetem peratureofthesystem .Instead,ifthecharacteristic

frequency isvery low,thetherm om eterexam inesthebehaviorofthesystem in the

long tim e scales,s=t = O (1) in the exam ple,one �nds E therm = kB T� and one

identi�esT � asthetem peratureofthesystem .

One can easily generalize this discussion to a problem with m any correlation

scales,each with a di�erentvalueofthee�ectivetem perature.In orderto m easure

them it is su�cient to tune the characteristic frequency ofthe oscillator to the

desired scale.

A concrete realization ofthis m easurem ent corresponds to a generalization of

the Brownian m otion experience ofPerrin in which one follows the evolution ofa

tracer im m ersed in the uid. Ifthe latteris equilibrated attem perature T,after
a shortequilibration period,each com ponentofthe averaged kinetic energy ofthe

tracerapproacheskB T=2. Instead,ifthe uid evolves outofequilibrium ,one can

choose the m assofthe particle (thatplaysthe role ofthe characteristic frequency

in the previous discussion) in order to exam ine the rapid dynam ics,or the slow

dynam ics. The tracer acquires an averaged kinetic energy E kin = kB T�=2 with
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Figure 20: A Lennard-Jones liquid with two types ofparticles,A and B ,in its

liquid phase under hom ogeneous shear. Left: the asym ptotic value ofthe trans-

versecom ponentoftheaveraged kineticenergy ofthetracerparticlenorm alized by

kB ,Tjsceff = m trhv2zi=kB ,against its m ass. Right: Param etric plot between the

linear response integrated over a tim e-intervaloflength t� tw,�(k;t� tw),and
theincoherentscattering function C(k;t� tw).Thefour�rstcurvescorrespond to
k = 1:87;3:74;7:47;11:22. The self-displacem ent is also shown. The equilibrium

straightlineofslope� 1=(kB T)isrepresented by ablack linewhiletheblack dotted
parallelstraightlineshaveslopes� 1=(kB T�).From Ref.[121].

T� the value ofthe e�ective tem perature in the tim e scale explored. Berthierand

J-L Barrat [121]perform ed this m easurem ent in a num ericalexperim ent using a

denseliquid m odeled asin Eq.(2.4)underhom ogeneousshearing in contactwith a

therm albath attem peratureT asauid.They choseaLennard-Jonesparticleasa

tracerwith m assm tr.The leftpanelshowsthe asym ptotic valueofthe transverse

com ponentoftheaveraged kineticenergy (transversetotheshearingratedirection)

asafunctionofthem assofthetracer.Oneclearlyseeshow thee�ectivetem perature

T� = m trhv2zi=kB interpolatesbetween the value T atsm allm assesand the value

T� > T forlarge m asses. The trend can be easily understood. A very lighttracer

easily reactsto thequick bom bardm entoftheparticlesin theuid and itfeelsthe

tem perature ofthe bath via the rapid scale ofrelaxation. A heavy tracerinstead

can only m ove via large rearrangem ents ofthe uid and these correspond to the

slow partofthe relaxation. The transition between the two valuesisvery sm ooth

and itoccursoverseveralordersofm agnitudein them ass.The consistency ofthe

explanation,i.e.therelation between T� and thefdt relation,willbecom eexplicit

in Section 14.1.2.

A com plem entary discussion on therm om etricm easurem entofTeff and,in par-
ticular,ofthee�ectofnothaving well-separated tim e-scales,appeared in [41,128].

14.1.2 Zeroth law

A tem perature,even ifitisde�ned outofequilibrium ,should controlthedirection

ofheatowsand thepartialequilibration between observablesin interaction.(Two

observablesinteractifand only ifthe crossed linearresponse R A B (t;t0),asde�ned
in Eq.(5.5),doesnotvanish.)
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W ith a pairofobservablesA and B one constructstwo selfand two crosscor-

relationsand responses. In each correlation scale the fdt relation is m odi�ed by

a constant factor with which one constructs the e�ective tem perature. Ifthe no-

tion ofan e�ective tem perature iscorrect,two interacting observablesthatevolve

in the sam e tim e-scale should acquire the sam e value ofTeff. The equilibration

between di�erentobservablesiswellde�ned only in the lim itofsm allheat,oren-

ergy,exchanges. Thislim itisachieved in a free relaxing system when the waiting

tim e becom es very long or in a driven system rendered stationary when the non-

conservative forcevanishes.Itisonly possible forobservablesevolving in thesam e

tim e-scale(notethateven asingleobservablecan haveseveralvaluesofthee�ective

tem peraturewhen exam ined on di�erenttim e-scales).W ecallpartialequilibrations

those arriving in the sam e tim e-scale. In contrast,ifthe two observablesA and B
do notinteractthey should evolvein di�erenttim e-scales.

The property ofpartialequilibration hasbeen proven analytically forthe fully

connected m odelssolved in Section 12 [112]and,later,forallperturbativeapproxi-

m ation ofm orerealisticm odelsundertheassum ption oftherebeingaslow dynam ics

with a sharp separation oftim e-scales[72,130]. Itcan be seen num erically asfol-

lows. Take,e.g.,two p spin m odels with di�erent exchange strengths, ~J1 and ~J2
in contactwith the sam e therm albath attem perature T and couple them linearly

with a term �
P N

i= 1si�i where si and �i are the dynam ic variablesofeach system

and � isthe coupling constant. (Othercouplings are,ofcourse,possible.) W hen

� = 0 thetwo system sevolveindependently and theirTeff’sin theaging scaletake
di�erentvalues. Ifwe now letthe coupled system (� > 0)evolve itwillreach an

asym ptoticlim it(roughly when theenergy ofthefullsystem decaysvery slowly).In

thislim itwetracethefdt param etricplotsforthetwoselfand crossC and R’s.W e

observethatif� < �c thecrossresponsesvanish and thee�ectivetem peraturesstill
takedi�erentvaluesin theaging scalesthatarenow forced to evolvewith di�erent

scalings. Instead,if� > �c,the cross responses do not vanish,the two system s

lock and Teff in the aging scale acquiresthe sam e value forboth selfand crossfd
relations.Notethatforthem anifold,allm odeshavethesam evalueofthee�ective

tem peraturein thesam ecorrelation scale.Thisisachieved internally and itm eans

thatallm odesarein interaction.

Partialequilibrations have been tested num erically by Berthier and J-L Bar-

rat [121]in the dense hom ogeneously sheared liquid discussed in Section 14.1.1

(partialequilibrations sim ply relaxation Lennard-Jones m ixture were studied by

Kob and J-L Barratin [58]).The relevantcorrelatorsforthissystem arethe wave

vector dependent incoherent scattering functions and their associated responses.

Berthierand Barratm easured these two-tim e functionsforthe sam e and di�erent

speciesand severalvaluesofthewave vector.Figure20 showstheparam etricfdt

plots.Allthecurveshavea broken lineform with a �rstpartwith slope� 1=(kB T)
and a second partwith a com m on slope � 1=(kB T�). The value T� isidenticalto

the result found m onitoring the kinetic energy ofthe tracer (see Section 14.1.1)

dem onstratingthatthescenario isconsistent.Notethatin thiscasewecannottune

the coupling between di�erentwave vectorsaswe did when we externally coupled

thetwo p spin m odel.The factthatTeff in theslow scale isthe sam e forallwave
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vectors studied shows thatthey interact. Thisisalso seen from the factthatthe

crossresponsesdo notvanish.Coupled oscillatorm odelswith parallelorsequential

M ontecarlodynam icsdoand donotpartially equilibrate,respectively. [129].In the

lattercase the therm alconductivity isvery sm alland one isin situation in which,

e�ectively,� < �c.

Intriguingly,thefactthateach tim e-scalehasitsown e�ective tem peraturehas

been shown to failin two m odels. These are the trap m odel[48]and the 1d Ising
chain atT = 0 [48,119,120]when specialperturbationsareapplied.In both cases

onecan constructobservablesthatevolve in thesam etim e-scalebuthavedi�erent

valuesofthee�ectivetem peratures.In the�rstcase,thefailurem ightbeadscribed

to thefactthatthem odeldoesnothave an equilibrium state.Thisisnotthecase

in the second m odelthough. The origin ofthe failure m ight then be related to

having used specialobservables,see the discussion in [48]. Stillanotherpathology

wasalready signaled forthisproblem :theglobalcorrelation and response decay in

a single tim e-scale butthe asym ptotic �(C)isa curve contradicting the notion of

a correlation-scale dependent e�ective tem perature. Itisquite plausible thatthis

problem isalso related to the failure ofthe relation between dynam icsand statics

discussed in Section 13.10. A good understanding ofthe conditions under which

this property holds is stilllacking. Experim ents in laponite show som e m ism atch

between thevalueofTeff found with m echanicaland electricalm easurem ents.The
reason forthisisunclear[61].

Onecan also verify thattheheatexchangesgo from thehighervaluesofTeff to
lowerones.However,itisstillnotclearwhy onecan havea partialequilibration to

a highervalueofTeff than thoseofthetwo independentobservables,asithasbeen
obtained analytically forsom esolvablefully-connected m odels.

14.1.3 A uxiliary therm albaths

A supplem entary veri�cation ofthe therm odynam ic characterofthe e�ective tem -

perature com esfrom the study ofthe action ofcom plex therm albathson the dy-

nam icsofsim plesystem s,asdiscussed in Section 14.1.3,orglassy system s.

