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W e argue that for generic system s close to a critical point, an extended F luctuation-D issjpation
relation connects the low frequency non-linear (cubic) susceptibility to the fourpoint correlation
function. In glassy system s, the latter contains interesting infom ation on the heterogeneiy and co-
operativity ofthe dynam ics. O ur result suggests that if the abrupt slow ing down of glassy m aterials
is Indeed accom panied by the grow th of a cooperative length Y, then the non-linear, 3! response to
an oscilating eld (at frequency ! ) should substantially Increase and give direct infom ation on the
tem perature (or density) dependence of ‘. T he analysis of the non-linear com pressibility or the di-
electric susceptibility In supercooled liquids, or the non-linearm agnetic susceptibility in spin-glasses,
should give access to a cooperative length scale, that grow s as the tem perature is decreased or as
the age of the system increases. O ur theoretical analysis holds exactly within the M ode-C oupling
T heory of glasses.

I. NTRODUCTION

A yet unexplained property of fragile glasses is the extrem ely fast rise of their relaxation tim e (or viscosity) as
the tem perature is lowered, much faster than predicted by a sin ple them al activation formula E.']. If interpreted
n term s of an e ective activation energy, the latter increases by a factor ve to ten between 15T, and the glass
transition tem perature Tq . T he basicm echanism for this increase is not wellunderstood, but it is reasonable to think
that it is ntin ately related to cooperative e ects '@', 3] and possbly to the presence of an underlying critical point
E:',:_é, :_7!, 'g,.'_s%, :_f(j, :_L-]_],:_l-g] T he dynam icsbecom es shiggish and the activation energy increasesbecause larger and larger
regions ofthem aterialhave to m ove in a correlated way to allow fora substantialm otion of individualparticles. Long
tin e scalesm ust be som ehow associated w ith large kngth scales. A though the idea of a cooperative length has been
discussed In the context of glasses for m any years r_Q, :_lfi], it is only recently that proper m easures of cooperativity
(and of the size ofthe reargangjng_ reg_ions) were prgpos_aed t_:heoretjca]Jy [_25] (see f_li::'] for earlier insights) and m easured
in num erical sin ulations {13, 115, 116,171 (see also 14,118, 19] for related experin entalwork). The idea is to m easure
how the dynam ics is correlated in space; technically, this Involves a fourpoint correlation fiinction which m easures
the spatial correlations of the tem poral correlation (see Eg. {_Q) below foram ore precise de nition). Recent extensive
num erical evaluations of this fourpoint correlation function in Lennard-Jones system s have con m ed the existence
of a grow Ing length scale as tem perature is decreased [_1-21, :_Z[é, :_1-]'], and have shown that di erent cbservables, such
as the relaxation tim e or the di usion constant, scale as powers of this length, em phasizing its crucial in portance
as far as the physics is concemed. In the fram ework of granular system s, diverging length scales near the pmm ing
transition have also been reported in num erical studies ofm odel system s [_26]

A though m any di erent theoretical approaches to the glass transition E_'n', :§, :_7:, g, :‘_9:, i(j, i]_], :_1-2_i] can potentially
explain the existence of such a grow ing dynam ical correlation length, these theories lead to rather di erent quanti-
tative predictions for the behaviour of the fourpoint correlation function (see l_2-]_]]) . Thus, experin ents m easuring
directly this Purpoint fiinction would be extrem ely valuable to re ne our understanding of the glass phenom enon
and prune down the num ber of candidate m odels. Up to now , unfortunately, only indirect experin ental indications
of a cooperative length scale associated to heterogeneous dynam ics have been reported t_l-f.', :_l-§']

On a di erent front, that of spin-glasses, length scale ideas have also been expressed in the recent years to account
for non equilbrium phenom ena such as aging, m em ory and rejivenation e ects E_Z-g:, 2-1_’;, :_2-1_1:, 2-5, z-é, 2-]'] A Yhough
soin-glass order is not easy to de ne nor to detect, the idea is that som e kind ofdom ain grow th occurs, w hereby spin—
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glass correlations establish on larger and larger length scales as the age of the system increases. T he growth of this
\coherence length" hasbeen established num erically by com paring tw o replicas ofthe sam e system 128 29,.30 .31 :32]
T his trick is obviously naccessible to experim entalists, who have nevertheless provided JndJrect ev:denoe ofa grow ing
length scale, and som e indications on its rate of grow th w ith tin e and tem perature !25 .33 -34. 35] Again, a direct
m easure of this length scal is lacking { nding a clkarcut exper:m ental signalof a cooperative length in disordered,
am orphous system s would certainly be a m a pr breakthrough fl4

The ain of this paper is to point out that In slow glassy system s at equilbrium , the non-linear (cubic) response
to an extemal eld (elctric, m agnetic, pressure, etc.) In fact probes directly the fourpoint correlation fiinction
m entioned above, and therefore the cooperative length it m ay contain. O urm ain prediction, detailed below, is that
the 3! ham onic responseto an ac. el offrequency ! and am plitude h isgiven by 5 (! ;T )h?, where the non-linear
susceptbility 3 behaves at low frequency as:
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In the above relation,  is the static linear susoceptibility, H a certain com plex function that depends weakly on
tem perature, and is the tem perature dependent relaxation tin e of the system , which can be directly m easured
using the linear susoeptibility. The cooperative length ' (measured in units of the m icroscopic length  obtained
from the point correlation fiinction) is expected to grow as the tam perature is reduced, and ~ an exponent related to
the spatial structure of the fourpoint correlation finction [67] T he above prediction holds for equilbrium system s;
we will furthem ore see below that in the case of glasses and spinglasses h a eld, H (0) = 0. Below the glass
transition tem perature, on the other hand, the system by de nition falls out of equilbrium . Tts dynam ics becom es
non stationary and ethths aging, which m eans that the e ective relaxation tin e of the system increases w ith the
age t, ofthe system B6 .37] T his increase of the relaxation tin e is again m ost probably related to the grow th ofa
coherence length in the system, Y, = ‘(& ). A ssum Ing sin ple agihg behaviour, the generalization of the equilibbrium

