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By applying the conceptofdynam icalfacilitation and analyzing the excitation lines thatresult

from thisfacilitation,weinvestigatetheorigin ofdecoupling oftransportcoe�cientsin supercooled

liquids. W e illustrate our approach with two classes ofm odels. O ne depicts di�usion in a strong

glass form er,and the other in a fragile glass form er. At low tem peratures,both m odels exhibit

violation ofthe Stokes-Einstein relation,D � �
� 1
,where D is the selfdi�usion constant and �

is the structuralrelaxation tim e. In the strong case,the violation is sensitive to dim ensionality

d,going as D � �
� 2=3

for d = 1,and as D � �
� 0:95

for d = 3. In the fragile case, however,

we argue that dim ensionality dependence is weak,and show that for d = 1,D � �
� 0:73. This

scaling forthe fragile case com paresfavorably with the resultsofa recentexperim entalstudy fora

three-dim ensionalfragile glassform er.

PACS num bers:64.60.Cn,47.20.Bp,47.54.+ r,05.45.-a

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

Norm alliquidsexhibithom ogeneousbehaviorin their

dynam icalproperties over length scales larger than the

correlation length of density 
 uctuations. For exam -

ple, the Stokes{Einstein relation that relates the self{

di� usion constantD ,viscosity �,and tem peratureT,

D /
T

�
; (1)

is usually accurate [1, 2]. This relation is essentially

a m ean � eld result for the e� ects ofa viscous environ-

m enton a tagged particle. In recentexperim entalstud-

ies,it has been reported that the Stokes{Einstein rela-

tion breaks down as the glass transition is approached

in supercooled liquid system s [3,4,5,6,7,8]. Trans-

lational di� usion shows an enhancem ent by orders of

m agnitude from what would be expected from Eq.(1)

[9,10,11,12,13].Here,weshow thatthisbreakdown is

dueto
 uctuation dom inancein thedynam icsoflow tem -

perature glassform ers.These pertinent
 uctuationsare

dynam ic heterogeneities[14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21].

Thus,the Stokes{Einstein breakdown isone furtherex-

am ple ofthe intrinsic role ofdynam ic heterogeneity in

structuralglassform ers[22,23,24].

In thetreatm entweapply,dynam icheterogeneity isa

m anifestation ofexcitation linesin space{tim e[23].This

picture leadsto the prediction ofdynam ic scaling in su-

percooled liquids,�(l)� lz. Here,�(l)isthe structural

relaxation tim e forprocessesoccurring atlength scale l,

and z is a dynam ic exponent for which speci� c results

have been established [23,24,25]. This picture and its

predicted scaling results di� er m arkedly from those de-

rived with the view that glass form ation is a static or

therm odynam ic phenom enon [26,27,28,29,30,31,32,

33].Italso di� ersfrom m odecoupling theory which pre-

dictssingularbehavioratnon{zero tem perature[34,35].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II,we in-

troduceourm odelfora supercooled liquid with a probe

m olecule im m ersed in the liquid. Sim ulation resultsare

given in Secs.IIIand IV. Section IV also providesana-

lyticalanalysisofthedi� usion coe� cientand theStokes{

Einstein violation,and explainsthe origin ofthe decou-

plingoftransportcoe� cientsbased on theexcitation line

picture oftrajectory space. Com parison ofour theory

with recentexperim entalresultsiscarried outin Sec.V.

W e concludein Sec.VIwith a Discussion.

