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Comm ent on "The nature of slow dynam ics in
am inim alm odelof frustration lim ited dom ains"
by P.L.Geissler and D .R .Reichm an: In a recent
paper G eissker and R eichm anb nvestigated a m odelw ith
the H am iltonian
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H= dr S TR
with scalar eld | (r) In three din ensions using M onte
Carlo sinulations? The param eters of the m odel are
the typical wave num ber, kg, for m odulations of , the
"segregation strength", , between positive and negative

, and the, interaction strength, . M any years ago by
B razovskit argued that thism odelm ay undergoa uctu-—
ation induced st order transition into a lam ellar state.

W e recently argued that system s described by qugl
may also undergo a selfgenerated glass transition,
ie. can becom e pon-ergodic without the presence of
quenched, disorder. This result was based on our ear-
lier work?® which dem onstrated such glassiness in a re—
lated m odel discussed in the context of frustration lin —
ted dom ain form ation by K ivelson et all. The qual-
tative features of that theory were con m ed in m ode—
coupling calculations and M onte C arlo sin ulationg ofthe
corresponding lattice m odel by G rousson et alf?. The
theory is based on a replica om alisn and two key as—
sum ptions were m ade in Reﬁ;ff,g;_é: i) G lassiness can be
studied w thin the m ean— eld replica form alism w ith one
step replica symm etry breaking which was shown to be
m argihally stable. i) The selfconsistent screening ap-—
proxim ation (SC SA ), lncluding de G ennes narrow ing, or
the summ ation of the perturbation series in can be
used. Recently we have been abl to avoid this second
assum ption and found a com plete solution of the m ean

eld replica equations by generalizing the dynam icm eqan

eld approach DM FT) of oom;e]ated electron m odelst’
to the case of glassy system s~ L% G fven that our theory
still relies on the applicability of the m ean— eld replica
form alism , com puter sin ulations like those ofR eﬁ:j,:g re—
man crucialfora nal judgm ent on the existence of self
generated glassiness in uniform Iy frustrated system s of
this type.

G eissler and Reichm an performed M onteCarloM C)
calculations and com pared the results w ith two analyt-
ical approaches, one, a Hartree theory and the other,
a mode coupling theory perform ed selfconsistently up
to second order In . For = 1, ky = 035 and be-
tween 0:14 and 0, good agreem ent between theM C and
H artree approaches was obtained, w hereas the prim itive
m ode-coupling theory yields glassy dynam ics already for

0:d, which was not seen In the M onte C arlo sin —
ulations. Thus, the M onte Carlb sin ulations could not
con m the glassy dynam ics found in m ode coupling cal-
culations, but rather gave only fast, "liquid-lke" relax—
ations. G eissler and R eichm an concluded that E q:'g: likely
does not exhib i glassy dynam ics.

In Fig.l we com pare our results for the dynam ic tran—
sition between the liquid and glass state obtained w ithin
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FIG .1: Phase segregation strength  at the dynam ic transi-
tion between the liquid and glass state as function ofthe cou—
pling constant , obtained by usihg 2% order perturbation

theory the self consistent screening approxin ation (SC SA ) of
R efs, 4;5;é and the dynam icalmean eld theory OMFT) of
R ef'é]_! T he diam onds indicate the param eters of the M onte

Carlo calculations by G eissler and R eichm an where only lig—
uid like behavior was found. The SCSA and DM FT calcula—
tions are consistent w ith the M onte C arlo results w hereas the

2“d—order calculation (sin ilar to the m ode coupling theory of
R efﬂ,) strongly overestin ates glassiness.

the replica form alism and solved by using three di erent
techniques: a self consistent second order theory (sim ilar
to the m ode coupling theory ofReerL') the SCSA used
in ReBA,E,é and the complte solution of the replica
mean ed problem OMFT) of Refil. In the second
order calculation we determm ined the liquid state correla—
tion function within H artree theory, which seem s to be
closest to the procedure ofR ef;}', who used M onte Carlo
results for the liquid structure facture and nd that it
is sin flar to the one obtained within the Hartree ap-
proach. The diam onds are the results of G eissler and
Reichm an Figs.5 and 6 ofRefa']:) whereM C sin ulations
give liquid like behavior. It is obvious from this plot
that the resultsby G eisslker and R eichm an indeed dem on—
strate that a second order m ode coupling theory gives a
poor approxim ation for the location of the glass transi-
tion. However, their results cannot be used to rule out
the glass transition we proposed. W ithin the com plete
solution of the replica mean eld theory this transition
should occuronly or -wvaliessnallerthan 02.In fact
Fig. 2 of G eissler and R eichm an is not inconsistent w ith
a very slow relaxation rate or < 02. Clearly, jist
as for any phase transition, even the best solution of the
mean eld approach m ight yield a phase boundary which
is di erent from what the essentially exact M onte Carlb
sinulation nds. The key aspect of our theory was that
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even a sinple mean eld theory lads to a proliferation
ofm etastable states and to an entropy crisis. T hus, self
generated random ness em erggs.according to the random
rst order transition scenario L4

T hat the param eters studied In Ref:_]: are outside the
region relevant orglassiness is consistent w ith their nd-
ingsthat no indication forthe rst orderB razovskiitran—
sition was detected either. W e argued In Ref;ﬁl: that the
glass transition occurs due to the sam e type of uctu-
ations and for sin ilar param eters to the uctuatjpn in-
duced rst ordertransition proposed by B razovski®. T he
absence of the glass transition could therefore m ost con—
vincingly be dem onstrated by show ing the in possibility
of achieving cooling rates that exceed nucleation rates.

In summary, the recenf Monte Carlo calculations
by G eissler and Reichm an? are not conclisive in rul
Ing out the selfgenerated glass transition proposed in
R efg. N evertheless, if perform ed for param eters relevant
for glassy behavior M onte C arlo calculations like theirs

would be very usefil in judging whether Eq:g: can be
considered as a m Inin alm odel for glassiness or w hether
additional ingredients are needed. In addition they of-
fer a pow erful toolto study glassy dynam ics beyond the
lim itations of replica mean eld theory.

This work has been supported by Research Corpora—
tion and Am es Laboratory, operated for the U.S.De~
partm ent ofE nergy by Iowa State U niversity under C on—
tract No. W -7405-Eng82 (J.S.and SW .) and NSF .
G.W .),Grant No. ChE-9530680.

Jorg Schm alian, Sangw ook W u

D epartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y and

Am es Laboratory, Iowa State University, Am es, A 50011
Peter G .W olynes,

D epartm ent of C hem istry and B iochem istry,

U niversity of C aliformia at San D iego, La Jolla, CA 92093

P.L.Geissler and D .R Reichm an, 'cond-m at/0304254
In Ref.[l] there isno ﬁctor% in front ofthe term quadratic
in .Since this factor isneeded to derive Egs. 7 and 9 from
Eqg2 ofRef.[l], we assum e that the m issing pre-factor is a
m isorint of Refl[l].
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