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W e study a binary Lennard-dones system below the glass transition wih m olecular dynam ics
sin ulations. To nvestigate the dynam ics we focus on events (\Jum ps") where a particle escapes
the cage form ed by its neighbors. U sing single particle tra ectories we de ne a jum p by com paring
for each particle its uctuations w ith its changes in average position. W e nd two kinds of jum ps:
\reversble jum ps," where a particle Jum ps back and forth between two or m ore average positions,
and \irreversible jum ps," where a particle does not retum to any of its formm er average positions, ie
successfiilly escapes its cage. For all investigated tem peraturesboth kinds ofparticles jum p and both
rreversible and reversble jum ps occur. W ith increasing tem perature relaxation is enhanced by an
Increasing num ber of jum ps, and grow ing jum p lengths in position and potential energy. H ow ever,
the waiting tin e between two successive jum ps is independent of tem perature. This tem perature
Independence m ight be due to aging, which is present in our system . T he tin es of Jum p duration
are at all tem peratures signi cantly shorter than the waiting tim es. The ratio of irreversible to
reversible Jum ps is also increasing w ith increasing tem perature, which we interpret as a consequence
of the ncreased lkelihood of changes In the cages, ie. a blocking of the \entrance" back into the
previous cage. In accordance w ith this interpretation, the uctuationsboth in position and energy
are Increasing w ith increasing tem perature. A com parison of the uctuations of Jum ping particles
and non—jum ping particles indicates that jum ping particles are m orem obil even when not jim ping.
The jJum ps In energy nom alized by their uctuations are decreasing w ith increasing tem perature,
which is consistent w ith relaxation being increasingly driven by them al uctuations. In accordance

Single P article Jum ps in a B inary Lennard-Jones System Below The G lass T ransition

w ith subdi usive behavior are the distrlbutions of waiing tin es and jum p lengths in position.

PACS numbers: 02.70N s, 0520, 61.20Lc, 6143 Fs, 64.70-P £

I. NTRODUCTION

Ifa liquid is cooled and crystallization is avoided, one
obtains a Supercooled liquid. Upon further cooling the
system falls out of equilbriim and results in a glass.
D uring the transition from liquid to supercooled liquid
to glass the them odynam ic properties change and even
m ore drastic changes occur in the dynam ics @]. The
viscosity increases by m any orders of m agnitude upon
cooling and the m ean square displacement M SD ) as a
function oftin e developsa plateau at Intermm ediate tin es.
The lower the tem perature the longer the waiting tin e
w ithin the plateau untila second rise in the m ean square
digplacem ent occurs 'E:]. One comm on explanation for
the plateau is that while at high tem peratures one has

(at lJate enough tin es) nom aldi usion, at lower tem per-

atures particls are caged in, ie. trapped by their neigh—
bors, and spend longer tin e w ithin this cage with de-
creasing tem peratures. T he second Increase In the M SD
Indicates that after long enough waiting tin e the parti-
cles m anage to escape their cage. T his escape out of the
cage (\jum p") is the focus of this paper.

To set the work of this paper In context, we review
brie y previous studies on the dynam ics of supercooled
licquids and glasses. W e restrict ourselvesm ostly to sim —
plk glass form ers, excluding m apr work about strong
glass formm ers, ionic system s, polym ers and crystals.

Central quantities in both experim ents and com —
puter sim ulations are the viscosity, di usion constant
and M SD .TheM SD , which is an average over single par—
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show jumps when viewed wih ne enough tin e resolui—
tion, and when studied at low enough tem peratures and
fr single con gurations i8,' 4,15,16,117,18,19,110]. De-
tailed studies of these jum ps indicate collective m otion
g 4,8 6l

O ne lrams about the Interplay between regular di u-
sion and hoppjng m otion via fourpoint correlation finc—
tions [lL :12. :_L§ ,14, .15 and the van Hove correlation
fnction G (t) = G (5t + Gg (t) 15,16, 07, 18,119,
:2d :21: :_2- :_2-3. :_2-4 where G (r;t) is the self part and

q (i) is istinct part. T he hopping show sup n an
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addiionalpeak In G (r;t) and an increase in the am pli-

tudeatr! 00fGy (r;t).

Recently attention has been drawn to the non-—
G aussian tail of G ( .LZ‘E’ _:_%@I 22: _223‘ ] and the non-
G aussian param eter > B, 13, 25 28, 29 :30 -3L, .32

'33, .34] which is the seoond ocoe cient of the cum ulant
series of F5 (g;t), the Fourder transform ofG ¢ (r;t). T hey
are signatures of non-exponential behavior, which m ight
be either due to hom ogeneous com plex dynam ics and/or
due to spatially heterogeneous dynam ics [35]. This has
been studied both w ith experin ent:s Q'g‘ 29, 34, 36] ana
in sin ulations of tw o-din ensional 31, 3% ?1 @9,.40 ]and
three-din ensional system s B 3,- , :Z[-]: :25- ,‘Zg 27, :32
l4(], .4]:, .42, .43, .44 A5 AG] Studnes of the m ost m obile
particles reveal that they m ove Increasingly m ore collec—
tively w ith decreasing tem perature. O ne distinct feature
ofthis collective dynam ics isthat som e particlesarem ov—
ing alng a string £, &, 26, 30, de, 41, 49).

Sin ilarm otion hasbeen found via the study ofnom al
m odes which are comm only used to study the dynam ics
at Iow tem peratures §, 44, 49, 46, 41, 48, 491.

T he dynam ics of glasses out of equilbrium , ie. sys—
tem s which have been quenched from high to low tem -
perature, displays additional com plexity, sihoe the sys—
tem m ight \age" [50] This m eans that the dynam ics
depends on the waiting tin e betw een the quench and the
m easurem ent [51, 154, 53] which results in the violation
ofthe uctuation dissipation theorem ::[5:8,::5:4].

