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By applying the concept of dynam ical facilitation and analyzing the excitation lines that result
from this facilitation, we investigate the origin of decoupling of transport coe cients in supercooled
liuids. W e illustrate our approach w ith two classes of m odels. O ne depicts di usion in a strong
glass form er, and the other n a fragile glass fom er. At low tem peratures, both m odels exhibit
violation of the StokesE instein relation, D 1, where D is the self di usion constant and
is the structural relaxation tine. In the strong case, the violation is sensitive to din ensionality
d, going as D =3 ord= 1, and as D 995 frd = 3. In the fragile case, however,
we argue that dim ensionality dependence is weak, and show that ford = 1, D 073 This
scaling for the fragile case com pares favorably w ith the resuls of a recent experim ental study for a
three-din ensional fragile glass fom er.

PACS numbers: 64.60Cn, 4720Bp, 4754+ r, 05454

I. NTRODUCTION

T his paper is organized as Pllows. In Sec.[d, we in—

N om al liquids exhib it hom ogeneous behavior in their
dynam ical properties over length scales larger than the
correlation length of density uctuations. For exam —
ple, the Stokes{E instein relation that relates the self{
di usion constant D , viscosity , and tem perature T,

T
D/ —; @)

is usually accurate , E]. This relation is essentially
amean eld result for the e ects of a viscous environ—
m ent on a tagged particle. In recent experin ental stud-
Jes, i has been reported that the Stokes{E instein rela-
tion breaks down as the glass transition is approached
n supercooled liquid system s E, E, E, E, ﬂ, ]. Trans—
lational di usion shows an enhancem ent by orders of
m agnitude from what would be expected from Eq. [)
[@,0hd,[11,04,31. Here, we show that this breakdown is
dueto uctuation dom inance in the dynam icsoflow tem —
perature glass form ers. T hese pertinent uctuations are
dynam ic heterogeneities [14, 19, [1d, 11, [1d, (14, 2d, 211.
T hus, the Stokes{E instein breakdown is one further ex—
am ple of the intrinsic role of dynam ic heterogeneiy in
structural glass form ers E,E,lﬂ].

In the treatm ent we apply, dynam ic heterogeneity is a
m anifestation of excitation lines in space{tin e R3]. This
picture leads to the prediction of dynam ic scaling in su—
percooled liquids, () I.Here, (1) isthe structural
relaxation tin e for processes occurring at length scal 1,
and z is a dynam ic exponent for which speci c resuls
have been established , @, E]. T his picture and is
predicted scaling results di er m arkedly from those de—
rived w ith the view that glass form ation is a static or
therm odynam ic phenom enon m, E, IE, E, IE, |3_J|, @,
E]. Tt alsodi ersfrom m ode coupling theory which pre-
dicts singular behavior at non { zero tem perature ,@].

troduce ourm odel for a supercooled liquid w ith a probe
molecule inm ersed In the liquid. Simulation results are
given in Secs.[ and [[M. Section [¥] also provides ana—
Iyticalanalysisofthedi usion coe cient and the Stokes{
E Instein violation, and explains the origin of the decou—
pling oftransport coe cientsbased on the excitation line
picture of tra gctory space. Com parison of our theory
w ith recent experin ental results is carried out in Sec.[l.
W e conclide in Sec.[’M3 w ith a D iscussion.

II. MODELS

W e In agine coarse graining a realm olecular liquid over
a m icroscopic tin e scale (eg. larger than the m olecu-
lar vibrational tim e scale), and also over a m icroscopic
length scalke (eg. lamger than the equilbrium ocorre-
lation length). In its sinplest ©m , we assum e this
coarse graining leads to a kinetically constrained m odel
p3,04,134,137,138] w ith the din ensionless H am iltonian,

R
H = nij; @i= 0;1): )

i=1

Here,n; = 1 coincidesw ith lattice site i being a spatially
unjpmm ed region, while n; = 0 coincides w ith it being
a pmmed region. W e calln; the \mobility eld". The
num ber ofsites, N , speci esthe size ofthe system . From
Eq. ), them odynam ics is trivial, and the equilbrium
concentration of defects or excitations is
1
c=mijyi= ——; 3)
1+ exp (1=)

where B is a reduced tem perature. W e m ake explicit
connection of ® with absolute tem perature later when
com paring our theory w ith experim ental resuls.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311396v1

