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When a liquid is cooled below its melting temperature it usually crystallizes.
However, if the quenching rate is fast enough, it is possible that the system re-
mains in a disordered state, progressively losing its fluidity upon further cool-
ing. When the time needed for the rearrangement of the local atomic structure
reaches approximately 100 seconds, the system becomes ’solid”’ for any practi-
cal purpose, and this defines the glass transition temperature T,. Approaching
this transition from the liquid side, different systems show qualitatively dif-
ferent temperature dependencies of the viscosity, and, accordingly, they have
been classified introducing the concept of ’fragility”. We report experimental
observations that relate the microscopic properties of the glassy phase to the
fragility. We find that the vibrational properties of the glass well below T, are
correlated with the fragility value. Consequently, we extend the fragility con-
cept to the glassy state and indicate how to determine the fragility uniquely

from glass properties well below T..

When a liquid is cooled, the loss of kinetic energy leads tematering of the molecules

which then crystallize at the melting temperatare. However, if cooled fast enough through
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T.. , Some materials (glass forming materials) are capablestaisLa metastable liquid state and,
upon further cooling, to freeze into a disordered glasste<ia2, 3, ). The law that describes
the change of the viscosity with the temperature approgctiie glass transition temperature,
T4, IS highly material specific, and has led to the classificatibthe glass formers materials
according to the concept of "fragility™(). The kinetic fragility,m , is directly related to the

slowing down of the dynamics: it is defined in terms of the sivéscosity as:

dIbog ()
T 7, d(Tg=T)

m =

Thereforem is an index of how fast the viscosity increases approachiagstructural ar-

rest at the glass transition temperatuggethe temperature where the structural relaxation time
100 s. At this latter temperature, through the Maxwell relatioa G ; , corresponds a

viscosity 10*3 poise (more likely 10! poise for molecular glasses), whileé * poise
is the "infinite” temperature limit in basically any matddaConsequently, fragility values typ-
ically range betweem = 17 for "strong” systems -those that show an Arrhenius behaviou
andm 150 for "fragile” systems, where the high cooperativity of thidfukive dynamics
induces a high (and -dependent) apparent activation energy. One interestdrckissification
lies in the attempt to relate the temperature behavior of erosaopic transport property close
to T, to the microscopic interactions driving the dynamics ofsiistem. It has been found, for
example, that the value of the fragility is empirically teld to the kind of interaction potential
among the particles constituting the system. Prototymgamples of fragile liquids are those
composed by units interacting via isotropic bonds, sucheasdér Waals-like molecular liquids.
The strong glass-forming liquids, on the other hand, aredtaharacterized by strong covalent
directional bonds that form space filling networks. O-tenyl (m =80) ands i0, (m =20) are
characteristic examples of a fragile and a strong liquisieetively. Hydrogen bonded systems,

as glycerol f1 =50), are often called "intermediate” between strong aadife liquids. The ki-
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netic fragility has been found to be correlated to other proes of the glass-forming liquids,
such as: i) the slope at, of the temperature dependence of the configurational enfaffen
referred to as thermodynamic fragilityj))( or -for classes of systems sharing similar glass tran-
sition temperatures- the specific heat jumratd, 9); ii) the ratio between the maximum and
the minimum of the boson peak, i.e. of the bump observed attein the Raman and neu-
tron scattering spectra of glass-forming materigf®,(but this finding is controversial {); iii)
the degree of stretching in the non-exponential decay otdineslation functions in the liquid
close toT, (/2), iv) the statistics of the minima in a potential energy lscebe-based descrip-
tion (73, 74) of the diffusion process in supercooled liquids,(/6,77), and, more recently, v)
the temperature behaviour of the shear elastic moduluseirstpercooled liquid). In all
these studies the fragility has been always related to @metbethrough) macroscopic proper-
ties characterizing the liquid side of the glass-transitid/hile there are attempts to relate the
fragility to the anharmonicity of the "hot” glasg¥), no connection has been found up to now
between the value of and the physical properties of the low temperature glasageh

We show that, starting from a determination of the non erggdfactor in the low temper-
ature glass, it is possible to identify a parameter thatrotsxhow fast the non ergodicity factor
decreases on increasing the temperature, and that turrie batproportional to the fragility
m . Through this, we establish a way to determine the fragiftg system in the glassy phase
well belowT,, independent of the way the viscosity changes with deargasmperature from
the liquid side. By exploiting the harmonic approximatidntioe low temperature dynamics,
it is found that this parameter only depends on the charatitey of the static disorder, which,
in turn, controls the vibrational eigenmodes of the glashis Tesult demonstrates the exis-
tence of a deep link between the diffusive inter-basins dyos and the vibrational intra-basin
dynamics.