A nother fruitfiil approach to gain insight into the dy-
nam ics of supercooled liquids and glasses hasbeen to in-
vestigate the energy landscape of the Inherent structure,
that m eans of the instantaneous con gurations which
have been quendqed to theJr ]ocalpotentJal energy m in—
inum {14 .55 ".56, .57 .58 59, .60] At the sam e tem per-
ature when the system starts slow ing down drastically,
the potential energy of the inherent structure undergoes
a qualitative change l_5-§:] T he long tim e behavior of this
potentialenergy show s jim psbetw een m etabasins, w here
the latter are groups of strongly correlated localm in-
ma [56,157, 58, 59, 160]. The m ean average waiting tin e
h t,a#ibetween these jum ps tums out to be dom nated
by the Iong times. h t,.1+1 together w ith the di usion
constant allow an estin ate of the cage size t_i-g']

D irect studies of the cage have been done via three—
tin e correlations fl4 ], velocity-velocity correlations Bd
:38 .6]1], via the cage correlation fiinction [62, .63 :64], and
a passage tin e before a particle escapes l65] T he results
of these studies tell us about cage properties such as the
cage size and waiting tin e w thin a cage (or jmp rate).

Hand in hand w ih the experin ents and sin ulations
are the theoretical m odels for supercooled liquids and
glasses. O ne of the very successfiil theories is the m ode
coupling theory ofthe glasstransition M CT) ﬂ66 which
describes the dynam ics of supercooled liquids via non-—
lineardynam ics of coupled density m odes and m akes pre—
dictions for quantities such asD , F (g;t), and the suscep—
thbilty ®(!'). The extended version of M CT includes
hopping processesvia the coupling to current uctuations

(67] T he com panson of experin ent and this theory for
D) 691and , [69] show s very good agreem ent.

TheM CT is a theory for the glass transition for tem -
peratures above the glass transition. Below the glass
transition there exists no equivalent ofa m icroscopic the—
ory such asM CT .Som e phenom enologicaltheoriesw hich
arem ore generalm odels for solidsbuild in hopping either
Indirectly as in the free volum e m odel [70] or directly in
hopping m odels [_7@, :_72:_, .‘_72_‘] D irect hopping m odels are
based on the assum ption that hopping isthem ain process
which explains the dynam ics. T he starting point In these
m odels is usually a random walk and the anom alous dif-
fusion is incorporated via a distrbution ofwaiting tin es
(or Jmp rates). The j'pm pjng entities are either defects
(_7]1], uncharged carriers {72 lor (in the case ofpredjctjons
or ac and dc conductivity) charged carriers [73]

T he goal of this paper is to obtain via sihgl particle
tra ectoriesdirect Inform ation about jim p processes such
as jm p sizes and waiting tin esbetween jim ps. Speci ¢
exam ples of the dynam ics of single particle }lm_ps, n the
form of a plot of one com ponent of r; (t [16 :17, .18, .74]
or in the form ofa two-or threedin gns:gna% icture of
the particle traeotory |8, 28, 29,30, 31, 40, 51, 61, are
very helpfiilto get an idea of som e qualitative features of
Jum ps, such as the detailed geom etry of jim p processes
f_l-é, :_l-j, 52:, :jl_i] In thispaper, how ever, w e go beyond sin—
gk exam ples by de ning a system atic search algorithm
for jum p processes. For the case of single particle tra—
“ectories a sim ilar approach has been used in the work
{4,119, 34,143), where the i p criterion is a m ininum
hopping distance, which is the sam e for all particles. In
contrast, we use a relative criterion, w here for each par-
ticle its size of uctuations is com pared to is jum p size.
W e choose this relative criterion to be able to identify
Jum ps of particles of di erent sizes and neighborhood.
T hat m eans the criterion is adjisted to the cage size of
each individualparticle. A s criterion for the occurrence
of a imp we use the positions of particles instead of
their energy. W hilke both approaches are fruitfiil, we be—
lieve that m any theoretical m odels and interpretations
of sin ulations and experin ents are based on an intuitive
picture of the particle m otion in real space. Sim ilarly
our goalis to m im ic a carefil observer of each particles
motion in our system . W e therefore use single particle
tra pctordes, instead of a quantity which is an average
over all particles (as in the work B, :ff, :5, :_6, -:'2,:_8, 'g, :_l-(_)']) .
For the case of single particlk tra fctories the distinction
betw een vibrationaland hopping m otion tums out to be
clearerby taking tin e averagesthan by using tra fctories
of the Inherent structure.

In the ollow ing we de ne ourm odel, and give details
about the sinulation (Sec. P . Our precise de nition of
a Jmp isgiven In Sec. -DI We ndtwo typesof jmps

(irreversible and reversible). T he Jatter are dJst:_mgngh?d
for the rest of the paper (in distinction from [17,113, 34,
'4§ ].) In Sec. '[LV. we ocount asa finction oftem perature the
num ber of jum ping particles, and in Sec. V' the num ber
of visited di erent cages. In Sec. ._V_:I we investigate the



tin es during a jum p and betw een successive jum ps. The
Jmp size both In pOSItJOl’l and in potentJal energy are
presented in Secs.¥ I and ¥ ITf. Tn Sec.iX, we conclude
wih a summ ary ofour results, a com parison with the
results of previouswork and w ith our resulting picture of
Jum p processes. W e  nish w ith open questions suggesting
foture work.