T he dynam ics of these m odels obey detailed balance
and localdynam ical rules. Nam ely,

k)
‘ny=1; @)

w here the rate constants for site i, ki(Jr " and ki( ', depend
on the con gurations of nearest neighbors. For exam ple,
in dinensiond= 1,

ki(+) = e @i 1nu1); )
k{ ' = £@i 1m0 (6)

where f n; 1;ni+1) r¢ ects the type of dynam ical facit-
itation. In the Fredrickson {Andersen (FA ) m odel ], a
state change is allowed when it is next to at least one
defect. T he facilitation function in this case is given by,

fra i 1/N341) = N3 1+ N1 Ty 1Ngr1s (7)

In the East m odel E], dynam ical facilitation has direc—
tional persistence. The facilitation fiinction in this case
is

fEast i 1;N441) = Ny 1 8)

In order to study translationaldi usion In supercooled
liquids, we extend the concept of dynam ic facilitation to
Inclide a probe m olecule. T he dynam ics of a probe w ill
depend on the localstate ofthe background liquid. W hen
and where there is no m obility, the di usive m otion of
the probe will be hindered. W hen and where there is
m obility, the probem olcule w illundergo di usion easily.
A s such, in a coarse{grained picture, the probe m olcule
isallowed to jum p from lattice site 1to a nearest neighbor
site when site 1 coincidesw ith am obile region,n; = 1. In
order to satisfy detailed balance, we fiurther assum e that
the probem olecule can m ove only to am obile region, ie.,

x({E+ H=x(@® X N x5 9)

where x (t) denotes the position of the probe at tine t.
Units of tim e and length scales are set equalto a M onte
Carlo sweep and a lattice spacing, respectively.

III. COMPUTER SIM ULATION S

U sihg the rules descrbed in Sec.[d, we have perform ed
M onte C arlo sin ulations ofdi usion ofa probem olecule
In theFA and Eastm odels for various tem peratures. For
the purpose ofnum ericale ciency, we have used the con—
tinuous tim e M onte C arlo algorithm ,@]. In the all
system s, N was chosen as N = 100=c, and the simnula—
tions were perform ed for total times T 100 , wih
being the relaxation tin e of the m odel. A verages were
perfom ed over 10° to 10° independent tra fctories.
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FIG. 1l: Typical trafctories of a probe molecule in one{
din ensionalm odels. The probe m olecule (plack line) under-
goes a di usive process In the tra fctory space that consists
ofgray (m obilk) and white (inm obik) regions. (@) FA m odel
at ® = 3; ) FA modelat © = 0:8, and (c) East m odel at
= 0s8.

h Fig. [, we show typical trafctories of probe
m oleculesin theFA and E astm odels. In the high tem per—
ature case, tra Bctory space is dense w ith m cbile regions
and there are no signi cant pattems In space{timne. A s
such, thedynam icsism ean{ eld lke. It is forthis reason
that the relaxation tin e In this case is inversely propor-
tionalto the equilbriim probability of excitation, ¢ (see,
forexam ple, Ref. m]) . The probem olecule executes dif-
fusive m otion, w ithout being trapped in In m obilke regions
for any signi cant period of tin e.

The low team perature dynam ics is di erent. M obility
is sparse, defects tend to be spatially isolated at a given
tin e, and tra gctory space exhibits space{tin e pattems.
See Fig.[dlo) and (c). Because of the facilitation con—
straint, an in m obile region needs a nearest m ocbik region
to becom e m obile at a later tim e. T he excitations there—
fore form continuous lines and bubble{lke structures
in tragctory space. W hike inside a bubble, the probe
m olcul willbe inm obilized. See, for exam ple, the seg—
m ent ofthe tra fctory ofa probem olecule or0 < t< 500
in Fig.[ ). D ue to exchanges between m obilke and in —
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FIG.2: M ean squared displacem ents of the probe m olecules
are shown fr the three di erent cases illistraed in Fig.[l.

m obile regions, an inm obile region can becom e m obilke
after a period of tim e. At that stage the probe m olecule
can perform a random walk until i isagain In an inm o—
bilk region. T hem otion ofa probem olecule w illm anifest
di usive behavior over a tin e long enough form any dy—
nam ical exchanges to occur. In the East m odel at low
tem peratures such as pictured in Fig.[l(c), the bubbles
n space{tim e form hierarchical structures 23].

