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Space-tim e T herm odynam ics ofthe G lass Transition
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W econsidertheprobability distribution foructuationsin dynam icalaction and sim ilarquantities

related to dynam ic heterogeneity.W e argue thatthe so-called \glasstransition" isa m anifestation

oflow action tails in these distributions where the entropy oftrajectory space is sub-extensive in

tim e.Theselow action tailsarea consequenceofdynam icheterogeneity and an indication ofphase

coexistence in trajectory space. The glass transition,where the system falls outofequilibrium ,is

then an order-disorder phenom enon in space-tim e occurring at a tem perature Tg which is a weak

function ofm easurem ent tim e. W e illustrate our perspective ideas with facilitated lattice m odels,

and note how these ideasapply m ore generally.

A glass transition,where a super-cooled  uid falls out

ofequilibrium ,is irreversible and a consequence ofex-

perim entalprotocols,such asthe tim e scale overwhich

the system is prepared,and the tim e scale over which

itspropertiesare observed (forreviewssee [1,2,3]). It

is thus nota transition in a traditionaltherm odynam ic

sense. Nevertheless,the phenom enon is relatively pre-

cipitous,and the therm odynam ic conditionsatwhich it

occursdepend only weakly on preparation and m easure-

m ent tim es. In this paper,we o� er an explanation of

thisbehaviorin term sofa therm odynam icsoftrajectory

space.

O urconsiderationsseem relatively generalasthey are

a direct consequence ofdynam ic heterogeneity [4,5,6]

in glassform ing m aterials.O urprim ary pointisthatthe

order-disorderofglassy dynam icsisrevealed by focusing

on a probability distribution for an extensive variable

m anifesting dynam ic heterogeneity. There are various

choicesforthisvariable,depending upon thespeci� csys-

tem underinvestigation.W ehavem oreto say aboutthis

later,butto beexplicitaboutwhatcan belearned,m ost

ofthispaperfocuseson kineticallyconstrained m odels[7]

and the dynam icalactionsofthesem odels.

W eshow herethatduetotheem ergenceofspatialcor-

relationsin thedynam ics,i.e.dynam icheterogeneity,ac-

tion distributionshavelargerlow action tailsthan what

would beexpected in ahom ogeneoussystem .Thesetails

indicate a coexistencebetween space-tim eregionswhere

m otion isplentifuland regionswhere m otion israre.In

the latter the entropy oftrajectories is subextensive in

tim e,as previously suggested [8]. The glass transition,

where the system fallsoutofequilibrium atlong but� -

nite observation tim e,isthusa disorder-ordertransition

in space-tim e.Thisordering in trajectory space isnota

consequenceofany underlyingstatictransition (forther-

m odynam ic approaches see [9,10,11,12]). Further,it

follows from our results here that the exponentialtails

observed in the aging ofsoft m aterials,so-called inter-

m ittency [13,14,15](see also [16,17,18]),are a conse-

quence ofdynam ic heterogeneity and should be seen in

m esoscopicm easurem entsin theequilibrium dynam icsof

glassform ers.

M odels and distributions of dynam ical activity.

W econsidertwo facilitated m odelsofglassform ersto il-

lustrate ourideas: the lattice m odelofFredrickson and

Andersen (FA) [19]in spatialdim ension d = 1,and its

dynam ically asym m etric variant, the East m odel [20].