II. MODEL AND SIMULATION

W e use a binary Lennard-Jones (LJ) m ixture of 800 A
and 200 B particlesw ith the sam em ass. T he Interaction

potential for particles i and j at positions r; and ry and
oftype ; 2 fA Bgis
12 6
Vo o@=4 — — i ®)

r r
where r = pjand aa = 10; ap = 15788 =
0:5; aa = 10; ap = 08 and g = 0:88. We trun-—
cate and shift the potentialat r= 25 . From previ-
ous Investigations t_7-§‘, :_7-€_§] it is known that this system
is not prone to crystallization and dem ixing. In the fol-
JIow Ing we w illuse reduced units w here the unit of length

is aa,theunit ofenergy is aa and the uni oftime is

m 2,=(@8aa).

W e carry out m olecular dynam ics M D) sin ulations
using the velocity Verkt algorithm wih a tine step of
0.02. The volum e is kept constant at V.= 9:4° = 831
and we use periodic boundary oondJrJons A coording to
previous sin ulations l54, .'75 6] the kinetic glass transi-
tion is around T 0435. W e analyze here sim ulations
atT = 0:15=02=025=0:30=0:35=0:38=0:40=0:41=0:42 and
043 as they have been descrbed i [4]. We start
wih 10 Jndependent well equilbrated con gurations at
T = 0:#446. [77 Each of these con gurations undergoes
the ollow ing sequence of sin ulation runs. A fier an in—
stantaneous quench to T = 015 we rstrun a NVT)
simulation for 10° MD steps. The tem perature is kept
constant by replacing the velocities of all particles by
new velocities drawn from the corresponding B oltzm ann
distrbbution every 50 tim e steps. W e then run the sin —
ulation or 10° M D steps w ithout the tem perature bath
NVE) and subsequently raise the tem perature instanta—
neously to the next higher tem perature T = 02. NV T)
and NVE) runs of 10° MD steps each fllow and the
tem perature is again raised, and so forth. The naloon—

gurations ofthese WV T ) runs are the initialcon gura-
tions Hrthe NVE ) production runs (r5 10M D steps)
presented in this paper. D uring each production run the
positions ofallparticles (con gurations) are stored every
2000 M D stepswhich are then used for analysis.

For the here Investigated tem peratures the relaxation
tin es are much larger than the waiting tin e before
the production runs (@t T = 0:446 is 8 I wWe
therefore study relaxation processes out of equilbrium
and nd agihg e ects, which is consistent w ith previous

detailed studies o

=3 ang of the sam e binary Lennard—
Jones system [53,

III. DEFINITION OF JUMP AND JUMP-TYPE

W e focus in this paper on the process of a particle
escaping is cage, using single particle tra pctories r; (t)
given by the periodically stored con gurations.
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FIG .1l: Sketch of a particle trafctory to illustrate the def-
inition of a ump by com parison of the uctuations of the
particle j,est and the di erence in average positions r ;.

To distinguish vibrations around an average position
from a change in the average position, we average 20
oons'e'cutjye positions rj (t) to cbtain 7 fm ) as sketched in
Fig.l. W e dentify jum psby com paring changes in these
averaged positions j Tijw ith the uctuations in position

1;est Or €ach particle i where

J mi= i) mM@ 4 20)] (6)
(e Fig.il) and j,es isde ned in |[/P]. W e use in spe-
ci ¢ for j rjnot consecutive but Instead average posi-
tions which are four averages (each of20 con gurations)
apart. This choice of tine interval in j ¥;jis to allow
denti cation of not only sudden but also m ore gradual
Jmps. W ede ne that a jum p of particle i occurs when—
ever

J rlj2 > 20 :L,est (1)

N otice that we use a relative criterion, nam ely for each
particle i a comparison of j rijjwith s jes. Ourmo-
tivation for this relative criterion is that we would lke
to dentify jum ps ofboth A and the san aller B particks.
A 1so even for particles of the sam e type their jum p size
m ight di er due to di erent cage sizes. ., isan esti-
m ate for the cage size of each individual particle and is
therefore used as criterion for the occurrence ofa jmp.
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FIG.2: Sketch of typical particle tractories to illistrate

the distinction between irreversble and reversible Jum ps

W hen we apply the above Jimp de nition, we nd
tw o types of jum ps which we call \irreversble" and \re-
versble" jimps (see Fig. :_2) . A particle w hich undergoes
an irreversible jum p sucoeeds in escaping its cage (for the
tin e w indow ofthe sin ulation) w hereas a particle under-
going a reversible Jim p retumsback to one of tsprevious
average positions. Sin ilar resultshave been found in pre—
vious sin ulations of other system s i_j, :fl, :_6, :_d, :_l-]‘, 2-1_1', :_7-4_;]
However, the present work di ers from these that we an—
alyze all ollow ng quantities for the reversble and ir-
reversble jim ps separately. A s sketched in Fjg.:_j, we
calla jim p reversble whenever case 1 or case 2 occurs.
Case 1 corresoonds to the siuation of a particle under-
going multiple juim ps and retuming to one or m ore of
any previous average positions (fr details see Sec. V).
If tw 0 average positions are equal then all jum ps which
happen between the previous position and the recurring
position are called reversble jum ps. In the exam ple of
Fjg.:gi thism eans In case 1 that all shown Jum ps are re—
versble jum ps. To increase our resolution In tim e we use
not only the inform ation of the averaged positions i (m )
but also the com plete inform ation ofr; (t). In case 2 (see
Fjg.:_Z) the spikes In r; (t) ndicate retums to the average
position before the jum p &_3(_5] Ifa jmp satis esneither
case 1 nor case 2, then it is called \irreversble jimp."

In the following we distinguish between the jump
events, as they have been de ned so far, and the corre-
soonding jum ping particles w hich m ay undergo m ultiple
Jum ps ofdi erent types. Any reversble jum p designates
the corresponding partick as a reversible jum per for the
entire tin e w indow .

