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A re there really phase transitions in 1-d heat conduction m odels?
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(2000); A V Savin and O V G endeln an, arX iv: cond-m at/0204631 (2002)) that two nonlinear clas-

sical 1-d lattice m odels show transitions, at nite tem peratures, w here the heat conduction changes
from being nite to being in nite. These are the well known FrenkelK ontorova (FK ) m odel and
a m odel for coupled rotators. For the FK m odel we give strong theoretical argum ents why such
a phase transition is not to be expected. For both m odels we show num erically that the e ects
observed by G endelm an et al. are not true phase transitions but are rather the expected cross-overs

associated to the conductivity divergence as T !

Heat conduction in classical one-din ensional lattices
has recently been investigated by m any authors (see {_]:]
for a recent review ). A large class of 1-d system s can be
described by the generalH am ittonian
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where N is the system size, p; is the m om entum of the
ith particle, g is its displacem ent from the equilbrium

position, U isthe intemalpotential, and V isan extemal
potential. In the ollow ng we shallawaysusem = 1,
w ithout loss of generality. Real isolated system s must
have V. = 0, sihce any extemal potential would itself in—
volve a \sca oding" which is not rigid and would thus
also contribute to heat conduction. Thus, for real sys—
tem s the support of the external potential m ust be in—
cluded in the description ofthe system , and V has to be
replaced by a contrbution to the intemal potential U .
N evertheless, we shall n the Pllow Ing keep the ansatz
(1), understanding that we are calculating only part of
the com plete heat conduction when V. € 0. In the follow —
ing we shall also assum e that the system has no frozen
disorder.

It is well known that heat conduction is In nite, ifall
potentials are hamm onic ij] or if the system is integrable.
In this case phonons resp. solitons are not scattered.
T hus they propagate ballistically, given a constant heat

ux J (independent of N ) when a nite constant tem -
perature di erence T is applied to the two ends of
a chain of length N . Thus fom ally, the conductivity
= JN= T is proportional to N . For non-integrable
models with an acoustic phonon branch, ie. without
an extemal potential, one expects ballistics transport In
the in nie wave length lim i (sihce phonon scattering In
general decreases w ith energy), which leads to a power
behavior N wih 0< < 1 B]. This is the case,
eg., for the Fem iPasta-Ulam FPU) m odel t_é] and for
the diatom ic Toda lattice fi].
An exception to this seem s to happen for coupled ro-

tators B, 4],

U@1 )= ocosl@1 ) Va@a=0; @)

0 and (fortheFK model) T ! 1 .

which seem to have nite []. This isexplaied [[0]by
the fact that single highly excited rotators essentially de—
couple from neighboring rotators, acting thus as barriers
for the propagation of any phonons, even soft ones.

Soft acoustic phonons are essentially G oldstone m odes
due to Galilei invariance. Finite heat conduction (in
d = 1) is therefore expected when V 6 0, since then
translation invariance is broken and an acoustic branch
does not exist in the phonon spectrum . This iseg. the
case for the FrenkelX ontorova (FK ) m odel

1
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(notice that this is the comm ensurate FK m odel, where
the ham onic part ofthe potential leads to the sam e par-
ticle distance in the ground state as the cosine potential;
we shall only discuss this case in the llow ing). In this
m odel, allphononshavea nitem ean free path, bounded
from above by a nite constant which is lndependent of
the wave num berk, but which divergesforT ! 0 and for
T ! 1 .The latter ollow s from the fact thatV given by
Eg.@3) e ectively becom es negligble when T ! 1 , and
e ectively becom es a sum of ham onic potentials when
T ! 0 . Thus there is no ballistic transport, and no
obvious m echanisn which could lead to an in nie con—
ductivity forany nite T, whilk one expects to diverge
whenT ! OorT ! 1 [11.

_wasthusvery surprising when Savin and G endeln an
f_le] clain ed to have clear evidence for phase transitions
In theFK m odel, at which the conductivity changed from

nite to In nite. They clain ed that is nite only In an
IntervalTe; < T < Tep, with T and T, dependent on
", while = 1 outside this interval.

Indeed, the sam e authors had also clain ed that there
is a phase transition in the rotatorm odel E_Q, :_1-(_]'] T here,
the density ofhighly excited rotators should of course go
to zero for T ! 0. Thus one expects that soft phonons
existin thislimit,and ! 1 forT ! 0. Instead ofthis,
twaschined n [¢,Id]that = 1 in an entire interval
0 T T..