TheFA and Eastm odelsserveasa caricaturesofstrong

and fragileglassform ers,respectively [21,22]both cases,

there is an energy function J
P

i
ni,where J > 0 sets

theequilibrium tem peraturescale,ni iseither1 or0,in-

dicating whetherlattice site iisexcited ornot,and the

sum overiextendsoverlattice sites.The system m oves

stochastically from onem icro-stateto anotherthrough a

sequenceofsinglecellm oves.In theFA m odel,thestate

ofcelliat tim e slice t+ 1,ni;t+ 1,can di� er from that

at tim e slice t,ni;t,only ifat least one oftwo nearest

neighbors,i� 1;isexcited attim e t.In the Eastm odel

the condition isthatni+ 1;t m ustbe excited. These dy-

nam ic constraintsa� ectthe m etric ofm otion,con� ning

thespace-tim evolum eavailablefortrajectories[23].This

m im ics the e� ects ofcom plicated interm olecularpoten-

tialsin a dense nearly jam m ed m aterial. Excitationsin

this picture are regions of space-tim e where m olecules

are unjam m ed and exhibit m obility. As such, we re-

fer to ni;t as the m obility � eld. For both m odels,the

dynam icsistim e-reversalsym m etric and obeysdetailed

balance. The equilibrium concentration ofexcitations,

c � hni = 1=(1+ eJ=T ),is the relevant controlparam -

eter. The average distance between excitationssets the

characteristic lengthscale for relaxation, ‘ � c�1 , and

thusthe typicalrelaxation tim e,� � c�� ,where � = 3

forthe FA m odeland � � lnc=ln2 forthe Eastm odel.

SeeRef.[7]fordetails.

The totalsystem under consideration has N tot sites

and evolves for ttot tim e steps,so that the totalspace-

tim evolum eisN tot� ttot.W ithin it,weconsidera sub-

system with spatialvolum e N ,and observed tim e du-

ration tobs; and use x(tobs) to denote a trajectory in

that space-tim e volum e. For the FA and East m od-

els, this trajectory speci� es the m obility � eld ni;t for

1 � i� N and 0 � t � tobs. The probability density

functionalfor x(tobs),denoted by P [x(tobs)],de� nes an

action,E[x(tobs)];nam ely,P [x(tobs)]� exp(� E[x(tobs)]).

In theFA and Eastm odels,E[x(tobs)]isasum overiand

tofterm scouplingni;t tom obility � eldsatnearbyspace-
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FIG .1: LEFT:Probability distribution ofthe action P (E) in the FA m odelat T = 1,subsystem size N = 60 � 16 ‘ and

tobs = 320 � 3�.Insetshowsprobability distribution ofnum berofkinks,P (K )(leftand top axes),and ofnum berofexcitations,

P (K )(bottom and rightaxes). RIG HT:P (E)butnow fortobs = 1280 � 12�. The straightline indicatesthe exponentialtail

exp(E�=tobs)(regim ea,seetext).Insetshowscoe�cient� atdi�erentT from sim ulation and theory forboth theFA and East

m odels.Statisticaluncertaintiesfrom sim ulationsare sm allerthan the sym bols.

FIG .2: Trajectories in the FA m odelcorresponding to the

regim es(a),(b)and (c)ofFig.1.Unexcited and excited sites

are colored white and dark,respectively. Space runs along

theverticaldirection,and tim ealong thehorizontaldirection.

D ashed lines delim it the m easured space-tim e volum e,N �

tobs.

tim epoints1.Assuch,itsaveragevaluewillbeextensive

1 The m icroscopic action of either the FA or East m odels is

in N � tobs. This extensivity is a generalproperty for

any system with M arkovian dynam icsand short-ranged

interparticleforces.

Thedistribution function forthe action is

P (E)= h� (E � E[x(tobs)])i= 
 (E)exp(� E); (1)

where the pointed brackets indicate average over the

ensem ble of trajectories of length tobs, and 
 (E) =


 (E;N ;tobs)isthe num berofsuch trajectorieswith ac-

tion E. W hen N is m uch larger than any dynam ically

correlated volum ein space,and tobs ism uch largerthan

any correlated period oftim e,

ln
 (E;N ;tobs)� s(E;N ;tobs)N tobs; (2)

willbe extensive in the space-tim e volum e N tobs. In

thiscase,theentropy perspace-tim epoint,s(E;N ;tobs),

E[x(t)]= E(xtjxt��t )+ � � � + E(x�tjx0)� ln[�(x0)]. H ere,xt �

fnitg denotes a con�guration at tim e t, �(x0) is the distribu-

tion of initial conditions and E(xt+ �tjxt) � � lnp(xt+ �tjxt),

with p(xt+ �tjxt) the probability for an elem entary m icroscopic

m ove in tim e �t. In a M onte Carlo sim ulation, for exam ple,

�t = 1=N and the m ove is an attem pted spin-ip. The ex-

plicit form of the operator E(xt+ �tjxt) is given in [8]. H ere,

we use continuous tim e M C [24]where allattem pted m oves are

accepted: site i is chosen to ip at tim e t,ni ! 1 � ni,with

probability (�t)[ni + (1 � ni)e
�1=T ], and tim e is increased by

�t = (N 1f + N 0fe
�1=T )�1 , where N 1f and N 0f are the num -

ber of facilitated up and down sites at tim e t, respectively.