IVv. NUMBER OF JUMPING PARTICLES

W e apply now the above de nitions to identify all
Jum ps occurring in our sin ulations. T he num ber of iden-
ti ed jum ps depends on the tin e nterval of the produc—
tion runs and, since the system isout ofequilbbrium , also
on the waiting tim e before the production runs. The
straightforw ard counting of jum p events would give re—
versble jum pers which som etin es jum p m any tin es) a
largerweight. W e therefore present the num ber of jum p—
ng particlkes. Fjg.-'_i show s the num ber of Jim ping par-
ticles nom alized by the number N of particles In the
system of type 2 fA Bg. W ih increasing tem pera—
ture T the num ber of jum ping particles increases consis—
tent with an increasing num ber of relaxation processes.
A sim flar tem perature dependence has been found indi-
rectly via the participation ratio in the work @, 48, 81].
M ore surprisingly, we nd that not only the snall B—
particles are Jim ping but also a considerable fraction of
A particles. H ow ever, the fraction of jim ping B particles
is Jarger than the fraction of jum ping A particles due to
the an aller size and therefore higher m obility of the B
particles. Furthem ore, both irreversible and reversble
“um ps are not only occurring in a certain tem perature
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FIG .3: Numberofjm ping particlesnom alized by the num —
ber of corresponding particle type as a function of tem pera—
ture T . Irreversble and reversible jum pers are distinguished.
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FIG.4: Number of irreversble jum ping particles divided
by the number of both reversble and irreversble jim ping
particles. The Inset show s the num ber of irreversible jum p
events divided by the num ber of Jum p events.

reversible jump irreversible jump

FIG.5: This picture illustrates ourljntexpretatjon of irre—
versble and reversible Jum ps and Fjg.uff.

Fjg.:ff iustrates the fraction of these jum ping parti-
cles that are irreversbl jumpers. 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 lkely than
reversble jum pers w ith increasing tem perature. T his in—
crease is even m ore pronounced for all tem peratures if
one considers the num ber of irreversble jum p events (in-—
stead of jum ping particlks) divided by the num ber of all
Jim p events (see inset of F ig. :ﬁf) . Gaukelet al [_é, @,:_2-1:]
com e to a sim ilar conclusion via a m odel for their sim u—
Jation data. T heir irreversble Jum ps becom e m ore likely
w ith Increasing tem perature. W e Interpret this ncrease
In the fraction of irreversble jim ps as sketched in Fx;:_S
Both irreversible and reversble jum ps start out the sam e,
w ith the jum ping particle keaving the cage (form ed by the
neighboring particles) possbly through an opening in the
cage. In the case of the irreversbl jum p, the entrance
of the cage gets m eanw hile blocked by a particle, loosely
speaking the door gets closed, and the jum ping parti-
cle can no longer retum and has successfully escaped
is cage. W ith increasing tem perature all particles be-
com e m ore m obile, which increases the lkelihood of the
blockage ofthe entrance back into the cagewhich in tum

leads to an Jncrease In the fraction of irreversible jum ps
as shown in Fig. -4' W e do not intend to m ake here a
statem ent about the exact geom etric process, for exam —
ple that a doorm ade up ofa single particle gets open and
closed, but m ore generally the process of rearrangem ent
of the cage. Interestingly enough, this blockage happens
m ore often iIn the case of the larger A than the an aller
B particleswhich leads to larger ratios for A than B par-
tickes in Fig. 4.

V. NUMBER OF AVERAGE POSITION S

W ith each jim p a particle either retums to one of its
form er average positions w ithin a cage or to a new over—
allaverage position. W e call the average positions before
and after a Jimp hrii; and h?lf (for details about the
tin e averagesh % see Fig. :1]: and Sec. E/-ﬁ) W euse as
criterion for two average positions to be the sam e that
the distance between them hryji= jh?lif hziijjand the
average uctuatJons before the ;ump h? i (ﬁ)r the de -

35

@ i eeirrev. A i
[e) | |eeirrev.B a) YL
= Gorev. A /
8 _ 1 |e=rev.B ‘LT
a 3 L
@ E L
2 | L
o L
g .
B 2.5 —
33 - -
o i L
£
5 i L
c i L

2_ —

1 |
? —T=015] |
2 < T=0.25
08 -- 7=0.35| [~
o | = T=040| |
8 -- T=0.43
0.6 —
S L
&
45 0.4 irreversible B —
5 L
£
5 0.2 —
E
5 i L

0 Py I I

2 7 8 9
number of average positions

FIG.6: The number of average positions (as de ned in
Sec. :y:) visited by jum ping particles in a) as a function of

tem perature and in b) its distribution for irreversible jum ping
B particles.



show s an average of the num ber of distinct average po—
sitions which are visited by a particle. A ccording to the
higherm obility ofthe sm allerB particles, they visit m ore
average positions than the A particles. For low tem per-
aturesm ost um ping particles visit only two average po—
sitions during our sim ulation. For intem ediate to larger
tem peratures, how ever, not only increasingly m ore par—-
ticles jimp (see Sec. :_1\{:) but these particles also jimp
m ore often. The distrbution of the number ofdi erent
visited average positions at the highest tem peratures (@s
shown in Fjg.:gb), broadens w ith increasing T such that
som e particles visit up to seven di erent average posi-
tions during the sim ulation run.

