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D ynam icalsignature ofthe coupling between orientationaland
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Abstract

W e �nd in a m odelsystem oftherm otropic liquid crystalsthatthe translationaldi�usion coef-

�cientparallelto the directorD k �rstincreasesand then decreasesastem perature dropsthrough

the nem atic phase,and this reversaloccurswhere the sm ectic order param eter ofthe underlying

inherentstructuresbecom essigni�cantfor the �rsttim e.W eargue,based on an energy landscape

analysis,thatthecouplingbetween orientationaland translationalordercan play arolein inducing

the non-m onotonic tem peraturebehaviorofD k.Such a view islikely to form the foundation ofa

theoreticalfram ework to explain the anisotropic translation di�usion.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605714v1


Anisotropictranslationaldi� usion ofnon-sphericalm oleculesenjoysim m ense interdisci-

plinary interestsbecauseofitsim portancein physical(liquid crystals),chem ical(m icelles),

and biological(lipids) system s [1,2,3,4,5]. It is particularly im portant in the uniaxial

nem aticphase,wherethedi� usion description invokesDk and D ? ,theprincipalcom ponents

ofthesecond-rank di� usion tensor,fortranslationalm otion paralleland perpendicular,re-

spectively,to the m acroscopic director[1]. A variety ofexperim entaltechniquesprobe the

anisotropic translationaldi� usion in the nem atic phase [2,3,5]. However, a consensus

regarding an appropriate dynam icalm odelstilllacks. In particular,the role ofcoupling

between theorientationaland translationalorderparam etersappearsto beoverlooked.

On the contrary,the interplay between orientationaland translationalorder has been

extensively discussed in the context ofthe nem atic-sm ectic-A (NA) phase transition over

threedecades[1,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13].ThedeGennes-M cM illan (dGM )coupling,which

referstotheoccurrenceofthesm ectic(one-dim ensionaltranslational)orderingbeingintrin-

sically coupled with increase in the nem atic (orientational)ordering [1,6,7],could drive,

within a m ean � eld approxim ation,an otherwise continuousNA transition � rstorderfora

narrow nem aticrange[6].Halperin,Lubensky,and M a laterinvoked thecoupling between

the sm ectic order param eter and the transverse director 
 uctuations in their theoretical

treatm entthatpredicted NA transition to beatleastweakly �rstorder[8].

Intuitively, D k appears to be wellplaced to capture the dynam ical signature of the

coupling between orientational and translational order. Therefore, we here investigate

anisotropic translationaldi� usion in a m odelsystem oftherm otropic liquid crystals. The

observed di� usion behavior ofthe system iscorrelated with the featuresofitsunderlying

potentialenergy landscape [14]. In thisLetter,we show thatthe coupling between orien-

tationaland translationalordercan lead to thenon-m onotonic tem perature behaviorofD k

being reported here.

W e have investigated a system of256 ellipsoids ofrevolution along two isochors at a

series oftem peratures. W e have used the well-established Gay-Berne (GB)pairpotential

[15],which explicitly incorporatesanisotropy in both theattractiveand therepulsive parts

oftheinteraction with a single-siterepresentation foreach ellipsoid ofrevolution [16].The

GB pairpotentialgivesrisetoafam ily ofm odels,each m em berofwhich ischaracterized by

the valueschosen forthe setoffourparam eters(�;�0;�;�)[17]. Here � de� nesthe aspect

ratio,thatisthe ratio ofm olecularlength to breadth,ofthe ellipsoid ofrevolution and �0
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FIG .1: (a) The self-di�usion coe�cients D k and D ? in the logarithm ic scale versus the inverse

tem peraturealong two isochorsatdensities� = 0:32 (circles)and 0:33 (squares),respectively.The

dot-dashed and long-dashed lines lines are guide to eye for the D k data (�lled sym bols)and the

solid linesand thedotted linesaretheArrhenius�tsto theD ? (em pty sym bols)data for� = 0:32

and 0:33,respectively.D ? data havebeen considered separately acrosstheisotropicphaseand the

nem atic phaseforthe Arrhenius�ts.(b)Thecom parison ofthe scaled D k and D ? data obtained

from our sim ulations with those predicted by the Hess-Frenkel-Allen (HFA) m odel(m ain fram e)

and theChu and M oroi(CM )m odel(inset).Forthe com parison with theHFA m odelthescaling

isdone by hD ig whileforthatwith the CM m odelitisdoneby hD i.

istheenergy anisotropy param eterde� ned by theratio ofthedepth ofthem inim um ofthe

potentialfora pairofm olecules aligned parallelin a side-by-side con� guration to thatin

an end-to-end con� guration while � and � are two adjustable exponents thatalso control

the anisotropy in the welldepth [17]. W e have em ployed the originaland m ost studied

param eterization: � = 3;�0 = 5;� = 2;� = 1 [15,17]. The isochorshave been so chosen

thattherangeofthenem aticphasealong thesevariesconsiderably.

