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A bstract. W e propose that an onset of glass transition can be de ned as the
point at which a supercooled liquid acquires the stress relaxation m echanism ofa
solid glass. W e translate this condition into the rate equation for local relaxation
events. T hisequation sim ultaneously gives tw o m ain signatures ofglass transition,
stretched-exponential relaxation and the VogelFulcher law . T he proposed theory
quanti es system fragility in tem s of the num ber of retarded local relaxation
events and reproduces its correlation w ith the non-exponentiality of relaxation
and bonding type.

PACS numbers: 61.43Fs, 64.70P f, 61.20Lc
If a liquid is cooled down fast enough, i fom s glass. At the onset of glass
transform ation range, a liquid qualitatively changes is properties, and the two
main features that distinguish i from a high-tem perature liquid are the stretched-
exponential relaxation (SER) and the VogelFulcher (VF) law . W hen a perturbation,
In the form of stress or extemal eld, is applied to a liquid near glass transition, a
relaxing quantiy g) decays follow ing a universal SER :
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where 0 < < 1. This behaviour is seen In m any system s, and is considered a
signature of the \glassy" relaxation [, M, M, M, M]. A nother universal feature of this
regin e is that viscosity, or relaxation tine , follow snon-A rrtheniisdependence, w hich
In m ost cases iswell approxin ated by the VF law :
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where A and T, are constants H].

A substantial am ount of research in the area has revolved around the origin of
these two anom alous, yet universal, relaxation laws. A successfiil theory of the glass
transition, as widely perceived, should provide a comm on jisti cation for Eq. (1)
and (2) M, M]. Recently, the need for a theory of the glass transition to give Eq.
(1) and (2) sim ultaneously has been reiterated on the basis of the close relationship
between and : it hasbeen found that is nvariant to di erent combinations of
pressure and tem perature that hold constant ll]. It has therefore been suggested
that this correlation should constrain any theory of the glass transition, in that ifa
given form alism givesEqg. (2), it should also be able to give Eq. (1) M.

Severaldecades ago, G oldstein proposed W] that at glasstransition, ow becom es
dom inated by potentialbarriersw hich are high com pared to them alenergies, w hereas
at high tem perature, the opposie is true, barriers are much sn aller than them al
energies. Hence i can be argued that while in a liquid at high tem perature, local
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stress is relaxed on the tin escale of m icroscopic tra ectory reversal tines, in the
supercooled regim €, local regions can support a nie stress (1. e. mantain local
structure unchanged) on tin escales that are considerably larger. This has opened
the possbility to discuss the stress relaxation m echanism in a liquid approaching
glass transition. However practical realizations of this approach, in particular the
relationship between the stress relaxation m echanism and Eqg. (1) and @) have
rem ained elusive.

Follow ing this approach, we consider that as tem perature decreases, liquid
acquires a \solid-like" ability to support local stresses on tim escales that considerably
exceed traectory reversal tines. Our main proposal is that a liquid near glass
transition also starts to redistribute local stresses n a solid-like m anner. Hence the
onset of the glass transition can be robustly de ned asthe point at which a liquid and
a solid glass under stress begin to redistribute local stresses In the sam e way. In other
words, we propose that the onset of glss transition is the point at which the liquid
acquires the stress relaxation m echanism of solid glass. W e show that this condition is
su cient to recover both anom alous relaxation laws, Eq. (1) and (). W e also show
that the proposed theory givesa sin ple de nition ofa system ’s fragility In term s ofthe
num ber of local relaxation events induced by extemal perturbation, recovers fragility
plots and predicts correlations of fragility w th  and the nature ofthe chem icalbond.

