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A sin ple m odi cation of the M onte€C arlo algortihm is proposed to explore the topography and
the scaling of the energy landscape. W e apply this idea to a sin ple hard-core uid. The resuls for
di erent packing fractions show a power law scaling ofthe lJandscape boundary, w ith a characteristic
scale that separates the values of the scaling exponents. Finally, i is shown how the topology
determ ines the freezing point of the system due to the increasing in portance and com plexity of the

boundary.
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I. NTRODUCTION

A Tiquid cooled to tem peratures near its freezing point
can be conduced to a glassy state or to a crystalaccord—
Ing to the speed of cooling i_]:]. W hen the speed is high
enough, the supercooled liquid undergoes a glass tran—
sition to a state that is disordered, whik a phase tran—
sition of the type uid-crystal is obtained if the system
is kept in them odynam ical equilbrium at all steps of
the cooling path [_2]. T he understanding of the m any dif-
ferent aspects of glass transition still rem ains as one of
the m ost im portant problem s in physics '[j], as for ex—
am pl, the explanation ofthe non-exponential relaxation
of uctuations!' [%l] or why not allm aterials form glasses
E] A nother very interesting pmperty of glasses, related
w ith the glass form ing tendency [d], isthe behavior ofthe
viscosity, which is usually referred as fragility. Di erent
approaches have been used to understand glass transi-
tion : m odels lke the G bbsb M arzio L?'], theories lke
the m ode coupling, stochastic agglom eration té] ﬁ][lO ]Jor
the use of com puter sim ulations [7] Another useful ap—
proach is the rigidity theory of P hJJJJps [1]1] and T horpe
llZ], which relates the ratio between available degrees of
freedom and the num ber of constraints l_1§]. In previous
works, we show ed that even for sim ple system s like hard-
disks [14]and colloids [19], it seem s that rigidity playsan
In portant roke even for the case ofa sin ple phase tran—
sition, since it is clear that in order to form a solid, the
system m ust develop certain rigidiy. Som e works on the
relaxation properties of colloids, seem to con m these
ideas tl6]

Parallelto allofthese approaches, there is another for-
m alism that hasbeen very usefiil to visualize and under-
stand what happens during a glass or usual phase tran—
sition . This form alisn is the energy landscape approach
tli][lS which m any years ago was very sucoessfiilin the

el of spin glasses, ﬂ9] Theman idea behind this ap—
proach, isthat the landscape is a surface generated by the
potentialenergy ofthe system asa function ofthem olec—
ular positions [_2]. For a system wih N molecules, the
landscape is determ ined by the potentialenergy function,

(1 ; 2y ); where ry com prise all relevant coordinates,
Iike position and ordentation. Since the kinetic energy
K ) is a positive de ned quantity, the system evolves in
such a way that K = E ;o) 0; where E
is the total energy. The topography of the landscape
energy surface determ ines the possbl evolution of the
system , and the contact w ith thermm odynam ics is m ade
by using statistical m echanics 'g]. T he great advantage
of the landscape fom align is that it can be used even
w ithout them odynam ical equilbriim . In such a case,
ergodicity is broken and the entropy is not a m axin um
anym ore, as postulated in the usual equilbrium statis—
ticalm echanics. The m ain question to be answered for
this case, isto gure out the fraction of allowed volum e
In phase space that is visited by the system .

T he usualpicture ofa phase or glass transition in such
a language, is that at high tem peratures the system does
not feel the topology of (1 ; iy ) because the kinetic
energy contribution dom inates. A s the tem perature is
lowered, the system is unable to sum ount the highest
energy barriers and therefore is foroed to sam ple deep
minima. For a slow cooling is slow , the system hastime
to nd a path to the m ost stable state, an ordered crys—
tal Tt willbe trapped in a m etastable state, the glass,
{71181 if the cooling speed is high enough. M any works
that relates the statistics of an energy landscape w ih
the them odynam icalproperties of the system have been
m ade -g] Q-(_i] E_Z-]_]] I_Z-Z_i]l_Z-g], and even som e phenom enological
relations between rigidity and the energy landscape have
been obtained [_2-4] For a Lennard-Jones uid, i has
been detem ined that the network of m Inim a is a static
scale-free netw ork t_2-§]

