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Single Particle Jum ps in a B inary Lennard-Jones System B elow T he G lass Transition
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Departm ent ofPhysics, BucknellUniversity, Lewisburg, Pennsylvania 17837, USA

(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

W e study a binary Lennard-Jones system below the glass transition with m olecular dynam ics

sim ulations. To investigate the dynam ics we focus on events (\jum ps") where a particle escapes

the cage form ed by itsneighbors.Using single particle trajectorieswe de�ne a jum p by com paring

foreach particle itsuctuationswith itschangesin average position. W e �nd two kindsofjum ps:

\reversible jum ps," where a particle jum psback and forth between two orm ore average positions,

and \irreversiblejum ps," wherea particledoesnotreturn to any ofitsform eraveragepositions,i.e.

successfully escapesitscage.Forallinvestigated tem peraturesboth kindsofparticlesjum p and both

irreversible and reversible jum psoccur.W ith increasing tem perature relaxation isenhanced by an

increasing num berofjum ps,and growing jum p lengthsin position and potentialenergy.However,

the waiting tim e between two successive jum ps is independent oftem perature. This tem perature

independence m ightbe due to aging,which ispresentin oursystem . The tim es ofjum p duration

are at alltem peratures signi�cantly shorter than the waiting tim es. The ratio ofirreversible to

reversiblejum psisalso increasing with increasing tem perature,which weinterpretasa consequence

ofthe increased likelihood ofchanges in the cages,i.e. a blocking ofthe \entrance" back into the

previouscage.In accordance with thisinterpretation,the uctuationsboth in position and energy

are increasing with increasing tem perature. A com parison ofthe uctuationsofjum ping particles

and non-jum ping particlesindicatesthatjum ping particlesarem orem obileeven when notjum ping.

The jum psin energy norm alized by theiructuationsare decreasing with increasing tem perature,

which isconsistentwith relaxation being increasingly driven by therm aluctuations.In accordance

with subdi�usive behaviorare the distributionsofwaiting tim esand jum p lengthsin position.

PACS num bers:02.70.N s,05.20.-y,61.20.Lc,61.43.Fs,64.70-Pf

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Ifa liquid iscooled and crystallization isavoided,one

obtains a Supercooled liquid. Upon further cooling the

system falls out of equilibrium and results in a glass.

During the transition from liquid to supercooled liquid

to glassthe therm odynam ic propertieschange and even

m ore drastic changes occur in the dynam ics [1]. The

viscosity increases by m any orders ofm agnitude upon

cooling and the m ean square displacem ent (M SD) as a

function oftim edevelopsaplateau atinterm ediatetim es.

The lower the tem perature the longer the waiting tim e

within theplateau untila second risein them ean square

displacem ent occurs [2]. O ne com m on explanation for

the plateau is that while at high tem peratures one has

(atlateenough tim es)norm aldi� usion,atlowertem per-

aturesparticlesarecaged in,i.e.trapped by theirneigh-

bors,and spend longer tim e within this cage with de-

creasing tem peratures.The second increasein the M SD

indicatesthatafterlong enough waiting tim e the parti-

clesm anageto escapetheircage.Thisescapeoutofthe

cage(\jum p")isthe focusofthispaper.

To set the work ofthis paper in context,we review

brie y previousstudies on the dynam ics ofsupercooled

liquidsand glasses.W e restrictourselvesm ostly to sim -

ple glass form ers, excluding m ajor work about strong

glassform ers,ionicsystem s,polym ersand crystals.

�Electronic address:kvollm ay@ bucknell.edu

Centralquantities in both experim ents and com -

puter sim ulations are the viscosity,di� usion constant

and M SD.TheM SD,which isan averageoversinglepar-

ticle i= 1;:::;N displacem ents,

r
2(t)=

1

N

X

i

jri(t)� ri(0)j
2, (1)

and variationsthereof[3]

� R(t) = (N � M SD)�1=2 (2)

� R(t) =

 
X

i

hjri(t)� ri(0)j
2i� t

! �1=2

(3)

where h� i� t isa tim e average

� R 0(t) =

 
X

i

�
�r
0
i(t)� r

0
i(0)

�
�2

! �1=2

(4)

where r
0
i(t) isthe position aftersteepestdecent

show jum ps when viewed with � ne enough tim e resolu-

tion,and when studied atlow enough tem peraturesand

for single con� gurations [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. De-

tailed studies ofthese jum ps indicate collective m otion

[3,4,5,6].

O ne learnsaboutthe interplay between regulardi� u-

sion and hopping m otion via four-pointcorrelation func-

tions [11,12,13,14,15]and the van Hove correlation

function G (r;t)= G s(r;t)+ G d(r;t)[15,16,17,18,19,

20, 21, 22, 23, 24]where G s(r;t) is the self part and

G d(r;t)isthedistinctpart.Thehopping showsup in an

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308601v1
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additionalpeak in G s(r;t)and an increasein the am pli-

tude atr! 0 ofG d(r;t).

Recently attention has been drawn to the non-

G aussian tail of G (r;t) [25, 26, 27, 28] and the non-

G aussian param eter �2 [5, 13, 25, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32,

33,34]which is the second coe� cient ofthe cum ulant

seriesofFs(q;t),the Fouriertransform ofG s(r;t).They

aresignaturesofnon-exponentialbehavior,which m ight

beeitherdueto hom ogeneouscom plex dynam icsand/or

due to spatially heterogeneousdynam ics [35]. This has

been studied both with experim ents[28,29,30,36]and

in sim ulationsoftwo-dim ensional[31,37,38,39,40]and

three-dim ensionalsystem s [3, 5, 6, 11, 25, 26, 27, 32,

40,41,42,43,44,45,46]. Studies ofthe m ost m obile

particlesrevealthatthey m oveincreasingly m orecollec-

tively with decreasing tem perature.O nedistinctfeature

ofthiscollectivedynam icsisthatsom eparticlesarem ov-

ing along a string [3,8,26,30,46,47,48].

Sim ilarm otion hasbeen found viathestudy ofnorm al

m odeswhich are com m only used to study the dynam ics

atlow tem peratures[8,44,45,46,47,48,49].

The dynam ics ofglasses out ofequilibrium ,i.e. sys-

tem s which have been quenched from high to low tem -

perature,displays additionalcom plexity,since the sys-

tem m ight \age" [50]. This m eans that the dynam ics

dependson thewaitingtim ebetween thequench and the

m easurem ent [51,52,53]which results in the violation

ofthe  uctuation dissipation theorem [53,54].