The corresponding contribution to the action is E(xt+ �tjxt) =

� ln�t+ T�1 (1 � ni)� lnN (the last term is added to rem ove

triviallnN dependences,also presentin standard M C).
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willbe intensive. Sim ilarly,and for the sam e reasons,

the m ean square  uctuation,�(N ;tobs) = hE2i� hEi2,

is extensive for large enough N tobs. The onset ofthis

extensivitywith respecttotobs can beviewed asan order-

disorderphenom enon,aswe willdiscussshortly.

The distribution function for the action can be ob-

tained from sim ulation by running trajectoriesand cre-

ating a histogram for the logarithm ofthe probabilities

fortaking stepsin the trajectory. Farinto the wingsof

the distribution,satisfactory statistics is obtained with

transition path sam pling [25]. This m ethodology al-

lows us to carry out um brella sam pling [26]applied to

trajectory space2. Figure 1 illustrates the P (E)’s we

have obtained in this way for the FA and East m od-

els. W hile the bulk of the distributions is G aussian,

for values of the action su� ciently sm aller than hEi

they display exponentialtails. Sim ilar distributionsare

found for other m easures of dynam ic activity, such as

the num ber oftransitions or kinks in a space-tim e vol-

um e,K =
P

i;t
[ni;t (1� ni;t+ �t)+ (1� ni;t)ni;t+ �t],or

the totalnum ber ofexcitations M =
P

i;t
ni;t. This is

shown in the insetto Fig.1(left).

D ynam ic heterogeneity and susceptibility. Figure

2 m akesvivid thefactthattheexponentialtailsin these

distributions are m anifestationsofdynam ic heterogene-

ity. The extended bubble or stripe in trajectory (a) il-

lustratesa volum eofspace-tim ethatisabsentofexcita-

tions. Because itextends throughoutthe pictured tim e

fram e,the statisticalweight for this excitation void is

dom inated by theprobability to observethisvoid atthe

initialtim et= 0.Asexcitationsata given tim esliceare

uncorrelated,this probability is Poissonian,exp(� cL),

where L is the width ofthe stripe. In the presence of

a bubble occupying a space-tim e volum e L tobs,the net

action isE � tobs (N � L)",where"istheaverageaction

perunitspace-tim e.In thisregim e,theprobability den-

sityfortheaction isthen exp[� cL (E)]/ exp(cE=tobs").

Thisproportionality explainswhy theslopeoftheexpo-

nentialtailscales linearly with inverse tim e. The spe-

ci� c value ofthat slope is determ ined from evaluating

the action density. Perform ing the requisite average of

the action gives" � hEi=N tobs � � f(c)clnc,forsm all

c,where f(c) � 2c for the FA m odel,and f(c)� c for

2 A trajectory ofthe totalsystem is accepted ifthe action ofthe

subsystem com puted from that trajectory lies between E1 and

E2.A new trajectory iscreated from the accepted trajectory by

im plem enting shooting and shifting m oves[25].The new trajec-

tory isaccepted ifthe action ofthe subsystem again liesbetween

E1 and E2,and rejected otherwise. The ensem ble oftrajectories

created by repeating thisprocessm any tim esprovidesthe distri-

bution function fortheaction forthesubsystem when thataction

isbetween E1 and E2.Yetanotherpartofthe distribution iscre-

ated by perform ing the sam pling again,this tim e for subsystem

actions in a di�erent range,say between E3 and E4. Eventually,

the distribution is m apped out over the entire range ofinterest

by splicing together m any ofthese partialdistributions.

the Eastm odel. Hence,to the degree that this picture

iscorrect,theslope�=tobs in Fig.1 should coincidewith

� = c=". The inset to Fig.1(right) shows that this re-

lationship holdsto a good approxim ation.Thus,the ex-

ponentialtailin P (E)m anifestsstructuresin space-tim e

that depend upon initialconditions over a tim e fram e

tobs.Italso followsthattheentropy fortrajectorieswith

action thatfallsin the exponentialtailsisnon-extensive

in tim e tobs.