However, up to now there are som e in portant ques—
tions that rem ain, for exam ple, what is the topography
ofthe ]andscape fora ﬁagﬂe licquid or how to obtain the
viscosity {81, di usion |26] and rigidity from the Jand-
scape I_Zé A lso, although is widely believed that the
landscape is fundam ental to understand m any features
of a Iiquid, still is not com pletely clear how to use the
landscape topology to predict a phase transition l_22:]
Another Interesting question is: what is the nature of
the texture of the landscape? In other words, do the to—
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pography is a fractal? W hat’s the fractal din ension of
the landscape? A though som e of these questions seam
to have an academ ic interest only, is clear that the relax—
ation properties of a very com plex fractal landscape are
di erent from a sm ooth landscape :_f2_'8], w here the system
can easily explore the phase space. In this article, we w 111
explore som e of these questions by looking at the scaling
of the landscape.

T he layout of this work is the follow Ing: in section IT
we discuss how to use amodi ed M onte€ arlo m ethod
to study the scaling. In section ITT we apply the m ethod
to a simple uid ofhard disks. Finally, in section IV we
give the conclusions.

II. MONTE-CARLO REJECTION AND
SCALING OF THE LANDSCAPE

In this section we w ill develop a m ethod to relate the

M onte€ arlo refction ratio and the scaling of the land-
scape. Before going into the details, i would be usefiil
to explain som e others approaches to obtain nform ation

about the landscape topology. To sin plify ideas, In this

article we will use as a m odel system , N hard disks or
soheres of diam eter 1n a given area (S) orvolime (V).
In such hard-core particle system , the energy landscape is
form ed by wallsofin nite height that divide the allowed
and forbidden regionsofthe con gurationalphase space.
If r; is the position of a disk or sphere i, the allowed

region of the landscape is the set of points w here,

kry 5k &)

for all possble pairs i and j: The number of such pairs
Ry g ) isthe num ber of com binations ofN ob Ects taken
npairs:CY = N N 1)=2.Each oftheseC} equations
is a non-holonom ic restriction to the system . A state P
in phase space is in the boundary of the landscape, if at
Jeast one of the inequalities @') is transform ed Into an
holonom ic restriction,

kry nk= ; 2)

for a pairs of disks that we denote by 1land m . For each
equation of this type that is satis ed, two disks are in
contact. For a given packing fraction ( ), the num ber of
such equations Ry ) is jast,

Ry = N ; 3)

where W7 ( )i is the average coordination per particle in
a given packing. W e ram ark that this equation allow s
a straight forward m anner to connect the energy land-
scape form alisn w ith the rigidity theory, where them ost
In portant param eter LLi-] ishZ ( )i. This approach also
provides a way to construct Inherent structures and the
boundary of the landscape just by considering a non-—
linear optin ization problem . To get a packing, we can

de ne an ob gctive function as,

X
F@)=

=1

krik ; 4)

wih Ry oconstraintskr; x k= :Thisobfctive func-
tion isde ned in such a way that the particles are packed
n a tight way wih respect to the origin. Surprisingly,
this criteria is sim ilar to the center of m assm inin ization
that hasbeen observed very recently in experim entsw ith
ocolbids P41£0]. In principle, this problem can be solved
using nonlinear program m ing t_31;], and there is som e sin —
ilar work done iInto this line of research t_B-Z_i] Here we
w illnot llow thispath. Instead, we Investigate how the
landscapeboundary looksatdi erentscalesin thecon g-
urational part of the phase space. Them ost sin ple way
to do this, consists n applying a box-counting algorithm
t_gij] once theboundary pointsare determ ined. In thisbox
counting algorithm , a grid m ade from cubes of linear size
is applied to the con gurational phase space. Then,

the num ber of boxes that contains a boundary state are
counted. The counting is repeated at di erent lengths

This ideal siuation has the problem that we need
to generate all the boundary states, and due to the size
of the phase space, this task is alm ost In possible to do.
A sinpler approach is to take advantage of the M onte-
Carlo In portance sam pling to obtain Inform ation about
the boundary.