W efound thatan arbitrarily weak auxiliary bath with (0)sm allhasan im por-
tante�ectprovided itissu�ciently slow and itstem peratureiswithin therangeof

valuesofthe e�ective tem peraturesofthe slow dynam ics. The (slow)tim e depen-

denceofallC and R’sarea�ected by a tim erescaling t! K (t).Thisissuch that
the tim e-scale which hasan e�ective tem perature equalto the tem perature ofthe

auxiliary bath,say T1,islocked to the tim e-scale ofthe bath. In particular,ifwe

couple an aging system with a bi-valued Teff = (T;T�)to a com posite stationary

bathwith twotim escales,�1 ! 0and�2 > 0andtwotem peraturesT andT2,respec-
tively,we�nd thatthesystem becom esstationary ifT2 > T�,and ishardly a�ected

ifT2 < T�. M ore generally,an aging system with m ultiple e�ective tem peratures,

Teff(C),becom espartially stationary forallthetim e-scaleswith T2 > Teff(C),but
stillagesfortim e-scaleswith T2 < Teff(C).W e found thisbehaviorin M ontecarlo

sim ulationsofthe3dea m odel[130].
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14.2 Tem perature �xing by susy breaking

Forany m odelone can derive a setofintegro-di�erentialequationsthatcouple all

two-pointfunctions.These adm ita representation in term softhe super-correlator

Q(a;b). In the asym ptotic lim it in which we neglect the tim e-derivatives, these

equations are invariant under any change ofsupercoordinates,a,that have unit
superjacobian [162]. Fixing the tim e-reparam etrisation (the function h(t) in each

correlation scale)and thevalueofthee�ectivetem peraturecorrespondstobreaking

thislargesym m etry group to a subgroup [130].

14.3 Fictive tem peratures

\Fictive tem peratures" are phenom enologicalconceptsthathave been used to de-

scribe experim entaldata [131](see also [132]). The basic idea has been to claim

that,when crossing Tg,the system rem em bersitsequilibrium con�guration before

the quench and itrem ains e�ectively ata higher tem perature Tf. Severalre�ned

prescriptionstoextracttim eand preparation dependencesofTf havebeen proposed.
Therelation between Teff and Tf hasbeen discussed in [112].Herewesim ply stress
that even ifthe sam e basic idea can be used to interpret Teff,the latter has the
propertiesofa therm odynam ic tem peraturewhilethisisnotobviousforTf.

14.4 N onequilibrium therm odynam ics

Onceequipped with a bona�dee�ectivetem peraturethenaturalnextstep isto try

to constructa therm odynam icsforsuch system soutofequilibrium .Thishasbeen

proposed by Nieuwenhuizen [133]based on two previous results: (1) sim ilar con-

structionsdoneusing the�ctive tem peraturesby Tool,M oynihan and others[131].

(2)the relation between the dynam icsand the tap approach thatwe shalldiscuss

in Section 15.Theidea isto de�negeneralized therm odynam icpotentialsin which

Teff intervenesasasupplem entary param eter(onecan alsoincludeotherstatevari-
ablesasan e�ectivepressure,etc.).Forthefully connected m odelsthesepotentials

have a precise m eaning based on the tap analysis(Section 15). Theirvalidity for

m orerealisticm odelsisstillan open problem .

14.5 Statisticalm echanics

Edwardsm easure

In the 80s Edwards proposed that the stationary properties of dense granu-

larm atterundera weak forcing can be determ ined with a atdistribution ofthe

blocked con�gurations,i.e. those in which no grain is able to m ove) at the cho-

sen density [134]. Note thatthisis possible in granularm attersince the external

tem perature isirrelevant. Following this\m icrocanonical" approach the logarithm

of the num ber of blocked con�gurations at constant density de�nes an entropy

from which one obtains a com pactivity by sim ple derivation with respect to the

density. Extending this prescription one can de�ne an Edwards’tem perature for
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softsystem s by considering blocked con�gurations at�xed energy and com puting

1=(kB Tedw )= @Sedw (E )=@E .
Edwards’tem peraturecan becalculated explicitly forthefully connected m od-

els atzero externaltem perature (again using techniques discussed in Section 15).

Surprisingly,one �ndsthatitsactualvalue coincideswith the value taken by Teff
de�ned from the m odi�cation offdt in a purely dynam ic calculation. Thisresult

has boosted the study ofsolvable m odels in low dim ensionalities analytically and

m orerealisticsystem snum erically tocheck ifthecoincidencegoesbeyond thefully-

connected case. Untilnow,severalm odelswhere Edwards’distribution yield very

good resultshavebeen exhibited [122,135]whilesom eotherswhereitfailshavealso

been shown (e.g. the random �eld Ising m odel[122]).In the lattercasesone �nds

a well-de�ned Teff while Edwards’m easure fails to give the correct results. The

result ofincluding additionalconstraints on the con�gurations counted have also

been analysed and naturally im prove the results derived from Edwards’m easure.

This area ofresearch is very active and m ore work is necessary to determ ine the

lim itsofvalidity ofEdwards’proposal.

Thede�nition ofEdwards’m easureisunam biguoussinceitisazerotem perature

entity based on thestudy ofm inim a ofthepotentialenergy.An extension to �nite

T necessitatestheanalysisofafree-energy landscape.Thiscan bedoneanalytically

forfully-connected m odelsasexplained in Section 15.In �nited casesforwhich one
isforced to use num ericaltechniquesitisnot,however,obvioushow to de�ne,let

alonecom pute,theentropy �(�;f).

Inherentstructures

Theinherentstructureapproach ofStillingerand W eber[136]hasbeen recently

revisited andextended tostudydynam icpropertiesofglassform ersandglasses[137].

Theoriginalapproach,even ifstatic,iscloseto theideasofEdwards.Atthestatic

levelitconsistsin dividingthepartitionfunction in inherentstructures,orpocketsof

con�gurationsaround m inim aofthepotentialenergy,and transform ingthesum into

sum soverm inim a and the con�gurationsassociated to them . In orderto connect

with the dynam ics,one com putesthe entropy ofthe inherentstructuresand then

derivesan inherentstructure tem perature with a sim ilarprescription to the oneof

Edwards.Thesam pling oftheinherentstructuresnum erically isanon-trivialissue.

A criticalanalysisoftheapplicability ofthisapproach at�nitetem peratureshas

been presented by Biroliand M onasson [142]who stressed theneed ofanalyzing the

free-energy,instead ofthe potentialenergy,at�nite T. They also com pared with

the tap analysisdiscussed in Section 15. Having said this,the use ofthe inherent

structureapproach hasbeen rathersuccessfulwhen confronted to Teff [137].

15 M etastable states

The aim ofthe tap approach is to de�ne and study a free-energy density as a

function oftherelevantorderparam eters[56].Itsstationary pointsarethe(stable

and unstable)m etastable states. Fora fully connected Ising m agnetthe tap free-
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energy density sim ply dependson theaveraged globalm agnetization and,below Tc,
hastheform drawn on therightpanelofFig.1.Thevanishingglobalm agnetization

is not a good order param eter for disordered spin system s and one is forced to

introduce alllocalones. The approach can be extended to describe classicaland

quantum system sin and outofequilibrium [143,144].Underdi�erentnam essim ilar

approaches appear in other branches ofcondensed m atter physics. The density

functionaltheory oftheinhom ogeneouselectron gasin solidsorthedynam ic m ean-

�eld theory ofstrongly correlated electrons are very sim ilar in spirit to the tap

approach [91].

Theclearestway ofderivingthetap free-energy density fordisordered m odelsis

based ontwoingredients:oneidenti�esanadequateperturbativeexpansion,and one

Legendretransform sthestandard free-energy density with respectto a well-chosen

setofparam eters.W hen thesetwo choicesarecorrectly done,only a �nitenum ber

ofterm s in the expansion do not vanish for typicalcon�gurations ofdisorder for

in�nitedim ensionalm odels.In �nited onecan attem pta larged expansion [146].
Forspin-glassesatlow-T the tap free-energy density hasan in�nite num berof

stationary points. The tap approach givesusaccessto the com plete organization

ofm etastablestatesofany typeofstability (m inim a,saddlesofalltypes,m axim a).

In particular,thishas been analysed in greatdetailforthe p spin m odeland the

like since we expect it to m im ic what occurs in realglassy system s though in an

exaggerated m anner.

In the following we �rst derive the tap free-energy density for a generic spin

m odelwith Isingorsphericalvariables.Nextwesum m arizetheconsequencesofthis

approach forthep spin sphericalm odel.W ealso briey explain how thenum berof

m etastablestatesiscom puted and how thisdependson theparam etersin them odel.

W eexplain how theapproach isgeneralized to dealwith dynam ic properties.This

fullsetofresultsgivesusa com plem entary view ofthe non-equilibrium dynam ics

and servesasthebasisforan im ageofthedynam icsof�nited glassy m odels.

15.1 Equilibrium

Before describing the tap approach let ussum m arize the equilibrium behaviorof

the m ean-�eld m odelsasderived from the analysisofitsdisordered averaged free-

energy density � �[f]J = [lnZ]J=N with the replica trick. Again the three classes,

ferrom agnetic-like (p = 2),glassy-like (p � 3) [167]and spins-glass-like (sk) [9]

m odelshavedi�erentcharacteristics.

Forthe sphericalp spin m odelwith p � 3 [167]the standard ParisiAnsatz[69]

yieldsastatictransition atTs from aparam agneticphasewhereareplica sym m etric

Ansatz solves the problem to a glassy phase where a one step replica sym m etry

breaking Ansatz is needed. At low T’s,the breaking point param eter,x,and the

Edwards-Anderson orderparam eter,qea � N� 1
P

i[hsii
2],in the Parisim atrix are

�xed by requiring thatthe free-energy density bea m axim um .Thisyieldsa static

transition tem perature,Ts,given by thesetofequationsTs = y
q

p=(2y)(1� y)p=2� 1

and 2=p = � 2y(1� y + lny)=(1� y)2. One can check that Ts < Td. The static

transition is discontinuous in the sense that qea jum ps at Ts but it is ofsecond
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order therm odynam ically since allsusceptibilities are continuous across Ts. The

equilibrium energy density at T = 0 is given by the im plicit equation
q

2y=p =

[� E(T = 0)�
q

� E2(T = 0)� E2th]=(p� 1).OnechecksthatEeq < E1 = Eth
A m odi�ed prescription to determ ine the breaking point, x, in the one step

Ansatz yields di�erentresults. Ifinstead ofextrem izing with respect to x one re-

quiresthatthesolution bem arginallystableby settingthereplicon eigenvalueofthe

m atrix ofquadraticuctuations[175]tozero,leadstoadi�erentsolution with ady-

nam icm eaning.(Allothereigenvaluesarepositive.) Nam ely,one�ndsa transition

from the param agnetic to the glassy phase ata highertem perature thatcoincides

with thedynam iccriticaltem peraturefound with a purely dynam iccalculation,Td.
M oreover,qea coincideswith the dynam ic one and the breaking pointx yieldsthe

ratio T=Teff. Consequently,allone-tim e quantitiesasthe asym ptotic energy den-

sity and generalized susceptibilitiescoincide with the onesfound dynam ically (e.g.

