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A bstract

W e form ulate a sin ple ham onicm ean— eld m odelw ith N + 1 particles and analyse the relaxation
processes follow ing a jam p of one of these particks. E ither the particke can jum p back (shgle—
particle route) or the other N particles adjist them selves M ultiparticle route). T he dynam ics
ofthism odel is solved analytically in the linear response regin e. Furthem ore we relate these
resuls to a phenom enological approach by Funke and coworkers (conospt of m ism atch and
relaxation: CM R ) which hasbeen successfiilly used tom odelconductivity soectra in the eld of
jon dynam ics in solid electrolytes. Since the m ean— eld m odel contains the relevant ingredients
of the CM R -approach, a com parison of the resulting rate equations w ith the CM R -equations
becom es possible. G eneralizations beyond the m ean— eld case are discussed.

1 Introduction

T he com plexiy of ion dynam ics in disordered system s is re ected by the strong frequency de—
pendence of the conductivity ( ), observed at low tem peratures [{]. The dispersion can be
directly Interpreted asthe presence of correlated backw ard-forw ard dynam ics ofthem cbik ions
B,3,4]. From a theoreticalpoint of view , two di erent m echanisn sm ay contribute to the com —
plx dynam ics. F irst, the ionsm ove in an energy landscape, supplied by the basically in m obilke
network and which for am orphous electrolytes is expected to be disordered. Second, the ions
Interact via Coulomb interaction which tries to repel the ions from each other. Furthem ore,
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on longer tin e scales and at lower tem peratures the ionic dynam ics can be described as hops
between ad-pcent ionic sites [, 4§, 7].

A theoretical description of ion dynam ics on longer tin e scales can therefore be restricted
to hopping dynam ics. So far, however, the problem of ion dynam ics n solid electroktes is
too com plicated to fomm ulate an analytic m icroscopic theory. N eglecting, however, one of the
two Ingredients, signi cant progress can be m ade. W ihout the interaction am ong the ions it
is possible to extract nfom ation about the ion dynam ics via percolation theory or e ective
medim theory 8, 9]. M ore speci cally, in m ost cases a random energy landscape or a random
barrier landscape hasbeen analysed [LQ]. N ot allpredictions are com patible w ith experin ental
data. Experin entally, it is observed that the length scale L on which the ion dynam ics can
be described as a random walk is of the order of the nearest neighbor distance of two typical
ionic sites and is tem perature independent [§]. In contrast, for the random barrier m odel a
signi cant tem perature dependence as well asmuch longer values of I are observed [11].

O ther workers have stressed the relevance of Coulomb interaction am ong the m obik ions.
Analytical calculations fl4] and sin plem odel system s have been constructed along this line 13,
d4]. In particular Funke and cow orkers have devised phenom enologicalm odels w hich are based
on the relevance of Coulomb interaction [i,16,17,18,19, 20]. They consider the interaction
am ong the jons as the relevant ingredient, Incorporating also e ects of stress and strain. The
picture is as ollows: after a jmp of a welkequilbrated ion at site A to an ad-pcent em pty
site B the new ionic environm ent w ill offen lead to an energetic m ism atch, ie. could be quite
unfavorable. Thus it is very lkely that the ion jim psbadk to A (singkeparticke route). If, by
chance, the badk jum p does not occur in m ediately, the ad poent jonsm ay have tin e to adjust to
the new situation and the jonic site B becom esm ore favorable. T hus the badk jum p probability
decreasesw ith tin e. If nally site B hasbecom e m ore favorable than the initial site A the jump
can be viewed as successful m ulti-particle route) . T his interplay between both routes gives rise
to the com plex ionic dynam ics, nvolring m any correlated badk—and forth jum ps. Funke has
form ulated two coupled di erential equations, volring two di erent functions [L9, 20]. One
fiunction basically describes the m ean square displacam ent of the individual ions, the second
function the response ofthe neighbor ionsto an ionic jum p. In the previous version ofthem odel
(concept of m ism atch and relaxation: CM R) this coupled set has been solved analytically
and agrees well w ith m easured conductivity spectra [19]. In the orignhal CM R-approach no
adjustable param eters are present exospt for the sin ple scaling of the tin e and the length
scale. Presently, Funke and coworkers work on a more re ned model with one adjistable
param eter to fiirther in prove the agreem ent w ith experin entaldata PQ]1.

So far, the CM R -equations have not been derived from st principles. Unbrtunately, i is
not possible to verify the approach from com parison w ith experin ents. T he good agreem ent of
the m ean square displacem ent w ith experin ent (see below for a closer discussion) is in a strict
sense only a necessary condition for the validity of the CM R -approach. T herefore, we feel that
a thorough theoretical discussion ofthe CM R equationsm ay be valuable. The CM R -approach



casts the Interplay of singleparticle and m ultiparticle relaxation into two rate equations, using
phenom enclogicalargum ents. In particular, the precise nature ofthe Interaction am ong the ions
does not enter these equations. T he socope of the present work is to analyse a very sin ple but
non-trivialm odel which leads to exactly the e ects, lncorporated into the CM R -approach. It
w illbe shown that ndeed two equations can be derived w ith a form al structure identical to the
CM R -equations. A m ore detailed analysis, however, w ill reveal di erences of the exact solution
as com pared to the CM R-equations. The e ect of additional disorder w ill be also taken into
acoount. Furthem ore it w illbe argued that the present m odi cations of the CM R -equations
can be justi ed also from a strictly theoretical point of view .