II. M O D ELS

W eim aginecoarsegrainingarealm olecularliquid over

a m icroscopic tim e scale (e.g.,larger than the m olecu-

lar vibrationaltim e scale),and also over a m icroscopic

length scale (e.g., larger than the equilibrium corre-

lation length). In its sim plest form , we assum e this

coarse graining leadsto a kinetically constrained m odel

[23,24,36,37,38]with the dim ensionlessHam iltonian,

H =

N
X

i= 1

ni; (ni = 0;1): (2)

Here,ni = 1 coincideswith latticesiteibeing a spatially

unjam m ed region,while ni = 0 coincides with it being

a jam m ed region. W e callni the \m obility � eld". The

num berofsites,N ,speci� esthesizeofthesystem .From

Eq.(2),therm odynam ics is trivial,and the equilibrium

concentration ofdefectsorexcitationsis

c= hnii=
1

1+ exp(1=eT)
; (3)

where eT is a reduced tem perature. W e m ake explicit

connection of eT with absolute tem perature later when

com paring ourtheory with experim entalresults.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311396v1
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The dynam ics ofthese m odels obey detailed balance

and localdynam icalrules.Nam ely,

ni = 0

k
(+ )

i

���!

 ���
k
(� )

i

ni = 1; (4)

wheretherateconstantsforsitei,k
(+ )

i and k
(� )

i ,depend

on thecon� gurationsofnearestneighbors.Forexam ple,

in dim ension d = 1,

k
(+ )

i = e
� 1=eT

f(ni� 1;ni+ 1); (5)

k
(� )

i = f(ni� 1;ni+ 1); (6)

where f(ni� 1;ni+ 1)re
 ectsthe type ofdynam icalfacil-

itation.In the Fredrickson{Andersen (FA)m odel[36],a

state change is allowed when it is next to at least one

defect.Thefacilitation function in thiscaseisgiven by,

fFA (ni� 1;ni+ 1)= ni� 1 + ni+ 1 � ni� 1ni+ 1: (7)

In the Eastm odel[37],dynam icalfacilitation hasdirec-

tionalpersistence. The facilitation function in thiscase

is

fEast(ni� 1;ni+ 1)= ni� 1: (8)

In orderto study translationaldi� usion in supercooled

liquids,weextend theconceptofdynam icfacilitation to

include a probe m olecule.The dynam icsofa probe will

depend on thelocalstateofthebackgroundliquid.W hen

and where there is no m obility,the di� usive m otion of

the probe willbe hindered. W hen and where there is

m obility,theprobem oleculewillundergodi� usion easily.

Assuch,in a coarse{grained picture,theprobem olecule

isallowed tojum p from latticesiteitoanearestneighbor

sitewhen siteicoincideswith am obileregion,ni = 1.In

orderto satisfy detailed balance,wefurtherassum ethat

theprobem oleculecan m oveonlytoam obileregion,i.e.,

x(t+ �t)= x(t)� �x � nx � nx� �x; (9)

where x(t) denotes the position ofthe probe at tim e t.

Unitsoftim e and length scalesaresetequalto a M onte

Carlo sweep and a lattice spacing,respectively.

III. C O M P U T ER SIM U LA T IO N S

Usingtherulesdescribed in Sec.II,wehaveperform ed

M onteCarlo sim ulationsofdi� usion ofa probem olecule

in theFA and Eastm odelsforvarioustem peratures.For

thepurposeofnum ericale� ciency,wehaveused thecon-

tinuoustim e M onte Carlo algorithm [39,40]. In the all

system s,N was chosen as N = 100=c,and the sim ula-

tions were perform ed for totaltim es T � 100�,with �

being the relaxation tim e ofthe m odel. Averageswere

perform ed over103 to 105 independenttrajectories.

FIG . 1: Typical trajectories of a probe m olecule in one{

dim ensionalm odels. The probe m olecule (black line)under-

goes a di�usive process in the trajectory space that consists

ofgray (m obile)and white(im m obile)regions.(a)FA m odel

at eT = 3;(b) FA m odelat eT = 0:8,and (c) East m odelat

eT = 0:8.