E = Eth).Thefactthatwith thecondition ofm arginalstability weaccesstheregion

ofphasespacereached dynam ically isdueto thtefactthatwith both wesearch for

thepath ofatdirection form ed by thethreshold level,asexplained below.

W hen p = 2 instead [108],the replica solution below Ts is replica sym m etric

with a non-vanishing qea and m arginally stable.Thestatictransition iscontinuous,
dynam ic and static transition tem peratures co��ncide,Ts = Td,and x = T=Teff =
0 [109]. The gap between the threshold and the equilibrium levelcollapses and

the static energy density is the value reached dynam ically, Eeq = E1 . Stillthe

nonequilibrium dynam icsdoesnotstop in �nitetim eswith respectto N .
For sk the equilibrium calculation needs a fullreplica sym m etry breaking so-

lution [9]. This can be interpreted as being equivalent to having a sequence of

correlation scalesin the nonequilibrium dynam ics. The static transition iscontin-

uous,thestatic and dynam icsqea areidentical,the relation in (13.4)holdsand all
one-tim equantitiescoincidewith theequilibrium values.Thestaticsolution isalso

m arginally stable.

From these three paragraphsone observes thatthe structure ofthe static and

dynam icsolution ofpurelypotentialm ean-�eld problem sisindeed verysim ilar.One

can proposea \dictionary"

rs , 2 corr.scales,theaging onewith Teff = T� ! 1

1 step rsb , 2 corr.scales,theaging onewith Teff = T� < +1

fullrsb , 1 corr.scales,theaging oneswith Teff(C)< +1

whilerem em bering thatthereplica solution thatdescribesthestatisticalproperties

ofthe region ofphase space reached dynam ically has to be determ ined using the

condition ofm arginally stability { and not equilibrium . This connection between

replicas and dynam ics hasbeen extensively exploited to use the replica trick asa

substitutefordynam ics.In fact,partialinform ation aboutdynam icsasthedynam ic

criticaltem perature,the value ofTeff,etc. is thus obtained. One has to keep in

m ind though that m any aspects of the dynam ics go beyond static calculations.

Featureslike the existence ofan e�ective tem perature have been shown in m odels
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with trivialstatics[53,54]orabove the dynam ic transition when non-potentialor

tim e-dependentforcesareincluded [19,26].

15.2 Static tap approach

In the introduction to this Section we announced that two choices facilitate the

derivation of the tap free-energy density. In order to use a good perturbative

expansion weweightapartoftheoriginalHam iltonian with aparam eter�.Forthe
p spin m odelwesim ply propose

H (�;~s)= �
X

i1< :::< ip

Ji1;:::;ipsi1 :::sip : (15.5)

In otherm odelswe weightthe higherorderinteractionswith � withoutm odifying

thequadraticterm s.Theidea isto expand in powersof� and set� = 1 attheend

ofthecalculationsto recovertheoriginalm odel[145,146].

Thesecond im portantstep in thederivation isthechoiceoftheorderparam eters

tousein theLegendretransform ofthefree-energydensity.Forspin m odelstheseare

theaveraged localm agnetizationsm i and a globalspin constraintl.The Legendre
transform reads

� ��(�;�;mi;l;hi;�)= lnTrSie
� �H (�;~s)�

P N

i= 1
hi(si� mi)�

�

2

P N

i= 1
(s2

i
� l): (15.6)

Thetracerepresentsasum overallcon�gurationsofthespins,e.g.TrSi =
Q
N
i= 1

P

si= � 1

forIsingand TrSi =
R1
� 1

Q N
i= 1dsiforsphericalvariables.Requiringstationaritywith

respectto theLangrangem ultipliershi and � oneobtains

m i� hsii and l�
1

N

NX

i= 1

hs2ii; (15.7)

forallvalues of�. The angularbrackets indicate the statisticalaverage over the

spinsusing the fullBotzm ann weightin (15.6). Since the rhssdepend on hi and
� theseequationscan beinverted to yield hi(�;�;m i;l)and �(�;�;m i;l).thatone
substitutes in (15.6) to write � as a function of(�;�;m i;l). Henceforth we drop

theparam eterdependenceand sim ply note�.Theintroduction oftheparam eter�
allowsusto express� �� asa powerseriesin �:

� ��=
1X

n= 0

@n(� ��)

@�n

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

�n

n!
: (15.8)

Forthep spin m odeland thelikethisisequivalentto a high T expansion.In other

cases it is an expansion around an \equivalent" free theory. Interestingly enough

onlya�nitenum berofterm scontributetotheseriesforfullyconnected m odels.For

�nite dim ensionalcases a truncated series yields an approxim ation around m ean-

�eld.
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Thezero-th orderterm dependson thenatureofthespinsconsidered:

� ��ising = �

NX

i= 1

�
1+ m i

2
ln

�
1+ m i

2

�

+
1� mi
2

ln

�
1� mi
2

��

;

� ��sph =
N

2
ln

 

1�
1

N

NX

i= 1

m 2

i

!

:

These are the entropies ofN independent Ising or sphericalspins constrained to

havelocalm agnetizationsm i.The�rstorderterm isproportionalto

@(� ��)

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

=
X

i1� :::� ip

Ji1:::iphsi1 :::sipi�= 0 �
NX

i= 1

@hi
@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

hsi� mii�= 0

�

NX

i= 1

@�

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

NX

i= 1

hs2i � li�= 0 =
X

i1� :::� ip

Ji1:::ipm i1 :::m ip : (15.9)

In the �rstequality,the lasttwo term son the rhs vanish due to Eqs.(15.7).The

average in the �rst term factorizes since it has to be taken with the free-action

(� = 0).Thequadraticterm in theexpansion isproportionalto

@2(� ��)

@�2

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

=

* 0

@
X

i1:::ip

Yi1:::ip

1

A

2+ c

�= 0

(15.10)

with Yi1:::ip = Ji1:::ipsi1 :::sip � (si1 � mi1)m i2 :::m ip � :::� mi1 :::m ip�1 (sip � mip).
Thisterm hasbeen com puted using thefollowing identities.First,the variation of

� �� in Eq.(15.6)with respect to mi and lyields hi =
@(� ��)

@m i
and � = 2

N

@(� ��)

@l
.

Taking thevariation with respectto � and evaluating at� = 0 onehas

@hi
@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

=
@2(� ��)

@m i@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

;
@�

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

=
2

N

@2(� ��)

@l@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

: (15.11)

Now,thecontributionsO (N )areproportionaltoJ2i1;:::;iP and thesecan beestim ated

by replacing itsvalue by p!=(2N p� 1)since Ji1;:::;ip �
q

p!=(2N p� 1).Asdone forthe

�rstorderterm wefactorizethetherm alaveragesevaluated at� = 0 and

@(� ��ising)

@�2

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

= 2N
�

1� qpea � p(qp� 1

ea � qpea)
�

(15.12)

@(� ��sph)

@�2

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

=
�2

2
N

�

lp � qpea � p(lqp� 1

ea � qpea)
�

(15.13)

whereweintroduced theoverlap or(static)Edwards-Anderson param eter,

qea �
1

N

NX

i= 1

m 2

i : (15.14)

Higher order term s in the series expansion are sub-leading in N and do not

contributein thetherm odynam ic lim it.Thus,forthese m ean-�eld m odelsthetap

free-energy density ism adeofthreeterm s:thezero-th orderhasan entropicorigin,

the�rstorderistheinteraction term in them ean-�eld approxim ation which isexact

forfully connected m odels,and thesecond orderisthereaction orOnsagerterm .
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15.3 T he tap equations

Thevariation ofthetap free-energy density,� ��,with respectto mi(and lforthe
sphericalm odel)yieldsthetap equations.Forthesphericalm odelone�nds[147]

m i

(1� qea)
= �p

X

(i2� :::� ip)6= i

Ji;i2;:::;ipm i2 :::m ip �
�2p(p� 1)

2
qp� 2

ea (1� qea)m i(15.15)

� =
1

1� qea
+
p�2

2

�

1� qp� 1

ea

�

: (15.16)

The study ofthese equations is sim pli�ed by de�ning the angular variables �i �

m i=
p
qea thatverify the sphericalconstraint

P

i�
2
i � 1. M ultiplying Eqs.(15.15)

by �i and sum m ing overiwerewritethem in term softhezero-tem peratureenergy

density E � � 1

N

P

i1< :::< ip
Ji1;:::;ip�i1 :::�ip:

E�i = �
X

i2< :::< ip

Ji;i2:::;ip�i2 :::�ip : (15.17)

Theoverlap qea isrelated to E by

�pE = �
1

q(p� 2)=2
ea (1� qea)

"

1+ �2
p(p� 1)

2
(1� qea)

2qp� 2

ea

#

: (15.18)

Equation (15.17) does not depend on T while (15.18) does. The m ultiplicity of

solutionsata given E isentirely determ ined by Eq.(15.17),see Section 15.5. The

existenceornotofthesesolutionshasto betested with Eq.(15.18).Therem aining

Eq.(15.16)�xes�.
Conveniently rewritten Eq.(15.18)isquadraticand yields

q(p� 2)=2
ea (1� qea)=

kB T

p� 1

�

� E �
q

E2 � E2th

�

with Eth � �

s

2(p� 1)

p
: (15.19)

Thisequation adm itsa realsolution only ifE < Eth,the threshold energy density

atT = 0.Them inus(plus)sign correspond to a m inim um (m axim um )ofthefree-

energy. The physicalqea isthen associate to the m inussign. W ith thischoice,qea
takes its m axim um value on the theshold and then m onotonically decreases until

reaching itsm inim um valueon theequilibrium level,q(Eth)� qea(E)� qea(Eeq).
For�xed � and E the lhs in Eq.(15.19)hasa bellshape form . W hen T ! 0,

qea ! 1 and �(1� qea)is�nite. The m axim um islocated atq�ea = (p� 2)=p and
ithasa height2=p((p� 2)=p)(p� 2)=2.Each solution atT = 0 thatcorrespondsto a

given E can befollowed to�niteT untilitdisappearsatT �(E)when thelhsreaches

them axim um .Onecan check thatthetap solutionsdo notm ergenorbifurcateas

a function ofT.Then atany tem perature T we labelthe tap solutionswith their

associated zero tem peratureenergy density E.