result (:14') then reads:
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which should allow one to extract from non-linear aging susceptibilities a non equilbbriim ooherence length, in a
much m ore direct way than previous attem pts. (In the above equation, F is another scaling fiinction, which also
contains possible violations of the standard F uctuation D issipation T heorem and the appearance ofa non trivial, &,
dependent, e ective tem perature Efl-];:]) . Our central resuls, Egs. @,’@:), that we w ill m otivate below , states that (@)
the non-lnear suscgptibility has the sam e frequency scaling as the linear susceptibility, which isnot surprising and ()
it grow s as the cooperative length increases, which should allow a direct experin entaltest ofthe relationship between
length and tim e scales in glassy system s.

A s for com parison w ith previous works, the divergence of the static non-linear susceptibility at the spinglass (at
zero eld) ordipolarglss transﬂ:Jon, displayed by Eq. (:14') at ! = 0, is of course well docum ented, both theoretically
[42] and experin entaJJy I42,:4§, :44] T he generalization to the dynam icalnon-linear susceptibility in the critical region
was also discussed IZZ, .45, .46] but not, to the best of our know ledge, its generalization to the non-equilbriim , aging
regine, Eq. 6_2) T he situation for glass-form ing liquids is quite di erent, since no static phase transition with a
diverging static suscgptibility has ever been identi ed, neither in experim ents nor in sim ulations. P urely based on an
analogy w ith soin-glasses, it was suggested In [fﬁ that the non-linear dielectric constant of m olecular glassesm Jght
grow as the glass phase is approached (@lthough this was not bome out by the experin ents done at that tim e l47-])
A sin ilar suggestion wasm ade in [48] conceming the non-linear com pressbility of soft sphere binary m ixtures, w ith
num erical results that are not incom patible w ith a substantial ncrease of 3 (! 0) as the tem perature is lowered.
W ew ill show below that such a grow th is indeed expected, although the theoretical situation for glass form ers ism uch
Jess clear than for spinglasses { In particular, ;3 although is grow ing m ay never diverge in glass form ers. D i erent
scenarii for the glass transition can be envisaged and lead to quite di erent predictions, for exam ple on the value of
~ and on the relationship between ' and ort).

In the Pllow ing section we w ill give som e physical argum ents that m otivate our results, and m uster the predictions
ofdi erent theoreticalm odels for glass—formm ers. A m ore detailed and technicaldiscussion is then presented in Section
IIT. F inally our conclusions are presented in Section IV .



II. PHYSICALARGUMENTSAND RESULTS
A . Spin-glasses
1. O rder param eter and non-linear susceptibility

Letus rst ocuson spin-glassesin zero extemalm agnetic eld,H = 0. T hese system sare known, both theoretically
and experin entally, to have a non zero transition tem perature below which them agnetization pro le, hsy i, freezes into
one (orm ore) am orphous con gurations. T he ordered state is characterized by a non zero EdwardsAnderson EA)
param eter g= sy 2], where h:::i indicates them al averaging and the brackets a spatial (or disorder) average. T hese
system s display an unusual type of long-range order, which cannot be detected using either one body or two-body
soin-spin correlations: because the ordering pattem is random , the averagem agnetization hs, i] ram ains zero and the
spin-spin correlation sy s, 1] short-ranged, even in the spin-glass phase. Correspondingly, the linear susceptibility,
related by a uctuation dissipation theorem (£dt) to the integralofthe spin-spin correlation function, doesnot diverge
as Ty is approached, even if som e long—~ranged correlations appear in the system . The way to get rid of the spurious
cancellation betw een strongly correlated and strongly anticorrelated spins iswellknow n: exactly asone should square
hs, i to obtain a non zero E dw ardsA nderson param eter, one should also square hs; s, 1 before averaging over disorder.
T he integral over space of that quantity now diverges as T4 is approached, and in fact has two interesting physical
Interpretations. The rst one is the susceptibility of the spin—glass order param eter to am all random ordering elds.
Im agine one adds am all random m agnetic elds hy, on every site. Using linear response, one can w rite, for a given
samplatT > Tg and H = 0:
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w here the subscript 0 m eans that the correlation functions are evaluated at zero extemal eld. Squaring this relation,
summ Ing over x and averaging over the random elds gives the sensitivity of the EA order param eter to a random
pihning eld:
eq 1 X 5
= = i 1z 4
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C learly, the divergence of 5¢ signals an ncipient instability towards an ordering pattem favoured by the am all
pihning elds, exactly as the divergence of the usual twobody susceptibility signals an instability to ferrom agnetic
order, triggered by a an all uniform ) m agnetic eld.