In the present paper we want to test these clain s by
perform ing sin ulations on larger lattices and w ith higher
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FIG .l: Temperaturepro lesfortheFK modelwith "= 1and
Thigh = 0355, Ty = 0:45. The lengths of the central parts
of the chains are 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024, and 2048. W hile
the gradients In the central region are roughly constant, m ost
of the tem perature variation happens for short chains in the
them ostated boundaries.

precision than In i_é,:_ig']. L

Tn orderto m in ic the sin ulations of @, 10, 14] as close
aspossible, we also used Langevin them ostats wedonot
agree w ith these authors that N oseH oover them ostats
would be unsuiable, but we just don’t want any discus—
sion about this point). M ore precisely, we sinulated a
chain of Ny + N + N, oscillators. The central N os—
cillators follow their Ham iltonian equations of m otion,
while the outer 2N ( ones satisfy g, = T &4+ n
andwith = U + V being the totalpotential, , being

white Gaussian noises, h, @) x (9)i= 2 Tp nx €& ©)
and w ith T, = Thigh for N n 0 and Th = Tiow for
N n<N +Ny.WeusesdNyg= 40and = 0d,asin

i_é,:_i(_i, :_L-Z_i] T he tem perature di erence T
was chosen between 10% and 20% . _

For the integration we used a sinple leap frog I_lB_:]
O n the one hand this is sym plectic and thusm ore suited
for the central region than, say, a RungeXK utta integra—
tor. On the other hand it should be m ore robust than
higher order sym plectic integrators in the boundary re—
gionswhich arenot H am iltonian. Step sizewas 0.05, and
total integration tin es were typically © 107  10% units
(ie. 10® 10° steps), with som e munsgoingup to 5 108
units. W e checked that this was su cient to reach a
steady state and that the tin eaveraged heat ux J was
Independent of the site.

W e veri ed also that the tem perature pro les were
roughly lnear in the central region 0 n N, but
we could not verify the absence of tem perature jum ps at
itsboundaries clain ed in ig,:_l-g, :_1-2_;] M ore precisely, such
Jum ps were absent only for very large lattices and an all
conductivities, ie. if the heat ux was small. O ther-
w ise, for sm all lattices and/or Jarge conductivities, there
were very large jim ps, m ostly located in the boundary
regions 40< n< 0OandN < n< N + 40 (seeFig.1).
Thuswhilthepro l in the centralregion wasessentially
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FIG .2: Heat conductivity versus system size forthe’ * m odel.
E ach curve corresponds to a constant valieof ,while T = 2
isheld xed. Statistical and integration errors are less than
the sym bols. T he continuous lines are only drawn for guiding
the eye.

linear (in contrast to sim ulationsw ith N oseH oover _ther—
m ostats coupled to siglk particks, as eg. i L‘:, 1], i
would be very wrong to estin ate the conductivity sin —
ply by dividing the ux by the nom inalimposed T . It
seem s that this was done in several cases in i_91, :_f(_)‘, :_l-_'],
which explains some { but not all { of the di erences
betw een their results and those of the present paper. In
other casesthe authorsof Elg', :_f@,:}-g:] m ust have taken into
acoount boundary jum ps, otherw ise their results would
disagreem uch m ore w ith oursthan they actually do. Un—
lessotherw ise said, wew illestin ate by dividing the ux
by the tam perature drop over the innerhalfofthe central
region.

N otice that a sin ilar behavior was found also for the
rotatorm odel and for the discrete * m odel. The latter
is given by the Ham iltonian [14]
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Conductivities orthe *modelwihT = 2and =1

are shown In Fig. 2 for various valuesof 2 [0;1]. The

4 m odel is a prototypem odelw ith nite conductivities.
Indeed we see that allm easured values of are not only

nite but are independent of N . This would not have
been the case ifwe had not taken the tem perature jum ps
Into account and would have used the nom inal valie of

T when estim ating from J= T. The values of
sl:10wn In Fig.2 are in very good agreem ent w ith those of
(4.

FrenkelX ontorova m odel: In all sinulations, N
ranged from 32 to 2048. W e m ade sinulations for " =
10;3:0and 10.0. A ccording to {13], Ty isonly weakly de-
pendenton ": Ty = 2:6;23,and 2:0 for" = 1:0;30;10:0.
On the other hand, T, should strongly increase wih ",
T, = 3:3;15, and 150 for the above three values.