VI. TIMES

iln {fu t

I i il

FIG.7: Sketch to illustrate the de nitions of the starting
tin e 4 and ending time tf of a Jimp (here for jum ps I and
II) and the tin es before the rst um p of a particle t neagr
during a jimp t 4, between successive im ps ty and after
the last Jimp tian-

In this section we Investigate the tim e scale of Jum ps.
As sketched in Fig.i] we detem ine the tin e duration of
ajmp W=t ¢ thetinebePbrethe 1rst jymp ofa
particle theaq, the tin e after the last jum p ofa particle

tran, and the tin e between two successive um ps I and
IItobe t =t' ¢ wheret;and tr indicate the start-
Ing and ending tine ofa jump i_8§] Notice that 4, is
only de ned ifa jum p particle jum ps tw ice orm ore and
thatwe analyze ftheaq and taip1 Separately aspresented
shortly. For the distinction of irreversible and reversible
Jum ps, we assign the Juim p type of t, according to the
Jmp ending t,, or exampl In Fjg.-'j the Jimp type
of t, isdeterm ined by jump II. Thismeans that ¢4,
is a m easure of the waiting tim e before a Jum p occurs.
Fig.d ilustrates that  ty t, which tellsus in hind-
sight why we could identify jim ps as rare eventsw ith the
above described procedure. Since the tim e resolution is

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 1
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& A D rev. A&B

FIG.8: Tines between jimps t, or A (circles) and B
(diam onds) particles and tin es during jimps t4 rboth A
and B particles.

of the order o£1000 ( 20 2000
order as ty, we do not draw further conclisions about
the tem perature dependence of t3. However, t, is
well above our tin e resolution and an all enough to be
detected during our sinulation run of length 1 0 In
accordance w ith the picture of reversible jum pers which
try but do not succeed to escape their cage, these trials
happen on a shorter tim e scale than irreversble jim ps.
However, to our surprise, ft, seem s to be independent
notonly ofthe particle type but also oftem perature. The
question arises if this tem perature independence of t,
isa consequence ofthe nite tim e window ofour sinula-
tion. To takethis nitetin e ntervalt,: Into account, we
m ake a crude approxin ation to correct the tin e intervals
%, theaa @and tapn by assum ing that jim ps happen
equally likely at any tin e in the window [D;toc] Which
is not accurate due to aging). T he probability Pcorr ( T)
of nding the com plete interval t reduces to the prob—
ability of nding tduring D;t.t] in the sinulation

B (teot o] c @)

stm ( tt
ot

) = Peorr (

where c is agom a]jﬁatjon constant. W e m ay approxi-
1

. t
m ate cw ith tot
Bot T g

age over jum p events of the sim ulation. W e thus obtain

where h ¢ indicates an aver-

Pom ( 1) 1 '
P corr ( t) (9)
(ot B (ot L= .

Sin ilarly the average tines h tiy, may be approxi-
m ately corrected by

t 1

h ticorr — . e E—
He (teot B sim (ot t) sim

10)

0:02), ie. ofthe sam e
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FIG.9: Tines typ, tpeag and tiyy a) HOr irreversble

jam ps and b) for reversble jum ps of A and B particles using
Eq. {L0).

Fjg.:ga and Fjg.nrgb show the resulting corrected tim es
h tieorr for irreversible and reversible jum ps respectively.
For sinpli cation of notation we drop h ook In the oI
low iIng. The tailand head tines, tan and theaq, re—
vealthatwe nd aging, since 1> theaqr €. M pPs
are m ore lkely to occur at the beginning of the simu-
lation than later. This particular aging e ect decreases
w ith increasing tem perature. tan and  theag are both
largerthan ft, because t, includes only tin es of par-
ticles which jJmp multiple tines whereas theaq and

tan Incluide also tim es of particles which juimp only
once. Interestingly, 1t, is @lfthough approxin ately cor—
rected) still Jndependent of tem perature. Together w ith
our resuls of Secs. IDI { 'V' we therefore nd thatw ih in—
creasing tem perature relaxation processes are accelerated
viam ore Jum ping particles and m orem ultiple jim ps, but
the tin esbetween m ultiple jum psdo not beoom e shorter
T his is contrary to previous resuls tl9, .34 .58 ,59 .82] in
which waiting tin es decrease w ith increasing tem pera—
ture. In our system , however, the tem perature Indepen—
dence seem s to be true not only for the averagesbut even
or the distrbution Peoy ( 4,) (se Fig.il0). W e inter-
pret this tem perature independence asbeing due to aging
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P
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x 042 >
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FIG .10: Log-logplotofP ( ty) usihgEqg. 6_9‘) for irreversible
Jam psofA and B particles. T he line isa linear tto thedata
with slope 0:84.

which is consistent w ith our data for ttajl and thead

and with the results of Doliwa et al. [5§, 591 who nd
that the distribution ofwaiting tin es initially is tem per—
ature ndependent and becom es tem peratuire dependent

at later tim es. Asshown In FJg:_ig for irreversble jim ps

of A and B particks, P ( t,) approxin ately follows a

powerlaw P ( %)/ t, with = 0:84. Even though
we expect the system to show nom aldi usion on atime
scalem uch larger than our sim ulation run, the interm edi-
ate dynam ics is subdi usive :_[-8_'8] P lease notice however
that a direct com parison of our resul with the scheme

presented In Fig. 1 of &_3-§'] is not possble because in our
case themultiple jum ps of one particle at di erent tines
aswell as the jimps of di erent particles are not inde-
pendent, which changes the dynam ics [§é]

N ! ! NV ~—“t
(), K b ¢y
FIG.11l: Sketch for the de niions of R i R max and

R avg-



VII. JUMP LENGTHS

In the last sections we have investigated how m any
particles jimp and how offen Jumps occur. Next we
study how far these particles jimp. To be abl to test if
our qualitative results are dependent on the de nition of
Jum p length, we use three qgantjtjes: Rir;, Rpax and

Ravg as sketched In Fig. :_l]_} For a jump of particle i
the jim p distance of the jum p starting at t; and ending
att; (orthede nition ofgand tr see B3)) is

