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Recently,it has been claim ed (O .V.G endelm an and A.V.Savin,Phys. Rev. Lett. 84,2381

(2000);A.V.Savin and O .V.G endelm an,arXiv:cond-m at/0204631 (2002))thattwo nonlinearclas-

sical1-d lattice m odelsshow transitions,at�nitetem peratures,wheretheheatconduction changes

from being �nite to being in�nite. These are the wellknown Frenkel-K ontorova (FK ) m odeland

a m odelfor coupled rotators. For the FK m odelwe give strong theoreticalargum 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 etal.arenottruephasetransitionsbutarerathertheexpected cross-overs

associated to the conductivity divergence asT ! 0 and (forthe FK m odel)T ! 1 .

Heat conduction in classicalone-dim ensionallattices

hasrecently been investigated by m any authors(see [1]

fora recentreview).A largeclassof1-d system scan be

described by the generalHam iltonian

H =

N
X

i= 1

�

p2i

2m
+ U (qi+ 1 � qi)+ V (qi)

�

(1)

where N is the system size,pi is the m om entum ofthe

ith particle,qi is its displacem entfrom the equilibrium

position,U istheinternalpotential,and V isan external

potential. In the following we shallalways use m = 1,

without loss ofgenerality. Realisolated system s m ust

haveV = 0,since any externalpotentialwould itselfin-

volve a \sca�olding" which is not rigid and would thus

also contribute to heat conduction. Thus,for realsys-

tem s the support ofthe externalpotentialm ust be in-

cluded in thedescription ofthesystem ,and V hasto be

replaced by a contribution to the internalpotentialU .

Nevertheless,we shallin the following keep the ansatz

(1),understanding that we are calculating only part of

thecom pleteheatconduction when V 6= 0.In thefollow-

ing we shallalso assum e that the system has no frozen

disorder.

Itiswellknown thatheatconduction isin�nite,ifall

potentialsareharm onic[2]orifthesystem isintegrable.

In this case phonons resp. solitons are not scattered.

Thusthey propagate ballistically,given a constantheat

ux J (independent ofN ) when a �nite constant tem -

perature di�erence �T is applied to the two ends of

a chain of length N . Thus form ally, the conductivity

� = JN =�T is proportionalto N . For non-integrable

m odels with an acoustic phonon branch, i.e. without

an externalpotential,one expectsballisticstransportin

thein�nitewavelength lim it(sincephonon scattering in

generaldecreases with energy),which leads to a power

behavior� � N � with 0 < � < 1 [3]. Thisis the case,

e.g.,forthe Ferm i-Pasta-Ulam (FPU)m odel[6]and for

the diatom icToda lattice [7].

An exception to thisseem sto happen forcoupled ro-

tators[8,9],

U (qi+ 1 � qi)= � cos(qi+ 1 � qi); V (qi)= 0 ; (2)

which seem to have�nite� [8].Thisisexplained [10]by

thefactthatsinglehighly excited rotatorsessentially de-

couplefrom neighboring rotators,acting thusasbarriers

forthe propagation ofany phonons,even softones.

Softacousticphononsareessentially G oldstonem odes

due to G alilei invariance. Finite heat conduction (in

d = 1) is therefore expected when V 6= 0,since then

translation invariance is broken and an acoustic branch

doesnotexistin the phonon spectrum . Thisise.g. the

caseforthe Frenkel-K ontorova (FK )m odel

U (qi+ 1 � qi)=
1

2
(qi+ 1 � qi)

2
; V (qi)= � "cosqi : (3)

(notice thatthisisthe com m ensurate FK m odel,where

theharm onicpartofthepotentialleadsto thesam epar-

ticledistancein theground stateasthecosinepotential;

we shallonly discussthiscase in the following). In this

m odel,allphononshavea�nitem ean freepath,bounded

from above by a �nite constantwhich isindependentof

thewavenum berk,butwhich divergesforT ! 0and for

T ! 1 .Thelatterfollowsfrom thefactthatV given by

Eq.(3)e�ectively becom esnegligible when T ! 1 ,and

e�ectively becom es a sum ofharm onic potentials when

T ! 0 . Thus there is no ballistic transport,and no

obviousm echanism which could lead to an in�nite con-

ductivity forany �niteT,whileoneexpects� to diverge

when T ! 0 orT ! 1 [11].

Itwasthusverysurprisingwhen Savin and G endelm an

[12]claim ed to have clearevidence forphase transitions

in theFK m odel,atwhich theconductivitychanged from

�niteto in�nite.They claim ed that� is�niteonly in an

intervalTc1 < T < Tc2,with Tc1 and Tc2 dependenton

",while � = 1 outside thisinterval.