In a usual M etropolis M onte<C arlo [_54]{_3-5], when a
system is in a m icrostate P o; a m ovem ent to a new m i
crostate P is allowed if the di erence In energies E =
E @) E Py) isnegative wWhere E P ) is the energy of
the stateP ). If E > 0; a random num ber is com pared
wih E :In the case of hard-core system s, a refction
occurswhen a new proposed con guration isnot allowed
by the restrictions {_35], ie., when there is an overlap be—
tween disks or spheres. W hen the new proposed point
P is refcted, one can be sure that the boundary of the
landscape hasbeen crossed, ie., theboundary isbetween
statesP ¢ and P : T hus, the inform ation about the bound-
ary can be extracted from the acceptance ratio of the
M onte<€ arlo, although twom odi cations are needed. In
the usualM onte<€ arlo, the trial m ovem ent distance be-
tween two states is a continuous random variable Q-é]
This feature is not convenient because i does not pro—
vide an approxin ate location for the boundary. A second
fact to take into acoount, is that the probability ofhitting
thepoint P not only depends on the size ofthe boundary,
but also in the transient probability of the process [_3-j]
Py ! P .To solvethese problam s, ket us introduce a reg—
ular grid in the con gurationalpart of the phase space.
If the sim ulation is perform ed in a box of linear length
L;thereareM = (L= PY points in the grid, where D
is the dim ensionality of the system . In such a grid, a
random walk In phase space is perform ed by choosing at
random a disk r; and changing one com ponents at ran—
dom to : IfP iswritten in generalized coordinates g,



the trialm ovem ent is w ritten as,

@ieidiuidn) ! @iRiBinid ign )i ©)
for the r coordinate chosen at random w ith an uniform
distribution.

T he introduction of a random walk is convenient be-
cause: 1) the step size can be varied to look at the scaling
and 2) when am ovem ent is reected, the state can be con-
sidered as a boundary point, since it is connected to the
Interior of the forbidden part ofthe phase space. In spite
ofthis, the introduction ofa random walk has the incon—
venient ofnot being able to sam ple the phase space w ith
equal probabilities, ie., it is not com pltely ergodic. In
fact, even for the usualM onte€ arlo there is som e lJack of
ergodicity due to the existence ofan nite-size underly—
inggrid. Theonly di erence between the sin ple random
walk and the usualM onte€C arlo with Jum ps of variable
size is the higher Interconnectivity of the grid in the for-
m er case, w hich m itigates but not solves com pletely the
e ects of the biased sam pling. The main e ect of this
problem upon our calculations, i is that the size of the
boundary w ill be underestin ated, and that som e parts
of the landscape are not going to be visited. Thus, the
m ethod worksbetter before a transition, and in fact only
provides a bound for the scaling exponents. To in prove
upon this m ethod, som e other algorithm s can be used,
as for exam ple collision prediction {_5@‘]

Now let px ( ) be the probability of state k In phase
space to be occupied by the system when a grid of scale

ischosen. The random walk processcan be viewed asa
M arkov chain [31], w here the probabilities of visiting each
m icrostate are contained in a vector . T he probabilities
at each step are transform ed according to an stochastic
m atrix that contains as elem ents the probability of tran—
sition am ong states,

0 1 0 10 1
P(l)( ) S11 Si2 S1m p1()
0 cen
g P2l )K= f Sn Sz omSw afgg ml)g,
ey () Sm 1 Su M pu ()

where the row s of the m atrix are nom alized to 1; and
pﬁ( ) are the probabilities after a step ismade. In a
hard-core system , Jum ps only occurbetw een allow ed grid
points that are st neighbours. An elem ent S of this
m atrix is zero when one of the states r or t is in the for-
bidden part ofthe landscape. Syt is also zero ifr ortare
not rst neighbours. The only elements di erent from
zero are Syt = 1=z ( ), if r and t are allowed neighbours,
where z¢ () is the coordination in phase space of site t
(ie., the number of allowed rst neighbours oft) for a
given scale . Points at the boundary of the landscape
are the oneswhere 1=z, ( ) < 2D N sihce they are con—
nected to points Inside the forbidden part of the phase—
space. A m atrix of this type has at least one eigenvector
w ith eigenvalue one, while the others have nom s equal
or less than one f_fi%]. T hus, after successive applications

of the m atrix, the stabl con guration is given by the
eigenvaluie w ith nom one, from where it follow s that the
nalprobabilities satisfy 1P],

0 1 10 1
p1() S11 S12 S1im p1()
S S 0 S
B8 N KR K
pu () Sm 1 Sm M Pu ()

Thism atrix is sim ilar to the H am iltonian ofa binary al-

loy in an hypercubic lattice, where the two selfenergies

are very di erent BP] (split band reginen). It is easy
to prove that the nalequilbrium vector coincides w ith
the bonding state which corresponds w ith the m axim al
wave-length ofthe solution, and nearly zero phase di er-
ence between sites) of the binary alloy.