A sde ned above, gs¢ hasa clear theoretical interpretation but seem s hard to access experin entally. Fortunately,
there is a direct relation between sg and the non-linear susoceptibility, which can be directly m easured. T he Intuitive
idea isthat the non-linear susceptibility isactually a m easure ofthe (quadratic) dependence ofthe linear susceptibility
on the extermal eld. Using fdt the change of the connected correlation fiinction between two spins (@nd hence of
the linear susceptbility) induced by the eld contains the tem :
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Averagjng over space (or over disorder), only thetem s (z = y;x, z20= X;y) survive, the rst one giving [thSyl(z) lasin
. A m ore precise treatm ent for Ising spinsat zero eld keadstotheexactrelation (! = 0)= (@ sg 2)=ks T)>.

T herebre, the static non-linear susceptibility of spin-glasses diverges at the spin—glass transition tem perature, a welk-
known e ect that allow s one to m easure som e of the critical exponents experin entally ﬂ421, :43 T he physics behind
the correlation induced am pli cation of 3 is clear: the In uence of the polarization of spin s, on s, m ay be either
positive or negative, but it has the sam e sign as the reverse in uence of sy on s, . Therefore, the quadratic e ect of
an extemal eld h on the dynam ical correlation between any pair of spinshasa wellde ned sign, in tum lading to a
diverging non-linear susceptibility as the size of correlated regions increases, even if the linear susceptibility rem ains
gn all.

2. Non zero external eld

The case where a non zero extemal eld H is present ism ore subtle. In m ean- eld, the spin-glass phase survives
In a whole region of the T;H plane, below the de A In eida-Thouless (@t) line. The soin-spin correlation function



[lhsysyi hsy :IlByl ] is long-ranged in the whole spinglass phase but is no longer directly related to the static non—
linear susceptibility. Som e exact com pensation m echanian [49 .52 lactually cancels the divergence In the com bination
of urspin correlations appearing in 3 (! = 0). Therefore, the non-linear susogptbility is nie in the whole spin—
glassphase. T here is in particular no divergence of 3 (! = 0) on the at line, except at H = 0; rather, the non-linear
susceptibility is discontinuous across the at phase transition [_5(_5] W ithin the droplt theory, on the other hand, the
q)m—g]ass is detroyed by any non zero eld; both the spin-glass and non-linear susceptbilities are nitewhen H 6 0
{22 5]1 ForH = 0, a com pensation m echanian sin ilar to that ofm ean— eld glasses is also at play, but does not
prevent the non-linear susceptibility to diverge for allT < Ty 22]

3. D ynam ical non-linear susceptibility

T he above qualitative argum ents for the static non-lnear susceptibility can be extended to the dynam ical case as
well. A sw illbe recalled below , the dynam ical fdt gives:

x 2

hs,i(w) = h?’x (t1)sy )iohy () (6)
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T herefore, the change in the connected dynam ical correlationsbetween s, () and s, (&), induced by a uniform , but
tin e dependent external eld, w ill contain a term  like:

x 2

d . d .
dzdty —hsx (t)s; )io——hsy (2)s,0 ()ich G)h ): (1)
i dts dty
R epeating the sam e argum ent developed in the static case, ie. averaging over space (or disorder) and using fdt to
relate the connected correlation function to the dynam ical linear susceptibility leads to a non-linear response finction
that reads:
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Taking ;5 allw thin an intervalofthe order ofthe relaxation tine  ofthe system , we see that the correlation
function entering 3 above de nes a cooperative length scale VY, such that the dynam ics of sy and sy, within thistime
Interval is dom inated by comm on events. This in tum Jleads to our scaling prediction, Eq. 6]. near the transition
tem perature. The exact result for the dynam ical ;3 (g ;t;ts;t) needs to be worked out carefully (see Section ITI),
since fdt for higher order correlations is m ore involved than for two point functions 53] A Ythough di erent from
the above naive expression, it indeed contains four-spin correlation fiinctions that capture the cooperativity of the
dynam ics. Intuitively, again, the non-linear response is strong ifon the scale of the relaxation tin e, two spins feedback
on each other’s dynam ics { this cross correlation is squared and survives averaging, even if the correlation itself is of
random sign.

4. The aging regim e

In the low tem perature, spin-glass phase, the relaxation tine  is In nite and the age of the system t, plysa
crucial role { all tin e dependent correlation functions depend explicitly on t, t_Bz:] However, exciting the system
with a eld of frequency 1=t, willgive the non-linear response ofa spin-glass equilbrated only up to a certain length
scak Y, = ‘(&) [_62_5] Interestingly, contrarily to standard ferrom agnets, soin-glasses are thought to be critical in
theirwhole low tem perature phase, In the sense that the space integral ofthe connected correlation function hsy syiﬁ]
diverges for allT < Ty4.W ithin the m ean— eld replica theory, the static non-linear susceptibility w ithin one phase is,
asm entioned above, nite (except orT = T4y and H = I49 W e however think that the m echanism cancelling
the divergence does not operate at nite fnequenc:es, and that an equation sim ilar Eq. (2.) wﬂlho]d In the aging
phase, but w ith an in nie number of tim e dom ains rather than the sin ple scaling variable ! t, [36 .37 T he explicit
calculation of F In the context of a spherical p—spin m odelwould be extrem ely interesting; in particular one m ay ask
w hether the e ective tem perature appearing in the non-linear response is the sam e as that appearing in the linear
response [§5]

Tn the drop]et picture 122 ".51-], on the other hand, the static non-linear susceptibility diverges for allT < Tg,
provided H = 0, and one should certainly observe a non-linear susceptibility Increasing as in Eq. 6_2), although the



orignal droplet m odel w ith activated dynam ics would rather predict a function F of n!=Int, and a logarithm ic

growth of ‘(, ). The peak value ;5 ;!_ = 1=t,) should grow as ‘(& )> . The numerical value of 2~ is yet
unknow n, but ©llow Ing F isher and Huse lgg],onemayexpectd 3 2 - d w ith 02 in three din ensions.