In Fig. 1, we show typical trajectories of probe

m oleculesintheFA andEastm odels.In thehightem per-

aturecase,trajectory spaceisdensewith m obileregions

and there are no signi� cantpatternsin space{tim e. As

such,thedynam icsism ean{� eld like.Itisforthisreason

thatthe relaxation tim e in thiscase isinversely propor-

tionalto theequilibrium probability ofexcitation,c(see,

forexam ple,Ref.[41]).Theprobem oleculeexecutesdif-

fusivem otion,withoutbeingtrapped in im m obileregions

forany signi� cantperiod oftim e.

The low tem perature dynam ics is di� erent. M obility

issparse,defectstend to be spatially isolated ata given

tim e,and trajectory spaceexhibitsspace{tim epatterns.

See Fig.1(b) and (c). Because ofthe facilitation con-

straint,an im m obileregion needsanearestm obileregion

to becom em obileata latertim e.Theexcitationsthere-

fore form continuous lines and bubble{like structures

in trajectory space. W hile inside a bubble, the probe

m olecule willbe im m obilized.See,forexam ple,the seg-

m entofthetrajectoryofaprobem oleculefor0< t< 500

in Fig.1(b). Due to exchangesbetween m obile and im -
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FIG .2: M ean squared displacem ents ofthe probe m olecules

are shown forthe three di�erentcasesillustraed in Fig.1.

m obile regions,an im m obile region can becom e m obile

aftera period oftim e.Atthatstagethe probem olecule

can perform a random walk untilitisagain in an im m o-

bileregion.Them otion ofaprobem oleculewillm anifest

di� usive behaviorovera tim e long enough form any dy-

nam icalexchanges to occur. In the East m odelat low

tem peratures such aspictured in Fig.1(c),the bubbles

in space{tim eform hierarchicalstructures[23].

Figure 2 plots m ean square displacem ents of probe

m olecules for the FA and East m odels for three di� er-

ent cases pictured in Fig.1. In the high tem perature

case,the m ean square displacem entreachesitsdi� usive

linearregim eafteraveryshorttransienttim e.In thelow

tem perature case,the probe m olecule in the Eastm odel

casereachesthe di� usive regim eaftera longertim e and

overa largerlength scalethan thatin theFA m odelwith

the sam ereduced tem perature.

IV . ST O K ES{EIN ST EIN V IO LA T IO N

A . D i� usion C oe� cient

Figure 3 plots the di� usion coe� cient of a probe

m olecule forthe FA and the Eastm odels.The di� usion

coe� cientisdeterm ined from the m ean squaredisplace-

m ent,

D = lim
t! 1

h[� x(t)]2i

t
; (10)

where � x(t)= x(t)� x(0).Errorestim atesforoursim -

ulationsareno largerthan the size ofthe sym bols.

In the FA m odel,the di� usion coe� cientexhibitsAr-

rhenius behavior for eT < 1. This behavior re
 ects the

factthatrelaxation dynam icsin theFA m odelissim ilar

to thatofa strong liquid.In thisregim e,overm orethan

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

1/T
~

10
-6

10
-4

10
-2

D

FA
East

D ~ c
2
~ exp(-2/

~
T   )

FIG .3: D i�usion coe�cients forthe FA and Eastm odelsas

functionsof1=eT.D ashed linesare a guide to the eye.

4 orders ofm agnitude in D ,the slope oflogD vs eT � 1

isclose to 2.Thisresultisconsistentwith the expected

low tem peraturescaling,

D FA � c
2 � exp(� 2=eT); (11)

as discussed in the next subsection. In the Eastm odel

case, also pictured in Fig. 3, the di� usion coe� cient

decreases m ore quickly than Arrhenius. This super{

Arrhenius behavior is due to the hierarchicalnature of

dynam icsin the Eastm odel[42].