Plugging Eth in Eq.(15.18)we�nd thattheoverlap qea isgiven by theequation

p(p� 1)

2
qp� 2

th (1� qth)
2 = (kB T)

2 : (15.20)
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Thethreshold energy density Eth and theoverlap qth coincidewith theasym ptotic
valueofthedynam icenergydensity and theEdwards-Anderson param eteratT = 0,

respectively. Thus, the nonequilibrium dynam ics approaches asym ptotically the

threshold level.

15.4 Stability of,and barriers between,the tap solutions

Thespectrum ofthefree-energy Hessian around a stationary pointofthetap free-

energy is a shifted sem i-circle. The lowest eigenvalue �min is greater than zero

forsub-threshold free-energy densities (orzero-tem perature energy density). This

m eans that for E < Eth typicalstationary states are m inim a. Instead,near the

threshold �min dropsto zero as[12]

�min(f;T)�
p

qth
(fth � f) (15.21)

and the stationary stateson the threshold are typically m arginalin the sense that

they havem any atdirections.

Even ifthe connection between dynam ics and the static tap free-energy land-

scapeisnotobviousa priori,ithasbeen proposed and used in severalworks[11,12].

Theform alism in Section 15.8 and [148]settlesiton a �rm ground.Ifoneim agines

thatthe dynam ics can be viewed asthe displacem ent ofa representative pointin

the free-energy landscape,notonly the organization m inim a,saddlesand m axim a

hasto beknown butalso how do thebarriersbetween thesestationary pointsscale

with N .Few resultsaboutbarriersexistand,in short,they arethefollowing.The

barriers between threshold states vanish when N ! 1 [3,149]and there is no

sharp separation between them .Thishasbeen proven by analyzing theconstrained

com plexity,related to the num berofthreshold statesthathave an overlap ~q with
a chosen one (~q � N� 1

P N
i= 1�i�i where ~� and ~� are the two con�gurations). This

com plexity decreaseswith increasing valuesof~q and itvanishesasa powerlaw at

~q= qth.Thism eansthatonecan �nd threshold statesthatareassim ilarasrequired
to the chosen one. The threshold levelisthen a seriesofatconnected channels.

Thenon-equilibrium dynam icsstarting from random (typical)initialconditionsap-

proaches this levelasym ptotically and it never stops since the system drifts in a

slowerand slowerm annerastim eevolvesfollowingtheseatdirections[12].On the

otherhand,thebarriersbetween equilibrium and m etastablestateshavebeen esti-

m ated tobeO (N )[147,149].Onecan guessthatthebarriersbetween sub-threshold
tap statesalso scalewith N .For�niteN thedynam icsshould penetratebelow the

threshold and proceed by therm alactivation. An Arrhenius-like tim e willthen be

needed todescend from oneleveltothenext.Naturally oneshould seeanotherkind

ofseparation oftim e-scales develop. Sim ulations ofthe p spin m odelfor�nite N
con�rm theexistenceofm etastablestatesbelow thethreshold.Thisism ostclearly

seen following the evolution ofthe energy density ofthe m odelweakly perturbed

with anon-potentialforce.Oneseesperiodsoftrappingin which theenergy-density

is�xed toa given valueand periodsin which thesystem escapesthecon�ning state

and surfsabove the threshold untilbeing trapped in a new state [18,26,19](see

also [160]a num ericalstudy ofthe�niteN p-spin m odel).
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15.5 Index dependent com plexity

Atlow T’sthe num berofstationary pointsisexponentialin N . Thissuggeststo
de�nethecom plexity � J(E):

�J(E)� lim
N ! 1

N � 1lnN J(E); (15.22)

where N J(E)isthe num berofsolutionswith energy density E. Actually,one can

re�nethestudybygroupingthestationarypointsofthetap free-energydensity into

classes according to the num ber ofunstable directions. Thus,m inim a are saddles

ofindex 0,saddleswith a single unstable direction have index 1 and so on and so

forth. The com plexity ofeach kind ofsaddle is�Jk(E)� limN ! 1 N � 1lnN Jk(E),

wherek denotestheindex oftheconsidered saddles.Forthesphericalpspin m odel,
theiraverageoverdisorder,�k � [�Jk],areordered in such a way that[150]

�0(E)> �1(E)> �2(E)> ::: forall E < Eth
�0(E)= �1(E)= �2(E)= ::: if E = Eth

Thus,when E < Eth m inim a are exponentially dom inant in num ber with respect

to allothersaddle points. M oreover,one provesthatthe com plexitiesvanish ata

k-dependentvalue ofE. The com plexity ofm inim a isthe lastone to disappearat
Eeq.

15.6 W eighted sum s over tap solutions

Thetherm odynam icsatdi�erentT isdeterm ined by thepartition function,Z J.De

Dom inicisand Young [151]showed thatthe equilibrium resultsobtained with the

replica trick orthe cavity m ethod are recovered from the tap approach when one

writesZ J asa weighted sum overthetap stationary states.

Indeed,ifone dividesphase space into pocketsofcon�gurationsthatsurround

the stationary pointsofthe tap free-energy one can carry outthe statisticalsum

on each sectorofphasespace:

ZJ =
X

~s

exp(� �HJ(~s))=
X

�

X

~s�

exp(� �HJ(~s
�)) (15.23)

wheretheindex � labelsthetap solutionsand
P

~s� representsarestricted sum over

thecon�gurationsthatbelong to the pocketassociated to the solution �.In order
tom akethisseparation preciseoneneedstoassum ethatthebarriersseparatingthe

pocketsdivergein such away to avoid am biguitieswhen associating a con�guration

to a tap solution. The restricted sum is related to the free-energy ofthe tap

solution exp(� �FJ(~m �))=
P

~s� exp(� �HJ(~s�))and thepartition function becom es
ZJ =

P

� exp[� �FJ(~m �)].Thus,any statisticalaveragecan becom puted using the

weightexp[� �FJ(~m �)]=ZJ.The sum oversolutionscan be replaced by an integral

overfree-energiesifone introducestheirdegeneracy N J(�;f)and theirassociated

com plexity,�J(�;f)= N � 1lnN J(�;f),with f � F=N ,

ZJ =

Z

df exp[� N (�f � �J(�;f))]: (15.24)
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Thecom plexityisaself-averagingquantity,wethen write�J(�;f)= �(�;f).W hen

N ! 1 the integralisdom inated by the solutionsthatm inim ize the generalized

free-energy,�f� �(�;f).Thisisachieved eitherby f = fmin with �(�;fmin)= 0 or

by statesthatdo nothavethem inim um free-energy iftheircom plexity is�nite,in

which case[138]

� =
@�(�;f)

@f

�
�
�
�
�
f�

) ZJ � exp[� N (�f� � �(�;f�))]: (15.25)

M inim aofthegeneralized free-energydensitywith higher(f > f�)orlower(f < f�)
free-energy density arem etastable.

From theanalysisofthe partition function onedistinguishesthreetem perature

regim es[11,138]:

Above the dynam ic transition T > Td =
r

p(p� 2)p�1

2(p� 1)p�1
:

The param agnetic orliquid solutions m i = 0,8i,dom inate the partition sum ,

Z � exp(� �fpm).Stateswith m i 6= 0 existin thisrange oftem peraturesbutthey

do notdom inatethesum .

Between the static and dynam ic transitionsTs < T < Td:

The param agnetic state is fractured into an exponentialin N num ber ofnon-

trivialtap solutionswith m i 6= 0.Theirfree-energy density and thepartition sum

are given by Eq.(15.25). Each ofthese states has a rather high free-energy that

iscounterbalanced by the entropic contribution. Besidesthe statesthatdom inate

the partition sum , a very large num ber of other m etastable states, with higher

and lower free-energy density,also exist butare therm odynam ically irrelevant. It

turns out that f� coincides with the extrapolation offpm from T > Td to this

tem perature region even ifthe param agnetic solution doesnotexist. Note thatin

thistem perature regim e the standard replica calculation failssince ittellsusthat

the equilibrium state is the sim ple param agnet. Re�nem ents on this m ethod are

able to extract m ore precise inform ation aboutthe non-trivialstates contributing

to equilibrium [149].

Below the static transition T < Ts.

An in�nite though not exponentialin N num ber ofstates with the m inim um

free-energy density dom inatethesum .Thecom plexity �(�;f)vanishesand thisis
associated to an entropy crisis.Thisissim ilarto theargum entused by Kauzm ann

to justify the existence ofa dynam ic crossover at Tg > Ts since,otherwise,the
projection ofthedi�erencebetween theliquid and thecrystalentropy would vanish

atTK .In thissense,thism odelrealizestheKauzm ann paradox atTs.