Recent extensive inelastic x-ray scattering (IXS) measerdgs of the dynamic structure



factor have allowed to constitute a sizeable library of Higlguency (THz) dynamical prop-
erties of glasses. Of interest here, the IXS measuremdnts &ir the determination of the
non-ergodicity factorf @ ;T ) with a reliability that was not achievable via light or neartr
scattering0). The non ergodicity factor is the long time limit of the degpgorrelator, (),

I. e. the density-density correlation functian,Q ;t), normalized to the static structure factor,
SQ) o @®=F @Q;vH=s Q). The quantity 1£ © ;T ) represents the amount of decorrelation
introduced by the vibrational dynamics, and it depends dh bwe (T -dependent) amplitude
of the vibrations and the degree of disorder of the glassictire. In a low temperature glass,
F Q;t), apart from the Debye-Waller factexp ( W Q)), can be expressed as the sum of
a constant terns s @ ), which represent the static structure factor of the atorgigldrium
positions (Inherent Structure), plus a time-dependentone © ;t), which is the contribution

of the atomic vibration around such equilibrium positicagjuantity that vanishes in the long

time limit:
FQ;iT)=e" © Brs Q)+ Fpna@Q;ibd] (1)
Therefore:
. . S1sQ@)+ Fipa @ 1
FQiT) = Im o ()= 1m 229 1079 _ (2)
t1 1 Sis@)+ Spa@) 1+ Sine1@)=S15 @)

where we have definesl,.; Q) = Fine1 @ ;t= 0). S @Q;!)isthe Fourier transform of ©Q ;t)
and is the quantity directly accessible in scattering erpents. From Eq.(1) it can be expressed

as

SEiNN=e" 9 BsQ) (!)+ Spa@;!)] (3)

From an experimental point of view and according to E¢s (2) @), the non ergodicity



factor is derived from the ratio of the elastic to the inatastattered intensity, obtained from
inelastic scattering measurements of the dynamic strei¢tators ©Q ;!) (27). A sense of the
T dependence of © ;T ) can be obtained from Fig. 1. Here, as an example, we repolKtée
spectra at fixed exchanged wavevector<{ 2 nm ! ) and at different temperatures in glycerol.
The inelastic (dashed lines) and elastic (dotted linesjridmrions to the scattering intensity
are shown and one can appreciate in the raw data the changtfe intensity as a function
of T. As far as thep dependence is concernetiQ ;T ) follows in phase the oscillations
of the static structure factor and is alma@stindependent in th@ ! 0 region wheres Q)
is almost constan®2p), see the inset of Fig. 2. We focus on this smaalkegion. From the
integrated intensities of the elastic and inelastic cbations, obtained by a fitting procedure
(see Eq. (S1) and (S2) of the supporting on line materiah®) Tt dependence of Q ;T) is
obtained. The values @f© ;T) * (which is expected to be linear in, see below) are reported
in Fig. 2 (triangles). Also reported in the same figure isthdependence of © ;T ) for two
other archetypical glasses: silica and o-terphenyl (0TP).

To better understand the temperature dependenteoofT ) intheT ! 0 limit, we invoke
the harmonic approximation for the vibrational dynamichisTallows one to expressQ ;T)
in terms of the vibrational properties of the systems, ihe.gigenvalues!(,) and eigenvectors
(e,) of the the potential energy Hessian evaluated at the inhstructure. Using the harmonic
approximation fors;,.; Q ; ! ), it is straightforwardZ3, 24) to show that Eq:(2) reduces to:
p h i 231

2
6. KyTo? 1X ¢ el "
11+

M S Q)N 12
P

fQ;T)= 5 (4)

HereM is the molecular mas% ; the Boltzmann constant, ands summed over th&
particles and over the3N normal modes. In order to pinpoint tiredependence of the non

ergodicity factor in the lowp limit it is convenient to rewrite Eq.: (4) as



fQ ! 0;T)=

1
1+ TT—g : ®)

We thus define the dimensionless quantitywhich encompasses all the microscopic details
of the system, as the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of tleahanodes. These are quantities
that, in turn, depend on the interaction potential and ordteerdered structure. This equation
provides a formal way to extract the system-dependent pateamfrom theT dependence of
f ©;T), derived from the IXS data. This has motivated us to revigtlarge amount of IXS
data available for glasses at lawwhere the harmonic approximation, and therefore Eq.( 5),
is expected to be valid. As it can be seen in Fig. 2, the obdervéependence of Q;T) is
fully consistent with the functional form predicted by E§)( and this allows us to determine

by a least square minimization procedure. The derived gdioe (e. g. =0.19 for silica,

=0.32 for glycerol and=0.58 for oTP) clearly indicate a trend: the more fragilecaid, the
greater the slope of © ;T ) atT=0, i. e. the faster the decorrelation of the density fludtunest
on increasingr. The fitting procedure has been applied to the whole set dfadba glasses,
and the obtained values ofare reported in Tab.l and Fig. 3 as a function of the indepeathde
known fragility parameter . From this figure clearly emerges the existence of a stronglee
tion betweem and : the higher the fragility, the higher the value of. e. the faster is the
dependence of the (Q ;T ) parameter. The existence of a strong correlation betweedm is
further emphasized by the empirical observation that tleeguantities are not only correlated
but (within the statistical accuracy) actually proporibto each other, according to the relation
m = (135 10) + (4 5). On passing, we note that the two points that lie definitelpwe
the dotted line (Selenium and Salol) are the ones for whiagility determined at, doesn’t
agree well with the fragilities determined at higher tenaperes T, 23).