Indeed,the sam e authorshad also claim ed thatthere

isa phasetransition in the rotatorm odel[9,10].There,

thedensity ofhighly excited rotatorsshould ofcoursego

to zero forT ! 0. Thusone expectsthatsoftphonons

existin thislim it,and � ! 1 forT ! 0.Instead ofthis,

itwasclaim ed in [9,10]that� = 1 in an entireinterval

0� T � Tc.

In the presentpaper we wantto testthese claim sby

perform ingsim ulationson largerlatticesand with higher
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FIG .1:Tem peraturepro�lesfortheFK m odelwith "= 1and

Thigh = 0:55,Tlow = 0:45. The lengths ofthe centralparts

ofthe chains are 64,128,256,512,1024,and 2048. W hile

thegradientsin thecentralregion areroughly constant,m ost

ofthe tem perature variation happensforshortchainsin the

therm ostated boundaries.

precision than in [9,10].

In orderto m im icthesim ulationsof[9,10,12]asclose

aspossible,wealsousedLangevintherm ostats(wedonot

agree with these authorsthat Nos�e-Hoovertherm ostats

would be unsuitable,butwejustdon’twantany discus-

sion about this point). M ore precisely,we sim ulated a

chain of N 0 + N + N 0 oscillators. The centralN os-

cillators follow their Ham iltonian equations ofm otion,

while the outer2N 0 onessatisfy �qn = �
@�

@qn
�  _qn + �n

and with � = U + V being the totalpotential,�n being

white G aussian noises,h�n(t)�k(t
0)i = 2Tn�nk�(t� t0)

and with Tn = Thigh for� N 0 � n � 0 and Tn = Tlow for

N � n < N + N 0. W e used N 0 = 40 and  = 0:1,asin

[9,10,12].Thetem peraturedi�erence�T � T high� Tlow
waschosen between 10% and 20% .

For the integration we used a sim ple leap frog [13].

O n theonehand thisissym plecticand thusm oresuited

forthe centralregion than,say,a Runge-K utta integra-

tor. O n the other hand it should be m ore robust than

higher ordersym plectic integratorsin the boundary re-

gionswhich arenotHam iltonian.Step sizewas0.05,and

totalintegration tim eswere typically ’ 107 � 108 units

(i.e.108� 109 steps),with som erunsgoing up to 5� 108

units. W e checked that this was su�cient to reach a

steady stateand thatthe tim e-averaged heatux J was

independentofthe site.

W e veri�ed also that the tem perature pro�les were

roughly linear in the centralregion 0 � n � N , but

wecould notverify theabsenceoftem peraturejum psat

itsboundariesclaim ed in [9,10,12].M oreprecisely,such

jum pswere absentonly forvery large latticesand sm all

conductivities,i.e. ifthe heat ux was sm all. O ther-

wise,forsm alllatticesand/orlargeconductivities,there

were very large jum ps,m ostly located in the boundary

regions� 40 < n < 0 and N < n < N + 40 (see Fig.1).

Thuswhilethepro�lein thecentralregionwasessentially
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FIG .2:Heatconductivityversussystem sizeforthe’
4
m odel.

Each curvecorrespondsto a constantvalueof�,while T = 2

is held �xed. Statisticaland integration errors are less than

thesym bols.Thecontinuouslinesareonly drawn forguiding

the eye.

linear(in contrastto sim ulationswith Nose-Hooverther-

m ostats coupled to single particles,as e.g. in [5,6],it

would be very wrong to estim ate the conductivity sim -

ply by dividing the ux by the nom inalim posed �T.It

seem s thatthis wasdone in severalcasesin [9,10,12],

which explains som e { but not all{ ofthe di�erences

between theirresultsand those ofthe presentpaper.In

othercasestheauthorsof[9,10,12]m usthavetaken into

account boundary jum ps,otherwise their results would

disagreem uch m orewith oursthan they actually do.Un-

lessotherwisesaid,wewillestim ate� bydividingtheux

by thetem peraturedrop overtheinnerhalfofthecentral

region.

Notice thata sim ilarbehaviorwasfound also forthe

rotatorm odeland forthe discrete �4 m odel.The latter

isgiven by the Ham iltonian [14]

H =
1

2

X

i

�

p
2
i + (qi+ 1 � qi)

2 + �q
2
i +

1

2
�q

4
i

�

: (4)

Conductivitiesforthe�4 m odelwith T = 2and � = 1� �

are shown in Fig.2 forvariousvaluesof� 2 [0;1]. The

�4 m odelisa prototypem odelwith �niteconductivities.

Indeed weseethatallm easured valuesof� arenotonly

�nite but are independent ofN . This would not have

been thecaseifwehad nottaken thetem peraturejum ps

into accountand would have used the nom inalvalue of

�T when estim ating � from J=�T. The values of �

shown in Fig.2 arein very good agreem entwith thoseof

[14].

Frenkel-K ontorova m odel: In allsim ulations, N

ranged from 32 to 2048. W e m ade sim ulations for " =

1:0;3:0and 10.0.Accordingto[12],Tc1 isonlyweaklyde-

pendenton ":Tc1 = 2:6;2:3,and 2:0for"= 1:0;3:0;10:0.