T he organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the CM R -approadch.
In Section 3 our m odel is introduced which is then exactly solved In Section 4 in the lim it of
vanishing disorder. Section 5 contains the derivation of the two coupled rate equations which
are form ally identical to the CM R -equations. N um erical sin ulations of the m odel, partly also
Including disorder e ects, are presented in Section 6. W e end w ith a discussion and a summ ary
In Section 7.

2 CMR:a short summ ary

The CM R -approach isbased on two centralquantitiesW (t) and g(t). W (t) is form ally de ned
as the nom alized derivative of the singlkepartick mean square digplacement W (O) = 1).
A s already m entioned above the key idea of the CM R -approach is to consider the m ism atch
generated by a hop of a central ion (@t tine t=0). In the m ultiparticle route the neighbors
rearrange and thus adjuist to the new position of the central ion. In the singleparticle route
the central ion jum psbadk.

T he m ultiparticlke relaxation is characterized by the function g (t) . It expresses the nom alised
distance between the actualposition ofthe ion and the position at which i would be optin ally
relaxed. D uring this relaxation process the centralion is supposed to stay at itsposition so that
it can be viewed as xed RO]. D ue to the multiparticle relaxation the actual position of the
central ion gets closer to its optinum position as determ Ined by the neighbor positions so that
the energetic m ism atch is slow Iy released. T he Initial situation after the jum p is characterized
by gt= 0)= 1. Finally g(t) approaches 0 when the initialm isn atch has decayed. T he value
-g (t) is thus proportional to the rate ofm ism atch relaxation along the m any-particle route.
Let S (t) denote the fraction of ionswhich have not perfom ed a correlated back jim p aftertin e
t, ie. still corresoond to the successfiil jim pers. Then  S()=S (t) can be interpreted as the
rate ofm ign atch relaxation on the singleparticle route. T he factor 1=S (t) takes into acoount
that a relaxation process at tin e t of a sucoessfiil ion requires that the ion has ram ained at the
new position up to tin e t. The central assum ption of the CM R is that the sihgleparticke and



the m ultiparticle rates are proportional to each otherat alltines, ie. CM R-1a)
SO=s®/ gb: 1)
Furthem ore Funke assum es that the single-particle rate can be also expressed via CM R -Ib)
S()=S ) / W- @)= (): )

This m eans that the rate of m ism atch relaxation on the sngle-particke route is proportional
to W- (=W (). For a random wak wih no correlated backward jum ps one obviously has
S ) = 1. Furthem ore due to the strictly di usive behavior one also hasW () = 1. Here
CMR-Ib istrivially 1l lled. Combining CM R-Ia and CM R-Ib one nally gets CM R-I)

W-@=W ©/ ab: Q)

Next a rate equation for g(t) is fomulated. Here it is argued that the decay of g (t) is pro—
portional to the convolution of the driving force and the velocity autocorrelation function of
the neighboring m obil ions. N oting that the derivative of W (t) is proportional to the velocity
autocorrelation function and assum ing that W () decays much faster than g () (this can be
afterw ards chedked in a selfconsistent m anner) one ends up wih €M R-II)

ab / W ©OgO: @)

In the most recent version of the CM R Funke and coworkers have Inclided another tim e-
dependent function which m ay represent the tim edependent e ective num ber ofm obilke neigh—
bors availbk for the relaxation PQ], ie. €M R-Tnew)

g / W Bgbn®: ©)

From the tting it tums out that the choice n (t) = g(t) yields a very good agreem ent w ith the
experin ental data. In the Jatter part of thism anuscript we brie y discuss thism odi cation of
CM R-II.

These relations form a closed system . Note that all relations are based on general argum ents.
IfCMR-Tand CM R -TIwere valid they should be applicable to a large class ofm odels for which
the relaxation occurs by the Interplay of sihgle-particlke and m uliparticlke routes. T he function
Wcewr (), obtained from the solution of CM R-T and CM R-II, can nally be com pared w ith
experin ental conductivity spectra and thus w ith the experin entalW (t).

Now we are in a position to discuss why the em pirical agreem ent of W ¢y g (€) w ith the exper-
Inental W (t) does not in ply that the CM R-equations are correct. Validation of the CM R—
equations naturally requires know ledge of g(t). The de nition of g(t), however, is based on
the speci ¢ situation of a particle xed after its jygmp. W hereas g (t) can be determ ined from
com puter sin ulations or In som e cases even analytically (see below ), no experin ental acoess is
presently available. In principle, it m ay tum out that both CM R-Tand CM R -IT are not correct
but the nalsolution ofW -y g (£) can be usad to describbe experin ents. In any event, the goal
ofthiswork isto analyse CM R-1a,CM R-Ib, CM R-IT and lateron also CM R -TIhew Individually.



3 Hamm onic m odel

W e want to construct a possbly very sin pl m odelwhich allow s for the presence of a sinhgle—
particle and a m ultiparticle route. T he shgle-particle route requries an interaction term which
is a mininum when ad-pcent particles have their regpective equilbrium distance. This can
be m ost easily achieved by a ham onic potential. The muliparticke route is facilitated by a
translationally Invariant m odel. A fter the jum p of a particle and the consecutive jam ps of all
adpoent particles in the sam e direction the original con guration is recovered. For reasons of
sim plicity one m ay take a m ean— eld m odel in which all particles are identical.