Anotherfruitfulapproach to gain insightinto the dy-

nam icsofsupercooled liquidsand glasseshasbeen to in-

vestigatetheenergy landscapeoftheinherentstructure,

that m eans of the instantaneous con� gurations which

have been quenched to theirlocalpotentialenergy m in-

im um [14,55,56,57,58,59,60]. Atthe sam e tem per-

ature when the system starts slowing down drastically,

the potentialenergy ofthe inherentstructure undergoes

a qualitativechange[55].Thelong tim ebehaviorofthis

potentialenergyshowsjum psbetween m etabasins,where

the latter are groups of strongly correlated localm in-

im a [56,57,58,59,60].The m ean averagewaiting tim e

h� twaitibetween thesejum psturnsoutto bedom inated

by the long tim es. h� twaiti together with the di� usion

constantallow an estim ateofthe cagesize[59].

Direct studies ofthe cage have been done via three-

tim e correlations[14],velocity-velocity correlations [30,

38,61],via thecagecorrelation function [62,63,64],and

a passagetim ebeforea particleescapes[65].Theresults

ofthesestudiestellusaboutcagepropertiessuch asthe

cagesizeand waiting tim e within a cage(orjum p rate).

Hand in hand with the experim ents and sim ulations

arethetheoreticalm odelsforsupercooled liquidsand

glasses. O ne ofthe very successfultheoriesisthe m ode

couplingtheory oftheglasstransition (M CT)[66],which

describes the dynam ics ofsupercooled liquids via non-

lineardynam icsofcoupled density m odesand m akespre-

dictionsforquantitiessuch asD ,F (q;t),and thesuscep-

tibility �00(!). The extended version ofM CT includes

hoppingprocessesviathecouplingtocurrent uctuations

[67]. The com parison ofexperim entand thistheory for

�00(w)[68]and �2 [69]showsvery good agreem ent.

The M CT isa theory forthe glasstransition fortem -

peratures above the glass transition. Below the glass

transition thereexistsnoequivalentofam icroscopicthe-

orysuch asM CT.Som ephenom enologicaltheorieswhich

arem oregeneralm odelsforsolidsbuild in hoppingeither

indirectly asin the free volum e m odel[70]ordirectly in

hopping m odels[71,72,73]. Directhopping m odelsare

basedontheassum ption thathoppingisthem ainprocess

which explainsthedynam ics.Thestartingpointin these

m odelsisusually a random walk and theanom alousdif-

fusion isincorporated via a distribution ofwaiting tim es

(orjum p rates). The jum ping entitiesare eitherdefects

[71],uncharged carriers[72]or(in thecaseofpredictions

foracand dc conductivity)charged carriers[73].

The goalofthis paperisto obtain via single particle

trajectoriesdirectinform ation aboutjum p processessuch

asjum p sizesand waiting tim esbetween jum ps.Speci� c

exam plesofthedynam icsofsingleparticlejum ps,in the

form ofa plotofone com ponentofri(t)[16,17,18,74]

orin the form ofa two-orthree-dim ensionalpicture of

the particle trajectory [6,28,29,30,31,40,57,61],are

very helpfulto getan idea ofsom equalitativefeaturesof

jum ps,such asthe detailed geom etry ofjum p processes

[16,17,57,74].In thispaper,however,wegobeyond sin-

gle exam ples by de� ning a system atic search algorithm

for jum p processes. For the case ofsingle particle tra-

jectories a sim ilar approach has been used in the work

[17,19,34,43],where the jum p criterion isa m inim um

hopping distance,which isthe sam e forallparticles. In

contrast,we use a relativecriterion,where foreach par-

ticleitssizeof uctuationsiscom pared to itsjum p size.

W e choose this relative criterion to be able to identify

jum ps ofparticles ofdi� erent sizes and neighborhood.

Thatm eansthe criterion isadjusted to the cage size of

each individualparticle. Ascriterion forthe occurrence

of a jum p we use the positions of particles instead of

theirenergy.W hile both approachesarefruitful,we be-

lieve that m any theoreticalm odels and interpretations

ofsim ulationsand experim entsarebased on an intuitive

picture ofthe particle m otion in realspace. Sim ilarly

ourgoalisto m im ic a carefulobserverofeach particles

m otion in our system . W e therefore use single particle

trajectories,instead ofa quantity which is an average

overallparticles(asin the work [3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10]).

Forthecaseofsingleparticletrajectoriesthedistinction

between vibrationaland hopping m otion turnsoutto be

clearerby takingtim eaveragesthan by usingtrajectories

ofthe inherentstructure.

In the following we de� ne ourm odel,and give details

aboutthe sim ulation (Sec.II). O urprecise de� nition of

a jum p isgiven in Sec.III. W e � nd two typesofjum ps

(irreversibleand reversible).Thelatteraredistinguished

forthe restofthe paper(in distinction from [17,19,34,

43].) In Sec.IV wecountasafunction oftem peraturethe

num berofjum ping particles,and in Sec.V the num ber

ofvisited di� erent cages. In Sec.VIwe investigate the
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tim esduring a jum p and between successivejum ps.The

jum p size both in position and in potentialenergy are

presented in Secs.VIIand VIII.In Sec.IX we conclude

with a sum m ary ofour results,a com parison with the

resultsofpreviouswork and with ourresulting pictureof

jum p processes.W e� nish with open questionssuggesting

future work.

II. M O D EL A N D SIM U LA T IO N

W eusea binary Lennard-Jones(LJ)m ixtureof800 A

and 200 B particleswith thesam em ass.Theinteraction

potentialforparticlesiand j atpositionsri and rj and

oftype�;� 2 fA,Bg is

V�� (r)= 4���

��
���

r

�12
�

�
���

r

�6
�

; (5)

where r = jri � rjjand �A A = 1:0;�A B = 1:5;�B B =

0:5;�A A = 1:0;�A B = 0:8 and �B B = 0:88. W e trun-

cate and shiftthe potentialatr = 2:5��� . From previ-

ous investigations [75,76]it is known that this system

isnotprone to crystallization and dem ixing. In the fol-

lowing wewillusereduced unitswheretheunitoflength

is�A A ,the unitofenergy is�A A and the unitoftim e isp
m �2

A A
=(48�A A ).