B . Structural glasses
1. Fourpoint density functions

Let us now discuss structuralglasses. T he In portant lesson we leam from spin-glasses is that a non-trivial am or-
phous type of Iong-range order can set in. In the case of glasses, the subtlety com es from the absence of quenched
disorder; how ever, there has now been m any papers exploring the idea of selfinduced disorder which could drive a
sin ilar transition in hom ogeneous, frustrated system s (see, eg. Ei-j] and refs. therein). This has led, in particular,
to the \Random F irst O rder T ransition" scenario E_E;], where a glass transition of the sam e nature as the spin-glass
transition n m ean— eld p-son m odels takes place (see ﬁ_ﬂ] for recent quantitative results). W hether a true transition
of this type can exist in realsystem swih nite range interactions is still an actively debated issue; it is nevertheless
extram ely fruitfiil to explore the properties of system s for which this transition is, in som e sense, nearly present. The
order param eter in the would-be glass phase is the am plitude of the frozen in (random ) density uctuations y.As
or spin-glasses, the average of this quantity is zero, but h 1% is not, and plays the role of the E dw ardsA nderson
param eter. Sim ilarly, one expects h , i not to show any interesting features (beyond that typical of a liquid
structure factor), whereas its square m ay reveal long-range cooperative dynam ics. T he analog of the soin—glass and
non-linear susceptibilities discussed previously can be easﬂy found in the case of glasses: the form er can be seen as
the susoeptibility to a random extemalpinning eld |:38| that triggers the appearance of one particular type of frozen
density uctuation, whereas the latter is directly related to the non-linear com pressibility, ie. the response to a
pressure eld that couples to the density. O ther non-linear responses to a eld that couples to the degrees of freedom
undergoing a glass transition are also relevant (for exam ple, the dielectric response when the dipoles are strongly
coupled to the translational degrees of freedom , such as n glycerol, O TP, etc.).

Let us directly focus on the dynam ical susceptibility and postpone the discussion of its static lim it to section
IIB 3. Indeed, the analogy w ith spin-glasses has to be taken w ith a grain of salt (see section IIB 3). T he dynam ical
fourpoint density fiinction de ned as:

Gal)=h (=0 +® 4x:€=0 01 C*@® C h xt=0 x@®OL ©)

is related to the dynam ical non-lnear response of the system to an extemal excitation that couples to the density
l_é@']. O nce again, the idea is that the change of the two point correlation between x and y induced by the extermal

eld of frequency ! 1 willbe large ifon that tin e scale, the dynam ics at these two points is strongly correlated,
which istrue precisely ifG4 (x  y; ) is large. T he extended, non-linear fdt discussed in the next section m akes this
statem ent m ore precise and na]Jy leads to our central results, Egs. (3.:,:26 ﬂ70‘ N ow , recent num erical fl3: 15‘ :L6: :17I
and theoretical worg H :_1(_] :_Lg. 21 l5§] have fcused on the above choice of fur point density fiinction. s integral
over space 4 (b)) = &G 4 (L) ([divided by V) gives the variance of the correlation function C (t) for a system of

nie volum e V I5-6:], and is therefore a good quantitative m easure or dynam ical heterogeneities. T his quantiy was
unam biguously shown to display a peak at t_— , of increasing am plitude as the tem perature is decreased and the
glass tem perature is approached Q3 35 :16 37 ], signaling increased cooperativity in the dynam ics and the grow th of
a length scale Y, which should in tum show up in the non-linear response of the system .

2. D1 erent scenarii for the glass transition : qualitative predictions

W e therefore expect, on very generalgrounds, the non-linear response to a eld that couples to degrees of freedom
undergoing a collective freezing phenom enon, to increase substantially (@s ¥ ") as the glass phase is approached.
However, as we discuss now , the details of this increase do depend on the speci ¢ scenario at play. M ost in portant
In that respect is the quantitative relation between the cooperative length scale * and the relaxation tine , which is
often a pow er-law ¥ where z is the dynam ical exponent.

O ne scenario for the glass state isbased on the idea that som e m obility deﬁcl's are needed to trigger the dynam ics,
which slows down at low tem peratures because these defects becom e rare E4., '58 '59 K inetically constrained m odels
provide an Interesting fram ew ork to quantify this idea. The class of socalled \East" m odels seem s able to capture
som e of the phenom enology of fragilke glasses and predict a tem perature dependent exponent z = zy=T , which m ay
becom e large at low tem perature [59‘, :_6-(_51 T his is very in portant since the relaxation tim e of the system isknown to



Increase by 15 orders ofm agnitude as the tem perature is reduced from 1:5T4 to T4 . But if; say, z = 15 the cooperative
length ‘would only increase by a very m oderate factor 10.