Both properties are contained in the H am iltonian

iU ) b3
H = k) i ¥+ &) n xf Hy+ Hyye (6)

=191 =1
The ground state of this system isx = y; = 1= yy . O foourse, at nite tam perature there
w illbe a spread ofthe y; which can be easily quanti ed by m inim ization ofthe free energy (not
shown In thispaper). A1l N + 1) particles are treated identically In thism ean— eld H am iltonian.
T he particlke w ith coordinate x is form ally viewed as the centralparticlke and we de ne it asthe
x-particke. Furthem ore we de ne the centerofm assy of the other N particles as

prl
y= Q) i )
=1

The st of particles yi; iy vw willbe denoted y—clbud. If after the jimp x 6 vy, the x-particlke
w ill experience a badk-dragging force untilx = y. On the one hand, this can be achieved by a
Jum p of the x-particle to this favorable position (sihgl-particle route). O n the other hand, the
y-cloud can adijist to the new position of the x-particke muliparticle route).
In order to m in ic the hopping dynam ics the coordinates y; of the individual partickes are
discretised (y; = i 3=2; 1=2;1=2;3=2;::).W ithout Interaction am ong the particles k = 0)
the rates for all jum p processes are dentical. W ith nite Interaction the rates have to re ect
the energy variation due to the transition. In the soirit ofthe M etropolis criterion the rate fora
Jum p process of one particle isunm odi ed as com pared to the k = 0 case ifthe energy decreases
due to the Jum p and is decreased by exp ( U) ifthe energy ncreasesby U PRI1,,22];
In thism odel it is possibl to take into account disorder e ects, as present In am orphous ion
conductors for which the CM R -approach has been applied as well. Here we restrict oursslves
to barrier disorder. For the barriers between any two sites @j;a + 1) of the ith particle we
choose a random but xed valueE ; @;a+ 1), equally distribbuted between 0 and V, .« . Then the
Individualtransitionsarem odi ed by m ultiplying every ratew ith the factorexp( E;@;a+ 1))
if a transition of the ith particke from y; = atoy; = a+ 1 (or vice versa) is considered. T he
discretised positions aswell as the barrer disorder are sketched n Figl. Fork > 0 the particles
are con ned to a nie region ofy; values, as also ilndicated in Figl.



For com parison w ith the two CM R rate equations we need to express W (t) and g (t) in tem s
of the system coordinates. Fom ally, we de ne

W ©=w®=w Q) @)
where w (t) is the derivative of the sihgleparticle m ean square displacem ent
w () d=dbhx® x(©00i: )

For k = 0 and w ithout disorder one would have a sin ple random walk of the x-partick, ie.
hx () x(0)fi= tandthusw (t) = where isa rate constant. W ith additional disorder
Vi ax & 0) the short—range dynam ics is stilldi usive albbeit w ith a sm aller rate , re ecting the
slow ing-down due to the presence of higher barriers.

It ispossblke towrite W (t) In a m ore elegant way which willbe of relevance later on. Let hi,
denote the ensam ble average over all events where at tin e t = 0 the x-particle jum ps one site
to the right. W e start from the general relation (valid fort> 0)

2k O)g®)i=wht)= W-@O: 10)

The tetm in the bradkets of the lhs. is non—zero if there is a jymp happening at t = 0.
T he probability for such a jimp during a tine Interval tis t. Using a discrete notation
x(0)= x(t=2) x( T=2))=tonecanwrie in casesofa jmp: x(0)= 1= t. Thisyilds

hx0)x®i= ( Dhl=9YxOi = hx{®io 11)
and thus
W- () = 2hx ©)ip: 12)

In orderto obtain W (t) from this relation one has to recognize that for reasons of tim e reversal

sym m etry
hx (O+ ) Y (O)jafterjum P hx (0 ) Yy (O)%eforejum o) (13)

where x (0 ) denotes the position of the x-particlke after and before the jimp at t= 0, respec—
tively. T his relation expresses the fact that before a Jum p to the right the x-particlk is typically
left to the center ofm ass of the y—cloud and after a jum p by the sam e am ount right to it. Since
the Jum p length isunity one can directly conclude

hx0,) y@O3i= 1=2: 14)
Integration of EqilZ under the condition W (0) = 1 thus yilds

W o=2xt) yO3i: 135)



On a qualitative level this relation show s that the m ean square displacem ent can be cbtained
from analysing the response of the system aftera jump att= 0.