15.7 A ccessing m etastable states w ith replicas

Thereplicatrickcan beim proved toaccessthenon-trivialm etastablestatesexistent

between Ts and Td [169,138,139]usinga\pinning-�eld"ora\cloningm ethod".Let
ussketch how thelatterworks.Considerx copiesorclonesofthesystem scoupled
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by an attractive,in�nitesim al(butextensive) interaction. The free energy forthe

system ofx clonesreads:

fJx = lim
N ! 1

� 1

�N
lnZ Jx = lim

N ! 1

� 1

�N
ln

Z

dfexp[� N (�xf � �(�;f))] (15.26)

using the form alism described in the previousSubsection. On the otherhand,the

free-energy density ofthex clonescan also becom puted with thereplica approach:

fJx = lim
N ! 1

� 1

�N
[lnZ Jx]= lim

N ! 1 ;n! 0

� 1

�N n
ln[Z n

Jx] (15.27)

where we used the fact that the free-energy density is self-averaging. Since the

attractivecouplingbetween thex clonesisin�nitesim al,thecom putation oftherhs
ofEq.(15.27)reducesto thecalculation oflim n0! 0(x=n0)ln[Z J

n0],wherethereplica

sym m etry between the n groupsofx-replicas(n0= nx)isexplicitly broken. W hen

the system isin the replica sym m etric phase (Ts < T),the problem becom es one

whereonehastostudy one-step replica sym m etry breakingsolutionsnon-optim ized

with respectto x:

� lim
N ! 1

1

�N
ln

Z

dfexp[� N (�xf � �(�;f))]= x Extrqeafrep(qea;�;x); (15.28)

wherefrep isthefree-energy-density com puted by usingreplicas,qea istheEdwards-
Anderson param eterand x isthebreakpointorthesizeoftheblocksin thereplica
m atrix. (Forsim plicity we considerthatthe inter-state overlap q0 equalszero [9].)
Since theintegralon thelhs ofEq.(15.28)isdom inated by a saddle pointcontri-

bution,one�ndsthat,fora given T,�xing thevalueofx oneselectsthestateswith
a given free-energy-density F.Therelationship between f and x reads

�� � �x =
@�(�;f)

@f
: (15.29)

Notethatwithin thisfram ework onedoesnotoptim ize with respectto x.Instead,
x isa free param eterand,by changing the value ofx,one selectsdi�erentgroups
ofm etastable states. Inversely, choosing a value ofthe free-energy density one

determ inesan \e�ectivetem perature"T � � T=x.Thisvaluecoincides,indeed,with
the dynam ic result for Teff in the aging scale when f = fth. Otherwise,it gives

a free-energy leveldependent e�ective tem perature. Ifone pursues the em pirical

relation between thisparam eterand the dynam ic e�ective tem perature thisresult

m eansthatwhen thesystem evolvesin su�ciently long tim e-scalesasto penetrate

below the threshold ittakes di�erent values ofTeff depending on the deepness it

reached.

M �ezard and Parisigeneralised thisapproach to search fora Kauzm ann critical

tem perature(TK = Ts)and characterisethetherm odynam icpropertiesoftheglassy
phasebelow Ts in �nited interacting particlesystem s.Them ean-�eld natureofthe
approach hasbeen stressed by Thalm ann [141]who showed thatthere isno lower

criticaldim ension.
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15.8 D ynam ics and quantum system s

The derivation ofthe tap equations presented in Section 15.2 can be generalized

to treatotherproblem sasthereal-tim edynam ics[143]ofthesam em odelsortheir

quantum extensions[144]. Again,the procedure can be m ade easy ifone correctly

chooses the perturbative expansion and the order param eters. To study the real-

tim e dynam ics ofthe classicalproblem one is forced to Legendre transform with

respect to the tim e-dependent localm agnetization,the two-tim e correlation and

the response [143]. The presentation isfurthersim pli�ed when one usesthe susy

notation introduced in Section 8.2 thatrenders the dynam ic form alism very close

to the static one. For quantum problem s in equilibrium one uses the M atsubara

representation ofthepartition function and then Legendretransform swith respect

to theim aginary-tim ecorrelation aswellasthelocalm agnetizations[144].In order

to derive tap equations for a quantum problem in real-tim e one should use the

Schwinger-Keldysh form alism .

The derivation and study ofdynam ic tap equationsjusti�esthe interpretation

ofthe asym ptotic non-equilibrium dynam icsin term softhe localpropertiesofthe

tap free-energy density landscape.Biroli[143]showed thatthedynam icsin thetap

free-energy landscape isin generalnon-M arkovian due to the presence ofm em ory

term sin the dynam ic tap equations. In the very long-tim e lim itand forrandom

initialconditionsthe contribution ofthese term svanishesand one provesthatthe

dynam icsisa relaxation following atdirectionsin the tap free-energy landscape

(thethreshold)asproposed in [12,3].

16 C onclusions

W ediscussed thebehaviourofa fam ily ofdisordered m odelsthatyield a m ean-�eld

description oftheglasstransition and dynam icsofsuper-cooled liquidsand glasses.

The relevance ofthese m odels to describe structuralglasses was signaled and ex-

plained by Kirkpatrick,Thirum alaiand W olynesin the80s[11].Theirnonequilib-

rium dynam ics and hence the connection with othersystem s farfrom equilibrium

started to develop m orerecently [12].

In short,theirbehaviouristhe following. The dynam ic transition ariseswhen

the partition function startsbeing dom inated by an exponentially large num berof

m etastable statesyielding a �nite com plexity. The static transition instead isdue

to an entropy crisis,i.e. itoccurs when the com plexity vanishes and the num ber

ofstatesisno longerexponentialin N ,justasin the Adam s-Gibbs-diM arzio sce-
nario[177].Thesetransitionsm im ic,in am ean-�eld way,thecrossovertotheglassy

phase atTg and the putative static transition atTo (orTK )offragile glasses,see
Fig.2-left[11].

The equilibrium dynam ics close and above Td coincides with the one obtained

with the m ode-coupling approach [11]. Itdescribes the relaxation ofsuper-cooled

liquidsand itcontainsitsm ostdistinctive feature ofhaving a two step decorrela-

tion. The �rst step is ascribed to the m otion ofparticles within the cages m ade

by theirneighbourswhile thesecond oneisthestructuralrelaxation related to the
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destruction ofthecages.

Below Td the equilibration tim e diverges with the size ofthe system and the

m odelsdo notequilibrateany longerwith theirenvironm ents(unlessoneconsiders

tim esthatgrow with thesizeofthesystem )[12].Thisisverysim ilartothesituation

encountered in realsystem sbelow Tg.The experim entaltim e-window isrestricted

and one isnotable to equilibrate the sam ples any longerbelow Tg. Aging e�ects
asshown in Fig.7 arecaptured.Thecorrelationsstilldecay to zero butthey do in

a waiting-tim e dependentm anner. Theirdecay also occursin two stepsseparated

by a tem perature-dependent plateau at a value related to the size ofthe cages.

Onecan interprettheirsti�nessasincreasing with theageofthesystem given that

the beginning ofthe structuralrelaxation is delayed and slowed down for longer

waiting-tim es.

The nonequilibrium dynam icsbelow Td approachesa threshold levelofatdi-

rectionsin phasespaceand itnevergoesbelow thislevelin �nitetim eswith respect

to the size ofthe system [12]. The aging dynam ics corresponds to the slow drift

ofthepointrepresenting thesystem in theslightly tilted setofchannelsthatform

the threshold. The m otion thatistransverse to the channelsisrelated to therm al

uctuationsand the �rststationary step ofthe relaxation towards qea,thatchar-
caterisesthen the transverse \size" ofthe channel. The longitudinalm otion along

the channelsisrelated to the structuralrelaxation. The tiltisproportionalto the

m agnitudeofthetim e-derivativesand thesebecom elessand lessim portantastim e

passes. In m ore generalitiy one interprets the long but�nite tim e nonequilibrium

dynam icsfollowingsaddlesthatarethebordersbetween basinsofattraction ofm ore

stablestatesin phasespace[3].

For tim es that scale with the size ofthe system ,N ,the sharp dynam ic tran-

sition is avoided,the system penetrates below the threshold via activation and it

approaches equilibrium in m uch longer tim e-scales. M etastable states below the

threshold are typically m inim a [147, 150] (the fact that they are local m inim a

can be checked studying the dynam ics with initialconditions set to be in one of

them [157,139,18]). Thisstructure allowsone to describe the cooling rate e�ects

described in Fig.2-right. Forlarge but�nite N and su�ciently slow cooling rate,

the system penetrates below the threshold via activation when this is facilitated

by T,i.e. when passing near Td. To which levelit m anages to arrive (roughly

speaking to which ofthecurvesin the�gure)dependson how long itstayscloseto

Td. The slower the cooling rate the lower levelthe system reaches with the ideal

\equilibrium " glasscorresponding to an in�nitely slow cooling [158].

Theregion ofphasespacereached asym ptotically in thetherm odynam iclim itis

thethreshold ofatdirections.Thereplicaanalysisofthepartitionfunction givesan

alternative way ofdeterm ining itsstatisticalporperties. Indeed,by evaluating the

partition function on am arginallystablesaddle-pointin replicaspaceoneselectsthe

threshold \states". Dynam ic inform ation such asthe value ofqea isthusobtained
with a pseudo-static calculation. Other facts as,for instance,the scaling ofthe

correlation arenotaccessible in thisway.

Oneofthehallm arksoftheglassynonequilibrium dynam icsisthem odi�cationof

therelation between correlationsand responses,nam ely,theuctuation-dissipation
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theorem . In m ean-�eld m odelsforstructuralglassesone �ndsthatthe integrated

linearresponse isin linear relation with the associated correlation with a propor-

tionality constantthattakestheequilibrium value1=(kB T)when thecorrelation is
above the plateau and ittakes a di�erent value 1=(kB T�)when itgoes below the

plateau [12].Thisbehaviourhasbeen found in anum berof�nitedim ensionalglassy

m odelsnum erically [58,53,54,55].

The behavior just described corresponds to a fam ily ofm ean-�eld disordered

m odelsto which the p spin m odelswith p � 3 and the Pottsglassbelong. Other

two fam iliesexist and they are related to ferrom agnetic dom ain growth and spin-

glasses. Two representative m odels are the sphericalp spin m odelwith p = 2

and the sk m odel,respectively. They are characterised by di�erentscalingsofthe

correlationsin the aging regim e and by di�erentform softhe m odi�cation offdt.

Theclassi�cation in fam iliesaccording to thenonequilibrium behaviourhasastatic

counterpartgiven by thestructureofreplicasym m etry breakingin thelow-T phase,

seeSection 15.1.