The observed correlation is conceptually surprising. digates the existence of a link be-

tween the curvatures of the potential energy function amitsima (more specifically those
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visited in the glassy phase) and the other properties ofatengial energy function (energy dis-
tribution of the minima, minimum-to-minimum barrier hetghlistribution of the saddle order
and energies,...) controlling the diffusive processesipescooled liquids.

We further examine howemerges from the collective density-density correlatiomction

plateau. From Egs:}(4) and (5), the microscopic expressioni§ found to be:
P h A i ) 2
KBTgQ2 1 X i Q §(l) e?n

M S;s Q)N lg ©)

One may in principle derive a similar parameterfrom the temperature dependence of the
self correlator plateau. In this caseis related to the familiar mean square displacement.
The harmonic approximation for the Debye Waller factoQ ;T) = exp ( W Q;T)) would

lead to an equation formally identical to Eq.(5), but witteplaced by .:

(7)

Therefore and | differently weight the low frequency modes. Specificallythe smallo
limit, is more sensitive to the low energy modes tharthat, independently og, reflects the
whole density of states. It would be interesting to checktiwieor not these two quantities are
correlated with each other.

In conclusion, we report evidence for the correlation betwie fragility of a glass-forming
liquid and the temperature dependence of its non-erggdattor as determined by the vibra-
tional dynamics at very low temperatures. The fragility msiadex of how the viscosity in-
creases upon supercooling. The non ergodicity factor,@naw temperature limit, is related to
the vibrational properties of the harmonic glassy dynarfses Eq:(6)), i.e. to the curvature of
the energy minima. Therefore, from our finding it emerges tihea properties of the potential

energy landscape around the deep minima are related tophogerties that control the diffu-



sion of the system through different basins. This unexpe@ikation represents a further aspect

that requires to be clarified in the physics of the glasssitam.



Sample | T;K 1| m
BeF,° 598 | 20| 0.16
silica® 1450 | 28 | 0.19
glyceroF | 190 | 53| 0.32
PB; 180 | 60| 0.40
nBB® 125 | 53| 0.46
saloF 218 | 73| 0.64
mtol® 187 | 77| 0.57
oTP 241 | 81| 0.58
mTCH 205 | 87| 0.59
Se 308 | 87| 0.7

Table 1: Temperature steepness of the viscosity, fragility) and of the non ergodicity factor
atT ! 0( ) for several materials.

°m from Ref. 4), from Ref. ¢7).

"Silica infrasil grade samplea from Ref. 2), from Ref. 8) and references therein.

‘m from Ref. (12), from Ref. @9).

dPolybutadiene: is determined from an experiment performed on a (1.2P8D}PBD)
reported in Ref.%0). The fragility is not available for such concentration, astimatedn
extrapolating data from Refs3 1, 72).

¢ Normal-butyl-benzenen from Ref. $2), from the experiment in Ref36).

fm from Ref. ¢2), from unpublished data.

9Meta-toluidinem from Ref. 34), from unpublished data.

b Orto-terphenylm from Ref. 2), from Ref. 83).

* Meta-tricresyl-phosphatei from Ref. {2), from unpublished data.

Im from Ref. 2), from unpublished data.
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Figure 1. Selected example of the inalastic x-ray scatjegimergy spectra of glycerol (open
circles with error bars) taken at = 2nm * at the indicated temperatures. The solid line is the
line of best fit according to Eqs;(3) and (S2), while the dasiredi dotted lines are the elastic
and inelastic contributions, respectively (see the supppon line material for further details).
The values off © ;T ) are obtained by the ratio of the integrated intensities efelastic and
inelastic contribution, from Eq.(2). 13
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Figure 2: Values oft © ;T) ! (Eq.2)) foro ’ 2nm?! reported in ar=t, scale for three
representative materials (full symbols with error barsljca (T,=1450 K), glycerol ¢,=190
K) and oTP ;=241 K). The full line is the best fit of the experimental daid&s (5). These
fits have been used to derive the values okported in Fig. 3. In the inset we show the
Q dependence of © ;T ) for SilicaatT = 1050 K
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Figure 3: Correlation plot of the kinetic fragility and theparameter of the non-ergodicity
factor (see Eq.i(5)). The dotted line is obtained by a fit ofdaéa to a linear equation. It
corresponds ta = 135 and the regression coefficientis0.994.
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