Riy= Fiw

L (te) ] 11)

and them axin aldistance being detected during the jum p

Rmax = max Fi® m 3200)7 12)
here 3200 = 4 20 2000 002 af 1 [79] and Sec. I
where t is varied over tin es t which satisfy tigetect  t<
tegetect (B3). The third kength R ayg is less dependent
on uctuationsthan Rirand Ry ax. It isthe distance
ofthe overallaverage positions before and after the jum p
Ravg = :h?llf Ellj 13)
For the averages h fiand h ;ithe positions Tj (t) are av—
eraged over tin es before and after the jim p excluding a
broadened tin e w indow around the jimp i 800;%&+
800]. F ig.\l2a show sthat the di erent jm p kngths have
the sam e qualitative behavior, nam ely, as one m ight ex—
pect, an Increase with increasing temperature T. W e
therefore show in the follow ng m ainly results for only

Ravg but nd very sin ilarbehavior in the case of Rie
and Rpax. An Increase in jmp size with increas-
ing tem perature has been seen In previous sin ulations
B, 19, B4, g, Bl However in the case of {, 48, 81]
the jim p size is ora jymp in the M SD, ie. an average
over all particles, which includestwo e ects: an increas—
ing num ber of jim ping particles and an increase in the
Jum p size of single particle jum ps. O ur approach has the
advantage ofkeeping these two e ects separate. Further-
m ore, in our case the single particle jim ps are larger than
in 8,54, 8, 510

Fig.ldb isthe ssme asFig.lda r R .,q butbroken
dow n by both jim p and particle type. The an allerB par-
ticles are jum ping further than the A particles. Further-
m ore reversible jum ps are shorter than the irreversible
Jum ps, which is due to two features in the distrdbution
P ( Ravg)- _

A sillustrated in F Jg:_li_*i both irreversble and reversible
Jum ps have a peak at about 08 and 1:0 or A and B
particles respectively. T hese peaks are relatively sim ilar
for reversible and irreversible jim ps, taking aside that for
irreversible jum ps this peak position is slightly shifted to
the right and slightly broadened (partly due to multiple
Jum ps which are not resolved In tine). This sin ilarity
and the peak positions around unity are consistent w ith
our picture that irreversble and reversble jum ps start
out the sam e, nam ely w ith a particle jum ping out of its
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FIG. 12: a) Thg _jlm p sizes R i R max and R avg

(sketched in Fig. gl_l and de ned In the text) as function of
tem perature T . T he averages are over both irreversible and
reversible jum ps ofboth A and B particles. b) The jum p size

R avg as function oftem perature T separately for irreversible
and reversble jum ps of A and B particles.

cage. A new feature, however, is that the distrbution
of reversble jumps for T 043 (@nd sim ilarly for all
other tem peratures) has a bin odal distrbbution w ith an
additional peak at a distance am aller than 02, contrary
to the distribution of irreversble jim ps. This seem s to
Indicate for reversible Jum ps anotherprocessthan a jum p
out ofa cage because the Jatter would be ofthe order 05
and larger.

The increase of Rga,¢ Wih increasing tem perature is
a consequence of both a shift of the peak position and a
broadening ofthe distribution of jum p sizes. T his is illus-
trated in the inset of Fig. EI_; for irreversble jum ps of A
particlesand we nd sim ilar distrbutions for irreversible
Jum ps of B particles. At the largest investigated tem -
perature T 043 som e of the particles m ove as far as
four particle spacings. Som e of these large jum psm ight
correspond to muliple jum ps of a am aller tim e w Indow
than our tim e resolution.
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FIG .13: Thedistrdbution of um p sizes R avg for irreversible
and reversble jum ps of A and B particlesat T = 0:43. The
inset shows R avg of irreversible jum ping A particles for dif-
ferent tem peratures.
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FIG .14: Log-log plot of the distrdbution of jum p sizes R avg

for irreversible jum ps of A and B particles including all tem —

peratures. T he lines are linear tswih slopes 63 forA and
48 for B particlks.

For irreversble jum ps of size uniy and largerwe nd
that the distrlbution foralltem peratures follow roughly a
powerlaw P ( R) R (eeFig.d)with = 63or
A and = 48 forB particlks. Thisis n accordance w ith
subdi usive behavior for interm ediate tin es as presented
in Sec. -Vi for the distrbution of waiting tim es [B3].

A s comm ented on earlier (see Sec. I and Sec-]Ii our
de nition fora jump isnotbased on a speci ed size but
Instead amuliple ofthe uctuationsofthe particlke. Let
ustherefore next look at the uctuations. F jg:_-l_li showsa
com parison ofthe uctuations of jum ping particles jump
and of non—jm ping particles noqump- Also ncluded in
Fig. 15 isan averageoverallparticles s oftheestin ates
for uctuations ;s asthey havebeen used forthe jimp
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FIG . 15: Fluctuations In position for jum ping particles
jum pr Ofthe original estim ate or jim ping particles est, and
for non—jum ping particles o4um p - FOr the average of i p
uctuations during the jum p have been excluded from the
average.

denti cation (see Sec! TIT and |[10]). eq: i very sim flar
t0 noump and represents the uctuations ofan average
particle. Forthe averageof 5, weexclude uctuations
during the jum p: for jum ping particlke i we take

2 4
iqmp = —= (14)
where ;andh ;iarede nedasin :_[-7_'9] and earlier in this
section respectively. A though jum p tin es are excluded,
the uctuations of jum 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 particke during single events but
are also oscillating w thin their cages w ith a larger than
average am plitude.

Fjg.:_Iéa show s an average of jum p size relative to the
particle’s uctuation Rijayg= iump Or Jum ping parti-
cles i. Rayg= ump Seem s independent of tem perature
for reversble jim ps and for irreversble jum ps slightly
Increasing w ith increasing tem perature.
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FIG .16:a) Nom alized im p size R avg= jump @S function of
tem perature separately for irreversble and reversible Jum ps
of A and B particles. b) D istrbution of nom alized jim p
size P ( R avg= est) Of irreversible jum ping A particles and
reversible jum ping B particles in the inset.