In a M onteCarlo step, the probability of having a
repction is given by the probability of jim ping into a
boundary point (x ( )), m ultiplied by the probability of
Jum ping form a state k into a state t in the forbidden
region of the landscape, which is given by the elem ents
ofthe stochasticm atrix. T hus, the probability of landing
in a forbidden state t is,

2D N
2D N

% ()

pe( )= Px () (6)

IfLp ( ) denotes the set ofallboundary points, the total
probability of having refections at a scale (Wwe denote
this probability by pf ( )) is obtained by summ ing over
allboundary states k,

X
P () 1
k2Lg ()

Px () (7)

Now wewrite zx ( ) asan averageplisa uctuation part,
zZx()=<%()>+ =% (), where

X

2 ()i ®)
k2Lp ()

hz ( )1=M

and M g ( ) is sin ply the num ber of boundary points at

a scale :The same procedure can be made org ( ),
givingpx ( )= ha ( )i+ B ( )wherehy ( )iisde ned
as,
1 X
()i= (): 9)
hos Mo Px
k2Lg ()

U sing these de nitions, and that the sum ofthe uctua-
tions is zero, eq.(-j.) is rew ritten as,

X hz ()i
R _ .
p ()= DN hos ()1
k2Lg ()
. X z () ;o ()
2D N



X
T he tem ze () B () is a measure of the correla—
tion between state and coordination uctuations. Since
the elgenvector with eigenvalie one corresponds to a
bonding state In a binary alloy, using a variationalproce—
dure w ith a trial function or analyzing the spectralm o—

m ents t_gg'],jtcanbeprovedthat Px () %z( )=2DN :
This tem gives a correction of order,
! * () () bO) 10)
- Z =L
2D N . B 2D N
k2Lg ()

where b () is the standard deviation of the phase space
coordination distribution z, ( ). Thus, it follow s that,

0 51
b()
0 mw ¢
Ms ()<m ()>=8 )
1 2O
2D N
Wenotice that Mg () < @ () > is a bound for the

size of the whole boundary of the landscape. For exam —
pl, when the sam pling isuniform , My ( ) < @& ( ) >=
Mg ()M ();shce< g ()>= 1=M (). The number
of grid points M ( ) scals as PN and if the bound—
ary has a scaling of the typeM 5 ( ) P2 N then we
expect a scaling ofeq.{i1) as,

Mg ()
M ()

Pe;

/(= 12)

whereD¢f = 0O Dy )N isan e ective fractaldin ension
duetothedi erent scalingsofthe grid and the landscape.

In general, states at the boundary are less visited, thus
we get the ollow Ing inequaliy,

Mg ()
M ()

Mp ()l ()1 13)

Asa resul, we get a bound for this scaling exponent,

0 ,1
R b()
Bp ) 2D N C
De In@ —A =Ih(=) 14)
1 hz ()i
2D N

T he evaluation of this bound can be easily in plem ented
Inside a M onteC arlo sim ulation; i only requires the re—
fction probability pf (), the average coordination <
z( ) >; and the wuctuationsb( ). To do this, rstwe
divide the phase space wih a grid of spacing . Then
we perform the M onte arlo sin ulation, but ifthere isa
repction during a trial step, this m eans that the initial
state is In the boundary ofthe landscape. To look at the
coordination In phase space of this state, a m ovem ent In
each ofthe D N coordinates of the gird is perfom ed, as
n eq.(:fj), but for each coordinate g taken in sequence
from r= 1tor = DN. For each coordinate m ove-
ment, the new state is tested in order to detemm ine if
its an allowed or forbidden state. A fter this cycle in the