How do localstresses redistribute in glass under pressure? In the sam e paper ],
G oldstein considered this question: he argued that because a local region supports
Iess stress after the relaxation event than before, all other local regions support m ore
of the extemal stress after the event than before. G enerally, ncreasing stress on
other local regions m akes their relaxation m ore di cul. The increased stress they
need to support is aligned along the direction of extemal pressure. On the other
hand, local relaxation paths for local events w ith the an allest barriers are generally
oriented at random relative to the extermalpressure, because they are de ned by the
symm etry of local ordering l] (in G oMdstein’s termm inology, local reaction paths are
\non-concordant” to the extemal stress [1]). A's a result, activation barriers ncrease
for Jater local relaxation events.

In what ollow s, we consider that relaxation proceeds by local relaxation events
(LRE).In the literature, these im p or ow eventshavebeen given di erent nam es (for
review , see Ref. []); In this discussion we borrow the term LRE from our previous
studies of relaxation in glasses [, 0, I, 0], Tn glass under high enough pressure, a
LRE involvesseverallocalized atom ic jum psw hich lnclude breaking old bonds, form ing
new ones and the subsequent relaxation of the local structure [l]. An anin ation ofa
LRE in SO, glass is available in the electronic form ofRef. [[]. Each LRE carries a
m icroscopic change of a m acroscopic relaxing quantity, eg., volum e. By considering
the dynam ics of LRE and their coupling to structural rigidity of glass, i has been
possbl to explain several Interesting aspects of glass relaxation, including the origin
of slow relaxation [, 1] and the origin of tem perature-induced densi cation in the
pressure w indow , centered at the rigidity percolation point [].

W e Introduce LRE as local relaxation \quanta" which a liquid uses to adjust to
extemal perturbations. Each LRE carries a m icroscopic change of a liquid’s relaxing
quantity (1L e. volum e, external stress etc). In a high-tem perature liquid, a LRE
is an atom ic mp from the surrounding \cage", lliowed by local relaxation. As
tem perature decreases, atom ic rearrangem ents becom e m ore cooperative, due to the
need to cross higher activation barriers. In this regin ¢, each LRE is associated w ith
the transition over the activation barrier in the G oldstein picture ofactivated ow [].
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In the supercooled regim e and below , LRE , Induced In di erent partsofa system , have
di erent relaxation tin es, ie. they are dynam ically heterogeneousi ], as discussed
below in m ore detail.

W enow derive the rate equation for LRE in a liquid at the onset ofglasstransition.
For this, we use ourm ain proposal that at glass transition, liquid acquires the stress
relaxation m echanisn ofsolid glass. So rstwe ndhow to expressthe stressrelaxation
mechanism In glass in m athem atical term s. In particular, we nd how activation
barriers for LRE change as a result of redistribution of local stresses. Let N be the
totalnum ber of relaxing units in the structure. Under extemal (hydrostatic or shear)
stress P , each unit supports stress py such that P = pgN . Since, as discussed above,
after relaxation, a Jocalunit supports stress p; < pg, the stress on other local regions
isp= P @n)==N n.), where n. isthe current (instant) num ber of LRE induced
by extemal perturbation. Ifn = n =N 1, p2 = pot+ (oo p)n. It has been
argued that the m ain contributor to the activation barrier V is elastic energy [1].
Hence the Increase of V is proportional to the increase of work needed to overcom e
the barrier created by elastic force due to additionalstress p=p, = P RBIN.
SoV / p/ nforasnalln:

\%4 (1’1) = Vo + Vll’l (3)

where V is the energy barrier in an unperturbed system , and V; isde ned such that
V (ny) is the m axin alenergy barrier, where n, is the totalnumber of LRE caused by
an extemalperturbation,n () ! n,ast! 1 .

Note that Eq. ) can not be applied to a liquid above glass transition, because

at high tem perature extemally-induced stresses are quickly rem oved by themm al

uctuations, and redistrbution of stresses between di erent local regions does not
take place. M ore precisely, at high tem perature, stress relaxation m echanisn, as
described by Eq. W), only exists on short m icroscopic tin escales. O n experin ental
tin escales, over which Eqgs.ll) and W) are m easured, V is independent ofn at high
tem perature.

