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U sing an e ective potentialm ethod, a replica form ulism is set up ordescribing supercooled liquids
near their glass transition. T he resulting potential is equivalent to that for an Ising spin glass in a
m agnetic eld. Resuls taken from the droplet picture of spin glasses are then used to provide an

explanation of them ain features of fragile glasses.
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Structural glasses have been studied extensively at
mean— eld lvel by relating them to in niterange p-
soin spin glass m odels i}:]. T he dynam ical equations of
these spin glassm odels are sim ilar to those of the m ode-
coupling theory of liquids Q]. T hese equations predict a
dynam icaltransition at a tem perature T4 below which an
ergodicity breaking occurs. In the n niterange p-spin
glass m odels, a discontinuous therm odynam ic transition
also takesplace at a tem perature Tx and isusually iden-
ti ed wih the K auzm ann glass transition :_IB] % < Tg.
Tt is expected that outside the mean- eld lim i, there
w illbe no genuine dynam ical transition at T4 due to the
fact that the m etastable states which trap the system
dynam ically are unstable in nite dim ensions because of
activation processes over the nite freeenergy barriers
w hich separate them etastable states. H owever, it iscom —
m only assum ed that the them odynam ic glass transition
Tx oould stillexist in principle In  nite din ensional sys—
tem s. This paper is essentially an investigation of this
question.

W e start by constructingan e ective Ham iltonian H [g]
for supercooled liquids near the putative them odynam ic
glsstransition In  nite din ensions. W e ndthatH [g]is
given by the sam e generic functionalw hich describes the
one-step replica sym m etry breaking transition EZJ:] for the
pP—spin spin glassm odel. O ur derivation is based on the
e ective potentialm ethod developed by Franz and P arisi
B] or spin glassm odels. A sin iare ective Ham itonian
to ourswasused in Refs. E_G] and ij] for structuralglasses,
but not explicitly derived.

T he next step is the elucidation of the properties of
H [g]. There are two coupling constants in the theory, w1
and w, and atm ean— eld level, the therm odynam ic tran—
sition is discontinuous ( st order) if their ratio w=w1
is greater than one and continuous when less than one.
T here are argum ents for a grow Ing lengthscale In struc-
tural glasses as the tem perature is reduced (.E:], ij.], Ref.
l] and references therein, and Bouchaud and B iroli [§])
and experin entalevidence for a lengthscale of several in—
terparticle diam eters already exists [4]. W e felthat i is
m ore naturalto study param eters appropriate to the con—
tinuous transition ratherthan the rst-ordertransition in

order to explain a grow ing lengthscale. M ost studies of
p-soin m odels have focussed on param eters w hich gener—
ate the rst-order transition to the one-step replica sym —
m etry breaking state, sin ply because in that situation
one also has a m echanism for explaining the dynam ical
transition T4 . However, it is clear from our derivation of
the p-son functionalthat theq In it isnot simply re—
lated to density uctuations so our functional cannot be
used to directly study dynam icale ects in density corre—
lations functions. In our view , they are best determm ined
by m ode-coupling theory -g]. Our p-spin functional is
approprate only for the study ofthe putative glass tran—
sition at Tg .

N um erical studies have been perform ed on a p-spin
modelwith p= 3 by Parisiet al. [_i(j], which at m ean—

eld level has a continuous transition :_[-1_'1], (because for
it the ratio wo=w; < 1). They found a rapidly grow -
Ing lengthscale in this p-goin m odel as the tem perature
was reduced and an attem pt was even m ade to obtain
is critical exponents in four dim ensions. M oore and
D rossel {_l-Z_i] later show ed that the continuous transition,
ifany, would be in the sam e universality class asthe Ising
spin glass n a  eld { the transition usually referred to
as the de A In eida-Thouless AT) transition f_l:j] How—
ever, i hasbeen argued that the AT transition does not
actually exists or system s whose din ensionality is less
than six f_ll_i'], but instead there is a crossover line in the

eld-tem perature phase diagram w here the grow ing cor—
relations between the spins saturate. The value of this
lengthscale can be estin ated from droplet scaling argu-—
m ents {_1-5] In the num erical study of Parisi et al [_1-9']
the largest system size studied was of linear dim ension
six lattice spacings and if the correlation length is lJarger
than the size ofthe system then the crossoverwould look
like a phase transition. In the work ofM oore and D rossel
fl3] the kngthscake in the (threedin ensional) M igdal
Kadano approxin ation saturated at around 28 Jattice
spacings at low tem peratures. W e shall also show usihg
droplet ideas borrowed from spin glasses how this grow —
Ing lengthscale can produce dynam ical behavior of the
VogelFulcher type f_l-é]

T he calculations start w th de ning an overlap g (r) =
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1 () 2 (r) between two con gurations ofdensity uc—
tuations h i in two copies of the liquid. By av—
eraging over the density con gurations of the rst copy
while holding the density con gurations in the second
copy xed at  xed values of the overlap p(r) we obtain
a constrained partition fiinction