W e carry out m olecular dynam ics (M D) sim ulations

using the velocity Verlet algorithm with a tim e step of

0.02. The volum e is kept constant at V = 9:43 = 831

and we use periodic boundary conditions. According to

previoussim ulations[54,75,76]the kinetic glasstransi-

tion is around T � 0:435. W e analyze here sim ulations

atT = 0:15=0:2=0:25=0:30=0:35=0:38=0:40=0:41=0:42and

0:43 as they have been described in [42]. W e start

with 10 independent wellequilibrated con� gurations at

T = 0:446.[77]Each ofthese con� gurations undergoes

the following sequence ofsim ulation runs. After an in-

stantaneous quench to T = 0:15 we � rst run a (NVT)

sim ulation for 105 M D steps. The tem perature is kept

constant by replacing the velocities of allparticles by

new velocitiesdrawn from thecorresponding Boltzm ann

distribution every 50 tim e steps. W e then run the sim -

ulation for105 M D stepswithoutthe tem perature bath

(NVE)and subsequently raisethetem peratureinstanta-

neously to the nexthighertem peratureT = 0:2.(NVT)

and (NVE) runs of105 M D steps each follow and the

tem peratureisagain raised,and so forth.The� nalcon-

� gurationsofthese(NVT)runsaretheinitialcon� gura-

tionsforthe(NVE)production runs(for5� 106 M D steps)

presented in thispaper.During each production run the

positionsofallparticles(con� gurations)arestored every

2000 M D stepswhich arethen used foranalysis.

Forthe here investigated tem peraturesthe relaxation

tim es � are m uch larger than the waiting tim e before

the production runs (at T = 0:446 is � � 8� 105). W e

therefore study relaxation processes out ofequilibrium

and � nd aging e� ects,which isconsistentwith previous

detailed studies of aging of the sam e binary Lennard-

Jonessystem [53,54].

III. D EFIN IT IO N O F JU M P A N D JU M P -T Y P E

W e focus in this paper on the process of a particle

escaping its cage,using single particle trajectories ri(t)

given by the periodically stored con� gurations.

t

∆ri

σi,est

ir

FIG .1: Sketch ofa particle trajectory to illustrate the def-

inition of a jum p by com parison of the uctuations of the

particle �i;est and the di�erence in average positions�r i.

To distinguish vibrations around an average position

from a change in the average position, we average 20

consecutivepositionsri(t)to obtain ri(m )assketched in

Fig.1.W eidentify jum psby com paring changesin these

averaged positionsj� rijwith the uctuationsin position

�i;est foreach particleiwhere

j� rij= jri(m )� ri(m � 4� 20)j (6)

(see Fig.1)and �i;est is de� ned in [79]. W e use in spe-

ci� c for j� rijnotconsecutive but instead average posi-

tionswhich arefouraverages(each of20 con� gurations)

apart. This choice oftim e intervalin j� rijis to allow

identi� cation ofnotonly sudden but also m ore gradual

jum ps.W ede� nethata jum p ofparticleioccurswhen-

ever

j� rij
2
> 20�2i;est (7)

Notice thatwe use a relative criterion,nam ely for each

particle ia com parison ofj� rijwith its�i;est. O urm o-

tivation for this relative criterion is that we would like

to identify jum psofboth A and the sm allerB particles.

Also even forparticlesofthe sam e type theirjum p size

m ightdi� erdue to di� erentcage sizes. �2i;est isan esti-

m ate forthe cage size ofeach individualparticle and is

thereforeused ascriterion forthe occurrenceofa jum p.
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ri

ri ri

t

t t

case 1 case 2

reversible jump

irreversible jump

FIG .2: Sketch oftypicalparticle trajectories to illustrate

the distinction between irreversible and reversible jum ps

W hen we apply the above jum p de� nition, we � nd

two typesofjum pswhich wecall\irreversible" and \re-

versible" jum ps(seeFig.2).A particlewhich undergoes

an irreversiblejum p succeedsin escapingitscage(forthe

tim ewindow ofthesim ulation)whereasaparticleunder-

goingareversiblejum p returnsbacktooneofitsprevious

averagepositions.Sim ilarresultshavebeen found in pre-

vioussim ulationsofothersystem s[3,4,6,8,17,21,74].

However,thepresentwork di� ersfrom thesethatwean-

alyze allfollowing quantities for the reversible and ir-

reversible jum ps separately. As sketched in Fig.2,we

calla jum p reversible whenevercase 1 orcase 2 occurs.

Case 1 correspondsto the situation ofa particle under-

going m ultiple jum ps and returning to one or m ore of

any previous average positions (for details see Sec.V).

Iftwo average positionsare equalthen alljum ps which

happen between the previousposition and the recurring

position are called reversible jum ps. In the exam ple of

Fig.2 thism eansin case 1 thatallshown jum psare re-

versiblejum ps.To increaseourresolution in tim eweuse

notonly theinform ation oftheaveraged positionsri(m )

butalso thecom pleteinform ation ofri(t).In case2 (see

Fig.2)thespikesin ri(t)indicatereturnsto theaverage

position beforethe jum p [80].Ifa jum p satis� esneither

case1 norcase2,then itiscalled \irreversiblejum p."

In the following we distinguish between the jum p

events,asthey have been de� ned so far,and the corre-

sponding jum ping particleswhich m ay undergo m ultiple

jum psofdi� erenttypes.Any reversiblejum p designates

thecorresponding particleasa reversiblejum perforthe

entiretim e window.

IV . N U M B ER O F JU M P IN G PA R T IC LES

W e apply now the above de� nitions to identify all

jum psoccurringin oursim ulations.Thenum berofiden-

ti� ed jum psdependson the tim e intervalofthe produc-

tion runsand,sincethesystem isoutofequilibrium ,also

on the waiting tim e before the production runs. The

straightforward counting ofjum p events would give re-

versible jum pers(which som etim esjum p m any tim es)a

largerweight.W ethereforepresentthenum berofjum p-

ing particles. Fig.3 showsthe num ber ofjum ping par-

ticles norm alized by the num ber N � ofparticles in the

system oftype � 2 fA,Bg. W ith increasing tem pera-

tureT the num berofjum ping particlesincreasesconsis-

tent with an increasing num ber ofrelaxation processes.

A sim ilartem perature dependence hasbeen found indi-

rectly via the participation ratio in the work [3,48,81].