Anotherwellknown scenario isbased on the M ode€ oupling theory mct) of supercooled liquids, which predicts a
dynam ical sihqularity at a nite tem perature Ty ¢ r , Wwhere the relaxation tim e should diverge as T Tycr)
l_é]_;‘], w ih a non-universal exponent . It was recently shown that this sihqularity is actually accom panied by the
dmergenoe of a cooperative length ‘Y, precisely de ned In temm s of the fourdensity correlation function above, Eq.
651 [10] T he nature of the transition is actually equivalent to that of the mean—- eld p soin glass, where both the
spin-glass and the non-linear susceptibility diverge at Ty . ¢ [9] [7]: T he exponent z is ound to be equalto 2 ;
reasonable values of z being in the range 4 6. However, the idealmct phase transition is avoided’ In real system s.
Only the rst2 4decadesofincreaseof can be satisfactorily accounted by mct, before som e new physics com e into
play, that an ear out the mct transition. In the tem perature region where T < Ty ¢ 7, the system should, according
to m ean— eld, be com pletely frozen. In nite din ensions, how ever, barriers to m otion are nite and the dynam ics is
Instead st:cong]y actlfated M ore precisely, the liquid isa h osaic’ of localm etastable glass states, that m ust rearrange
collectively EZ: 5 -lL] T he size of these frozen clusters is the cooperative length Y, which increasesas T decreases, but
now only logarithm ically with . Therefore, within the Random First O rder Theory (rfot) ofs [’6] which uni esmct
and the m osaic scenario one expects a crossover between a power-Jaw increase of * for T Ty ¢ and a much m ore
m odest increase of * as the tem perature is reduced from Ty ¢cr to Tg. Below Ty, aging e ects com e into play and we
expect that an equation sim ilar to Eq. (2 will hold in that regine ] F inally, the ‘avoided critical point’ scenario of
K wvelson and Tarjs also predicts a cooperative length that grow s weakly (logarithm ically) w ith the relaxation tim e
1.

" The valie of ~ i Eqg. i_i) above is not known either, and presum ably depends both on the scenario and on the
tem perature regim e. N egative valuesof 1:58 have been reported orE astm odels [5§ whereas™ isprobably am all
In theM ode€ oupling region th] In the sin plest m osaic state scenario w here clusters are com pact, the exponent 2
isequalto the dim ension of space d. R ather independently ofthe scenario, w e therefore expect a noticeable rise of the
non-lnear susceptibility in supercooled liquids as the tem perature is reduced: taking — = 0 and ‘(Iy)=‘(1:5T4) = 5
ladsto an Increase ofthe peak value of 3 by a factor 25. (N ote how ever that depending on the particular physical
observable there m ight be other contributions com ing from the tem perature dependence of ¢ or, for exam ple for the
non-linear dielectric susceptibility, from the Lorentz eld e ectsthatm ay play an in portant roke in strongly dielectric
system s [63]).

3. G lasses vs. spin—glasses: som e caveats

T he tricky aspect ofthe analogy betw een glasses and soin-glasses is that the static non-linear susceptibility ofglasses
is In fact not expected to display any divergence. A s a m atter of fact, no grow ng correlation length has ever yet been
found in any static correlation fiinction close to the glass transition, neither in experin ents nor in sim ulations. T his
is not only because the glass transition is never sharp in realglasses, but also because from a purely theoreticalpoint
of view the situation ism ore subtle. W ihin rfot, or exam ple, the static non-linear susceptibility does not diverge.
The reason is that rfot predicts an exponent:a]]y ]arge num ber of possible am orphous states and thus a non zero
con gurationalentropy for Tx < T < Ty cr [é 39 .40 ] Where Tx is the gntropy crisis’ tem perature). Now , since

equilbrium therm al averages are sum s over all states, one hash , i w h , (i, where the subscript
Indicates that the average is restricted to the m etastabl state ,and w is the weight of state . T herefore:
X X X
h ., & wwh x yih x 4i: 10)
y i y
T he divergence of the static spin-glass susceptibility is due to the diagonalterm s = . In the case of spin-glasses,

the num ber of relevant states is e ectively nite, and the above sum diverges in the spin-glass phase. W ithin rfot,
on the other hand, the number of relevant m etastable states is so huge or Ty < T < Ty cr that the diagonal
contrbution tends to zero, as does the o -diagonal contribution since the di erent frozen pattems are uncorrelated
w ith each other. The only way to unveil any grow ing correlation is to focus on the tetns = , a calculation that
ispossble in m ean— eld (see previous footnote). In non m ean— eld situations, this can be done In two ways: one can
study (@) the static correlations but in a selfinduced static pinning eld (freezing all the particles outside a cavity
and studying the them odynam ics inside [[1])), which select a particular state  or () the dynam ical correlations
on a tin e scale short enough br the system to rem ain in a single state {g]. For exam ple, the fourpoint correlation
function de ned In Eq. (d) brt , e ectively reproduces, for large enough, the static sum restricted to = :_|:9],
since  is the tin e needed to evolve from state to any another state. M ore precisely, one sees that in this regin e,



G4 can be written In a form closer to the corresponding expression for spin-glasses:
Gal) h + ) wr@ih 4D 4w €+ D1 ks 1)

w here the disorder average [:::] In the case of spin-glasses is replaced by an average over tim g, [::t}o, corresponding

to di erent con gurations of the self-nduced disorder in glasses. T herefore, we expect that the analogy w ith static

soin—glasses ndeed m akes sense or t - . A practical consequence of this observation is that the scaling function

H x) hEqg. @) should tend to zero at zero frequency for glasses, at variance w ith the spin-glass case where it rem ains
niteat T = T, and for zero ed.