For later purposes we also consider them ultiparticle m ean square displacement h(y (t) y ©)¥i
if the x particle were not present, ie. exclusively for the Ham iltonian H,. In analogy to W (t)
we de new, (t) as its derivative and W , (t) as its nom alized derivative. Since for short tin es
the N particlkes behave independently of each other the short-tin e di usion constant of the
center of m ass is scaled by a factor of 1=N as com pared to the singleparticke case. Thus

wy, (0) = we Q)N = =N . w, () can be sinply calculated for the case of no disorder. Since
all interaction tem s cancel out, the center ofm ass of the y-cloud w ill just perform a random
wak, ie. wy (t) = =N . In contrast, in the presence of disorder the dynam ics of the center

ofm ass can be highly non-di usive. Later on i willbe im portant that exactly for the case of
di usive dynam ics the sum over all displacem ents during one tin e step is independent of the
sum over alldisplacem ents at a previous tin e. In analogy we Introduce w,, (t) as the derivative
of the m ean-square digplacem ent of the x-particle if no interaction w ith the y—cloud is present.
As a next step, we de ne g(t) as the relaxation of the y—cloud fora xed x-particke w ith the
nom alization condition g (0) = 1. Thisde nition ism otivated by the use ofg(t) n the CM R -
approach. Let hidy denote the ensemble for which at tin e t= 0 the x-particle has jum ped to
the right and ram ains there xed forever. Snce on average hx vy (0)i = 1=2 the appropriate
de nition is

1 gb=2ly®) yO}R: 16)

g (t) describbes how the y-cloud approaches the xed position of the x-particle, corresponding to
a decay ofg(t) from 1 to 0. Note that an equivalent expression is given by

gi)=2lx  y@®O%: )]

4 A nalytic solution of the m odel

In this section we calculate the particlke dynam ics In this m odel w ithout disorder. W e start
w ith the analysis of the dynam ics of the y—cloud ( rst, without the x-particle, ie. for the
Ham iltonian H ) under som e perturbation. In case of a tin edependent force F (t), ie. an
Interaction Ham iltonian F (t)y, one can apply linear response theory for an allF (t) to express
the dynam ics of y under the perturoation in tem s ofequilbrium correlation functions, yielding
R31 ;
t
hy © dpert = , dF (O)y®y()i 1I=2) F Ow, © 18)

wih = 1=kT).The nalapproxin ation isvalid ifthe tin edependence ofthe foroe ismuch
slow er than the decay of the velocity-velocity autocorrelation function.



In the present case we have no xed foroe F but the perturbation energy fora xed x-particlke
is given by H 4y . It can be rew ritten as

63

Hy=kty xf+ GN) ¢ w° @9)

=1

The second tem  is independent of x. ks average value results from a free energy m inin ization
of the positions of the particles which are part of the y—cloud. Thus it is irelevant for the
perturbation. For given y and x the force F thus reads 2k (x y) which shifts the y-cloud
tow ards the x-particle. For not too sn allN it is evident from Eqi§ that the response of the
y—<loud is slow due to the factor 1=N , which is contained In w, (t). Thus one can use the
approxin ation n Eq.§ and nally cbtains (om itting the index pert)

hy@i=k & y®©w, O: 20)

Furthem ore, the linear response relation Eq20 is also valid if the x-particle is allowed to be
m obik, ie. x is substituted by x (t) . T hus one has, using the hiy-ensam ble,

hy®io = kw, O MxOi, hO3): @1)

N ote that this relation also holds for disorder, since the disorder is taken into acoount by the

tem wy (£). W ithout disorder onem ay insert w, () = =N .

In analogy one can also form ulate how the x-particlke is attracted by the y—cloud. For this

purpose we consider an isolated x-particlke which is distorted by the energy F () x with F () =
2k (x y).W e odbtain

hg i = X Qo+ (kwx ©) ty Ol mx©3): 22)

The function wy (t) characterizes the dynam ics of an isolated x-particlke. The st temm on
the right side corresoonds to the behavior of the x-particle if no coupling to the y-cloud were
present. W ithout disorder one haswy (t) = (random walk) and hx (£)ig,qo = 0. W ith disorder
wy () may display a com plex tin edependence.

T his set of rate equations can be solved In a straightforward way. W ith the initial conditions
hx (0)ig = 1=2 and hy (0)i; = 0 one obtains (using the abbreviation C = k)

. 1
W (t)—2—hx(t)10—72(1+N)(l+NeXp( C 1)) (23)
and 1
hy (©)ig = m 1 exp( C B): 24)



Furthem ore one can easily caloulate g (£) from Eg21 by keeping the x-particle xed. Together
w ith Eq.l] one cbtains
gl = exp( C t=N): 25)

In agreem ent w ith typical experin ental situations the decay of g(t) is much slower than the
decay of W (©).

Interestingly, on the level of the linear response the fact that the y—cloud is com posed of in—
dividual particles is lost. Rather one could have started from the very begihning with a two
particle problem , ie. with the Ham iltonian H = k(x yf and postulate that ork = 0 the
equilbriim dynam ics of the x-particle is characterized by w, (t) and that of the y-particle by
wy (£). This simpli ed view willbe of in portance later on.

For chedking the validity of the CM R -equations for the present case V.« = 0 (no disorder)
we will proceed In two steps. First, we will derive rate equations In term s of g(t) and W (t)
for this H am iltonian, thereby generalising the above analysis to the case of additional disorder.
D ue to the strict derivation all proportionality constants can be expressed In tem s of system

param eters. Second, com parison wih CM R-Ia, CM R-Ib, and CM R -IT w ill reveal under w hich
conditions the phenom enological CM R -equations can be indeed applied. Third, we w ill check
the validity of our rate equations by com parison w ith num erical sin ulations.