T he distrbbution of R= gives us the opportuniy to

estin ate the in uence of the cuto in our de nition of

a Jimp. Sinilar to our approach for the search of a
Jmp, we use oo, and obtain P ( Rayg= est) @s shown
in Fig.lléb fr irreversble jim ps of A partickes.We nd
a peak at ( Ravg= est)
ie. largerthan ourcuto at ( R= )= 20 45. This
gives us the hope that we have included them a pr contri-
bution of jum ps consistent w ith our approach. W e have
to bear In m ind, however, that Rayg= est is not the
dentical m easure to the one used In our search proce—
dure. Furthem ore, In the case of reversible jum ps there
issom e add:t:onalpeak at sn allervaluesof ( Ravg= est)
(see Inset of F 4. Eﬁb ) which is consistent w ith F ig. 33 and
m ight Indicate som e addiional process.

V III. ENERGY

In the previous sectionsw e have investigated relaxation
processes by solkly using the positions (tra fctories) of

55 (for B—%artjc]es 6:5),
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single particles. As the work [53, 56, 57, 58, 159, 160]
show s, an approach via potential energies can also be
fruitfil. W e therefore study in this section what happens
to the potential energy during jum ps. As sketched in

I

m

!
<

(E)

o= —

FIG .17: Sketch for the de nitions of lE i; and HE i¢.

Fig.!17, we still use single particle tra fctories to identify
the jum ping particke and do sim ilar averaging for the
according tine windows h jiand h gi(see Sec.VID). W e
nvestigate both the total potential energy per particle

1){‘TX
E@®©=— \%
N

i=1 3> 1

(ri5 ©) 1s)

and the single particle potential energy of particle i
X
E;@® = \Y%
36 i

(ri3 ©) (16)

where V. (r; (t) is de ned in Eq. 5). To obtain in
addition the energies of the inherent structures BG] we
m inin ized the con gurations (fx (t)g) via a steepest de—
cent procedure. W ih the thus obtained con guration
(fr? (g) we determ ine

0 1 X\] X 0
©= 5 V@ 0) an
=1 3> 1
and
X
E{= V @;0) @18)
6 i

Sin jga_r to the jimp size In position (see Fig. :_l-]I and
Sec.V IT) we then detemm ine

=Mk O EOiL 19)

E avg —
and

E¥=E ) E® @0)



and sin flarly for the energies of Eq. (L6) { {L8).

W e ndinmostofouranalysisthat Esgq and E ¢
(and all other equivalents orE °;E; and E?) are show-
Ing the sam e qualitative behavior, and therefore present
in the ollow ing results or E,q using Eq. 19) and

1= 1=
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FIG .18: Asa function oftem perature T a) jum p size In total
potentialenergy E avg and b) absolute value ofthe jum p size
in m inin ized single particle potentialenergy JjE io,avgj-

F jg.:_fg'a shows E,y¢ asa function oftem perature av—
eraged separately over irreversble and reversble jim ps
of A and B particles. N otice that the energy jum ps are
an all com pared to energy values HE ij'f
reversible jum ps low er the energies m ore than reversible
Jim ps and more so for A than B particles, because a
Jimp ofa larger A particke results In a bigger change in
environm ent than for a sm aller B -particle. T he lowering
of the total potential energy happens m ostly at inter—
m ediate tam peratures and lss at the lowest and highest
Investigated tem peratures. This m ight be an agihg ef-
fect: at low tem peratures the system is basically frozen
In, at intermm ediate tem peratures the system has tin e to
partially age, and at higher tem peratures the system has
already aged before the production run starts. This ef-
fect is lost when we look at the jum ps in single particle

7. The ir-
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energies E j;avg (T ) which isbasically zero for all jum ps.
W etherefore nd that the totalpotentialenergies FEayg,

E ig Eavg, and E show a m ore system atic depen-
dence on tem perature than their single particle equiva—
lents E javg etc.. For the absolute values j E 544 Jetc.
and all ollow ing quantities, however, we nd the oppo—
site, ie. the single particle equivalents j E javg] etc.
show a m ore pronounced behavior. W e therefore show
from now on the results which use Eq. {_1-6) and Eqg. {_Ié)
only.

W e next look at the absolute value j E { .avg jasa fnc-
tion of tem perature (see Fig. :_1§b). A s one m ight ex—
pect, the irreversible jum ps show larger changes in en—
ergy than reversble jim ps, due to larger jim ps in posi-
tion Fig. -12:b and thereforem ore change in the environ-
m ent of the Jum ping particle. And sin ilarly the larger
A particles in com parison wih the snaller B particles
experience a larger change in energy because A particles
are surrounded by m ore neighbors, ie. a larger environ-—
ment. W ih increasing tem peratu]:e the absolute value of
the jim p in energy Eig. ESb) is increasing (W ith the one
exception of Irreversible B particles) which is consistent
w ith the increase in jim p position ig.{14b).

W e de ne the wuctuations in energy g, attine t=
m 2000 002
0 8« +
10
1 1 ™ — 2
T R — Eim% Eim°
E; 2: 20 m ") m ")
m%=m 9 i
* +91 1
; mx 10 - =
> Eim?) Ei@% "~ A QD
mo%m 9 f,

sin flarto the uctuations in position |[78]where E; fn ) is
mp 10

the tin e average - E;mY%. Theenergy uctua-

mO%m 9
tions are also ncreasing w th increasing tem perature and
are larger for A than B particles (see Fjg.:_fgia) . The uc-
tuations of irreversible and reversble jum ps are how ever
very sin ilar, which is consistent w ith the picture that re—
versble jum ps are \failed" irreversible jum ps and in that
sense start out the sam e way as frreversible jim ps.