Com paring the di� usion coe� cients with the relax-

ation tim es of the background liquids dem onstrates

Stokes{Einstein violation in both m odels. The relax-

ation tim es,�,ofthe FA and the East m odels at dif-

ferenttem peratureshavebeen determ ined in priorwork

[43,44]. W hen the Stokes{Einstein relation is satis� ed,

D � � const. This behavior occurs in the FA and East

m odels when ~T > 2,but Fig.4 shows that D � is en-

hanced from thatbehaviorby 2 or3 ordersofm agnitude

when ~T < 1.Bearin m ind,thesedeviationsfrom Stokes{

Einstein are d = 1 results. The appropriate generaliza-

tion oftheFA m odelto d = 3 doesnotexhibitsuch large

deviations. O n the other hand,we expect that gener-

alizations ofthe East m odel,which is hierarchicaland

thereforefragile,willhaveweak dim ensionaldependence

and continue to exhibit large deviations for d = 3. W e

turn to the argum entsthatexplain these claim snow.

B . Scaling A nalysis

Forhigh tem peratures,thelocalm obility� eld willtend

to be close to its m ean value,c. As such,both the re-

laxation m echanism ofthe m aterialand the di� usional

m otion oftheprobem oleculem akeuseofthesam elocal

m obility � elds. Forthis reason,the di� usion coe� cient
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FIG .4:ViolationsoftheStokes{Einstein relation are sim ilar

in the d = 1 FA and East m odels. D ashed lines are a guide

to the eye.

and therelaxation tim escalearestrongly coupled in this

regim e,leading to the Stokes{Einstein relation.

At low tem peratures, however, the dynam ics of the

system is not so sim ply related to the m ean m obility

� eld. Here,the 
 uctuations ofbubble structures dom -

inate.The relaxation tim e ofthe background liquid will

approxim ately scaleasthelongesttem poralextension of

bubbles. The persistence tim e ofan individuallattice

site,tpers,isthe tim e forwhich thatsite m akesits � rst

changein state.Itstypicalsizewillbeintim ately tied to

the structuralrelaxation tim e ofthe liquid. Forthe FA

m odelin d = 1,

� � htpersi� c
� 3
: (12)

See,forexam ple,Refs.[23,38].

Thisresultisconsistentwith a sim ple argum entcon-

cerning di� usive m otions ofexcitation lines in the low

tem perature FA m odel [23]. In particular, the struc-

turalrelaxation tim es in the FA m odelis given by the

tim e in which a typicalbubble structure loosesitsiden-

tity through wandering m otionsofexcitation lines.The

excitation line has a localdi� usivity of D � c. (W e

use caligraphic D to distinguish this di� usion constant

for excitations from that for particles,D .) In order to

form a bubble,an excitation line needs to wander dis-

tance ofthe orderofthe typicallength between defects,

leq � c� 1. Therefore,the m ean relaxation tim e isgiven

by � � l2eq=D � c� 3.

W hen theprobem oleculeisattheboundary ofa bub-

ble,it m ay not need to wait untilthe bubble closes in

orderto undergo di� usion;rather,itcan rem ain within

m obilecellsand di� usearound theboundary ofthebub-

bles. In this way,translationaldi� usion willbe m ore

facilitated than structuralrelaxation,leading to an en-

hanced di� usion in the 
 uctuation dom inated low tem -

peratureregion.Speci� cally,considerthe dynam icalex-

FIG .5: A section ofFig.1(b) illustrating the m eanings of

exchange tim es, t0 and t1. t0 is a tim e a site spends in a

bubble,and t1 isa tim eitspendsin a surrounding boundary.

change tim es,i.e.,the tim esbetween 
 ipping eventsfor

a given latticesite.SeeFig.5.t0 issuch a tim eduration

foran ni = 0 state and t1 issuch a tim e duration foran

ni = 1 state. The probe m olecule can m ove only while

in a m obile region. Further,the m ean square displace-

m entofthe probe willbe proportionalto the num berof

di� usivestepsthata probem oleculewilltakeduring the

trajectory,N ,

h[� x(t)]2i� N �
T

ht0i+ ht1i
: (13)

Here,T isthelength ofalongtrajectoryin theFA m odel.