Even the soin—glass case tums out to be tricky since, as m entioned above, the scaling function H (x ! 0) in fact
also goes to zero orH 6 0 In the context of the full replica sym m etry breaking solution [49 -52:] N evertheless, our
dynam ical result Eq. {26 ) suggests this sum rule w ill generically not hold at nite frequency whenever the fourpoint
correlation function has a non trivial tim e dependence. This statem ent should of course be checked explicitely for
m ean— eld m odels w ith continuous replica sym m etry breaking t_§§'] Ifindeed H (x 1) is found to benon zero close to
the at line, the experim ental study of the dynam icalnon linear susoeptibility, predicted to diverge for ! 1, would
o er a direct way to prove or disprove the existence of an at line In realsystam s (see E_6-§:] for a recent discussion).

III. THEORETICAL ANALY SIS

In the rest of this paper, we give som e theoretical justi cations of our central result, Egs. (:_',E;?:) . Wewill use

the Langevin equation form alisn for continuous spins [_5-;%'], but our resul are expected to hold m ore generally (for
exam ple, if the continuous spins are replaced by Interacting particles w ith N ew tonian dynam ics).

A . Linear response

W e assum e that the equation ofm otion of soin s; is given by:
Gesi= G H + () 12)

where H is the H am iltonian of the system , which we do not specify explicitly. In the case of spin glasses it contains
quenched disorder and possibly one body tem s ensuring an Ising like character to the soins s;. T he coupling to an
extemal, site dependent eld h; (t) am ounts to add to H the sum over spins of h; (t)s;. The G aussian noise ; is as
usualof zero m ean, white In tim e and decorrelated from spin to spin:

hi) s)i=2ksT & ) i3 13)
Since the noise is G aussian, one can establish the follow ing dentity:

i) - ()ic kT oor®) a4)
i \UL J\ B @hj(tz) .

Let us rst quickly reestablish the standard linear fdt. From the above equation and the equation ofm otion, the
response ofa spin to an earlier eld is:

Ll t) = i) _ 1 si () Be s: + @ H ()] : as)
ijg\ar2 @hj (tz) kBT i\ tr 2] S5 2 .

T he averaging above assum es the system to be in equilbrium : we average over all histories w th initial conditions
appearing w ith the equillbbriuim Boltzm ann weight. The second temn in the right hand side is zero since, for an
arbirary observable O (ft,g) that depends on tim es t;, all posterior to t,, one has:
Z y
O (ftig)ls,H (&) kg T ds ()P Es)gB210 (Es(ta)9)ds:@s, exp[ H (s2)=ks T 1= 0; 1e6)

a

where s, = s(ty) and the last equality holds because the last term is a totalderivative. T herefore, one ndsthe usual
fdt relation:

1 d
(g ;)= —— —hs; G)ss )i 17
13(1 5) ks T db 5 (B) 3(2)1 @7



Integrating this quantity over t;, with a constant eld h; () = h gives the static susogptbility 5, which, as iswell
known, is found to be the integral over space of the two-body correlation finction. In the case of a static critical
point where the correlation length  diverges, one would have ¢ 22 =ksT,where isthe standard critical
exponent of the static transition and the elem entary m agnetic m om ent. H owever, In the case of glassy system s, the
tw o point function is not critical and one rather expects d=ky T where rem ainsm icroscopic and does not
grow appreciably lowering the tem perature (or increasing the density). A s em phasized in Section IT, one should in
the case of am orphous system s rather focus on non linear e ects to observe som e non trivialbehaviour.

B . N on-linear response: the static lim it

A s a consequence we want to extend the above calculation to the response at tine ty > t, to three eld kicks’ at
tinesty, > t5 > 4. Thisisgiven by:

@3Si(t1) 3
Akl iitit) = = T hs; ) 5 (& (T i 18
35kl (it itsity) eh, ()8hy (6)6h: (&) ks T) t) &) x B) 1)1 (18)

U sing three tin es the Langevin equation ofm otion, and once the above trick to get rid ofthe nal@g H (&), we nd
the follow ing general relation, nvolving four tem s:

d3
T) s (titoitaits) —_—
ks T) saxilaititity dLdtdt

2 2
bs; €)@, H &)sk B)s1t)l +

hs; (@ )sy )sk (B)s1()i+

hs; G )sy )@, H (B)sy(ty)it

dtsdty dtydty

bs; )@, H ()@, H ()s1(ta) it 19)

Let us rst analyze the static lim it of this expression. From the above resul, one can show in fiill generality that the
static non-linear susceptbility 3= 3(! = 0;T), obtained by integrating overallt, > t3 > ty wih a constant eld
h; (t) = h on all sites, is given by:

X

ks T) 35= hs; (t)s; ()sk (b)s) ()ics 20)

ijkl

2|

w here the subscript ¢ m eans that one takes the connected part of the correlation and N the total num ber of sites.
This result is exact and can be obtained directly using equilbbrium statisticalm echanics. In the present context, only
the 1rst temm In expression Eq. C_lS_:) or 351 (Gt ity) contrbutes for | = 0. As discussed in Section IT, the
long range order setting In spin-glasses is unveiled not by the two-body correlation that oscillates in sign and averages
to zero, but by the square of this twobody correlation. Therefore, the leading dom inant tetm in the above sum

corresponds to the square of the two-body correlation obtained pairing i;j;k;1 { say { iwih jand k with 1wihin
the twobody correlation length  Wwhich typically rem ains sm all at all tem peratures):

2d X

Gk  Gu = hsil)se ()il: @1)

ks T)? 2
B 3s N

ik
Ifone now assum es that G i scales as n usual critical phenom ena I_Z-é fl-gl

1 ¥ ond
Gik = - =G ; (22)
oo *

then the sum over i;k behavesasN ¥ , nally leading to a static non-linear susceptibility given by:

C 4 2d 2
s v 23)

N VA
ks T)® kg T

3s

where C is a constant, and " is counted in units of the static correlation length . This is the zero frequency result
given n Eq. (].) Note that for spin-glasses In a non zero eld, a ull replica symm etry breaking calculation reveals
that G jx = hs; (g ) sk (tl)lc is short—ranged [49], which meansthat s is In fact non divergent.