Figure [ plots m ean square displacem ents of probe
m olcules for the FA and East m odels for three di er—
ent cases pictured in Fig.[ll. In the high tem perature
case, the m ean square displacam ent reaches its di usive
linear regin e after a very short transient tin e. In the low
tem perature case, the probe m olecule in the East m odel
case reaches the di usive regin e after a longer tin e and
over a larger length scale than that in the FA m odelw ith
the sam e reduced tem perature.

IVv. STOKES{EINSTEIN VIOLATION

A . D1 usion Coe cient

Figure @ plots the di usion coe cint of a probe
m olcul for the FA and the East m odels. The di usion
coe client is determ ined from the m ean square displace—
m ent,

D o- oy M X(t)]zl;

t! 1 t (10)

where x(@t)= x@#) x(0).Errorestin ates for our sin —
ulations are no larger than the size of the symbols.

In the FA m odel, the di usion coe cient exhibits A r-
rhenius behavior for ® < 1. This behavior re ects the
fact that relaxation dynam ics in the FA m odel is sim ilar
to that of a strong liquid. In this regin €, overm ore than
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FIG .3: D iusion coe cients for the FA and East m odels as
functions of 1=F. D ashed lines are a guide to the eye.

4 orders of m agnitude in D, the slope of IogD vs € 1!
is close to 2. This result is consistent w ith the expected
low tem perature scaling,

Dra & exp( 2%); 1)
as discussed In the next subsection. In the East m odel
case, also pictured in Fig.[d, the di usion coe cient
decreases m ore quickly than A rrhenius. This super|
A rrhenius behavior is due to the hierarchical nature of
dynam ics in the East m odel 44].

Comparing the di usion coe cients with the relax—
ation tines of the background liquids dem onstrates
Stokes{E Instein violation in both m odels. The relax—
ation tines, , of the FA and the East m odels at dif-
ferent tem peratures have been determ ined in prior work
43,144]. W hen the Stokes{E instein relation is satis ed,
D const. This behavior occurs In the FA and East
models when T > 2, but Fig.[4 shows that D  is en—
hanced from that behaviorby 2 or 3 orders ofm agniude
when T" < 1. Bearinm ind, these deviations from Stokes{
Enstein are d = 1 results. T he appropriate generaliza—
tion ofthe FA m odelto d = 3 doesnot exhbi such large
deviations. On the other hand, we expect that gener-
alizations of the East m odel, which is hierarchical and
therefore fragilke, w illhave weak din ensional dependence
and continue to exhibit large deviations ford = 3. W e
tum to the argum ents that explain these clain snow .

B . Scaling Analysis

Forhigh tem peratures, the Iocalm obility eld willtend
to be close to itsmean value, c. A s such, both the re—
laxation m echanism of the m aterial and the di usional
m otion ofthe probe m olecule m ake use ofthe sam e local
mobility elds. For this reason, the di usion coe cient
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FIG .4: V lolations of the Stokes{E instein relation are sim ilar
in thed = 1 FA and East m odels. D ashed lines are a guide
to the eye.

and the relaxation tin e scale are strongly coupled in this
regin e, leading to the Stokes{E instein relation.

At low tem peratures, however, the dynam ics of the
system is not so sinply related to the mean m obiliy

eld. Here, the uctuations of bubbl structures dom —
inate. T he relaxation tim e of the background liquid w ill
approxin ately scale as the longest tem poralextension of
bubbles. The persistence tine of an individual lattice
site, ters, is the tim e or which that site m akes its st
change In state. Its typical size w illbe Intim ately tied to
the structural relaxation tin e of the liquid. For the FA
modelind= 1,

Mesi c: 12)
See, Por exam ple, Refs. ﬁ,@].

T his resul is consistent w ith a sin ple argum ent con—
ceming di usive m otions of excitation lines in the low
tem perature FA m odel E]. In particular, the struc—
tural relaxation tin es in the FA m odel is given by the
tin e n which a typicalbubble structure looses its iden—
tity through wandering m otions of excitation lines. T he
excitation line has a local di usiviy of D c. We
use caligraphic D to distinguish this di usion constant
for excitations from that for particles, D .) In order to
form a bubbl, an excitation line needs to wander dis—
tance of the order of the typical length between defects,
lg c'. Therebre, the mean relaxation tin e is given
by i=> c°’.