Fig. 1a shows the inverse tem perature dependence ofthe principalcom ponents ofthe

di� usion tensor(in the logarithm ic scale)ofthe Gay-Berne system with the aspectratio 3

along the two isochors considered [18]. D k and D ? are obtained from the slopes at long

tim esofthe respective m ean square displacem ents versus tim e plots: D k =
1

2
lim t! 1

d

dt
<

� r2
k
(t)>;D ? = 1

2
lim t! 1

d

dt
< � r2

?
(t)>,where < � r2

k
(t)>=< (rk(t)� rk(0))

2 > and <

� r2
?
(t)>=< (r? (t)� r? (0))

2 > [19].HerethesubscriptsrefertotheCartesian com ponents,

resolved in a system ofaxesbased on thedirectorde� ned ateach tim eorigin.Forthe� nite

sizeofthesystem ,theaverageorientationalorderparam eterS hasa nonzero valueeven in
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theisotropicphase [20].Thisallowsusto com pute D k and D ? also in theisotropicphase.

Itisevidentfrom Fig. 1a thatboth D k and D ? ,which have nearly identicalvaluesin the

isotropic phase,exhibit an Arrhenius tem perature dependence in thisphase. On crossing

the isotropic-nem atic (I-N) phase boundary as tem perature drops,D k �rstincreases and

then decreaseswhileD ? continuesto undergo a m onotonicdecreasefollowing an Arrhenius

tem peraturebehavioracrossthenem aticphase.From theArrhenius� tstotheD? data,we

� nd thatthe activation energy forthe di� usive translationalm otion perpendicular to the

directorrem ainse� ectively unchanged on eithersideoftheI-N transition.

A quantitative,albeitindirect,approach to capture the dynam icalsignature ofthe cou-

pling between orientationaland translationalorder is to com pare the D k and D ? data

obtained from our sim ulations with those predicted by the existing dynam ical m odels,

which ignore such coupling. In Fig. 1b,we do so by considering two theoreticalm od-

els [21,22],that have been applied to trace experim entaland m olecular dynam ics sim -

ulation data of anisotropic translational di� usion in the nem atic phase of liquid crys-

talline system s [3, 21, 22, 23, 24]. The m ain fram e displays the com parison with the

Hess-Frenkel-Allen (HFA) m odelwhile the inset shows the sam e with the Chu and M o-

roi m odel. The latter gives relatively sim ple expressions for D k and D ? in term s of

only the orientational order param eter S and the shape factor g = �=(4�): D k =

hD i[1 + 2S(1 � g)=(2g + 1)]and D ? = hD i[1 � S(1 � g)=(2g + 1)],where the isotropic

average isde� ned by hD i= (2D? + D k)=3. The HFA m odelinvokesthe conceptofa� ne

transform ation from thespaceofisotropichard spheresand yieldsthefollowingexpressions:

D k = hD ig�[�
4=3� 2=3��2=3 (�2� 1)(1� S)]and D ? = hD ig�[�

�2=3 + 1=3��2=3 (�2� 1)(1� S)],

where� = [1+ 2=3(��2 � 1)(1� S)]�1=3 [1+ 1=3(�2� 1)(1� S)]�2=3 and thegeom etricaver-

age isde� ned by hD ig = D
2=3

?
D

1=3

k
.Forthe purpose ofcom parison,we plotscaled D k and

D ? data.Itfollowsfrom Fig.1b thatboth the m odelscannotcapture the non-m onotonic

tem peraturebehaviorofD k.W enextdem onstratedirectlyby perform ing a landscapeanal-

ysisthatthe non-m onotonic tem perature behaviorofD k could be due to the the coupling

between orientationaland translationalorder.

Inthelandscapeform alism ,thepotentialenergysurfaceispartitionedintoalargenum ber

of"basins",each de� ned as the set ofpoints in the m ultidim ensionalcon� guration space

such thatalocalm inim ization ofthepotentialenergy m apseach ofthesepointstothesam e

localm inim um [14].Theinherentstructurecorrespondsto them inim um con� guration [25].
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FIG .2:Thetem peraturedependenceoftheaverageinherentstructureenergyperparticlealongthe

two isochorsatdensities� = 0:32;0:33.Theinsetshowstheevolution oftheaverage orientational

orderparam eterS with tem peratureboth fortheinherentstructures(�lled)and thecorresponding

pre-quenched ones(em pty).Thetwo setsofdata areforthesam etwo densitiesasin Fig.1a.The

verticaldot-dashed and dotted linesin them ain fram eshow thelocationsoftheisotropic-nem atic

and nem atic-sm ectic phaseboundaries,respectively.