Zpc®); 2@®]1=h @ 10 @i, : 1)

The e ective potential is given by the average of the free
energy w ith respect to the density con gurations in the
second copy: @)1= ThinZ R; 21,.In orxderto
perfom the average of the logarithm , we use the replica
method and write nZ = lin,, o @" 1)=n. U sing the
Integral representation of the delta function In @:), we
can write the e ective potentialas the ollow ing averages
over and ; ( =1; ;n):
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W e evaluate the above averages over ; and ; by
m aking successive cumulant expansions. The result-
Ing Integral can be expressed in tem s of the liquid-
state correlation functions G (r1;r;) = h (r1) ()i,

G (r1;r2;r3) = h (r1) (r2) (r3)i, etc. Keeping tem s
up to O ( %), we have
w #
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where 1;2; denote the position vectors i
Now wede neq (r) = ) @ Pr 6 and
write the e ective potential as a functional integral of
the eldsqg .W e insert the ollow ing iddentity inside the
above expression :
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D ue to the coupling betw een andu ,the Integration

over generatesvariousterm s in u . For exam ple, to
the lowest order, the quadratic term in u com es from

Ppiningtwopairsof ’sin thetwou vertices. T herefore
the coe cient of the quadratic tetm in u involres, to
the lowest order, the square ofthe -propagatorK (1;2)
satisfying

d3K (1;3) G2 @3;2)

= (12): ©)

There are, of course, other contrbutions to the 0 (u?)
term , which com e from the higher order vertices in
T hese just renom alize its coe cient. Two kindsg of cu-
bicterm shu aregenerated, namely, Tru® and u®
The coe clents ofthese term sw illcontain In generalthe

contributions from the higher order vertices in . K esp—
Ing up to the cubicorder In u , we have
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w here we dropped the tem s n p. which do not couple
tou .Thecooe cintsA;B;C and D are given, to the
low est order, by
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Finally we integrate over u to obtain the e ective
Ham iltonian In tem s of g as follow s. F irst note that
In addition to the usual quadratic tem jan , there
are cubic tem s in g ;n the ©m Trg® and ¢ with
real coe cients. W e also note that the tem s involv—
ing p. coupke to g T the om pﬁquO with integers

k and k°. The resultig expression gives the e ective
potential [p.] In tem s of a functional Integral over
the elds g . Since the value of the overlap is deter-

m Ined from the condition =p.= 0,p: @) = 0 isak
ways a solution and describes the liquid phase. W e take
the e ective Ham ittonian H [g] for supercooled liquids as



e = 0] RO . Dg exp[ H [ll. The coe cients
ofvariousterm s In g in H [g] are In general expressed
in a nonlocal way much lke Egs. {j)—c_i(_j). H ow ever,
the m ost relevant term s w ill be the local ones where all
the points in space are the sam e. K eeping as usual the
derivative term only In the quadratic order n g , we
obtain the e ective Ham iltonian as

Z

nCX 2 tX
HEl=  dr - Ca @7+ g (@
X 5
w—gTrcf(r) w—; < @ : a1)

<

The coe cients c;t;w, and w, will be finctions of the
tem perature and density of the liquid, with an ooth de—
pendence on them . T he study ofthe rst-ordertransition
w hich occurs at m ean— eld level requires the Inclusion of
term s quartic in the g elds, but these are ‘Yirrelevant’
variables at the presum ed continuous transition in  nite
din ensionsand they w illbe dropped. Atm ean— eld level,
the transition is continuous if wy=w1 1 -'_[Zl] In the p—
spin replicated functionalofEq. (11) the coe cients in
it have contributions from allthe higher order cum ulants
ofthe density etc.. Fortunately aswe are studying a con—
tinuous transition, their num ericalvaliesw illonly e ect
non-universal features of the putative transition.

The them alaverage hg i is non-zero even above any
supposed transition When one goes beyond the m ean—

eld approxin ation) because of the tem in w, iIn the
Ham iltonian ofEqg. {;L-}') . A sa consequence the only pos—
sible continuous phase transition is one which breaksthe
replica symm etry of the high-tem perature phase. This
transition was shown in Ref. [_l-g] to be in the sam e uni-
versality class as that for the transition from the param -
agnet to the spin glassphase in a eld, st discussed by
de A In eida and Thouless [_l-g] The Ham ittonian of an
Isihg splh glassina eld is
X X
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The couplings Ji; are quenched random variables con—
necting (usually) nearest—nejghbcg sites. The Edwards—
Anderson orderparam eterisgq= ,hS;i’=N and in zero
eld becom es non—zero below T, the critical tem pera—
ture of the zero— eld soin glass transition. Using the
replica m ethod one can set up a functional analogous to
that fr structural glasses in Eq. ([1) fr the spin glass
Ham iltgnian {{4]. T di ersonly in that the cubic tem
(7 2:=3) o isabsent but there is nstead a linear tem
h? g .Now when the tem perature T is 1n the vicin—
ity ofthe them odynam ic structural Ylasstransition’ Tk ,
we expect it to be wellbelow Ts. At such tem peratures
w, and h? can be related by noting that the cubic tem
could be approxin ated by w, h¥ ig .hy¥ iwillbe
Independent of and aswe are working in the replica

sym m etric phase, and only slow ly varying as a function
of tem perature so then h? / w,. Then because w, is a
fiinction of the tem perature and density ofthe liquid, h?
In the Ising spin glassanalogue w illalso be a tem perature
and density-dependent quantity.