FIG .1l: Twodisksin a rectangularbox of length L and w idth

. Below the box, the corresponding con gurational part of
the phase space is shown. The allowed part of the Jandscape
is the area indicated w ith the grey shadow . A grid of scale

is indicated by dotted lines. Boundary points are indicated
by open circles. C losed circles are states In the forbidden part
of the phase—space. N otice that in this problem , ergodicity is
always broken, since the allowed parts of the landscape are
not connected.

coordinates, the num ber of acospted states is the coordi-
nation number zx ( ). T he process continues until a new
reection appears, and at the end of the sin ulation, the
average and the standard deviation ofthe distrbution of
7y () are obtained. The sam e procedure is repeated for
di erent scales

Figure 1 illustrates the procedure fora very sin ple sys—

tem . Consider two disks in a box of length L and w idth
In such a case, the m ovem ent is one din ensional.
If x; and x, are the coordinates of each disk, the con—
gurational part of the phase space can be represented
as a plane. The shape of the landscape is determ ined
by the condition of non-overlap k1 %] and the
walls of the box. The allowed phase space is m ade by
two triangles, as shown in g. 1. Notice that ergodic—
iy is alwaysbroken since the two triangular regions are
not connected. In  g. 1, the grid is indicated as dotted
lines; the points at the boundary (open circlesin  g. 1)
are those connected to grid points that are outside the
triangular regions (closed circles).

In this sin ple system , it is very Instructive to com pare
the refction ratio of the M onteC arlo with the topol-
ogy of the phase space, since the theoretical value for
My ()M () for a given packing fraction = 2=L is
easy to nd. The value of My ( )=M ( ) In this case is
given by the ratio between perin eterarea of the triangle
as a function of the scale,

p—
2@+  2)
L@ 2 =L)




FIG.2: Repction ratio as a function of the scale (m ea—
sured n unitsof ) orL = 50 (squares);30 (circles);15
(diam onds);10 (triangles up) and 4 (triangles down).

where the subscript is used to indicate that the result
depends on the corresponding length of the box. This
result can be related w ith the probability of refection of
the M onteCarlo as llows. If we suppose an uniform
sam pling, the probability of hitting a boundary point is
given by the perin eterarea ratio of the trianglks. The
average coordination of the boundary points can be ob—
tained from a direct inspection of)tl_qe draw ings w ith dif-
ferent grids, that giveshz ( )i’ 2+ (3=2) for L.
W e can neglect the tem b ( )=4, sihce it isvery am allto
be considered (this approxim ation was con m ed after-
wards by the coordination statistics obtained from the
M onte-€ arlo sinulation). Using eq. (L1), the predicted
regction probability is,

pPr()=m@) ;
wherem (L) isde ned as,

5

1
m L) % P=)Mz ()M ()] :

2 2

T he refpection is thus expected to be proportionalto ;as

con m ed in Figure 2 by the num erical sin ulations using

a M onteC arlo, where the refctions are plotted against
fordi erentL.

U sing a kast—square tting, the slopes for each of the
lines is shown In  gure 3 usihg a log-log plot. The solid
curve is the theoretical value of m (L) and the squares
are the resuls of the sin ulation using the M onteC arlo

FIG . 3: Slopes of the tting lnes that appearin g. 2 as a
function of L : T he solid line is the function m (L):

sinulation. These results are in very good agreem ent
w ith the theoretical values, specially for L, where
m (L) iswellapproxin ated by,

8(2+p§)
mL) ———

L+ 2 =L);

som L) L !,and D¢ = 1 as expected for a sm ooth
surface. In the region L,thedi erencebetween both
results is due to the fact that the average coordination
num ber is not anym ore 2+ (3=2), and a correction is
needed in the analytical form ula. A Iso, in this region the
sam pling is far from uniform , since the grid isvery sm all
com pared w ith the size of the boundary.

ITII. SCALING IN A SIM PLE LIQU ID

In this section, we show the results obtained using
the m ethod proposed in the previous section for a two—
din ensional system com posed of hard-disks at di erent
packing fractions = N  ?=4S;where N = 100 parti
cles. The them odynam ics of this system has been In-
vestigated by many di erent groups during the last 50
years {401/41]1[44]. Despite the sim plicity of the m odel,
the nature of the phase transition from solid to uid
is still debated [fli_:]], as well as the nature of local or-
der @é‘] and its relation with som e peaks in the radial
distrbution function [@5]. Here we will only investigate
the landscape scaling. Figure 4 shows a log-log plot of



FIG.4:ParameterM 5 ( )l ( )iasa function ofthe scale ,

for di erent packing fractions. From top to bottom, = 0:74
(squares); = 071 (x); = 0:39 (trdangls), = 023 (stars),
= 0:12 (diam onds), = 008 (squares) and = 0:04 ( led

circles). T he lines were cbtained using a power law  t.