M ore surprisingly, we � nd that not only the sm allB-

particlesare jum ping butalso a considerable fraction of

A particles.However,thefraction ofjum ping B particles

islargerthan the fraction ofjum ping A particlesdue to

the sm aller size and therefore higher m obility ofthe B

particles. Furtherm ore,both irreversible and reversible

jum ps are not only occurring in a certain tem perature

rangebutatalltem peratures.

0.2 0.3 0.4
T

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

no
. j

um
pi

ng
 p

ar
t. 

/ n
o.

 p
ar

t. irrev. A
irrev. B
rev. A
rev. B

FIG .3: Num berofjum pingparticlesnorm alized by thenum -

ber ofcorresponding particle type as a function oftem pera-

tureT.Irreversibleand reversible jum persare distinguished.
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FIG .4: Num ber of irreversible jum ping particles divided

by the num ber of both reversible and irreversible jum ping

particles. The inset shows the num ber ofirreversible jum p

eventsdivided by the num berofjum p events.

reversible jump irreversible jump

FIG .5: This picture illustrates our interpretation ofirre-

versible and reversible jum psand Fig.4.

Fig.4 illustrates the fraction ofthese jum ping parti-

cles that are irreversible jum pers. At low to interm e-

diate tem peratures this ratio is,within the large error

bars,roughly constant. At interm ediate to larger tem -

peratures irreversible jum pers becom e m ore likely than

reversiblejum perswith increasing tem perature.Thisin-

crease is even m ore pronounced for alltem peratures if

oneconsidersthenum berofirreversiblejum p events(in-

stead ofjum ping particles)divided by the num berofall

jum p events(see insetofFig.4).G aukeletal.[6,8,21]

com e to a sim ilarconclusion via a m odelfortheirsim u-

lation data.Theirirreversiblejum psbecom em orelikely

with increasing tem perature. W e interpretthisincrease

in thefraction ofirreversiblejum psassketched in Fig.5.

Both irreversibleand reversiblejum psstartoutthesam e,

with thejum pingparticleleavingthecage(form ed bythe

neighboringparticles)possiblythrough an openingin the

cage. In the case ofthe irreversible jum p,the entrance

ofthecagegetsm eanwhileblocked by a particle,loosely

speaking the door gets closed,and the jum ping parti-

cle can no longer return and has successfully escaped

its cage. W ith increasing tem perature allparticles be-

com e m ore m obile,which increasesthe likelihood ofthe

blockageoftheentranceback into thecagewhich in turn

leadsto an increase in the fraction ofirreversible jum ps

as shown in Fig.4. W e do not intend to m ake here a

statem entaboutthe exactgeom etric process,forexam -

plethatadoorm adeup ofasingleparticlegetsopen and

closed,butm ore generally the processofrearrangem ent

ofthe cage.Interestingly enough,thisblockagehappens

m ore often in the case ofthe largerA than the sm aller

B-particleswhich leadsto largerratiosforA than B par-

ticlesin Fig.4.

V . N U M B ER O F AV ER A G E P O SIT IO N S

W ith each jum p a particle eitherreturnsto one ofits

form eraveragepositionswithin a cageorto a new over-

allaverageposition.W ecalltheaveragepositionsbefore

and after a jum p hriii and hriif (for details about the

tim e averagesh� ii,f see Fig.11 and Sec.VII). W e use as

criterion for two average positions to be the sam e that

thedistancebetween them � hrii= jhriif� hriiijand the

average uctuationsbefore the jum p h�2iii (forthe de� -

nition of�2i see [79]) satisfy (� hrii)
2
� 5h�2iii. Fig.6a

0.2 0.3 0.4
T
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2.5
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3.5
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irrev. B
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rev. B

a)

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
number of average positions

0
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0.4

0.6

0.8

1

P
(n

um
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r 
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 a
ve

ra
ge

 p
os

iti
on

s) T=0.15
T=0.25
T=0.35
T=0.40
T=0.43

irreversible B

b)

FIG . 6: The num ber of average positions (as de�ned in

Sec.V) visited by jum ping particles in a) as a function of

tem peratureand in b)itsdistribution forirreversiblejum ping

B particles.
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showsan average ofthe num ber ofdistinctaverage po-

sitionswhich are visited by a particle.According to the

higherm obility ofthesm allerB particles,they visitm ore

averagepositionsthan the A particles. Forlow tem per-

aturesm ostjum ping particlesvisitonly two averagepo-

sitionsduring oursim ulation.Forinterm ediateto larger

tem peratures,however,notonly increasingly m ore par-

ticles jum p (see Sec.IV) but these particles also jum p

m ore often. The distribution ofthe num berofdi� erent

visited averagepositionsatthehighesttem peratures(as

shown in Fig.6b),broadenswith increasing T such that

som e particles visit up to seven di� erent average posi-

tionsduring the sim ulation run.

V I. T IM ES

thead bt ttail

td td

tIII tII
i f

ti
I tf

ri

t

FIG .7: Sketch to illustrate the de�nitions ofthe starting

tim e ti and ending tim e tf ofa jum p (here for jum ps I and

II) and the tim es before the �rst jum p ofa particle �t head,

during a jum p �td,between successive jum ps�tb and after

the lastjum p �ttail.

In thissection we investigate the tim e scale ofjum ps.

Assketched in Fig.7 wedeterm ine the tim e duration of

a jum p � td = tf� ti,the tim e beforethe � rstjum p ofa

particle� thead,thetim eafterthelastjum p ofa particle

� ttail,and thetim e between two successivejum psIand

IIto be� tb = tIIi � tIi wheretiand tf indicatethestart-

ing and ending tim e ofa jum p [85]. Notice that� tb is

only de� ned ifa jum p particle jum pstwice orm ore and

thatweanalyze� thead and � ttailseparatelyaspresented

shortly.Forthe distinction ofirreversibleand reversible

jum ps,we assign the jum p type of� tb according to the

jum p ending � tb,for exam ple in Fig.7 the jum p type

of� tb is determ ined by jum p II.This m eans that � tb
is a m easure ofthe waiting tim e before a jum p occurs.