5 Analytical derivation of CM R -like equations

First we consider CM R-Ta. A s m entioned before, w ithout disorder the center of m ass of all
particles perform s di usive dynam ics. This can be expressed m ore form ally. Let x (t) denote
the distance m oved by the x-particke at tine step t ( x(t) can be either 1;0;1). In analogy,
we de ne y(t) asthem otion of the center ofm ass of the y—cloud at this tim e step. Since the
m otion to the lft and the right side are equally lkely one (trivially) has

&
hx®i+ hy:;®i=hx®i+ Nhy@®i= o0 26)

=1

w here the brackets indicate the ensam ble average.

It tums out to be helpfiul to Introduce the notation hig. It denotes the average over the
ensam ble where at tin e 0 the x-particle has Jum ped to the right and for tin es less than tine
t has on average stayed at its new position. Q ualitatively, this is the ensemble of events for
which the Initial jyimp at t = 0 is successfil at least until the jmp at tine t. Fom ally this
m eans that hx (t)ig = hx (0; )iy . Because of the Independence of the dynam ics during successive
tin e steps for the purely di usive case (no disorder; see above) one also has

hx@Mis+ Nhy®©ig = 0: @7)



O bviously, the total system relaxes tow ards the equilbrium situation in a non-oscillatory m an—
ner. Q ualitatively, this in plies that those particles which are still successfulat tine t @ftera
Jum p to the right at t = 0) will, on average, have a tendency to m ove to the kft afterwards.
Thus it is possblk to ieratively de ne the fraction S (t) of successful particlkes, and thus the
S-ensam ble, by two conditions: (i) the average value of x (t) x(t,) x() iszero orthose
particles which rem ain In the S-ensemble after the jump at tine t. (i) the average value of
X (t) is -1 for those particles which were part of the successfil ensam ble before the jump at t

and all out of the S-ensam bl after the juim p. O £ course, this does not in ply that all particles
Jum ping to the kft, leave the S-ensamble but only those which are not balanced by particles
Jum ping to the right. Therefore for a random walk, leading to purely di usive dynam ics, one
has S (t) = 1 because on average the fraction of particlkes m oving to the kft and to the right
is identical. T he construction of the fraction of particles, belonging to the S-subensamble, is
sketched h Fig2.

The de nition ofthe S-subensam bl in plies

S r S S () S St t)

hx@is= ) ( 1)+S(t t) 0 se o ©8)

Inthelimi t! O one thus cbtains

S0 .
s TNk =0 @9

Form ore general energy landscapes, eg., w ith random barriers, the center ofm ass dynam ics is
not sin ply di usive. R athera jim p w illbe typically followed by correlated backw ard dynam ics.
T hus the presence of a jum p of the x-particle at tine t= 0 to the right In plies that x (0) +
N vy () on average is positive and correspondingly w ill be negative at later tines. Thus in
general one expects

.2 + Nhy(is = f4o (©) 0 (30)

5 (t) do
where f4, (t) (do: disorder) represents the e ect of disorder.
W e can proceed further by using Eq20. This relation has inportant inplications for our
analysis. Due to the lnhearity of the rhs. in x the average tin edependence of y (t) is the
sam e w hether one considers an ensam ble where all x-particles are xed at som e position Xy or
w hether the x-particles are distributed around this position w ith exactly the average value x;.
T his in plies that the S-ensam bl and the F-ensam bl yield the sam e tin e-dependence for the
relaxation of the y-cloud. Thus Eq30 can be rew ritten (using the relation gt) = 2y ®i =

2hy ()3 from Eq{l@) as
(d=dt)sS () N

= — : 1
s® > gt fH© (31)
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E xcept for the disordertem f4, ), which for weak disorder m ay be an all, relation CM R-1a
hasbeen recovered.

Eq. 20 can be also used to derive CM R-IIL. A fter expressing both sides in the F-ensambl and
using Eqd’} aswellasg(t) = 2hy ()i one gets

gl =k glw, ©: (32)

The only di erence to CM R-IT is the substitution of the single-particle quantity w, (t) by the
m ultiparticle quantity w () (thus yielding the proportionality to W (t)). Since, however, In
typicalexperin entalsituationsw (t) and w, (t) are quite sin ilarthis substitution m ay be justi ed
for practical purposes.

It rem ains to check CM R-Ib. For this purmpose we consider the situation that at t = 0 the
x-particle Jum ps to the right side and ends up at a position which, on average, is given by
y (0) + 1=2 (see above). For reasons of sin plicity we choose y (0) = 0. A fter the next Jump
processes at t = t there will be a higher probability for the x-particle to jum p to the kft
than to the right because of the back-dragging e ect of the y—cloud. p; denotes the fraction
of xparticles which e ectively jum p to the kft side which m eans, which are not balanced by
particlesm oving to the right side; see above) . T hus the num ber of successfuilparticlkesatt= t
isgivenby S(t)=1 p;.Furthem ore this in plies

®(Diog= (=2) @)+ ( 1=2)p: (33)
Together w ith Eq.l5 one gets
W (=1 2p;: (34)
T hus one has
W () W(t):28(0) S(t): (35)
W () S ()
T his relation in plies that f CM R-Ib were valid one should choose
W
ﬂ - 2&: (36)
W () S ()