FIG.1l: Generaldiagram m atic representation of the non-linear cubic response.

C . Non-linear response: dynam ics

T he extension to non zero frequency of the above result can proceed in di erent ways. Our result Eqg. (rL') can be
sim pr seen as a standard dynam ical scaling assum ption close to a criticalpoint, as is indeed correct for spin-glasses
(45, :f16 This result is expected to hold whenever a critical point is responsible for the sim ultaneous increase of the
relaxation tin e and the cooperative length. T his is true of the M ode€ oupling T heory of glasses @, :_IQ‘], and also of
other scenarii discussed in the introduction and in Section II, which rely on the existence of an underlying critical
point f, &, 11, 8,11, 13]. From am ore technical point of view we want to Jistify that the behaviour of the non-linear
cubic response is the sam e as of the st term on the right hand side ofEqg. (:19), w hereas the three other tem s are
either negligible or of the sam e order ofm agnitude (on frequencies of the order of ! ), but not m ore divergent.

A sinple case that can be treated in som e generality is when the uctuation of the nom of the soins can be
neglected, or exam ple Por Isihg soins that can be recovered from the Langevin equation in the lim it of n niely
sharp double well potential that is zero if s = 1 and i nite otherw ise. A ffer several integration by parts and using
s? = 1, one can show that the three last temm s of Eq. Cl§ do not contribute to the non-linear a. c. susceptibility
at ow frequencies much an aller than the m icroscopic, high frequency scale ofthe m odel) . O ne is therefore left w ith
the rst temm ofEq. Cl9 that contains three derivatives w ith respect to tinm e. If one assum es that the urbody
correlation hs; (i )s;i (& )sk (G3)sk ()i s, or 1 kj ‘Zonly a function of ( )= , 6 )= and & )= ,
the Integration over t,;t3;t with an oscillating eld at frequency ! and over space directly leads to Eg. (:g:), ie. a
non-lnear susceptibility that scales as a certain finction H of ! . This result isonly justi ed in the low frequency
dom ain; forhigh frequency, contributions from the short-tim e -regin e w illobviously com e Into play. N ote that very
generally, we expect H to be non trivial, although it does vanish at zero frequency whenever the static susceptibility
is nite, as is the case for glasses and spin-glasses In an extemal eld (see the discussion in ITA 2, IIB 3).

M ore generally, one can argue both physically and diagram m atically that the three last term s of Eq. C_l-gi) give
contrbutions which are at m ost of the sam e order ofm agnitude as the rst one. From a physicalpoint ofview , these
term s contain less tin e derivatives that the rst, but also contain the local Yorce’ acting on the con guration, @ H ().
Since we are Interested In the low frequency resoonse of the system , we can decom pose the dynam ics of the soins
into a fast part s and a slow part s , that corresponds to the dynam ics on a tine of order . Tt is clear that the

force acting on the slow m odes can only lead to a slow dynam ics of these m odes, ie. 35 H j< 1 . Therefre, for
frequencies 1, one has, or exam pl,

= t t B T
hs )@, H ()s, s )i ‘r 22,2 5.5 B 24)

(Where F is a certain fiinction), which affer integration leads again to a result of the form (']:

O ne can understand this result from a di erent point ofview using diagram s for a generalLangevin equation, which
lads to a dynam ical eld theory w ith the soin eld s and the response eld § [54I T he non-linear cuch response 3
at tim e ty to three instantaneocus eldsat times t,;t3;t can be written in full generality as (see F ig. g.)

Z

stititit) = d0dDA0A) sees i) @ £) € ) © ) @ t) @5)

where g;q;s;s is the am putated vertex w ith legs §;s;s;s (for sin plicity we skip here the space indices) . N ote that the



10

FIG .2: D iagramm atic representation of G 3

vertex g;s;s;s 1S zero by causality because it contains for sure a closed loop of response functions. T he other vertices
do not appear because the correlation function h88i vanishes by causaliy.

Now lt us consider the diagram s contributing to the connected four body correlation ﬁmct:on There isa st
contribution G ; obtained by plugging three two body correlation finctions nto  g;s;s;5, S F 4. 12. It is straightforw ard
to check, usmg fdt, that this rst serdes of diagram s, G 3, is directly related to the non-linear cubic response. IfG 3
was the only contrbution, then one would nd an extended fdt where only the rst term on the right hand side of
Eqg. Cl-§ contrbutes.