Mg ()< @ ()> asa function of fordi erent packing
fractions, as indicated in the gure caption.

Figure 5 is a sin ilar plot, but only for packing frac—
tions near the freezing point (denoted by ). Both
plots give evidence that there is a power law scaling of
Mp ()< @m()> wih . Thispower law behavior is
clear near the freezing point or at low densities, where

ts of the type ¢ are shown for the di erent sets of
data (only ts wih correlation coe cients bigger than
99% are shown). Notice that all the ts have a cuto
at = 005 , since there is a crossover in the pow er law
behavior, ie., for a given packing fraction, two regions
with di erent scaling exponents are observed, as seen in
Figure 5, wherea drop ofM g ( ) < @ ( ) > is observed
around = 005 . For low packing fractions, the expo—
nentsfor < 0:05 tend tobe sn aller than In the region

> 005 . The fact that two exponents are observed
m eans that below a certain length-scale, the landscape
has a di erent structure. For all the di erent packing
fractions, this behavior is nearly sin ilar. W e can spec-
ulate that this change of regimn en for the scaling at a
length-scale is related w ith the di erent processes of re—
laxation that have been observed in diverse sin ulations
P8116]1l47] and experin ents {6], since although a M onte—
C arlo sim ulation doesnot provide the realdynam ic ofthe
system , is clear that a big length scale in phase space
correspond to long tim es in the evolution of the system ,
as also expected from the A dam -G bbs relation between
relaxation tin es and con gurational entropy :_[‘.7] How-
ever, this speculation needs to be investigated in m ore
detail.

W e also notice that forpacking fractions 02 < = <
0%, i seem s that using one single scaling exponent is
not enough to t the data, which is an indicative of a

FIG .5: ParameterM g ( )l ( )icloseto freezing asa func—
tion of ,at = 0774 (squares) and = 063 (circks).

m ultifractal structure, although ifwe restrict the tting
for > 02, again a good power law t is obtained.

In gure 6 weplt the scaling exponents obtained from
thedata of g. 4 and 5 as a function ofthe packing frac—
tion, for the regions (02 < ) where a clear scaling is
obtained for all the graphs . As shown In the gure,
as the packing fraction reaches the freezing point, D ¢
goes to zero, and the landscape boundary scales nearly
as the volum e in phase space. Thism eans that near the
freezing point, the topology of the lJandscape restricts n
a severe m anner the available phase space. Thus, g—
ure 6 provides clear evidence of how the topology of the
landscape is resgponsible oor the phase transition that oc—
curs at the freezing point, and reinforces the speculation
about relaxation tin es, since it has been observed in ex—
perin ents w ith colloids that freezing occurs when long
tin e relaxation is not longer availabl [16].

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have discussed som e aspects of how
to characterize the structure and texture of the energy
landscape n smpl uids. As a resul, we showed a
m ethod to Investigate the boundary ofthe lJandscape that
uses the M onte€ arlo refection ratio plus the average co—
ordination ofa state in phase space. An exam ple ofhow
to apply the m ethod has been presented for a very sin —
ple m odel that consists of two disks that m oves in one
din ension. A sin ilar procedure applied to a system of
hard-disks show s a clear power law scaling of the ratio
betw een the boundary and the volum e of the lJandscape.
A crossover in the scaling exponents has been observed
for a given packing fraction. N ear the freezing point, the
boundary of the lJandscape scales as the volum e In phase
space, and as a result the system tend to stay In podk—



FIG . 6: Exponent D ¢ as a function of the ratio between the
packing fraction and the packing fraction at freezing ( ).
T he size of the squares is proportional to the m axim al error,
and the line is a visualguide to the eye.

ets of the phase-space. W e speculate that the crossover
observed in the scaling is related w ith the di erent kinds
of relaxation processes of the uid. In future works, we
w il further explore this idea.
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