Them odi�cation offdt allowsoneto de�nean observableand correlation-scale

dependente�ective tem perature [112]. Fastobservableslike the kinetic energy are

equilibrated with theenvironm entand thee�ectivetem peratureequalsthetherm al

bath tem perature forthem . Otherobservablesthough show di�erentvaluesofthe

e�ectivetem peraturedepending on thetim e-scaleson which oneinvestigatesthem .

The e�ective tem perature has a therm odynam icalm eaning even ifde�ned out of

equilibrium . In particular,itcan be directly read with a therm om eter coupled to

thedesired observableand azero-th law holdsforinteractingobservablesthatevolve

inthesam etim e-scale.Asoneshould haveexpected thee�ectivetem peratureshares

som eofthequalitativefeaturesofthephenom enological�ctivetem peratures[131].

Forinstance,a system thatisquenched from high tem peratureshase�ective tem -

peratures that take higher values than the tem perature ofthe bath,etc. At the

m ean-�eld level,when N ! 1 ,itishistory independentbutone expectsitto de-

pend on thepreparation ofthesam plefor�nitesizeand �nitedim ensionalsystem s.

(Thisisin close relation to the discussion above on cooling rate e�ects.) There is

stillnoprecisedeterm ination ofwhich arethenecessary conditionsanonequilibrium

system hasto ful�llto ensure theexistence ofwell-behaved e�ective tem peratures.

A clearcondition aretheneed to reach a dynam icregim ein which thedynam icsis

slow and heatexchangesareweak.

Oncethee�ective tem perature hasbeen identi�ed oneinterpretsthebehaviour

in the low T phase as follows: the system adjusts to a situation in which each

observableseestwo baths,oneisthewhiteexternaloneand theonecharacterising

thefastm otion oftheparticles,theotheriscoloured and ata di�erenttem perature

T�.Thelatterisgenerated by theinteractions.In m orecom plex system s{asm ean-

�eld spin-glasses { the asym ptotic regim e m ight be m ultitherm alised with several

tim e-scales each with its own value ofthe e�ective tem perature. These results,

�rstderived explicitly forp spin fully-connected m odels[112]actually hold forany
resum m ation ofthepertubativeapproach thatkeepsan in�nitesubsetofdiagram s

(the mca being one such exam ple). The structure oftim e-scalesand valuesofthe

e�ectivetem peratureisrelated tothebreakingofsupersym m etry down toaresidual
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group [130].

The structure ofthe free-energy landscape can be com puted exactly form ean-

�eld m odelsin general,and forthesphericalpspin m odelin particular[147,12,150,
149,171]. W e expectitsm ain featuresto be reproduced { atleastin a sm oothen

way { in realglassy system s. The free-energy landscape at �xed and low T has

a structure asthe one roughly sketched in Fig.21. A pictorialim age ofthe aging

processcan bequitehelpfultounderstand it.Im aginethatone�llsphasespacewith

waterwhose levelreachesa free-energy density value,say,f. Athigh levelsofthe

water,i.e. forhigh free-energy densities,the landscape hasonly som e few isolated

stationary states.Looking atthelandscapefrom aboveoneonly seessom em axim a

that are represented as islands in the second panelin the �gure. Lowering the

waterleveltheislandsgrow in size and som eofthem m erge:land bridgesdevelop.

Lowering stillthe water level,it eventually reaches a threshold,that corresponds

to f = fth,where land percolates. One isleftwith a labyrinthic path ofwateras

drawn schem atically in thethird panelthatrepresentsa top view ofthelandscape.

Thislevelis\m arginal"sincethebottom ofthewaterchannelsisalm ostcom pletely

at. Draining water from the system the \connectivity" ofpathsisreduced until

the water levelgoes below the threshold,f < fth,where m inim a dom inate. In

thefourth panelwerepresentthem aslakesim m ersed in land.Lowering thewater

levelone seesthe sizesofthe lakesdim inish and som e ofthem dry. These m inim a

existuntilthe lowestlevel,f = feq. A \gap" in free-energy density separatesthe

threshold and theequilibrium levels.

This picture allows us to give a naturalinterpretation ofthe nonequilibrium

dynam ics following a quench. Initially,the system is in a con�guration typicalof

high-T,thus, its initial\free-energy density" is very high. This corresponds to

a high levelofwaterthat�llsthe landscape. Astim e passes,waterabandonsthe

landscapein such away thatthequantity ofwaterprogressively dim inisheslowering

itslevel. The system ’s con�guration can be associated to a ship and itsevolution

to the displacem ents ofthe ship sailing on the water. Initially,the water levelis

very high and the ship can m ove very rapidly far away from its initialposition.

It only sees som e very few isolated islands thatit sim ply avoids along its m otion

and the dynam icsisvery fast.Astim e passesthe waterlevelgoesdown.Roughly

speaking we can associate the speed ofdrainage with the m agnitude ofthe rate

ofchange ofthe energy-density. W hen it approaches the threshold the available

path becom esa seriesofriversform ing a very intricate network.Theship can still

follow thisnetwork withoutrem aining trapped in any con�ning region.Itsm otion,

however,getsslowerand slower. In �nite tim eswith respectto N the waterlevel

doesnotgo below the threshold. Butforlongertim es thatscale with N itdoes.

W hen such long tim es are attained the ship rem ains trapped in lakes. For still

longer tim es the higher lakes dry and,ifthe ship got trapped in one ofthem it

m ust be transported through the land to reach other lakes at lower levels. This

action representsan activated process.Partofthisim agewasintroduced by Sibani

and Ho�m ann phenom enologically [152]. The p spin-m odelsand the like realise it

explicitly.Allquantitativefeaturesofthelandscapeheredescribed with wordshave

been,orin principlecan be,calculated analytically.Theuseofthisim agehasbeen

115



ultim ately justi�ed by thedynam ictap approach ofBiroli[143].

The value taken by the e�ective tem perature isin directrelationship with the

structureofthefree-energy landscape.Indeed,again forp-spin m odeland thelike,
ithas been shown analytically thatthe asym ptotic value T� reached forlong but

�nite tim eswith respect to N isgiven by �� = @�(�;f)=@fjfth,with � the com -

plexity [138]. For even longer tim es such that the system penetrates below the

threshold one expects the e�ective tem perature to take di�erent values related to

the com plexity atlowerfree-energy density levels. The Edwards-Anderson param -

eter,qea,also changessince qea(f).In thelongesttim e-scale such thatequilibrium
isreached and qea equalstheequilibrium valuealso obtained with a replica calcula-

tion using thestandard m axim ization prescription to determ ine thebreaking point

param eterx.Thisresultisintim ately related to Edwards’atm easureforgranular
m atter [134,33]and also to the m ore recent use ofa at m easure over inherent

structures[136]to describe thenonequilibrium dynam icsofglasses[137,160,161].

Notethatthethese,being de�ned using thepotentialenergy-density landscape,are

valid only atzerotem perature(see,e.g.[142]).However,extensivenum ericalchecks

recently perform ed suggestthattheapproach,even ifnotobviously correctat�nite

T,yieldsa very good approxim ation [137].
W ithin this picture two distinct regim es would appear in the low-T isother-

m aldynam icsofrealsystem s:a m ean-�eld-like onewhen the system approachesa

pseudo-threshold ofatdirectionsin phase space and a sloweractivated regim e in

which the system jum ps over barriers to relax its excess energy density and very

slowly progress towards equilibrium . How and ifthe aging properties in the �rst

and second regim eresem ble isa very interesting open problem .

The existence ofa threshold playsa fundam entalrolein explaining severalfea-

turesofm any experim entalobservationsin such diversesystem sasdriven granular

m atter,the rheologicalpropertiesofcom plex liquidsand glasses,etc. Justto cite

two exam ples,trapping and Reynoldsdilatancy e�ectsin granularm atter[33,26]

aswellas the existence ofa static yield stress and thixotropic behaviour in som e

rheologicalexperim ents[19]can beinterpreted in term softhreshold and subthresh-

old states. These featuressupportthe claim thatthisfree-energy structure exists

in realphysicalsystem s. M oreover,m aybe notsurprisingly,thisstructure also ap-

pears in optim isation problem s such as xor-sat and k-sat that can be m apped

to dilute p-spin m odels at zero tem perature. In this context the controlparam -

eter is the num ber ofrequirem ents over the num ber variables,�,and the static

transition,�s,is related to the sat-unsat transition while the dynam ic transition,

�d < �s correspondsto the value where greedy algorithm sfailto �nd the existing

solutions[153].

Allthese argum entscan be adapted to include quantum uctuationsThe stat-

icsisstudied with the M atsubara replicated partition function [174],m etastability

with an extension ofthe tap approach [144]and the real-tim e dynam icswith the

Schwinger-Keldysh form alism [85,106]. The picture that arises is very sim ilar to

the one above with som e intriguing new ingredientsasthe em ergence oftruly �rst

order transitions close to the quantum criticalpoint [176,174],highly non-trivial

e�ectsdueto thequantum environm ents[144],a waiting-tim edependentquantum -
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Figure 21:Left:a 1d sim pli�ed sketch ofthe free-energy density. Three top views

ofthefree-energy landspcape:above,atand below thethreshold.

to-classicalcrossoverin thedynam icscaling,etc.

Them odelswestudied in thesenoteshavequenched random interactions.Real

glassysystem softhestructuraltypedonot.Onem ay wonderifthisisan im portant

de�ciency oftheapproach orifsim ilarresultscan beobtained form odelswith no

disorder.A largevariety ofm odelsofm ean-�eld type,orde�ned on larged spaces,
with no explicitquenched disorderand having thesam e phenom enology have been

introduced in recentyears[166,140].Finited m odelswith sim ilar,eventually inter-
rupted,dynam icbehaviourhavealso been exhibited [55,?,53,54].Theirexistence

supportsthebeliefthatthescenarioheresum m arized goesbeyond sim plem odelling.

Indeed,itisatthe basisofseveralconjecturesforthe behaviourofothernonequi-

librium system s with slow dynam ics that have been later checked num erically. It

hasalso m otivated severalexperim entalinvestigationsin a variety ofsystem s.