W hen the probem olecule is at the boundary ofa bub—
bl, i m ay not need to wai until the bubbl closes in
order to undergo di usion; rather, it can rem ain wihin
m obilke cellsand di use around the boundary of the bub—
bles. In this way, translktional di usion will be m ore
facilitated than structural relaxation, leading to an en—
hanced di usion in the wuctuation dom inated low tem —
perature region. Speci cally, consider the dynam ical ex—

FIG.5: A section of Fig.[l() illustrating the m eanings of
exchange tines, tp and ty. t is a tine a site spends in a
bubble, and t; isa tin e it spends In a surrounding boundary.

change tim es, ie., the tines between Ipping events for
a given lattice site. See F ig.[H. t; is such a tin e duration
foran n; = 0 state and ty is such a tin e duration for an
n; = 1 state. The probe m okecule can m ove only whilk
In a mobile region. Further, the m ean square displace—
m ent of the probe w illbe proportional to the num ber of
di usive stepsthat a probe m olecule w ill take during the

tra gctory, N ,

T

h PN —
[ =®OT4 Moit Mo

@3)

Here, T isthe length ofa long tra gctory In the FA m odel
T he average duration ofthe defect state, ht i, is Inversely

proportionalto the probability ofa lattice site beingm o—
)

bil, ¢, tin es the J'prate,]i( ', SJ'noeki( 0O @1),we
have,

hhi ct: 14)
From detailed balance, therefore,

hoi c?: 15)
Since hi hpi n the low temperature region,
Egs. [3){ 03 give

h( x)%i 1 2.

T i e

FA

This result explains Eq. [[) . Togetherw ith Eq. [2), i
leads to
Dra i a7
wih = 2=3inhthed= 1FA modelcase. Thisscaling is
to be contrasted w ith the Stokes{E instein resul, = 1.
N um erical sin ulation m] and renomm alization group
analysis E] of higher dim ension generalizations of the
FA m odel indicate that ord = 3, c 21, However,
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FIG . 6: Scaling of Stokes{E instein violation in d= 1. C ircles
and squares indicate com puted results for the FA and East
m odels, respectively.

the scaling D é rem ains true for all din ensions as
i is based sokly on detailed balance. Thus, ford = 3,
0:95. In otherw ords, there isonly a weak breakdown

In the Stokes{E instein relation for strong liquidsin d= 3.
In the East m odel case, both the di usion coe cient
and the relaxation tin e show superA rrhenius behavior.
The hierarchical, fractal structure of pattem develop—
ment In trapctory space for the East m odel does not
allow a sin ple scaling analysisofthedi usion coe cient,
and i is not obvious whether tem perature lndependent
scaling exists. One can de ne a tem perature dependent

scaling exponents, (€) and z (),
Dgase  c'®; (18)
£, @9)
so that
Dgast ('P‘)=z(’§): 0)

Interestingly, our num erical resuls indicate that =
=z 0:73 is ndependent of tem perature as shown in
Fig.d. Thisexponent, 0:73 forthed = 1 Eastm odel,
is very close to what m any experin ents and sin ulations
have found for three{din ensional glass form ing liquids.
For exam ple, a recent experin ent nds that 077 In
the self{di usion of trisnaphthylbenzene(TNB) If]. It
was found that 0:75 In a molecular dynam ics sin —
ulation of Lennard{Jones binary m ixture 48] and a re—
cent detailed scaling analysis of num erical resuls show s
065 146].

P resum ably, such good agreem ent of scaling relation
between thed = 1 Eastm odeland higher din ension sys—
tem s arises due to directionalpersistence of facilitation in
the fragile liquid R23,124]. T his persistence in higher di-
m ensions causesm otion tobee ectively one{din ensional

24]. T herefore, dim ensionality is not very signi cant for
fragile glass form ers. A s such, Por fragile system s, we

expect that the scaling relation of the Stokes{E instein

violation w ill be reasonably well describbed by thed = 1

Eastm odel. Based on this expectation, we further purse

the com parison between theory and experim ent.