W e now apply Eq. W) to the liquid approaching glass transition . F irst, the rate
ofLRE, i—ré , depends on the event probability, exp ( V=kT ). A cocording to ourm ain
proposal, the onset of the glass transition is de ned as the point at which a liquid
aocquires the stress relaxation m echanian of a solid glass; hence V is given by Eq.
W) . Second, because an extemal perturbation induces a nite number of relaxation
events, n,, the rate of LRE should also have a saturation term to re ect the depletion
of LRE . The m ost natural choice for the saturation temm is linear n dependence,
which re ects the fact that relaxed events are rem oved from further dynam ics. This
is analogous to, for exam ple, the process of nuclear decay, in which the decay rate
decreases linearly w ith the num ber of decayed nuclei, dn=dt / n. Hence, using Eq.
B and assum ing that in a liquid Vo kT ,we write

dn

— = Cn n
at exp ( )

where C = V;=kT and t is rescaled as t ! t=t;, where ty is the characteristic
relaxation tine. isde ned from the condition thatdcri‘—tr = 0O when n = n,, giving
= exp( Cn;)=n;:

dn

n
P - 4
v exp( Cn) nrexp( Cn) @)
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Befre solving Eq. W), we note that the only assum ption in its derivation is
that the increase of the activation barrier is linear, Eq. ). W e argued that this is
Justi ed forn 1, and here we note that Eq. ll) is consistent w ith experim ents in
comm on glasses. If the saturation e ects are an all and the second term in the right
part of Eq. W) is ignored, n / I+ ty). Thus Inear expansion W) gives Jogarithm ic
dependence ofn, which is consistent w ith the logarithm ic relaxation ofm acroscopic
properties (g, volume) of SO, and Ge0,; glasses under pressure []]. In addition
to the qualitative agreem ent, Eq. ) also gives a quantitative agreem ent w ith the
experin ent, as is found by the calculation of the slope of logarithm ic relaxation of
volum e under pressure [1].

Eqg. [ ) hastwo param eters,C and n,.W hen Cn, 1 (@and hence Cn 1 since
n < n.), the right part of Eq. ) becomes1l n=n., leading to the usualD ebye—type
relaxation. T his takes place when either the tem perature T / 1=C is high, or when
n,y isanall. AtCn, 1, one expects the onset of non-exponential relaxation. T his
sets the scale for the non-exponentiality tem perature T, :

kT, Wing ©)

Below we show thatin the T T, regin e, Eq.(4) gives SER and theVF law ,Eqgs.
(1) and (2). Notethat T, ishigherthan the glasstransition tem perature T, . T4 isoften
de ned from the condition ofviscosity reaching som e Jarge value, corresponding to the
relaxation tin e exceeding the tim e of experim ent, whereas T, de nes the preceding
tem perature regin e at w hich relaxation becom es non-exponential and non-A rrhenius.

First,wesolveEqg. B orawide range ofparam eters (C ;n,) that satisfy condition
Cny 1, ie. de ne the non-exponential regim e of solution of Eq.M) . R em em bering
thatn () ! nrast! 1 ,we tthesolutionton=n(1 exp( t= )).W enotethat
this form of SER and Eqg. M) contain two param eters each, which suggests that ifa
good texists, i is not accidental, but probably re ects the involved physics. F igure
1 shows that tsofthe solution to SER are very good. W e nd that this is the case
in the w ide range of param eters (C ;n.), exogpt when Cn, 1.

An Im portant cbservation from Figure 1 (see the legend) is that decreases as
Cn, Increases. H ence non-exponentiality can increase as a result of either increase of
n,, or decrease of tem perature T / 1=C . This is consistent w ith m any experin ents
In which decreaseswih T [, 0, 0]. W e will retum to this point below .