17 Perspectives

W e would like to end these notes by m entioning som e ofthe directions forfuture

developm entin thisarea. W ithin the \m ean-�eld" approach there rem ain atleast

two im portantopen technicalproblem sto com pletetheiranalyticsolution:

M atching.Having approxim ated thedynam icequationsasexplained in thetextwe

are notable to determ ine the com plete scaling form ofcorrelationsand responses.

In m odelslike the p spin sphericalwe cannot�x the scaling function h(t). Going
beyond the asym ptotic solution requires to solve the m atching ofthe solution at

short tim e-di�erences with the one atlong tim e-di�erences. This is a very tough

m athem aticalproblem .

Dynam ics atin�nite tim e-scales. In order to penetrate below the threshold in p
spin sphericalm odelsand approach equilibrium onehastoconsidertim esthatgrow

with N and includeinstanton solutionstodescribetheactivated dynam icsbelow Td.
Thiswillsm oothen the dynam ic transition and convertitinto a crossover. Itwill

alsopossibly allow them ode-couplingand sim ilarapproachestoyield m oreaccurate

quantitativepredictions.

Even though them odelswediscussed arem ean-�eld webelievethatthegeneral

picture developed holdsbeyond thislim it. Som e num ericaland experim entaltests
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supportthisbelief.Still,onewould like to justify thisclaim theoretically.Som eof

thelinesofresearch thatarenow being followed with thisaim are:

Dynam icsofdilute disordered m odels.Thesearedisordered spin m odelson random

graphs.Even ifstillm ean-�eld they includesom e spatialuctuationsthatonecan

studynum ericallyandanalytically[88,154].M oreover,theirrelationtooptim isation

problem sm akethem interesting perse.

Dynam ic heterogeneities. Supposedly these are nanoscale regions in supercooled

liquidsand glassesthatarevery im portantin determ ining the glasstransition and

the dynam ics. They have been studied num erically and experim entally so farand

onewould liketo haveatheoreticalm odelincluding and describing them .A step in

thisdirection wasfollowed in [84]whereasigm a-m odel-likedescription forthespin-

glassproblem wasintroduced. Thislead to proposing thatthe distribution ofthe

coarse-grained localcorrelationsand responsesshould be constrained to follow the

globalrelation �(C);thisproposalwaschecked num ericallyin [117]forthe3dea and
studieson otherdisordered m odelsareunderway. The study ofthese distributions

in realglasses aswellasthe developm ent ofa com plete analyticaldescription are

problem sthatdeserve furtherstudy.

Dynam ic functionalrenorm alisation group (frg). Itwould be very interesting to

extend thefrg to attack nonequilibrium situationswith aging dynam ics.

fd relations for �nite d system s. M any questions aboutthe form ofthe relations

between globalresponses and correlations in realsystem s can be raised. Do all

system s undergoing dom ain growth in d > 1 have two-tim e scaleswith the slower

onecharacterised by T� ! 1 ? Can a situation asthe one found forthe sk m odel

berealised,i.e.doesany realsystem havean e�ectivetem peraturewith m orethan

two values(T and T�)?

Relations between statics and dynam ics. A link between the nonequilibrium fd

relationsand Parisi’sP(q)wasfound in som em ean-�eld m odels(notethatitdoes
nothold form odelswith athreshold asthepspin).Itwasthen argued thatitshould
hold in �nite d system s undercertain assum ptions [155]. The long-lasting debate

aboutthenatureofthespin-glassphasehasnow been rephrased in nonequilibrium

term s,thequestion now beingwhatistheform oftheasym ptotic�(C)plot.Recents
experim entsaddressthisproblem [32].Analyticalresultsfor�nited m odelsareyet
notavailable.

Therm odynam icsand statisticalm echanicsoutofequilibrium .From a m oregeneric

viewpoint,thedevelopm entofatherm odynam icsand statisticalm echanicsform od-

elsthatevolveslowly outofequilibrium isa very im portantissue.Som eprogressin

both directionshasbeen m aderecently.Oneshould try to establish theseproposals

in a lessphenom enologicalway.

Allthese problem s are challenging and very interesting. M any m ore could be

added to thisshortlist. W e can expectto see progressin thisvery active area of

research in thenearfuture.
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A G eneralized Langevin equations

In this Appendix we derive a generalized Langevin equation starting from tim e-

reversalm icroscopic equations for the m otion ofthe system and the constituents

ofthe bath. W e use the sim plest im age ofa therm albath that is given by an

ensem ble ofharm onicoscillatorswith m assesm � and frequencies!�,� = 1;:::;N
and,for sim plicity,we consider a system m ade ofa single particle with m ass M .

W e considerthe one-dim ensionalcase to sim plify the notation.The generalization

to m orecom plex system sand/orto m orecom plicated bathsand higherdim ensions

is straightforward [156]. W e callq;p and x�;p�,� = 1;:::;N the positions and

m om enta oftheparticleand oscillators,respectively.TheHam iltonian ofthetotal

system isoftheform (4.1),

H =
p2

2M
+ V (q)+

1

2

NX

�= 1

c2�
m �!2

�

q2 +
NX

�= 1

p2�
2m �

+
1

2

NX

�= 1

m �!
2

�x
2

� �

NX

�= 1

c�qx� :

Allthese term shave been discussed in Section 4.1.1. Ham ilton’sequationsforthe

particleare

_q(t)=
p(t)

M
; _p(t)= �

@V (q)

@q(t)
�

NX

�= 1

c2�
m �!2

�

q(t)+
NX

�= 1

c�x�(t); (A.1)

whilethedynam icequationsforeach m em beroftheenvironm entread

_x�(t)=
p�(t)

m �

; _p�(t)= � m�!
2

�x�(t)+ c�q(t); (A.2)

showing thatthey are allforced m assive harm onic oscillators.These equationsare

readily solved yielding

x�(t)= x�(0)cos(!�t)+
p�(0)

m �!�
sin(!�t)+

c�
m �!�

Z t

0

dt0sin(!�(t� t0))q(t0) (A.3)

with x�(0) and p�(0) the initialcoordinate and position at tim e t= 0 when the

particle hasbeen setin contactwith the bath. The replacem entofthisexpression

in thelastterm on therhs ofEq.(A.1),im plies

_p(t)= �
@V (q)

@q(t)
+ �(t)�

Z t

0

dt0(t� t0)_q(t0)�
NX

�= 1

c2�
m �!2

�

cos(!�t)q(0); (A.4)

with thekernel given by

(t� t0)=
NX

�= 1

c2�
m �!2

�

cos(!�(t� t0)); (A.5)

and thetim e-dependentforce� given by

�(t)=
NX

�= 1

c�
m �!�

p�(0)sin(!�t)+
NX

�= 1

c�x�(0)cos(!�t): (A.6)
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Usually,theenvironm entsarem adeofensem blesofequilibrated entitiesata chosen

tem peratureT.Then,fp�(0);x�(0)g areinitially distributed according to

P(fp�(0);x�(0)g)=
exp(� �Henv[fp�(0);x�(0)g])

R Q N
�= 1dp�(0)dx�(0)exp(� �Henv[fp�(0);x�(0)g])

: (A.7)

Itis convenient to assum e thatequilibrium distribution is shifted with respect to

thecoupling to theparticleattheinitialtim e;thisallowsoneto elim inatethelast

term in Eq.(A.4).Aswhen including thecounter-term ,wechoose

H env =
X

�

2

4
m �!2

�

2

 

x� �
c�

m �!2
�

q(0)

! 2
p2�
2m �

3

5 : (A.8)

De�ning a new noise�(t)= �(t)�
P N

�= 1

c2�
m � !

2
�

cos(!�t)q(0),itisa Gaussian random
variablewith

h�(t)i = 0 foralltim es; (A.9)

h�(t)�(t0)i = kB T (t� t0) (A.10)

and theLangevin equation sim pli�esto

_p(t)= �
@V (q)

@q(t)
+ �(t)�

Z t

0

dt0(t� t0)_q(t0): (A.11)

A random forcewith non-vanishing correlationson a �nitesupportisusually called

a colored noise.

Interestingly enough,(t� t0)and the noise-noise correlation are proportional,

with a constantofproportionality ofvalue kB T. Thisisa generalized form ofthe

uctuation-dissipation relation,and itappliestotheenvironm ent.In thisderivation

itisclearthatitisa consequence ofhaving assum ed theequilibration ofthebath.

Thethird term on therhsofEq.(A.11)representsarathercom plicated friction

force. Itsvalue attim e tdependsexplicitly on the history ofthe particle attim es

0� t0� t.Them em ory kernel(t� t0)playsther̂oleofaretarded friction function.
Thisterm m akesEq.(A.11)non-M arkovian.

Di�erentchoicesoftheenvironm entarepossibleby selecting di�erentensem bles

ofharm onic oscillators. The sim plestchoice,thatleadsto an approxim ate M arko-

vian equation,is to consider identicaloscillators coupled to the particle via the

couplingconstants� c=
p
N buthavinganon-trivialdistribution offrequencies,that

in thelim itN ! 1 ,can betreated ascontinuous.Thisallowsoneto introducethe

spectraldensity I(!)and rewritethekernel as

(t� t0)=
c2

m

Z 1

0

d! I(!)
cos(!(t� t0))

!2
: (A.12)

Fora Debyedistribution offrequencies

I(!)=
3!2

!3
D

�(!D � !) onehas (t� t0)=
3c2

m !2
D

sin(!D (t� t0))

!D (t� t0)
: (A.13)
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If!D issu�ciently large, can be approxim ated by a delta function,(t� t0)=
2�(t� t0)with  = 3c2�=(2m !2D ),and Eq.(A.4)becom esM arkovian.

Di�erentenvironm entsarecharacterized by di�erentchoicesofthespectralden-

sity I(!)atsm all!. Forexam ple,one hasan Ohm ic (s = 1),sub-Ohm ic (s < 1)

orsuper-Ohm ic(s> 1)bath ifI(!)� !s for! � 0.