There is another contribution, Gﬁ’, that oorresponds to constructing Jladders with the irre—

irr irr . irr . irr . irr . .

ducible verthes sisitit sisisitl Sigisiel Sigigisi Sigisis  OD the lft of 455 alnd the irreducble vertices
irr . irr irr irr . irr . irr . . i

Sroiia T sieiaiaT 8iai8i8T &ifisiet Ssysed sis;es ON the right of  g54s. See g 3 W e recall that the irre—

ducible v :13;5;3;4 is the sum of allFeynm an diagram s contrbbuting to 1;;;3;4 (the am putated vertex) that has

the property that cutting two intemal lines does not separate the diagram into tw o disconnected parts, such that one
part contains the lines 1;2 and the other one the lines 3;4.] F inally, the last contrdbution, G 7, is form ed by pluiggihg
together the sam e irreducible diagram s used in G but w thout m aking use of ¢;s;sjs -

In the case of the critical equilbbrium dynam Jcs of spin-glasses, Eq. (]. is already known I45, .46 and could have
been guessed a priori from the general scaling properties of second order phase transitions w th a sihgle diverging
length (and tin e) scale. A sa consequence in this case G5;G § are ofthe sam e order or lessdivergent than G . T he case
of structuralglasses is a priorim ore tricky, since there is no consensus on the e ective criticalm icroscopicm odelthat
would describe them . However, if we take as an established fact (at least num erically) that the fourbody correlation
isgovemed by a length scale that increases as the glass is approached, then thise ect hasto be contained In (at least)
one of the three contrbutions G § ;GE;G 7. Now, the non-lihear response certainly contains the contribution related
to G §; thereforeboth 3 and G4 grow (or even diverge) sin flarly unless another fam ily of (m ore) dverging diagram s
(the ones contributing to G ]Z;G 7) can be constructed. W e believe that this is a rather unlkely scenario and nstead
we expect that in generalG$ and G% are of the sam e order of m agnitude, and G § is sub-dom inant, in which case Eq.
@) holds. Strictly speaking, these argum ents prove that if the non-linear cubic dynam ical response diverges, a sin ilar
(or stronger) divergence is expected for the four body correlation function, but not viceversa. T herefore it would be
in portant to check our prediction for speci ¢ m odels of the glass transition, In the spirit of Qlu] H ere, we jaist want
to em phasize that the technigues used in llO] can be used to establish that our central result, Eq. (u]:) holds wihin
the M ode<€ oupling T heory of the glass transition.

Finally, let us rem ark that the extension to the non-equilbrium case can be tackled in a sin ilar way. In partic—
ular, since the Hurbody correlation finction diverges with t, {54] in spin-glasses, and the classi cation in tem s of
G3 ;GS;Gj carries over to the non-equilbrium case, the above discussion can be generalized to the non-equilibbriim
case aswell

In summ ary, we have shown in this section that for glassy system s close to a critical point, w here the relaxation tim e
and cooperative length diverge, an extended approxin ate fdt relates the non-linear susceptbility to the Purpoint
correlation finction in the low frequency dom ain:

3

el
ks T) 3;im1 b ititsits) mhsi (tr)ss (2)sk &)s1(t)is (26)

where means that right and left hand side have the sam e criticalbehaviour. T he additional tem s m issing in the
above equation are either of the sam e order of m agniude, or negligble.
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FIG .3: D iagramm atic representation ofG]Z

Iv. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have shown in this paper that if the abrupt slow ing down of glassy m aterials is accom panied by
the grow th of a cooperative length ‘, then the non-linear, 3! response to an oscillating eld (at frequency !) should
substantially increase and give precious inform ation on the tem perature (or density) dependence of . T he theoretical
m otivation is that the non-linear susceptbility is approxim atively related, for glassy system s close to a critical point,
to the Purpoint correlation finction that captures dynam ical cooperativity. T his relation is certainly correct w thin
the context of the M ode€ oupling T heory of glasses, but should hold In other cases aswell.

In supercooled liquids, the analysis of the non-linear com pressbility (sound wave hamm onics) should allow one to
probe directly the existence of a grow ing cooperative length. This should also be true of the non-linear dielectric
susceptibility, at least In system s where the dipoles are strongly coupled to the glassy degrees of freedom . A Tthough
early experin ents seemed to show no interesting e ects |:£_17‘ we believe that m ore system atic studies should be
perform ed [62], egpecially now that num erical sin ulations have unam biguously shown the growth of a cooperative
length In the fourpoint finction [12,.13 :15 :16 :17] T hese experim ents should also allow one to bridge the gap betw een
the length-scales observed on simulation tin e scales and the length-scales observed experim entally on m uch larger
tin e-scales close to the glass transition tan perature h4 T he study of non-linear speci c heat e ects, although m ore
com plex, m ay be interesting too l_6§, I_6§] From a m ore generalpoint of view any non-linear dynam ical response (for
exam ple, non-lnear rheology in soft glassy m aterials) should be worth studying if the corregoonding linear response
can be used as a probe of slow dynam ics.

In spinglasses, non-linear a.c. m agnetic susceptbility m easurem ents In non—zero eld could shed light on the
existence of a de A Im eida-Thouless Iine. In _the aging phase, such m easurem ents should allow one to test in m ore
details the Jength scale ideas put orward in P4, 23,124,125, 26, 271. C om pared to the case of glasses, the experin ental
situation is particularly encouraging since the non-linear susceptibility is already known to diverge at the spin-glass
transition. There should be a clear trace of this divergence In the aging phase, except if som e subtle cancellation
occurs even at non zero frequency (the m ean— eld replica theory Indeed predicts such a cancellation in the static
case). The e ect of tem perature cycling on the non-lnear susceptbility should then give direct indications of the
m echanisn s of rejuvenation and m em ory [25 .'26] W e therefore hope that the ideas expressed In this paper w ill help
shed light on the issue of dynam ical heterogeneiy and cooperativity in disordered, am orphous system s.
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