F jg.:_lglb isa com parison ofenergy uctuationsofjim p—
ing (poth irreversible and reversible and ofboth A and B)
particles g o m p and ofnon—jum ping particles g

gj]. In E, mp WS exclude the tin es during the jum p
by using the tine windows h ;3. We nd that the en-
ergy uctuations of Jum ping particles are larger than for
non-jum ping particles which is consistent w ith the corre—
sponding uctuations in position (see F jg.:_-l_B) .

i,nojum p



By nom alizing j Ejavgjwith the wuctuations g, we
obtain Fjg.é(_ia. Sin ilar to the case ofnom alized jum ps
In position Fig. :_l-éa) we nd that j Ejavg¥F g, s or
reversble jim ps basically independent of tem perature.
For irreversble jum ps, however j E ;..qF g, decreases
signi cantly with increasing tem perature. T his indicates
that w ith increasing tem perature the jum ps are increas—
Ingly m oredriven by uctuations. C ontrary to the equiv—
alent in position Fig. 6a), the nom alized energies are
signi cantly sm aller, in the range 0.5 { 14 rather than 3
{ 7, and the distrbution ofj Ejavg¥ 5, (seeFig.20b) is

m onotonous decreasing w ith a less far reaching tail than
I- 1
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FIG .19: Fluctuations in single particle potential energy as a
function oftem perature. T he average is in a) over irreversible
and reversble jum p events of A and B particles separately and
in b) over Jum ping partickes ( g am p ) and over non—-jum ping
partickes ( g 3 ).

Jum p
IX. CONCLUSIONS

W e study the dynam ics ofa binary Lennard-Jones sys—
tem below the glass transition. Our focus is on jum p—
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FIG . 20: Absolute value of single particle potential energy
divided by its uctuation JE j;avg¥F &; In a) asa function of
tem perature and in b) its distrdoution .

processes, which we identify via single particle tra cto—
ries. Two kind of Jum ps are found: \reversble Jum ps,"
where a particle jum ps back and forth between one or
m ore average positions, and \irreversble jum ps," where
a particle does not retum to any of is fom er average
positions, ie. successfully escapes is cage of neighbors.
Both irreversible and reversble jum ps of A and B parti-
cles occur at all tem peratures. W ih 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 of the potentialenergies § E 53 E%53 E;ij
and j E?7 totaland single-particle, not m inin ized and
m Inin ized) Increase, and the uctuations in position g
and potential energy g Icrease. The uctuations are
larger for jum ping particles than for non—jum ping par-
ticles even if uctuations during the jim p are not part
of the average, which indicates that jum ping particles
are not only during jum p tin es m ore m obile than non-—
Jim ping particles. The ratio j E;F g, of ireversble
Jim ps decreases w ith Increasing tem perature. T his con—
m s a comm only used assum ption that w ith increasing
tem perature the irreversible jum ps becom e m ore driven



by uctuations.

W ith increasing tem perature also irreversble jum ps
becom e proportionally m ore frequent than reversble
Jum ps. W e Interpret this such that irreversble and re—
versble jum ps are sin ilar In that sense that a particle
tries to escape is cage. In the case of reversble jim ps
the particle nds its way back into the cage whereas in
the case of an irreversble jmp the path back into the
cage becom es blocked due to rearrangem ents of the cage.
At larger tem perature these rearrangem ents of the cage
becom em ore Ikely (since orexam plethe uctuationsin—
crease) and therefore irreversible jum psoccurm ore often.
Trreversible and reversble jum ps show In m ost quantities
qualitatively the sam e behavior, such as their tem per-
ature dependence of jimp size In posiion and energy,
and di eronly in size. An exception to this sim ilarity is
the distrbution of jum p sizes, which suggests that there
m Ight be an additional jim p process n the case of re-
versble jim ps indicated by an additional peak at small
Jum p sizes.

T hem ost surprising result ofourwork isthat the tim es
between successive jum ps are independent of tem pera—
ture. This ism ost likely due to aging, which could m ean
on the tin e scale of our sin ulation that t, r¢ ectsthe
tin e scale of T = 0:446 from which we quenched the sys—
tem , and that t, m ght show tem perature dependence
at later tin es. The latter would be consistent w ith the
work of Doliwa et al. [58,159] who nd in their sinu-
lations of very long tim es that the distrbution of wai-
Ing tin es however, denti ed via the collective quantity
of the m Inin ized potential energy) niially is tem pera—
ture ndependent and ofdi erent power law than at later
tin es when tem perature dependence occurs. W edo nd
aging in that sense that the tin es before the rst jmp
are shorterthan the tin esafterthe last jum p ofa particle
(@an e ect which becom es less for tem peratures near T.) .
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Future work (which is in progress) w ill tell us if In our
system 14, becom es tem perature dependent after longer
tin es. H owever, the dynam ics does depend on tem pera—
ture for all other here investigated quantities such as the
num ber of jum ps and the fraction of reversible jum ps.

A nother question which we would like to raise for fu—
ture work is how much singlk particle jum ps can tell us
about relaxations of a glass which m ight include collec—
tive m otion. Tt seem splausble that single particle jum ps
are strongly correlated w ith collective jum ps and In that
sense give usvery sin ilar nform ation to studies of collec—
tive quantities. W e nd that m any of the single particle
Jumps In our system are spatially and tem porally cor—
related, ie. are show ing collective m otion. System atic
studies for con m ation rem ain to be done in the future.
W e also nd the signature of m any-particle e ects con-

m ed In the result of the increasing ratio of irreversible
Jum ps w ith Increasing tem perature, since this indicates
that not only the jum ping particle iselfbut also is cage
are dependent on tem perature. There m ight, however,
be also collective jum ps, w here each particle jum ps a too
an all am ount to be detected by our search algorithm .
Tt ram ains to be studied of how much in portance such
processes are In our system .
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