B T he K ubo form ula

The Kubo form ula relates the linear response to the asym m etric correlation ofa

quantum process. Itholdsatthe levelifthe linearresponse even ofthe system is

outofequilibrium .Thelinearresponsereads

R A B (t;t
0)=

�

�hB (t0)

"
1

Z(hB )
Tr

�

Ût(hB )Â(0)Û
� 1

t (hB )̂�(0)
�
#�
�
�
�
�
hB = 0

= �
1

Z 2(hB )

�Z(hB )

�hB (t0)
Tr

h

Ût(hB )Â(0)Û
� 1

t (hB )̂�(0)
i
�
�
�
�
�
hB = 0

+
1

Z(0)
Tr

" 
�Ût(hB )

�hB
Â(0)Û � 1

t (hB )+ Ût(hB )Â(0)
�Û � 1

t (hB )

�hB

!

�̂

#�
�
�
�
�
hB = 0

whereUt(hB )istheevolution operator,Ut(hB )exp[i=�hĤ �]forallin�nitesim altim e
intervalsexceptfrom theonegoing from t0� �=2 to t0+ �=2 whereittakestheform
Ut(hB )exp[i=�h(Ĥ � hB B̂ )].Seetheleft-panelin Fig.8foragraphicalrepresentation
ofa kick-like perturbation. t� t0. Calculating the variationsexplicitly,and using

hÂ(t)i= 0 orhÂ(t)i,wehave

R A B (t;t
0) =

1

Z(0)
Tr

�
i

�h

�

� B (t0)Ut(0)A(0)U
� 1

t (0)+ Ut(0)A(0)B (t
0)U � 1

t (0)
�

�̂
��
�
�
�
hB = 0

=
i

�h
h[A(t);B (t0)]i: (B.1)

C T he response in a Langevin process

By thede�nition thelinearresponseisgiven by

�hq(t)ih
�h(t0)

�
�
�
�
�
h= 0

=
�

�h(t0)

Z

D qD îqD  D  q(t)exp
�

� Seff +
Z

dt00 îq(t00)h(t00)
���
�
�
�
h= 0

with Seff de�ned in Eq.(8.6)and evaluated atvanishing sources. The rhs im m e-

diately leadsto R(t;t0)= hq(t)îq(t0)i,i.e.Eq.(8.7).
Theproofoftherelation (8.8)isslightly m oreinvolved.Thecorrelation between

coordinate and noise can be obtained from the variation with respectto �(t;t0)of
the generating functional(8.3) once the identities (8.4) and (8.5) have been used

and thesource Z

dt00dt000�(t00;t000)q(t00)�(t000) (C.1)
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hasbeen added. Integrating overthe noise and keeping only the linearterm sin �
in thee�ective action sinceallotherswillvanish when setting � = 0

Linearterm s =
kB T

2

Z

dt1dt2dt3dt4 [�(t1;t2)q(t1)(t2;t3)îq(t4)�(t4 � t3)

+ îq(t1)�(t1 � t2)(t2;t3)�(t4;t3)q(t4)]: (C.2)

Thevariationwithrespectto�(t;t0)yields(kB T)=2
R
dt00 [(t0;t00)+ (t00;t0)]hq(t)îq(t00)i=

hq(t)�(t0)i.

D G rassm ann variables and supersym m etry

Grassm ann variablesanticom m ute �2 = �
2
= [�;��]+ = 0.The integration rulesare

R
d� =

R
d� = 0 and

R
d� � =

R
d� � = 1 while the derivation issuch that@� =

R
d�

and @
�
=

R
d�.

Inthesupersym m etricform alism usedinSection8oneenlargestheusual\bosonic"

space to include two conjugate Grassm ann variables� and �: t! a = (t;�;�). A
\super�eld" and its\supercorrelator" arethen de�ned as

�(a)� q(t)+  (t)� +  (t)� + îq(t)�� ; Q(a;b)� h�(a)�(b)i; (D.1)

b = (t0;�;�
0
). The latter encodes the usualcorrelations hq(t)q(t0)i, hq(t)îq(t0)i,

hîq(t)q(t0)i,hîq(t)îq(t0)i,aswellas\ferm ionic" correlatorshq(t) (t0)i,h (t)îq(t0)i,
h (t) (t0)i,etc.The solutionswe constructand study aresuch thatallcorrelators
that involve only one ferm ionic variable  and  vanish. W e are then left with

theusualfourcorrelatorspurely bosoniccorrelatorsand theferm ion bilinears.One

provesthatthelatterequalthelinearresponse.If,m oreover,weonlyconsidercausal

solutions,Q̂(t;t0)� hîq(t)îq(t0)i= 0 and

Q(a;b)= C(t;t0)� (�
0
� �)(�0R(t;t0)� �R(t0;t)) : (D.2)

Convolutions,oroperationalproducts,and Hadam ard,orsim ple products,are de-

�ned as

Q 1(a;b)
 Q2(b;c) =

Z

dbQ 1(a;b)Q 2(b;c);

Q 1(a;b)� Q2(a;b) = Q 1(a;b)Q 2(a;b); (D.3)

respectively,with db� dtd�d�.
For correlators ofthe causalform (D.2),the convolution and the Hadam ard

productrespectthestructureofthecorrelator.Indeed,theresultoftheconvolution

isagain oftheform (D.2)with

Cconv(t;t
00) =

Z

dt0 [C1(t;t
0)R 2(t

00;t0)+ R 1(t;t
0)C2(t

0;t00)];

R conv(t;t
00) =

Z

dt0R 1(t;t
0)R 2(t

0;t00); (D.4)
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and theresultoftheHadam ard productisalso oftheform (D.2)with

Chad(t;t
0) = C1(t;t

0)C2(t;t
0);

R had(t;t
0) = C1(t;t

0)R 2(t;t
0)+ C2(t;t

0)R 1(t;t
0): (D.5)

TheDiracdelta function isde�ned as�(a� b)= �(t� t0)(� � �
0
)(� � �0).

E Integrals in the aging regim e

Integralsoftheform

I1(t)�
Z t

0

dt00A(t;t00)B (t;t00) (E.1)

appear,for exam ple,in the equation for �(t). W e separate the integration tim e-

intervalasin Eq.(12.8). If� ischosen to be a �nite tim e,A(t;t00)and B (t;t00)in
the�rstintervalcan beapproxim ated by A(t;0)thatvanisheswhen t! 1 .Since

theintegration intervalis�nite,thisterm can be neglected.In the second interval

the functions vary in the aging regim e and in the third intervalthey vary in the

stationary regim e.Thus

I1(t) �

Z
� t

�

dt00A ag(t;t
00)B ag(t;t

00)+

Z t

� t

dt00
��

A st(t� t00)+ lim
t� t00! 1

lim
t00! 1

A(t;t00)
�

�

�

B st(t� t00)+ lim
t� t00! 1

lim
t00! 1

B (t;t00)
��

:

W e assum e that this separation is sharp and that we can neglect the corrections

associated tom ixing ofthethreeregim es.In thethird term wereplaced A and B in

term sofA st,B st.W ecan now replacethelowerlim itofthe�rstintegralby 0 and

itsupperlim itby t.In addition,assum ing thatB isproportionalto theresponse,

lim
t� t00! 1

lim
t00! 1

B (t;t00)= 0; (E.2)

and thatA isa function ofthecorrelation such that

lim
t� t00! 1

lim
t00! 1

A(t;t00)= A qea (E.3)

wehave

I1(t) �

Z
t

0

dt00A ag(t;t
00)B ag(t;t

00)+ A qea

Z
1

0

d�0B st(�
0)+

Z
1

0

d�0A st(�
0)B st(�

0)

wheretheupperlim ittending to in�nity ist� �t ! 1 .

Another type ofintegrals is: I2(t;t0) �
Rt
t0dt

00A(t;t00)B (t00;t0). In particular,if

B = 1, A(t;t00) = R(t;t00), t0 = 0 and t ! 1 , this integrals yields the static

susceptibility.Ifinstead,t0islong and ttoo wehavethetypeofintegralappearing
in theequation fortheresponse.Letusassum ethattand t0arefarapart;westart
by dividing thetim eintervalin threesubintervals

Z t

t0
=

Z
� t0

t0
+

Z
� t

� t0

+

Z t

� t

(E.4)
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and by approxim ating the functionsA and B assum ing thatthey have a two-step

decay astheonein Sections11.1 and 11.2:

I2(t;t
0) �

Z
� t0

t0
dt00A ag(t;t

00)B (t00� t0)+
Z

� t

� t0

dt00A ag(t;t
00)B ag(t

00;t0)

+

Z t

� t

dt00A(t� t00)B ag(t
00;t0): (E.5)

In the�rstterm B (t� t00)can bereplaced by B (t� t00)= lim t� t00! 1 lim t00! 1 B (t;t00)
+B st(t� t00).Thesam eappliesto A in thelastterm .Allfunctionsvary fastin the

stationary regim ebutvery slowly in theaging regim e.Thenextassum ption isthat

functionsin the aging regim e thatare convoluted with functionsin the stationary

regim e,can beconsidered to beconstantand taken outoftheintegrals.Thatisto

say

I2(t;t
0) � Aag(t;t

0)

Z
� t0

t0
dt00B (t00� t0)+

Z
� t

� t0

dt00A ag(t;t
00)B ag(t

00;t0)

+B ag(t;t
0)

Z
t

� t

dt00A(t� t00)

� Aag(t;t
0)

Z 1

0

d�0B (�0)+
Z t

t0
dt00A ag(t;t

00)B ag(t
00;t0)

+B ag(t;t
0)

Z
1

0

d�0A(�0); (E.6)

where we used t� �t ! 1 and � t0 � t0! 1 . W hen thisintegralappearsin the

equation fortheresponse,A(�0)and B (�0)areproportionaltotheresponsefunction
since one is the response itselfand the other is the self-energy. Using fdt the

integralsin the �rstand third term can be com puted in the classicallim itorthey

can be expressed asfunctionsofthe correlation in the quantum case. The second

term instead dependsexclusively on theaging dynam icsector.

Allotherintegralscan beevaluated,in thelarge-tim elim it,in a sim ilarway.
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