Now we analyse the next jum p process at t = 2 t. The x-partickes, whith are still sucoessfiil
after t = t and thus are still centered around x = 1=2 will again have a tendency for a
Jum p to the kft side. In analogy to p;, we de ne p, as the fraction of these x-particles, which
e ectively Jum p to the kft side. In contrast, the x-particles which were unsuccessfiil after the
rst jum p and are thus centered around x = 1=2 will also be attracted by the y-cloud. For
these particlkes this w ill result In a preference of jum ps to the right side. In analogy to p, we
de ne g, asthe fraction ofthese x-particlkeswhich e ectively jum p back to x = 1=2. W ith these
param eters one directly gets
SEH=S(HL p2) 37)
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and
=2W Q=@ i = (1=2) [ 1pC p)tpaeH ( 1=22)pd o+ T pIpl: 38)
Straightforward algebra yields

W (b W(Zt)zzl I+g=p)pp S(H SEYH 39)
W (b 1 2p S(t )

T hus the proportionality of the nom alised W — and S-derivative is equivalent to the relation
@=p, = 1. This relation is, however, strongly violated at longer tim escales. The physical
origin of this violation is straightforward . D ue to the attraction of the x-particles the y-cloud
w ill slow Iy shift to the right, ie. one expects 1=2 > y ( t) > 0. This In plies that x-particles at
1=2 w illhave a stronger tendency to Jum p to the right than x-particles at 1=2 to jum p to the
Eft. Fom ally this can be expressed asq, > p; > P, . Thuson tin es scales forwhich the y—cloud
starts to m ove to the right the proportionality between W- ()=W (t) and S-()=S (t) breaksdown.
Qualitatively, thism eans that W (t) decays m ore slow Iy than expected because those particles
w hich have perform ed a backward jim p (after the initial jum p) have a very strong tendency to
perform afterwards a forward jum p. N ote that for this general analysis no relation to soeci ¢
properties of the present m odel w as necessary.
W e can explicitly check that CM R-Ib is indeed violated for longer tin es when taking the ana—
Iytical solution. TECM R -Ta and CM R -Ib and thusCM R Iwere valid the ratio W- (t)=W (t)g(t))
should be constant for alltim es. Here we get

N+ D)W N+ Iexp( C td 1=N)
N 2W (©)g () 1+ Nexp( C 1))

D (t): (40)

W hereasD (t) is 1 for short tim es it approaches 0 for long tin es. Thus in agreem ent w ith our
general argum ents W (t) decays slower than expected by CM R-Ta and CM R-Ib. M ore insight
is gained by rew riting D (t) after a Taylorexpansion of nD (t) In 1/N as

c? ¢
2N

InD ) = Ni(l-i- Ct epC b)) (41)
T his approxin ation isvalid forexp C t)=N 1. Thus the tin edependence ofthjstﬁnlbe—
com es relevant forC? ??=N = O (1).Onthistinescale onehasW ()= ((+N exp( N )=@1+
N ) which for argeN isalready closstoW (! 1 ). In agreem ent with ourgeneraldjscuﬁsjgl
the deviations occur if g (t) startsto decrease. At the crossovertine onehasg( ) 1 1I=N.
For a direct visualisation of this e ect we calculate W cy g ). From CM R-Ta and CM R-Ib
together w ith Eq 25 one obtains after appropriate nom alization

Wewr © = epN E@xp( C =) 1)] 4z2)
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W () and W ¢y r (£) are compared In Fig3. Sihce fort < the tin edependence of W cy g ) is
close to the true solution (for largeN ) the function W -y g (£) reproduces the tin e-dependence of
W (t) up tothe nalplateau. Thiscan be explicitly seen in F ig 3. N ote that the plateau value of
Wewg () Isexp( N ) which ismuch an aller than the Iin tingvaluieofW ¢! 1 )= 1=(1+N).
The weak deviations of W (t) and W ¢y g (£) at short times result from a temm proportional to
1=N 2 which hasbeen neglected in the Taylor expansion.

6 Com parison w ith num erical sim ulations

In this section we perform a detailed com parison of the di erent rate equations of the CM R -
appraodh, nvolring the functions W () and g (), wih the outcom e for our m odel system .
From the previous discussion we already know that CM R-Ia and CM R -IThold w ithout disorder
whereas CM R -Ib is violated for long tin es. From our general discussion we anticipate that in
case of additional disorder also CM R -Ia should be violated. Sihoe no exact solution is available
w ith disorder we have perfom ed kinetic M onte-C arlo sin ulations of the hopping dynam ics
using the M etropolis criterion. To chedk our analytical solution we have perform ed sin ulations
w ithout and w ith disorder. W e have chosen N = 64 and C = 123 form ost sin ulations.