V. COMPARISON W ITH EXPERIM ENT

Swallen et al. [H]m easured the self{translationaldi u-
sion coe cient of TNB near the glass transition tem per—
ature. They observed an Increase ofD =T from itshigh
tem perature lim it by a factor of 400 near the glass tran—
sition tem perature. In order to com pare our results w ith
these experin ents, we need to detem ine the excitation
concentration, ¢, as function of tem perature. Since TNB
behaves as a fragike liquid, we determ ine the excitation
concentration as a function oftem perature by tting the
viscosity data of TNB [47] w ith the generalization ofthe
E astm odel form ulas to higher din ensions 24]. N am ely,

1
— Mm@=aT;

21
dhn?2 e

w here g is the num ber of equally likely persistence direc—
tions on a cubic Jattice, and

1

1
hc)=Tn — 22
© ®) J T T @2)

T he param eter J is the energy scale associated w ith cre-
ating a m obile region from an Inm obile region, and Ty
is an appropriate reference tem perature. D etails on 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 Iog (T4), we detem ine that
J=Ty4 21:7, and log, (r =9) 128. The reduced
tem perature, B of the East m odel is related to absolute
tem perature by

= T ©3)

+ hig=x):

O nce we have determm ined the excitation concentration
as a function of the tem perature, we can com pare exper—
In ental data w ith our com puted results for the Stokes{
E Instein violation in the E ast m odel case. Based on the
argum ent that the scaling relation ofthe Stokes{E instein
violation O ) rem ains robust in higher din ensions
and from the dim ensional dependence of Eq. [Z), we
expect

. 1 .
h® i3 glnCD Yh=1: 24)

Th F ig.[Aw e use this relationship to com pare the extent
of the Stokes{E instein violation of the experim ental sys—
tem wih ourEastm odelresults. T he agreem entbetween

the two appears excellent.
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FIG.7: Comparison between the East m odel prediction and
experin ents on supercooled TNB, Ref. [{].

VI. DISCUSSION

T here have been previous theoretical studies on the
violation of the Stokes{E instein relation in supercooled
liquid system s. For exam ple, K ivelson and Tarjis have
argued that the Stokes{E instein violation can be under—
stood from their \frustration {lin ited dom ain" m odel for
supercooled liquids [11,134]. A ssum Ing a distrbution of
Jocal relaxation tin es associated w ith dom ain structures,
this m odel describes the translationaldi usion and vis—
cosity as corresponding to di erent averaging process of
such a distribution. T heir idea contrasts to ours in that
the dom ain structure in their work is purely static, and
the exchange between di erent dom ains are not consid—
ered.

Hodgdon and Stillinger have proposed a uidized do—
m ain m odel [¢,110]. In theirwork, it is assum ed that the
system consistsofa sparse collection of uid{lkedom ains
n a background ofm ore viscousm edia, and uid{lke do-
m ains appear and disappear wih a nie life{tin e and

rate. R elaxation tim es are determ ined by the rate of ap—
pearance ofthe uid{lke dom ains, while translation dif-
fusion also depends on the life{tin e of the dom ains. To
the extent that these dom ains refer to space{tim e and
not sinply space, this picture is not inconsistent w ith
ours. X ia and W olynes have applied the so{called \ran—
dom st order transition theory" I133] to the H odgdon {
Stillinger m odel [13]. In this case, the picture is both
mean eld and static and decidedly contrary to our uc—
tuation dom inated and dynam ic view .

From the perspective that Stokes{E instein violation is
a m anifestation of uctuation dom inated dynam ics, one
expects that sim ilar decoupling behavior occurs betw een
other kinds of transport properties near the glass tran—
sition. T he extent to which such decoupling can appear
depends upon m icroscopic details in the speci ¢ trans—
port properties and m aterials under study. For exam —
ple, m olecular rotations of a probe w illbe coupled to the
mobilty eld, but lss so than translations. Indeed, sin—
gle m olecule experin ents ndicate that rotations persist
In both m obile and Inm obil regions of a glass form er
44,149, 15(0]. Rotationalm otions can therefore average
the e ects of dynam ic heterogeneity to a greater extent
than translationalm otions. A s such, decoupling of rota—
tional relaxation from structural relaxation can bem ore
di cul to detect than violations of the Stokes{E instein
relation. Precisely how such e ects m ight be detected
seam s worthy of fiirther theoretical analysis.
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