The tailsin P (E)arestatistically negligiblewhen tobs
islargecom pared to the relaxation tim e �,butthey are

dom inantwhen tobs . �.The latterregim eiswhere the

m ean square  uctuation or susceptibility,�(N ;tobs),is

non-linear in tim e. Figure 3(left) shows the growth of

thisquantity with respectto tobs.Thesusceptibility per

unitspace-tim eincreaseswith increasingtobs becausein-

creasing tim eallowsforincreased  uctuations.W ith the

onset ofdecorrelation,when tobs > �, the susceptibil-

ity becom es extensive,and �(N ;tobs)=N tobs becom es a

constant. Thisplateau orconstantvalue increaseswith

decreasingT because uctuationsbecom em oreprevalent

ascdecreases.Indeed,theFA and Eastm odelsapproach

dynam iccriticality asc! 0 [27].

W hile theplateau valueof� (N ;tobs)=N tobs increases

with decreasingT orc,thetim efortheonsettoextensiv-

ity alsoincreases.Asaresult,iftobs iskept� xed and T is

varied,� (N ;tobs)willhaveam axim um .Thisbehavioris

illustrated in Fig.3(right).Theextrem um willapproach

a singularity in the lim itofcriticality,tobs ! 1 ;c! 0.

Fortobs � xed and � nite,theextrem um islocated ata � -

nitetem perature,T �,nam ely,� (T�)� tobs,where� (T)

denotesthe equilibrium relaxation tim e atthe tem pera-

tureT.Accordingly,T � isaglasstransition tem perature.

In particular,below this tem perature,the system can-

notequilibrate on tim e scalesasshortastobs. In other

words,with observation tim es no longer than this,the

system willhave fallen out ofequilibrium . For the Ar-

rheniusFA m odel,ln�(T)_ 1=T,so thatT� in thiscase

varieslogarithm icallywith observation tim etobs.Forthe

super-ArrheniusEastm odel,ln�(T)/ 1=T2,T � iseven

m oreweakly dependentupon observation tim e,going as

1=
p
lntobs. It is due to this weak dependence on ob-

servation tim e that the glasstransition is very nearly a

m aterialproperty,being con� ned to a narrow range of

tem peratures.

Sim ilar behaviors are expected for distri-

butions of analogous quantities in continu-

ous force system s. O ne such quantity is

Q =
P

j2V

Rtobs

0
dtexpfik� [rj(t+ �t)� rj (t)]g, where

rj(t) refers to the position ofthe jth particle at tim e

t,and the sum includesallthose particlesj thatare in

volum eV attim e0.Thewave-vectork and tim e lag �t,

while m icroscopic,should be such thatvariation in Q is

due to di� usion ofparticles,notsim ply vibrationalm o-

tion.In the past,studiesofdynam ic heterogeneity have

considered the susceptibility fordQ =dtobs,regarding the

tim e lag �tasa variable thatcan be large [27,28]. The

e� ectofthisvariability and thedi� erentiation isto focus
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FIG .3: LEFT:Action susceptibility per unit length and tim e,�=N tobs,as a function ofobservation tim e tobs for constant

tem perature T,in theFA m odel.Insetshowsscaled susceptibility,(t
�1

obs
�)=[lim tobs! 1 (t

�1

obs
�)]asa function oftobs=�.RIG HT:

Action susceptibility perunitlength and tim e,�=N tobs,butnow asa function ofT atconstanttobs.Insetshowsfreeenergiesof

trajectories,� lnP (E),forobservation tim etobs = 3200 atdi�erenttem peratures.System sizesareN = 16c
�1
.Fortobs = 3200,

T
�
� 0:44.Statisticaluncertaintiesfrom sim ulationsare sm allerthan the sym bols.

FIG .4:Freeenergiesoftrajectories,Fb(E),fordi�erentvalues

oftheparam eterb.Thecurveforb= 1 isthatofFig.1(left),

with T = 1,N = 16c
�1
,tobs = 320. The curves with b =

1:001;1:002;1:003 areobtained by adding(b� 1)totheb= 1

curve.Trianglesshow thefreeenergy com puted by sim ulation

at b = 1:001 using transition path sam pling com bined with

free energy perturbation theory.

on an objectthatisnotextensivein tobs,thusobscuring

order-disorderin space-tim e.