The functions w (£) and wy, (t) can be easily extracted from the simulated dynam ics. For the
calculation of g(t) we used a slightly m odi ed sinulation strategy. If during the sin ulation
the (random ly selected) x-particle has jim ped to the right this particle was excluded from
further jm ps fora xed tin e Interval. D uring this tin e interval the relaxation of the other
particles were taken for the determm nation ofg (t) . A fler this tin e interval this particlke is again
allowed to perform hopping processes and another particle is selected as the x-particke and so
on. Averaging over a su cient num ber of iterations one cbtains g (t) . D uring these nunswe also
caloulated h x(t)ir and hy )iy . Forh y(t)ir we sinply detem ined the dynam ics of the
y—cloud at tim e t after the jum p of the selected x-particle. For the determm nation ofh x (f)ix
we calculated the probability that the x-particle would Jum p at tin e t either to the right or to
the keft. Thisdirectly yieldsh x (t)ir , ie. the average variation ofthe position ofthe x-particle
at tin e t under the condition that it was xed after its nitial jimp at t = 0. It is evident
that the detem nation of g (t) as a m ultiparticle quantity is m ore tim e-consum ing than that
ofW (t) as a singlkeparticke quantity.

For a direct com parison of the CM R -equations w ith sim ulated data it tums out to be helpfiil
to Integrate the CM R -equations. CM R-Tand CM R -II yield

hw ©=:d g®) 43)

and
hg®) = he ©i; (44)

Yy
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respectively, w ith proportionality constants ;. Comparison of CM R-II w ith Eq3Z indicates
thathrf, (t)iwould be am ore approprate choice for a quantitative com parison. In any event, due

to the sin ilarity ofhrf, (t)iand hr? ()i fortypicalexperin ents on ion conductorsthism odi cation

does not ham per the applicability of the CM R -approach 24, 23].

In Fig4 we analyse the validiy of CM R-I for the ham onic m odel w ithout disorder. The

num erically determm ined functionsW (t) and g () agree very wellw ith the resgpective analytical
predictions. A salready discussed in Section 4 one expects deviations for long tin es. For shorter
tin es, however, hW () and 1 g (t) are proportionalto each other. C om bination of Eq.30 and
EqB§ showsthat ; = N in agreem ent w ith the sinulated data .

The test 0of CM R-II can be seen In Fig.5. Here a perfect agreem ent can be found for the full
tin e regin e. Thiswas expected from Eqi37. T he predicted proportionality constant , = C is
also recovered.

Sinulations w ith disorder (V, .x = 2:0) can be found in Figs.6 and 7. One can see that CM R-I
again displays signi cant deviations Fig.6). CM R-II is ful lled very well Fig.7). Here the

proportionality constant 7 is close to the value of C . The agreem ent for CM R —IT does not
com e as a surprise shoe we were able (see above) to derive CM R -IT via Iinear resoonse theory.
Further insight about the e ect of disorder can be obtained from analysis of Eq 30 using again

the orighal param eters C = 123 and Vy o = 2:0. W ih disorder the center of m ass of the
x-particle together w ith the y—clud digolays non-di usive dynam ics, ie. fg4 () < 0. This is
explicitly shown nFigB8wherewediplayh x(t)ir,Nh y®)ir and f4 (). A santicipated, the
function fg (t) is negative. A Iready fort= 10 the function Nh y)is and thus ©N=2)g(t) is
much snaller than £, (t). W ith EqL this in plies that already fort > 10 the dispersion of
the x-particke as characterized by h x ()i ismanly detemm ined by disorder rather than the
m isn atch e ect due to the y—cloud.

7 D iscussion and Sum m ary

W e have presented a sin ple ham onic m ean— eld m odel which contains singleparticlke as well
as m ultiparticle relaxation m odes. The m ain goalwas to chedk whether the CM R equations
which are based on the interplay between these two relaxation m odes can be derived for this
model. First, CM R-II could be derived In Iinear response theory after substituting w,, (t) by
w (t) . G iven the experin ental sin ilarity ofw,, (t) and w (t) this step m ay be justi ed. Second,
CM R -Ia isvalid w ithout disorder. In contrast, w ith disorder an additionaltemm entersCM R-Ia
which accounts for the dispersive behavior related to disorder. Third, CM R-Ib is only valid
for short tim es. The physical reason for the discrepancy at long tin es could be identi ed as
the relaxation of the y—cloud after the niial jum p of the x-particlke. Indeed, this problm is
neviable if one wants to form ulate a theory involring a quantity lke g(t) where a particke is
kept xed and one deals w ith the tin edependence of the fraction of successfiil particles. In
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general it is not possibl to relate the behavior of the successfil particles to the m ean square
displacam ent since the latter quantity also involves the behavior ofthose particlesw hich becam e
unsuccessfiil at earlier tin es and m ay show a com plex tin edependence afterwards. Fom ally,
thism eans that there isno strict way to relate the hiig-ensemble Where W (t) isde ned) to the
hig-ensamble Where S (t) and g () are de ned). D ue to the generality of our argum ents the
sam e problem would hold if one considers dynam ics in three rather than one dim ension.