O n the otherhand,Tc2 should strongly increase with ",

Tc2 = 3:3;15,and 150 forthe abovethreevalues.

Conductivities for " = 1:0 are shown in Fig.3. O b-

viously,they are �nite for T = 2 and T = 8,showing
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FIG .3:Heatconductivityin theFK m odelversussystem 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.

Statisticaland integration errorsare lessthan the sym bols.

that the tem perature range with �nite conductivities is

underestim ated in [12]. ForT = 0:5 and T = 32 we see

a slow increase of� with N ,over a wide range ofthe

latter,but it seem s to stop for the very largest lattices

(N > 1000). Finally,for T = 0:125 and T = 128 there

is a slow increase for allN > 300. The latter could be

taken asan indication that� divergesforthese tem per-

atures,butwe think thatthiswould be wrong. O n the

onehand,theincreasewith N isvery slow,m uch slower

than in Fig.4 of[12]. W e would geta sim ilarly fastin-

creaseasin [12]ifwewould usethenom inaltem perature

di�erence,i.e. ifwe would disregard the jum ps seen in

Fig.1. O n the other hand,the data for 0:5 � T � 32

show us thatthe saturation of� happens atlargerand

largerlatticesizesaswego away from thecentralenergy

region,justaswe have expected. Thuswe m ustexpect

in any casean increaseof� forallreachablelatticesizes,

and observing itdoesnotgiveany relevantinform ation.

Analogousresultsfor"= 3:0aregiven in Fig.4.There

we show data forthe tem perature range [0:75;75].This

is again m uch larger than the range where convergent
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FIG .5: Asym ptotic (for N ! 1 ) heat conductivity versus

tem perature for " = 3:0. The x axis is the tem perature,the

y axisisconductivity �center. Actually,the plotted valuesof

� are those m easured for N = 2048, but they seem to be

independentoflattice size forN > 1000.
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FIG .6: Heat conductivity versus system size for " = 10:0.

Again,statisticaland integration errorsarelessthan thesym -

bols.

conductivities were found in [12]. This tim e allcurves

becom e horizontalfor large N ,i.e. the conductivity is

�nite in the entire range. Itofcourse depends strongly

on T,see Fig.5. It diverges both for T ! 0 and for

T ! 1 ,sincetheproblem e�ectively becom esharm onic

in both lim its.

Finally,ourlastsim ulationsfortheFK m odel,for"=

10,aresum m arized in Fig.6.Thereweonly show results

forlow tem peratures,0:5� T � 2:75.Exceptforthelast

tem perature,they areallin theregim ewheretheauthors

of[12]havefound divergent�.In contrast,allourcurves

are either horizontalfor allN orbecom e horizontalfor

largeN ,suggesting that� is�nite forall�nite T.

R otator m odel: For the rotator m odel, we sim u-

lated larger system s,with N ranging from 32 to 8192.

Conductivities are plotted in Fig.7 againstN for T =

0:6;0:45;0:3;and 0.2 (from bottom to top). According

to [9], the phase transition from a high-T phase with

�nite conduction to a low-T phase with in�nite conduc-
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FIG .7: Heatconductivity versussystem size forthe rotator

m odel.Again,statisticaland integration errorsare lessthan

the sym bols.

tion occursatsom e Tc between 0:2 and 0:3. According

to that,the lowestthree curvesin Fig.7 should becom e

atforN ! 1 ,whiletheupperm ostshould continueto

grow.Thisisnotwhatisfound,although ourvaluesfor

T = 0:2 and 0.3 agree num erically quite wellwith those

of[9]. But while the curve for T = 0:2 increases with

the sam e averageslope asin Fig.2 of[9],itisde�nitely

S-shaped and stopsto riseforthe largestvaluesofN .

C onclusion:In thispaperwestudied thesizedepen-

dence ofthe e�ective �nite size conductivity ofnonlin-

ear 1D lattices,as a function oftem perature. W e used

straightforward but high statistics sim ulations to show

thattherearenoindicationsofthephasetransitionssug-

gested in [9,10,12]on the basis ofsim ilarsim ulations.

FortheFK m odel,thisisin agreem entwith expectations,

sincephononsshould havea�nitefreepath in thism odel

forall�nitetem peratures.Fortherotatorm odelitisless

obvious.Itsuggeststhattheblocking ofthepropagation

ofsoftphononsby localized excitations[9]ise�ectiveat

all�nitetem peratures.Itbecom esofcourselessand less

im portantasT ! 0,sincethedensity ofsuch excitation

decreasesexponentially with 1=T.Butitispresentatall

�nite T,and itbecom esdom inantforN ! 1 .

P.G .wantsto thank Roberto Liviand Antonio Politi

forvery helpfuldiscussions.
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