Second, for severaldi erent n., we solve Eg.(4) as a function of C, and t the
solution to the SER form above to obtain . W e plot the solution as a function of
1/ @,C)= T=T,,where T, isde ned from Eq. B). We ndthatthe dependence of
relaxation tine on T=T, collapses on the curve n( =n,)=£f (T=T,). We also nd
that f (x) can not be represented by the A rrheniustype dependence / 1=x, however
a good t isobtained if

ai ai

n_— = - (6)
n, 1=Cn;) & T=Tn, &

where a; and a, are constants. This is the orm ofthe VF law,Eq. ). We nd
thatagood ttoEq.) existsinboth T > T, and T < T, regimes, wih In( =n,)
spanning over 15 decades (see F igure 2).

The transition from Eq. ) to A rrthenius dependence directly ollow s from the
condition that solution of Eq. [l is exponential, Cn, 1. Shce a; < 1 (see the
legend to F igure 2), this condition m eans 1=(Cn,) a,, and dependence M) becom es
A rrhenius. If, on the other hand, Cn, 1 does not hold, relaxation is VF —type.
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Figure 1. Solid lines are the solutions ofEq. (4) for several pairs of param eters
ny;C): 1 - (0.001,1000), 2- (0.001,4000), 3- (0.1,10). 4 - (0.1,50), 5 - (1,3).
D ashed lines are the least-square tsto SER, giving the follow ing param eters of
(, ): 1-(0.93,0.0011), 2 - (0.63,0.0031), 3—- (0.94,0.114), 4 - (0.55,0.478), 5 —
(0.71,2.05), respectively. For each value of n,, the solution of Eq.(4) for n has
been divided by ny so that 0< n=n, < 1.

In(t/n,)

0.0

Figure 2. The solid line is the solution of Eq. (4), tted to SER to obtain
T he dashed line is the t to Eq. (6), with a;=0.141 and az;=0.116. The insert
showsthe tin theT < T, regine; a;=0.288 and a;=0.017.

W enow suggest that the proposed theory clari esthe origih of system \fragility",
its correlation w ih the non-exponentiality of relaxation [, [l] and the nature of the
chem icalbond.

First,n.,aparametern Eq. ), quanti esthe overallatom icm otion in a system
due to extermalperturbation that com es in addition to them ally-inducedm otion. Ata
given tem perature, n, depends on the m agnitude of extemal perturbation and, m ore
In portantly, on the system ’s ability to resist structural changes at the m icroscopic
Jlevel. This ability has been temed a system \fragility", and constitutes the basis
of fragility plots, which are essentially plots of Eq. ) wih a varying param eter
that m easures the deviation from A rrheniusdependence; the larger this deviation, the
larger the fragility 1].
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Figure 3. Decrease of with n, (fragility), at various values of C . At constant
ny, Increaseswih T / 1=C .

Q ualitatively, a \strong" system has a built—in resistance to tem perature-induced
structural changes, w hereas the structure of a \fragile" system is easy to disrupt [H].
In our picture, this m eans that a strong system responds to extemal perturbation
w ith little retardation and sm aller n,, whereas relaxation In a m ore fragilke system
Involves a larger num ber of LRE , required to com e to equilbrium w ith new extemal
conditions. In other words, a m ore fragile system ism ore retarded in temm s of larger
Ny.

Hence our picture o ers the quanti cation of fragility n temm s of p, and we
can inm ediately recover fragility plots in this approach. A s discussed above, amn all
n, corresponds to a stronger system . At a given tem perature, smalln, resulks in
1=Cny) ay, and Eq. W) becom es A rthenius. As n, increases, corresponding to
a more fragile system In our picture, 1=Cn,) a, does not hold, and relaxation
becom es progressively non-A rrthenius (see Eq. ). Another way of discussing this
e ect is to note that n. is proportionalto T, (see Eq.l); hence largern, i a fragike
system correspondsto higher T, . P hysically, thism eansthat the increase ofthe degree
of systam ’s retardation, quanti ed by n., requires a higher tem perature to ram ove this
retardation by am oree cient equilbration and m ake the system relax exponentially.