M aybe them ost dram atic sin pli cation ofthem odel is the fact that one particke nteractsw ith
all other particles in an denticalway. In reality the interaction strength depends (on average)
on the distance between two particles. Toget a rst In pression ofthis distance dependence one
m ay Introduce a step function for the nteraction strength in ourm odel such that a particke is
only Interacting w ith a fraction of the other particlkes. In the extrem e Iin it thiswould coincide
w ith the Rouse m odel of polym er physics where each m onom er only interacts w ith the two
adjpcent monom ers R§, 27]. For such a model one may de ne the y-cloud such that it is
com posed of those particles which directly interact w ith the (@gain random ly chosen) x-particle
(in the case of the polym er the two nearest neighbors) and the z-cloud by the particles which
do not Interact w ith the x-particls. Here we use the sin pli ed picture forwhich we forget that
the cloud is com posed of ndividual particles. A s shown In Section 4, this sin pli cation was
possbl for the m ean— eld case. Shoe we are only interested in a qualitative discussion ofthis
m odel extension we apply this sin pli cation also to the present non-mean eld case. Then our
problem boils down to a 3-particke problem w ith the H am iltonian

H=%ky& yi+k., zf: 45)

Qualitatively, adding the e ect of far away particles as expressed by the presence of the z—
cloud, one expects that at short tim es the decay of g (t) is unm odi ed because the only driving
force com es from the shifted x-particle. In contrast, at longer tin es the decay becom es slower
because the z—cloud tries to kesp badck the y—cloud. Som ewhat related argum ents have been
used to rationalize the additionalh (t)-term In CM R-Ihew as compared to CM R-IT -Q:O] For
the above Ham iltonian we can directly fomm ulate the rate equations in analogy to Section 5.
To be m ore speci ¢ we consider the rate equations for this Ham iltonian W ithout disorder),
evaluated in the hig-ensamble, to detem ine the e ect ofa xed (or, analogously, sucoessfiil)
x-particle

hy (0) s
hz (t)is

Wy Okey & hy®3)+ Kk, (z®1s Ty ©31)] (46)
W, @k tz®)is hy®3)]: @7)

For the smple casew, (t) = w, () = =N this relation can be directly solved. Here we are
particularly Interested In the m odi cation of CM R-II. In analogy to CM R-TInew we use the
ansatz gt) = kyw, ©g®F © (CMR-II corresponds to K () = 1). The function K (t) can
be directly extracted from the num erical solution of Egs#46 and 47. Here we chose kyy = ky,
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and w, (t) = w, (t) = =N ). Furthem ore we determ ned W (t) by formm ulating an analogous
equation for the x-particle and solving the resulting three rate equations In the hig-ensemble
(In analogy to the procedure in Section 4). Here we choss wyi (t) = . In Fig.9 we plot the
solutions forK () and W (t) against each other forN = 64. One can see that K (t) decays from
2 to 1 where the decay ism ahly in the region where W (t) is close to is nalvalie. Thus for
a broad range oftinesCM R -Thew w ith K 2 is the appropriate rate equation. Interestingly,
K = 2 isa typicalvalue used for the description of experin ental conductivity spectra Q1. For
di erent ratios ky,=ky, slightly di erent K (t)-dependencies result.

W e jast m ention that a urtherusefilm odi catprijsthe substitution ofthe ham onicpotential
k (i g)z by the periodic potential2(1  cos( k(y; ¥))). In thispotential it is possible to
Include the physicale ect thatan ion m ay escape its localionic cage. A ctually, thisH am iltonian
has been extensively analysed in a very di erent context P8, 23].

A though we have discussed only a sin ple Ham iltonian, the argum ents, conceming the range
of applicability of the CM R-equations, were quite general. Thus one would expect that also
for di erent m odel systam s or even for realistic ion conductors sin ilar argum ents m ight hold.
Ttm ay be possible that an appropriate rede nition ofthe successfilensamble (retaining CM R -
II) and thus of the physical Interpretation of the function g () m ay cope with CM R-I. Such
a rede nition can be und in very recent work BQ] although the theoretical in plications of
such a rede nition conceming, eg., the validity of CM R -IT still have to be worked out. In any
event, if such a rede nion is possibble one m ay hope that the very good predictions of the
CM R -approach would rem ain. This speculation is backed by the cbservation that CM R-T and
CM R -IT together, expressed via W (t), agree very wellw ith experin entaldata and CM R-IT has
found a strictly theoretical justi cation In our m odel. Furthem ore it is conceivable that the
disorder term £y, (£) m ay have speci ¢ propertieswhich render CM R I valid for som e situations
w ith additional disorder.

D ue to the relkevance of the CM R approach In the eld of solid ion conductors it is essential to
illum Inate its applicability from a strictly theoretical point of view . T he present work m ay be
regarded as a step In thisdirection and m ay hopefully serve asan Input fora fiitture developm ent
of the CM R -approach, rwlated, eg., to the interpretation of K = 2 .n themodied CM R-II
relation.

W e grateflly acknow ledge in portant and helpful conversations w ith R D .Banhatti, K . Funke,
and B . Roling.
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Sketch ofthe system of N+ 1) ions. T he parabola indicates the range of interaction.

Sketch of the de nition of the S-ensamble as the black bars aftera jimp from -1/2
to 1/2 at t=0. The key idea is that the fraction of particles which e ectively Jump
to the kft leave the S-ensamble.

N um erical representation of W (t) and W «y r () together w ith the num erically de—
term ined function W (t).

1 g vs.-nW () PrN = 64 and C = 123.
“Ing(t) vs. hry (i orN = 64 and C = 123.

1 gt) vs. -InW () orN = 64,C = 123, and .y = 20. Scaling works best for
a= 2900.

“Ing(t) vs. by 1 orN = 64,C = 123, and Vy o = 2.
hxig,Nhyis,and fy, () orN = 64,C = 007, and Vy .« = 2.

K () vs. W (t) forthe 3-particle system with N = 64 and ky, = ky,.
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