Theaverageduration ofthedefectstate,ht1i,isinversely

proportionalto theprobability ofa latticesitebeing m o-

bile,c,tim es the 
 ip rate,k
(� )

i . Since k
(� )

i � O (1),we

have,

ht1i� c
� 1
: (14)

From detailed balance,therefore,

ht0i� c
� 2
: (15)

Since ht1i � ht0i in the low tem perature region,

Eqs.(13){(15)give

D FA �
h(� x)2i

T
�

1

ht0i
� c

2
: (16)

ThisresultexplainsEq.(11).Togetherwith Eq.(12),it

leadsto

D FA � �
� �
; (17)

with �= 2=3 in thed = 1 FA m odelcase.Thisscaling is

to be contrasted with the Stokes{Einstein result,�= 1.

Num ericalsim ulation [24]and renorm alization group

analysis [25]ofhigher dim ension generalizations ofthe

FA m odelindicate thatfor d = 3,� � c� 2:1. However,
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the scaling D � c2 rem ains true for alldim ensions as

it is based solely on detailed balance. Thus,for d = 3,

�� 0:95.In otherwords,thereisonly aweak breakdown

in theStokes{Einstein relation forstrongliquidsin d = 3.

In the Eastm odelcase,both the di� usion coe� cient

and the relaxation tim e show super-Arrheniusbehavior.

The hierarchical, fractal structure of pattern develop-

m ent in trajectory space for the East m odeldoes not

allow a sim plescalinganalysisofthedi� usion coe� cient,

and it is notobviouswhether tem perature independent

scaling exists. O ne can de� ne a tem perature dependent

scaling exponents,�(eT)and z(eT),

D East � c
�( eT )

; (18)

� � l
z(eT )

; (19)

so that

D East � �
� �( eT )=z(eT )

: (20)

Interestingly, our num erical results indicate that � =

�=z � 0:73 is independent oftem perature as shown in

Fig.6.Thisexponent,�� 0:73forthed = 1Eastm odel,

isvery close to whatm any experim entsand sim ulations

have found for three{dim ensionalglass form ing liquids.

Forexam ple,a recentexperim ent� ndsthat� � 0:77 in

the self{di� usion oftris-naphthylbenzene(TNB) [8]. It

was found that � � 0:75 in a m olecular dynam ics sim -

ulation ofLennard{Jonesbinary m ixture [45]and a re-

centdetailed scaling analysisofnum ericalresultsshows

�� 0:65 [46].

Presum ably,such good agreem ent ofscaling relation

between thed = 1 Eastm odeland higherdim ension sys-

tem sarisesduetodirectionalpersistenceoffacilitation in

the fragile liquid [23,24]. Thispersistence in higherdi-

m ensionscausesm otion tobee� ectivelyone{dim ensional

[24].Therefore,dim ensionality isnotvery signi� cantfor

fragile glass form ers. As such, for fragile system s, we

expect that the scaling relation ofthe Stokes{Einstein

violation willbe reasonably welldescribed by the d = 1

Eastm odel.Based on thisexpectation,wefurtherpurse

the com parison between theory and experim ent.

V . C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EX P ER IM EN T

Swallen etal.[8]m easured theself{translationaldi� u-

sion coe� cientofTNB neartheglasstransition tem per-

ature.They observed an increaseofD �=T from itshigh

tem peraturelim itby a factorof400 neartheglasstran-

sition tem perature.In orderto com pareourresultswith

these experim ents,we need to determ ine the excitation

concentration,c,asfunction oftem perature.SinceTNB

behaves as a fragile liquid,we determ ine the excitation

concentration asa function oftem peratureby � tting the

viscosity data ofTNB [47]with thegeneralization ofthe

Eastm odelform ulasto higherdim ensions[24].Nam ely,

ln� �
1

dln2
[ln(g=c)]

2
; (21)

whereg isthenum berofequally likely persistencedirec-

tionson a cubiclattice,and

ln(c)= ln(cR )� J

�

1

T
�

1

TR

�

: (22)