Notallvariablesextensivein spaceand tim eareuseful.

This situation is fam iliar in standard phase transition

theory. Phase transitions are recognized only through

physically m otivated choices ofvariables that are then

shown to re ect the transition. For exam ple,consider

Langevin dynam ics, _~x(t)= ~f[~x(t)]+ ~�(t),where ~�(t) is

a G aussian random force. In this case, the contribu-

tion to the action for a transition in in� nitesim altim e

dt ! 0 is, up to a constant, � lnp[~x(t+ dt)j~x(t)] =

dtf_~x(t)� ~f[~x(t)]g2=4T,which isdistributed as dt

4T
~�2 inde-

pendently oftheforces ~f.Thenetaction fora trajectory

is sim ply the accum ulation ofthese in� nitesim alsteps,

and willbethereforedistributed in atrivialm anner.Itis

insensitive to the phenom enon we are after. The action

for non-linear functions or functionals ofthe Langevin

~x(t),however,need notbetrivial[29].Forvariablesthat

m anifest dynam ic heterogeneity,in particular,a m ean-

ingfulobservablecan beconstructed outoftheprobabil-

ity for� nite(notin� nitesim al)steps:P [~x(t+ �t)j~x(t)]=
R

dxt+ dtdxt+ 2dt� � � p[~x(t+ dt)j~x(t)]� � � p[~x(t+ �t)j~x(t+ �t�

dt)],where�tisan appropriatecoarse-grainingtim e.The

integralsoverinterm ediatestatesm akethe action for� -

nite m oves,E[~x(t+ �t)j~x(t)]� � lnP [~x(t+ �t)j~x(t)],de-

pendenton the actualforces ~f,and the distribution for

this action willbe system dependent. The case ofde-

term inistic dynam ics is sim ilar in that the m icroscopic

action isalwaysvanishing,and a coarse-grained action is

needed to revealinteresting behaviour. W hetherornot

thiscoarse-graining ispractical,othervariables,such as

Q ,areclearly usefuland practical.

O rder-disorder in space-tim e. Above T �,the sys-

tem isequilibrated and disordered with respectto order

param eters like E or K or Q . Below T �,the system is

ordered with respect to these quantities,and the order

m anifestsdependenceupon initialconditions.In view of

the anom alous behavior of� (N ;tobs;T) near T = T �,

thisdependence can be m anipulated in a fashion fam il-

iar in the context ofequilibrium phase transitions. To
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this end, it is useful to de� ne b � @ln
 =@E and a

corresponding free energy Fb(E) � � ln
 (E)+ bE =

� lnP (E)+ (b � 1)E. The param eter b is to trajec-

tory spacewhatreciprocaltem peratureisto statespace.

In particular, an extrem um in � (T) corresponds with

a rapid change in hEi with respect to T,which in turn

im plies a bistable free energy,Fb(E), near b = 1 and

T = T �.

Fig.4illustratesthisbehavior.Coexistencetakesplace

atb = b� > 1,the precise value depending upon T and

tobs. The free energy for b > 1 can be com puted from

path sam pling with a form oftherm odynam ic perturba-

tion theory [26],running trajectoriesasbefore(i.e.,with

b= 1)and averaging thefunctionalexp(� � bE[x(tobs)]).

In thecaseillustrated,b� = 1:003,very closetothephys-

icalvalue b= 1. The basin atlow action coincideswith

theexponentialtailand thuscorrelation with initialcon-

ditionsthroughoutthe observed tim e fram e.

Foran equilibrium system ,b = 1. In this case,there

willbe a true dynam icalsingularity for tobs ! 1 only

at T = 0. In particular,from the exponentialtails of

P (E),weknow thatb� = 1+ �=tobs,so thatb
� ! 1 when

c ! 0 with tobs=� ! � nite. An interesting question

iswhetheritispossible to de� ne a dynam icalprotocol,

perhaps through som e form ofexternaldriving,which

would allow oneto tunebfrom b= 1 to b= b�,and thus

observethisdynam icaltransition atT > 0.
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