T he question then ofw hether there is or isnot a struc—
tural glass transition then tums on whether there is an
AT lne in the spin glass analogue. This has been con-
troversial in the past, but num erical [_1-§'] and experin en—
taldata [_1-55] favors its absence in three din ensional spin
glasses and we firther argued in Ref. [14] that foralldi-
mensions d < 6 there would be no AT line. W e shall
henceforth take i that there is no AT line and hence
that there is no them odynam ic glass transition forthree
din ensional system s. How then can we explain the phe—
nom ena nom ally associated w ith the glass transition?

T he key to understanding this point is to realize that
even ifthere isno AT line there can be a grow Ing length—
scale as the tem perature is reduced. The lengthscale is
analogous to the M osaic’ lengthscale of other authors
i, 6, 7, @], but its physical origin is di erent. In our
case, the lengthscale is equal to the size of the droplet
In the spin glass analogue which is typically Jpped by
the application of the eld h. To 1 a region of size
L in the low-tem perature phase of a soin glass typically
costs an ‘interface’ free energy oforder (L= (T)) ,where

(T) is the correlation length associated w ith the spin
glass transition In zero— eld and is an exponent typi-
cally 02 :_[-1_13]. E ach dropkt has a m agneticm om ent of
order” qL%? so in a eld ofmagnitude h the dom ains
are of size L , where

© = ° al )**h;

T 13)

In order that the energy gained by ipping a droplet in
the eld h just balances the interface free energy cost.
Thisresult ©orL should be vald provided L. > (T).
In the droplkt picture the free-energy barrier which
has to be sum ounted In order to I a region of size
L sAL = (T))_ , where A is of order of the critical

tem perature Tg t_lg] The basic relaxation tine in the
system is of A rrhenius fom :
oexpA L = (T)) =TI (14)

A las, the value of 1n three dim ensional spin glasses
is very poorly detem ined, with quoted values varying
w idely.

W hen T Ts, () willbe a slow Iy varying function
of tam perature and of order of the interparticle spacing.
g w il also then be nearly tem perature-independent. If
w, Isonly weakly tem perature dependent, L w illbe ap—
proxim ately tem perature independent and w illthen be
ofthe sim pk A rrhenius form . This w illbe the case then
of strong glasses. For fragile glasses we expect that

W2 h.2 (T

5); 1s)



so that w, appears to be going to zero at Tg. W e stress
that the e ective value of w, probably w ill never van—
ish, since even if the bare coe cient did go to zero the
higher tem s in the functionalH [g]which break the tim e—
reversal invariance w illm ake its e ective value non-zero

o Eqg. (_1-5) is jist a sin ple phenom enological way to
obtain a grow ng lengthscale. T hen
h c i
oeXp ————————— 16)
T To)e:

where C denotes a constant. It is clear that this has
sin {larities to the VogelFulcher [16] orm for structural
relaxation tin es in the supercooled liquid:
h
0 €Xp

C 1

T o

a7

N ote that we have proceeded on the assum ption that the
exponent for the supercooled liquid and the soin glass
are the sam e. In principle our m apping betw een ]jqujds

___________________________

distance between the m olecules of the glass, and exper—
In ents m ight not have reached the region where it has
becom e valid; in other words the sin ple exponent of the
VogelFulcher tm ight re ect preasym ptotic behavior.

The sinulations of Parisi et al. [IG] show that the
entropy per soin went to zero apparently as s (T)
kg (T T ), although no data was cbtamned close to
Tx and w ithout a genuine transition the entropy is un-—
likely to ever vanish com pletely. A sin ilar behavior is
found forthe con gurationalentropy perparticle in frag—
ile glasses. W hat is striking about the sim ulations is that
the tam perature Ty  wasvery close to the tem perature Ty
at which the correlation length was apparently diverging
(the di erence was lss than 1% ). O ne feature comm on
to fragike glasses is that for m ost of them T, extracted
from the VogelFulcher t iscloseto theK auzm ann tem —
perature Tk , the tem perature at which the extrapolated
entropy of the supercooled liquid apparently 2lls to that
of the crystalline phase. The ratio Tx =T, lies between
0.9{1.1 form any glass form ers am ongst which Tx ranges
from 50 K to 1000 K R0]. Since we are arguing that
there is no genuine transition but only a crossover, the

’ obtained from the tinescale , the Tq of Eq. C_l-g:)

and Tx need not be precisely the sam e.
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