Conductivities for " = 1:0 are shown in Fig. 3. Ob—
viously, they are nite for T = 2 and T = 8, showing
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FIG .3: Heat conductivity in the FK m odelversus system size,

for " = 1:0. Each curve corresponds to a constant average
tem perature.
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FIG . 4: Heat conductivity versus system size for " = 3:0.

Statistical and integration errors are less than the sym bols.

that the tem perature range w ith nite conductivities is
underestin ated in {12.] ForT = 05 and T = 32 we see
a slow Increase of wih N, over a wide range of the
latter, but it seem s to stop for the very largest lattices
N > 1000). Fimally, or T = 0125 and T = 128 there
is a slow increase forallN > 300. The latter could be
taken as an indication that diverges for these tem per—
atures, but we think that this would be wrong. On the
one hand, the Increase with N isvery slow , m uch slower
than in Fig. 4 of [12] W e would get a sin ilarly fast in—
Creaseasin ELZ_] ] ifwe would use the nom inaltem perature
di erence, ie. if we would disregard the jim ps seen in
Fig.1l. On the other hand, the data for 05 T 32
show us that the saturation of happens at larger and
larger lattice sizesaswe go away from the centralenergy
region, jist as we have expected. Thus we m ust expect
In any case an Increase of for all reachable lattice sizes,
and observing it does not give any relevant inform ation.

Analogousresultsfor" = 30 aregiven n Fig.4. There
we show data for the tem perature range [0:75;75]. This
is again much larger than the range where convergent
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FIG.5: Asymptotic (for N ! 1 ) heat conductivity versus
tem perature for " = 3:0. The x axis is the tem perature, the
y axis is conductivity center. A ctually, the plotted values of

are those measured for N = 2048, but they seem to be
independent of lattice size for N > 1000.
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FIG . 6: Heat conductivity versus system size for " = 10:0.

A gain, statisticaland integration errors are lessthan the sym —
bols.

conductivities were found in f_l-_ . This time all curves
becom e horizontal for lJarge N , ie. the conductivity is

nie in the entire range. &t of course depends strongly
on T, seeFig. 5. It diverges both or T ! 0 and for
T ! 1 ,sihcetheproblem e ectively becom es ham onic
n both 1 its.

F inally, our last sin ulations for the FK m odel, for " =
10,are summ arized in Fig. 6. Therewe only show results
for low tem peratures, 055 T 2:15. Exocept forthe last
tem perature, they are allin the regin e w here the authors
of fl2:] have und divergent . In contrast, allour curves
are etther horizontal for allN or becom e horizontal for
large N , suggesting that is nite forall nite T.

R otator m odel: For the rotator m odel, we sinu—
lated larger system s, wih N ranging from 32 to 8192.
Conductivities are plotted In Fig. 7 against N for T =
0:6;0:45;03; and 02 (from bottom to top). A ccording
to [M], the phase transition from a high-T phase with

nite conduction to a low-T phase w ith in nite conduc—
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FIG . 7: Heat conductivity versus system size for the rotator
m odel. A gain, statistical and integration errors are less than
the sym bols.

tion occurs at some T, between 02 and 0:3. A ccording
to that, the Iowest three curves In Fig. 7 should becom e

at orN ! 1 ,whil the uppem ost should continue to
grow . T his is not what is found, although our values for

T = 02 and 03 agree num erically quite wellw ith those
of B]. But while the curve for T = 02 increases w ith
the sam e average slope as in Fig. 2 of i_ﬁ], it isde niely
S—shaped and stops to rise for the largest values ofN .

C onclusion: In this paper we studied the size depen-
dence of the e ective nite size conductiviy of nonlin-—
ear 1D lattices, as a function of tem perature. W e used
straightforward but high statistics sinulations to show
that there are no ndications ofthe phase transitions sug—
gested in E_Q, :_l-C_i, :;L-g:] on the basis of sin ilar sim ulations.
FortheFK m odel, this is In agreem ent w ith expectations,
since phonons should havea nite freepath In thism odel
forall nite tem peratures. Forthe rotatorm odel it is less
obvious. It suggests that the blocking ofthe propagation
of soft phonons by localized excitations iﬁ] ise ective at
all nite tem peratures. It becom es of course less and less
ImportantasT ! 0, since the densiy of such excitation
decreases exponentially w ith 1=T . But it ispresent at all

nie T, and it becom es dom lnant forN ! 1 .

P .G .wants to thank R oberto Liviand A ntonio Politi
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