Fig.8 illustratesthat� td � � tb which tellsusin hind-

sightwhy wecould identify jum psasrareeventswith the

above described procedure. Since the tim e resolution is

0.2 0.3 0.4
T

0

20000

40000

〈∆
t〉

∆t
b

 irrev. A

∆t
b

 irrev. B

∆t
b

 rev. A

∆t
b

 rev. B

∆t
d

 irrev. A&B

∆t
d

 rev. A&B

FIG .8: Tim es between jum ps �tb for A (circles) and B

(diam onds)particlesand tim esduring jum ps�td forboth A

and B particles.

ofthe orderof1000 (� 20� 2000� 0:02),i.e.ofthe sam e

orderas� td,we do notdraw furtherconclusionsabout

the tem perature dependence of� td. However,� tb is

wellabove our tim e resolution and sm allenough to be

detected during oursim ulation run oflength 1� 105. In

accordancewith the picture ofreversible jum perswhich

try butdo notsucceed to escape theircage,these trials

happen on a shortertim e scale than irreversible jum ps.

However,to oursurprise,� tb seem s to be independent

notonlyoftheparticletypebutalsooftem perature.The

question arisesifthistem perature independence of� tb
isa consequenceofthe� nitetim ewindow ofoursim ula-

tion.Totakethis� nitetim eintervalttot intoaccount,we

m akeacrudeapproxim ation to correctthetim eintervals

� tb,� thead and � ttail by assum ing thatjum ps happen

equally likely atany tim e in the window [0;ttot](which

isnotaccuratedue to aging).The probability Pcorr(� t)

of� nding the com plete interval� treducesto the prob-

ability of� nding � tduring [0;ttot]in the sim ulation

Psim (� t)= Pcorr(� t) �
(ttot� � t)

ttot
� c (8)

where c is a norm alization constant. W e m ay approxi-

m atecwith

D
ttot

ttot�� t

E�1

sim
whereh� isim indicatesan aver-

ageoverjum p eventsofthe sim ulation.W e thusobtain

Pcorr(� t)�
Psim (� t)

(ttot� � t)
�

�
1

(ttot� � t)

� �1

sim

(9)

Sim ilarly the average tim es h� tisim m ay be approxi-

m ately corrected by

h� ticorr �

�
� t

(ttot� � t)

�

sim

�

�
1

(ttot� � t)

� �1

sim

(10)
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T
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40000
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∆t
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FIG .9: Tim es �tb,�thead and �ttail a) for irreversible

jum psand b)forreversible jum psofA and B particlesusing

Eq.(10).

Fig.9a and Fig.9b show theresulting corrected tim es

h� ticorr forirreversibleand reversiblejum psrespectively.

For sim pli� cation ofnotation we drop h� icorr in the fol-

lowing. The tailand head tim es,� ttail and � thead,re-

vealthatwe� nd aging,since� ttail> � thead,i.e.jum ps

are m ore likely to occur at the beginning ofthe sim u-

lation than later. This particularaging e� ectdecreases

with increasing tem perature.� ttail and � thead areboth

largerthan � tb because � tb includesonly tim esofpar-

ticles which jum p m ultiple tim es whereas � thead and

� ttail include also tim es of particles which jum p only

once.Interestingly,� tb is(although approxim ately cor-

rected)stillindependentoftem perature. Togetherwith

ourresultsofSecs.III{V wetherefore� nd thatwith in-

creasingtem peraturerelaxationprocessesareaccelerated

viam orejum pingparticlesand m orem ultiplejum ps,but

thetim esbetween m ultiplejum psdonotbecom eshorter.

Thisiscontrary to previousresults[19,34,58,59,82]in

which waiting tim es decrease with increasing tem pera-

ture. In oursystem ,however,the tem perature indepen-

denceseem stobetruenotonly fortheaveragesbuteven

for the distribution Pcorr(� tb) (see Fig.10). W e inter-

pretthistem peratureindependenceasbeingduetoaging

10
4

10
5∆t

b

10
-6

10
-5

10
-4

P
(∆

t b)

0.15
0.20
0.25
0.30
0.35
0.38
0.40
0.41
0.42
0.43

T=

real A & B

FIG .10: Log-log plotofP (�tb)usingEq.(9)forirreversible

jum psofA and B particles.Thelineisa linear�tto thedata

with slope � 0:84.

which is consistent with our data for � ttail and � thead
and with the results ofDoliwa etal. [58,59]who � nd

thatthedistribution ofwaiting tim esinitially istem per-

ature independentand becom estem perature dependent

atlatertim es.Asshown in Fig.10 forirreversiblejum ps

ofA and B particles,P (� tb) approxim ately follows a

powerlaw P (� tb)/ � t
��

b
with � = 0:84. Even though

weexpectthesystem to show norm aldi� usion on a tim e

scalem uch largerthan oursim ulation run,theinterm edi-

ate dynam icsissubdi� usive [83]. Please notice however

that a direct com parison ofour result with the schem e

presented in Fig.1 of[83]isnotpossible because in our

casethem ultiplejum psofoneparticleatdi� erenttim es

as wellas the jum ps ofdi� erent particles are not inde-

pendent,which changesthe dynam ics[84].

tf

Rif

ti

RavgmaxR

i f

i

t

r

FIG .11: Sketch for the de�nitions of �R if, �R m ax and

�R avg.
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V II. JU M P LEN G T H S

In the last sections we have investigated how m any

particles jum p and how often jum ps occur. Next we

study how fartheseparticlesjum p.To be ableto testif

ourqualitativeresultsaredependenton thede� nition of

jum p length,we use three quantities:� R if,� R m ax and

� R avg as sketched in Fig.11. For a jum p ofparticle i

the jum p distance ofthe jum p starting atti and ending

attf (forthe de� nition ofti and tf see[85])is

� R if= jri(ti)� ri(tf)j (11)

andthem axim aldistancebeingdetected duringthejum p

� R m ax = m ax
t

jri(t)� ri(t� 3200)j (12)

(here 3200 = 4 � 20� 2000� 0:02 as in [79]and Sec.III)

wheretisvaried overtim estwhich satisfy ti,detect � t<

tf,detect ([85]).The third length � R avg islessdependent

on  uctuationsthan � Rif and � R m ax.Itisthedistance

oftheoverallaveragepositionsbeforeand afterthejum p

� R avg = jhriif� hriiij (13)

For the averagesh� if and h� ii the positions ri(t) are av-

eraged overtim esbeforeand afterthe jum p excluding a

broadened tim e window around the jum p [ti� 800;tf+

800].Fig.12ashowsthatthedi� erentjum p lengthshave

the sam e qualitative behavior,nam ely,asone m ightex-

pect, an increase with increasing tem perature T. W e

therefore show in the following m ainly results for only

� R avg but� nd very sim ilarbehaviorin thecaseof� Rif
and � R m ax. An increase in jum p size with increas-

ing tem perature has been seen in previous sim ulations

[3,19,34,48,81]. However in the case of[3,48,81]

the jum p size isfora jum p in the M SD,i.e. an average

overallparticles,which includestwo e� ects:an increas-

ing num ber ofjum ping particles and an increase in the

jum p sizeofsingleparticlejum ps.O urapproach hasthe

advantageofkeeping thesetwoe� ectsseparate.Further-

m ore,in ourcasethesingleparticlejum psarelargerthan

in [3,34,48,81].