Second, we nd that the proposed picture reproduces the relationship between
fragility and non-exponentiality. E xperin entaldata ofm ore than 70 system s ] show
that decreases lnearly w ith fragility. In our picture, fragility is de ned by n,, and
In Figure 3, weplot asa function ofn, fordi erent values ofC . It is indeed seen
that decreasesw ith n ., reproducing the experin ental correlation well. N ote that at
a given n,, higher T / 1=C results in the Increase of (see Figure 3), In agreem ent
w ith experim ental observations [, I, I].

F inally, one can discusshow the proposed picture relatesa system ’s fragility to its
m icroscopic param eters. O ther conditions being equal, one expects that an extemal
perturbation induces generally lJargern, in a system w ith ionic bonding as com pared
with a system with covalent bonding. In the covalent case, an atom ic pair lowers its
energy through sharing electrons between two atom s, resulting in a binding energy
ashigh as severaleV, and a LRE necessarily nvolves breaking these stable electronic
con gurations (preaking \covalent bonds") w ith associated high energy cost. In the
Jonic case, atom ic rearrangem ents can proceed w ithout a change In the electronic
state of the atom s. A s a result, activation barriers generally increase w ith covalency
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ofbonding. Since, as discussed above, fragility increases w ith n,, one readily predicts
that covalent system s should be generally stronger and ionic system s should be m ore
fragile, In good agreem ent w ith experim ental resuls [[1]. O ther factors, in addition to
the nature of the chem icalbond, may also a ect n., ncluding for exam ple, the ratio
of ionic radii.

Before concluding, we m ake three rem arks. First, i is in portant to note that
Eq. B yields SER and the VF law sim ultaneously, suggesting that LRE dynam ics
are behind both anom alous \ghssy" rhxation laws that kick in at the onset of the
glass transition. Thisclari es an open question ofwhy the relaxation function is non-
exponential at tem peratures at which the relaxation tim e is non-A rrhenius l]: In our
theory, larger n, increases the non-exponentiality of relaxation (see Figures 1 and 3)
and, at the sam e tin e, Increases departure from the A rrheniis relaxation as follow s
from Eq. ).

A second related point is that the relationship between SER and the VF law
has recently been reiterated: it has been discovered that is invariant to di erent
com binations of pressure and tem perature that hold oconstant ]. It has therefore
been suggested that this correlation should constrain any theory ofthe glass transition
J]. In our theory, tem perature and pressure de ne parametersC andn in Eq. ).
C and n,, n tum, unam biguously de ne and . D ue to the m onotonous character
ofthe solution of Eq. M), we nd that only one value of corresponds to a given
In other words, we nd that is invariant to di erent com binations of pressure and
tem perature that hold oconstant, satisfying the experin ental result [1].

F inally, we note that in order to derive Eq. (1) and (2), we considered a system
under extemal stress, which allowed us to discuss the stress relaxation m echanism
near glass transition, Eq. [Hl). At the same tine, Eq. (1) and (2) are observed
In supercooled liquids in the absence of pressure as well, from decay of correlation
functions. T hisbehaviour directly follow s from the considered situation ofthe system
under stress, by applying the uctuation-dissipation theorem .

In summary, we proposed a new sinpl way of de ning the onset of glass
transition: a liquid enters glass transform ation range when it begins to redistribute
local stresses In the sam e m anner as solid glass. W e showed how this condition
sin ultaneously gives two main signatures of \glassy" relaxation, the stretched-
exponential relaxation and the Vogelfulcher law . C onsistent w ith recent experin ents,
we found that in the proposed theory, is Invariant to di erent combinations
of pressure and tem perature that hold constant. W e have discussed that the
proposed theory o ers the de nition of system ’s fragility in tem s of the num ber of
local relaxation events, and recovers experin ental correlations of fragility w ith non-
exponentiality of relaxation and the nature of the chem icalbond.
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