Theparam eterJ istheenergy scaleassociated with cre-

ating a m obile region from an im m obile region,and TR

isan appropriate reference tem perature. Detailson the

� tting can be found in Ref.[24]. Taking g = 8 (the cu-

bic lattice value) and TR as the tem perature at which

log� is half the value of log�(Tg), we determ ine that

J=Tg � 21:7,and log10(cR =g) � � 1:28. The reduced

tem perature, eT ofthe Eastm odelisrelated to absolute

tem peratureby

1

eT
= J

�

1

T
�

1

TR

�

+ ln(g=cR ): (23)

O ncewehavedeterm ined theexcitation concentration

asa function ofthetem perature,wecan com pareexper-

im entaldata with ourcom puted resultsforthe Stokes{

Einstein violation in the Eastm odelcase.Based on the

argum entthatthescalingrelation oftheStokes{Einstein

violation (D � �� �)rem ainsrobustin higherdim ensions

and from the dim ensionaldependence of Eq.(21), we

expect

ln(D �)jd= 3 �
1

3
ln(D �)jd= 1: (24)

In Fig.7weusethisrelationship tocom paretheextent

oftheStokes{Einstein violation oftheexperim entalsys-

tem with ourEastm odelresults.Theagreem entbetween

the two appearsexcellent.
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V I. D ISC U SSIO N

There have been previous theoreticalstudies on the

violation ofthe Stokes{Einstein relation in supercooled

liquid system s. For exam ple,K ivelson and Tarjus have

argued thatthe Stokes{Einstein violation can be under-

stood from their\frustration{lim ited dom ain" m odelfor

supercooled liquids[11,32]. Assum ing a distribution of

localrelaxation tim esassociated with dom ain structures,

this m odeldescribesthe translationaldi� usion and vis-

cosity ascorresponding to di� erentaveraging processof

such a distribution.Theiridea contraststo oursin that

the dom ain structure in theirwork ispurely static,and

the exchange between di� erentdom ainsare notconsid-

ered.

Hodgdon and Stillingerhave proposed a 
 uidized do-

m ain m odel[9,10].In theirwork,itisassum ed thatthe

system consistsofasparsecollectionof
 uid{likedom ains

in abackground ofm oreviscousm edia,and 
 uid{likedo-

m ains appear and disappear with a � nite life{tim e and

rate.Relaxation tim esaredeterm ined by therateofap-

pearanceofthe
 uid{likedom ains,whiletranslation dif-

fusion also dependson the life{tim e ofthe dom ains. To

the extent that these dom ains refer to space{tim e and

not sim ply space,this picture is not inconsistent with

ours.Xia and W olyneshave applied the so{called \ran-

dom � rstordertransition theory" [33]to the Hodgdon{

Stillinger m odel[13]. In this case,the picture is both

m ean � eld and staticand decidedly contrary to our
 uc-

tuation dom inated and dynam ic view.

From theperspectivethatStokes{Einstein violation is

a m anifestation of
 uctuation dom inated dynam ics,one

expectsthatsim ilardecoupling behavioroccursbetween

other kinds oftransportproperties near the glass tran-

sition. The extentto which such decoupling can appear

depends upon m icroscopic details in the speci� c trans-

port properties and m aterials under study. For exam -

ple,m olecularrotationsofa probewillbecoupled to the

m obility � eld,butlessso than translations.Indeed,sin-

gle m olecule experim ents indicate thatrotationspersist

in both m obile and im m obile regions ofa glass form er

[48,49,50]. Rotationalm otions can therefore average

the e� ects ofdynam ic heterogeneity to a greaterextent

than translationalm otions.Assuch,decoupling ofrota-

tionalrelaxation from structuralrelaxation can be m ore

di� cultto detectthan violationsofthe Stokes{Einstein

relation. Precisely how such e� ects m ight be detected

seem sworthy offurthertheoreticalanalysis.
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