Fig.12b isthesam easFig.12a for� R avg butbroken

down byboth jum p and particletype.Thesm allerB par-

ticlesarejum ping furtherthan theA particles.Further-

m ore reversible jum ps are shorter than the irreversible

jum ps,which is due to two features in the distribution

P (� R avg).

Asillustrated in Fig.13both irreversibleand reversible

jum ps have a peak at about 0:8 and 1:0 for A and B

particlesrespectively.These peaksare relatively sim ilar

forreversibleand irreversiblejum ps,takingasidethatfor

irreversiblejum psthispeak position isslightly shifted to

the rightand slightly broadened (partly due to m ultiple

jum ps which are not resolved in tim e). This sim ilarity

and the peak positionsaround unity areconsistentwith

our picture that irreversible and reversible jum ps start

outthe sam e,nam ely with a particle jum ping outofits

0.2 0.3 0.4
T

0.5

1

∆R

∆R
if

∆R
max

∆R
avg

a)

0.2 0.3 0.4
T

0.5

1

∆R
av

g

irrev. A
irrev. B
rev. A
rev. B

b)

FIG . 12: a) The jum p sizes �R if, �R m ax and �R avg

(sketched in Fig.11 and de�ned in the text) as function of

tem perature T. The averages are over both irreversible and

reversiblejum psofboth A and B particles.b)Thejum p size

�R avg asfunction oftem peratureT separately forirreversible

and reversible jum psofA and B particles.

cage. A new feature,however,is that the distribution

ofreversible jum ps for T = 0:43 (and sim ilarly for all

othertem peratures)hasa bim odaldistribution with an

additionalpeak ata distance sm allerthan 0:2,contrary

to the distribution ofirreversible jum ps. This seem sto

indicateforreversiblejum psanotherprocessthan ajum p

outofa cagebecausethelatterwould beoftheorder0:5

and larger.

The increase of� R avg with increasing tem perature is

a consequenceofboth a shiftofthe peak position and a

broadeningofthedistribution ofjum p sizes.Thisisillus-

trated in the insetofFig.13 forirreversible jum psofA

particlesand we� nd sim ilardistributionsforirreversible

jum ps ofB particles. At the largest investigated tem -

perature T = 0:43 som e ofthe particles m ove as far as

fourparticle spacings.Som e ofthese large jum psm ight

correspond to m ultiple jum ps ofa sm allertim e window

than ourtim e resolution.
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T=0.15
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T=.035
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T = 0.43

irrev. A

FIG .13:Thedistribution ofjum p sizes�R avg forirreversible

and reversible jum psofA and B particles atT = 0:43. The

insetshows�R avg ofirreversiblejum ping A particlesfordif-

ferenttem peratures.

0.5 1.0 5.0
∆R

avg

0.01

0.1

1.0

P
(∆

R
av

g)

A
B

irrev. jumps

FIG .14:Log-log plotofthedistribution ofjum p sizes�R avg

forirreversible jum psofA and B particlesincluding alltem -

peratures.Thelinesarelinear�tswith slopes� 6:3 forA and

� 4:8 forB particles.

Forirreversiblejum psofsize unity and largerwe � nd

thatthedistribution foralltem peraturesfollow roughlya

powerlaw P (� R)� � R�� (seeFig.14)with � = 6:3for

A and � = 4:8 forB particles.Thisisin accordancewith

subdi� usivebehaviorforinterm ediatetim esaspresented

in Sec.VIforthedistribution ofwaiting tim es[83].

Ascom m ented on earlier(see Sec.Iand Sec III),our

de� nition fora jum p isnotbased on a speci� ed sizebut

instead a m ultipleofthe uctuationsoftheparticle.Let

usthereforenextlookatthe uctuations.Fig.15showsa

com parison ofthe uctuationsofjum pingparticles�jum p

and ofnon-jum ping particles�nojum p. Also included in

Fig.15isan averageoverallparticles�est oftheestim ates

for uctuations�i,est asthey havebeen used forthejum p

0.2 0.3 0.4
T

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

0.14

0.16

σ

σ
jump

 irrev.
σ

jump
 rev.

σ
est

σ
nojump

A & B

FIG . 15: Fluctuations in position � for jum ping particles

�jum p,oftheoriginalestim ateforjum ping particles�est,and

fornon-jum ping particles�nojum p. Forthe average of�jum p

uctuations during the jum p have been excluded from the

average.

identi� cation (see Sec.IIIand [79]). �est isvery sim ilar

to �nojum p and representsthe  uctuationsofan average

particle.Fortheaverageof�jum p weexclude uctuations

during the jum p:forjum ping particleiwetake

�i,jum p =

 �

�2i

�

f
+


�2i

�

i

�

2

! 1=2

(14)

where�i and h� ii,farede� ned asin [79]and earlierin this

section respectively.Although jum p tim esareexcluded,

the  uctuations ofjum ping particles are clearly larger

than the  uctuations of non-jum ping particles. This

m eans that jum ping particles are not only m oving far-

ther than an average particle during single events but

are also oscillating within theircageswith a largerthan

averageam plitude.

Fig.16a showsan averageofjum p size relative to the

particle’s  uctuation � Ri,avg=�i,jum p for jum ping parti-

cles i. � R avg=�jum p seem s independent oftem perature

for reversible jum ps and for irreversible jum ps slightly

increasing with increasing tem perature.
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FIG .16:a)Norm alized jum p size�R avg=�jum p asfunction of

tem perature separately for irreversible and reversible jum ps

of A and B particles. b) D istribution of norm alized jum p

size P (�R avg=�est) ofirreversible jum ping A particles and

reversible jum ping B particlesin the inset.

The distribution of� R=� givesusthe opportunity to

estim ate the in uence ofthe cuto� in our de� nition of

a jum p. Sim ilar to our approach for the search of a

jum p,we use �est,and obtain P (� R avg=�est) as shown

in Fig.16b forirreversiblejum psofA particles.W e� nd

a peak at (� R avg=�est) � 5:5 (for B-particles � 6:5),

i.e.largerthan ourcuto� at(� R=�)=
p
20� 4:5.This

givesusthehopethatwehaveincluded them ajorcontri-

bution ofjum psconsistentwith ourapproach.W e have

to bear in m ind, however,that � R avg=�est is not the

identicalm easure to the one used in our search proce-

dure.Furtherm ore,in the caseofreversiblejum psthere

issom eadditionalpeak atsm allervaluesof(� R avg=�est)

(seeinsetofFig.16b)which isconsistentwith Fig.13and

m ightindicatesom eadditionalprocess.

V III. EN ER G Y

In theprevioussectionswehaveinvestigatedrelaxation

processes by solely using the positions (trajectories) of

single particles. As the work [55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60]

shows, an approach via potentialenergies can also be

fruitful.W ethereforestudy in thissection whathappens

to the potentialenergy during jum ps. As sketched in

ti tf

ri

E

t

E

E

i f

f

i
E∆ avg

t

FIG .17:Sketch forthe de�nitionsofhE iiand hE if.

Fig.17,westillusesingleparticletrajectoriesto identify

the jum ping particle and do sim ilar averaging for the

according tim e windowsh� ii and h� if (see Sec.VII). W e

investigateboth the totalpotentialenergy perparticle

E (t)=
1

N

NX

i= 1

X

j> i

V�� (rij(t)) (15)

and the singleparticlepotentialenergy ofparticlei

E i(t)=
X

j6= i

V�� (rij(t)) (16)

where V�� (rij(t)) is de� ned in Eq.(5). To obtain in

addition the energies ofthe inherent structures [86]we

m inim ized thecon� gurations(fri(t)g)via a steepestde-

cent procedure. W ith the thus obtained con� guration

(fr0i(t)g)wedeterm ine

E
0(t)=

1

N

NX

i= 1

X

j> i

V�� (r
0
ij(t)) (17)

and

E
0
i(t)=

X

j6= i

V�� (r
0
ij(t)) (18)

Sim ilar to the jum p size in position (see Fig. 17 and

Sec.VII)wethen determ ine

� E avg = hE (t)if� hE (t)ii (19)

and

� E if= E (tf)� E (ti) (20)



11

and sim ilarly forthe energiesofEq.(16){ (18).

W e � nd in m ostofouranalysisthat� Eavg and � E if

(and allotherequivalentsforE 0;E i and E 0
i)are show-

ing the sam e qualitative behavior,and therefore present

in the following results for � E avg using Eq.(19) and

Eq.(15){ (18).
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FIG .18: Asafunction oftem peratureT a)jum p sizein total

potentialenergy �E avg and b)absolutevalueofthejum p size

in m inim ized single particle potentialenergy j�E
0

i,avgj.

Fig.18ashows� E avg asa function oftem peratureav-

eraged separately overirreversible and reversible jum ps

ofA and B particles. Notice thatthe energy jum psare

sm allcom pared to energy values hE i
i,f

� � 7. The ir-

reversiblejum pslowerthe energiesm orethan reversible

jum ps and m ore so for A than B particles, because a

jum p ofa largerA particle resultsin a biggerchange in

environm entthan fora sm allerB-particle.Thelowering

of the totalpotentialenergy happens m ostly at inter-

m ediatetem peraturesand lessatthelowestand highest

investigated tem peratures. This m ight be an aging ef-

fect: atlow tem peraturesthe system isbasically frozen

in,atinterm ediate tem peraturesthe system hastim e to

partially age,and athighertem peraturesthesystem has

already aged before the production run starts. This ef-

fectislostwhen we look atthe jum psin single particle

energies� E i;avg(T)which isbasically zero foralljum ps.

W etherefore� nd thatthetotalpotentialenergies� Eavg,

� E if,� E
0
avg,and � E 0

if show a m ore system atic depen-

dence on tem perature than their single particle equiva-

lents � E i;avg etc.. For the absolute values j� E avgjetc.

and allfollowing quantities,however,we � nd the oppo-

site, i.e. the single particle equivalents j� E i;avgj etc.

show a m ore pronounced behavior. W e therefore show

from now on theresultswhich useEq.(16)and Eq.(18)

only.

W enextlook attheabsolutevaluej� E 0
i;avgjasa func-

tion oftem perature (see Fig.18b). As one m ight ex-

pect,the irreversible jum ps show larger changes in en-

ergy than reversible jum ps,due to largerjum psin posi-

tion (Fig.12b)and thereforem orechangein theenviron-

m ent ofthe jum ping particle. And sim ilarly the larger

A particles in com parison with the sm aller B particles

experiencea largerchangein energy becauseA particles

aresurrounded by m oreneighbors,i.e.a largerenviron-

m ent.W ith increasingtem peraturetheabsolutevalueof

thejum p in energy (Fig.18b)isincreasing (with theone

exception ofirreversible B particles)which isconsistent

with the increasein jum p position (Fig.12b).

W e de� ne the  uctuations in energy �E i
attim e t=

m � 2000� 0:02

�E i
=

0

@
1

2

8
<

:

*

1

20

m + 10X

m 0= m �9

�
E i(m

0)� Ei(m
0)
�2

+

i

+

*

1

20

m + 10X

m 0= m �9

�
E i(m

0)� Ei(m
0)
�2

+

f

9
=

;

1

A

�1=2

(21)

sim ilartothe uctuationsin position [79]whereEi(m )is

the tim e average 1

20

m + 10P

m 0= m �9

E i(m
0).The energy  uctua-

tionsarealsoincreasingwith increasingtem peratureand

arelargerforA than B particles(seeFig.19a).The uc-

tuationsofirreversibleand reversiblejum psarehowever

very sim ilar,which isconsistentwith thepicturethatre-

versiblejum psare\failed" irreversiblejum psand in that

sensestartoutthe sam eway asirreversiblejum ps.

Fig.19bisacom parisonofenergy uctuationsofjum p-

ing(both irreversibleand reversibleand ofboth A and B)

particles�E
i,jum p

andofnon-jum pingparticles�E
i,nojum p

[87]. In �E
i,jum p

we exclude the tim es during the jum p

by using the tim e windows h� ii,f. W e � nd that the en-

ergy  uctuationsofjum ping particlesarelargerthan for

non-jum ping particleswhich isconsistentwith thecorre-

sponding  uctuationsin position (seeFig.15).
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By norm alizing j� E i,avgjwith the uctuations�E i
we

obtain Fig.20a.Sim ilarto thecaseofnorm alized jum ps

in position (Fig.16a) we � nd that j� Ei,avgj=�E i
is for

reversible jum ps basically independent oftem perature.

For irreversible jum ps,howeverj� E i,avgj=�E i
decreases

signi� cantly with increasing tem perature.Thisindicates

thatwith increasing tem perature the jum psare increas-

ingly m oredriven by  uctuations.Contrarytotheequiv-

alentin position (Fig.16a),the norm alized energiesare

signi� cantly sm aller,in therange0.5 { 1.4 ratherthan 3

{7,and thedistribution ofj� E i,avgj=�E i
(seeFig.20b)is

m onotonousdecreasing with a lessfarreaching tailthan

the equivalentin position (Fig.16b).
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FIG .19:Fluctuationsin single particle potentialenergy asa

function oftem perature.Theaverageisin a)overirreversible

and reversiblejum p eventsofA and B particlesseparately and

in b)overjum ping particles(�E
i;jum p

)and overnon-jum ping

particles(�E
i;jum p

).

IX . C O N C LU SIO N S

W estudy thedynam icsofabinary Lennard-Jonessys-

tem below the glass transition. O ur focus is on jum p-
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FIG .20: Absolute value of single particle potentialenergy

divided by itsuctuation j�E i;avgj=�E i
in a)asa function of

tem perature and in b)itsdistribution .

processes,which we identify via single particle trajecto-

ries. Two kind ofjum ps are found: \reversible jum ps,"

where a particle jum ps back and forth between one or

m ore averagepositions,and \irreversiblejum ps," where

a particle does not return to any ofits form er average

positions,i.e. successfully escapesitscage ofneighbors.

Both irreversibleand reversiblejum psofA and B parti-

clesoccuratalltem peratures. W ith increasing tem per-

ature m ore particles jum p, m ore average positions are

visited,the jum p size both in position and in the ab-

solute value ofthe potentialenergiesj� E j;j� E 0j;j� E ij

and j� E 0
ij(totaland single-particle,notm inim ized and

m inim ized)increase,and the  uctuationsin position �R
and potentialenergy �E increase. The  uctuations are

larger for jum ping particles than for non-jum ping par-

ticles even if uctuations during the jum p are not part

of the average,which indicates that jum ping particles

are not only during jum p tim es m ore m obile than non-

jum ping particles. The ratio j� E ij=�E i
ofirreversible

jum psdecreaseswith increasing tem perature.Thiscon-

� rm sa com m only used assum ption thatwith increasing

tem perature the irreversible jum ps becom e m ore driven
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by  uctuations.

W ith increasing tem perature also irreversible jum ps

becom e proportionally m ore frequent than reversible

jum ps. W e interpret this such that irreversible and re-

versible jum ps are sim ilar in that sense that a particle

tries to escape its cage. In the case ofreversible jum ps

the particle � nds its way back into the cage whereasin

the case ofan irreversible jum p the path back into the

cagebecom esblocked dueto rearrangem entsofthecage.

Atlargertem perature these rearrangem entsofthe cage

becom em orelikely(sinceforexam plethe uctuationsin-

crease)and thereforeirreversiblejum psoccurm oreoften.

Irreversibleand reversiblejum psshow in m ostquantities

qualitatively the sam e behavior,such as their tem per-

ature dependence ofjum p size in position and energy,

and di� eronly in size.An exception to thissim ilarity is

the distribution ofjum p sizes,which suggeststhatthere

m ight be an additionaljum p process in the case ofre-

versible jum psindicated by an additionalpeak atsm all

jum p sizes.

Them ostsurprisingresultofourworkisthatthetim es

between successive jum ps are independent oftem pera-

ture.Thisism ostlikely dueto aging,which could m ean

on the tim e scaleofoursim ulation that� tb re ectsthe

tim escaleofT = 0:446 from which wequenched thesys-

tem ,and that� tb m ightshow tem perature dependence

atlater tim es. The latterwould be consistentwith the

work ofDoliwa et al. [58,59]who � nd in their sim u-

lations ofvery long tim es thatthe distribution ofwait-

ing tim es(however,identi� ed via the collectivequantity

ofthe m inim ized potentialenergy)initially is tem pera-

tureindependentand ofdi� erentpowerlaw than atlater

tim eswhen tem peraturedependence occurs.W e do � nd

aging in thatsense thatthe tim esbefore the � rstjum p

areshorterthan thetim esafterthelastjum p ofaparticle

(an e� ectwhich becom eslessfortem peraturesnearTc).

Future work (which is in progress)willtellus ifin our

system � tb becom estem peraturedependentafterlonger

tim es.However,the dynam icsdoesdepend on tem pera-

tureforallotherhereinvestigated quantitiessuch asthe

num berofjum psand the fraction ofreversiblejum ps.

Anotherquestion which we would like to raise forfu-

ture work ishow m uch single particle jum pscan tellus

aboutrelaxationsofa glasswhich m ightinclude collec-

tivem otion.Itseem splausiblethatsingleparticlejum ps

arestrongly correlated with collectivejum psand in that

sensegiveusvery sim ilarinform ation tostudiesofcollec-

tive quantities.W e � nd thatm any ofthe single particle

jum ps in our system are spatially and tem porally cor-

related,i.e. are showing collective m otion. System atic

studiesforcon� rm ation rem ain to bedonein thefuture.

W e also � nd the signature ofm any-particle e� ects con-

� rm ed in the resultoftheincreasing ratio ofirreversible

jum ps with increasing tem perature,since this indicates

thatnotonly thejum ping particleitselfbutalso itscage

are dependent on tem perature. There m ight,however,

bealso collectivejum ps,whereeach particlejum psa too

sm allam ount to be detected by our search algorithm .

It rem ains to be studied ofhow m uch im portance such

processesarein oursystem .
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in case 2 ofFig.2,we use for the �rst spike the tim e

between theprevioustiand thetim eofthespikeand for

successive spikestheirtim e di�erences.
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