Asa resultofthispartitioning ofthecon� guration space,thetim edependentposition ri(t)

ofa particleican beresolved into two com ponents:ri(t)= R i(t)+ Si(t),whereR i(t)isthe

spatialposition oftheparticleiin theinherentstructure forthebasin inhabited attim et,

and Si(t)isthe intrabasin displacem entaway from thatinherentstructure [26]. Thatthe

replacem entoftherealpositionsri(t)by the corresponding inherentstructure positionsin

the Einstein relations yields an equivalent di� usion description,as has been theoretically

argued and also veri� ed in sim ulations[26,27],isthekey to ouranalysispresented here.

Fig.2 displaysthe average inherentstructure energy asthe drop in tem perature drives

the system acrossthe m esophasesalong two di� erentisochors[28,29].In the insetofFig.

2,we show the concom itantevolution ofthe average orientationalorderparam eterS both

for the inherent structures and the corresponding pre-quenched ones. W hile the average

inherentstructureenergy rem ainsfairly insensitivetotem peraturevariation in theisotropic

phase and also in the sm ectic phase,it undergoes a steady fallas the orientationalorder

grows through the nem atic phase. W e � nd that Dk starts increasing near the I-N phase

boundary ata tem peraturethatm arksthe onsetofthe growth ofthe depth ofthe potential

energy m inim a explored by the system .

The onset ofthe growth ofthe orientationalorderin the vicinity ofthe I-N transition
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FIG .3:Theevolution ofthesm ecticorderparam eter	 fortheinherentstructureswith tem pera-

tureattwo densities.
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FIG .4: The coupling between the orientationalorder and translationalorder in the G ay-Berne

system with the aspectratio � = 3 atthree state pointsalong the isochoratdensity � = 0:32:at

the nem atic phase (T = 1:194;red),atthe sm ectic phase (T = 0:502;blue),and atthe nem atic-

sm ectictransition region (T = 0:785;green).HereS and 	denotetherespectiveorderparam eters

forinstantaneouscon�gurations.

inducesa translationalorderin a layerin the underlying quenched con�gurations[29].The

sm ecticorderparam eter	 providesa quantitativem easureoftheone-dim ensionaltransla-

tionalorder[30]. In Fig. 3,we show the evolution ofthe average sm ectic orderparam eter

	 oftheinherentstructures,obtained by averaging overthequenched con� gurations,with

tem perature[30].A steadyincreasein 	 with theconcom itantgrowth ofS in theunderlying

inherentstructuresisapparentacrossthe nem atic phase.

The interplay between the orientationalorderand translationalorder,shown in Fig. 3,

isrem iniscent ofthe dGM coupling which wasoriginally conceived to be presentnearthe

nem atic-sm ecticphaseboundaryintheparentsystem .Figure4con� rm sthiswithanexplicit
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dem onstration ofthecouplingbetween thesm ecticorderparam eter	 and thenem aticorder

param eterS nearthenem atic-sm ectictransition region.W hilethe
 uctuation ofS islarge

atthenem aticphase,itisthe
 uctuation of	 thatisratherlargein thesm ecticphase.A

strong coupling between the two isevidentatthe nem atic-sm ectic transition region where

con� gurationswith largerS valuestend to havelarger	 values.

On scrutiny ofFigs.1 and 3,we� nd thatthereversalin thetem peraturebehaviorofDk

in thenem aticphaseastem peraturedropsoccurswhen thethesm ecticorderparam eterin

the underlying inherent structures becom es signi� cant (above 0.3)forthe � rsttim e. The

sm ectic order param eter is a m easure ofthe translationalorder which appears in a layer

perpendiculartothedirector.Theinduction ofsuch translationalorderm akestranslational

m otion paralleltothedirectorm uch di� cult,resulting in areducing e� ecton Dk.From the

viewpoint ofthe energy landscape analysis,translationalorderin the underlying inherent

structuresthereforeappearstoplayakeyroleinthenon-m onotonictem peraturedependence

ofD k.Thelattercan thereforebetaken asadynam icalsignatureofthedeGennes-M cM illan

coupling augm ented in the potentialenergy landscape.

System size in the present study has been optim algiven that the landscape studies

haveoften been restricted toa sm allersystem sizewhilelong wavelength 
 uctuationsin the

vicinity ofaphasetransition suggestabiggeronetobeundertaken.Thesystem sizewehave

chosen hereis,however,largeenough so thatthesystem tracksthephasediagram reported

earlier[17]. Nevertheless,in orderto check possible system size e� ects on ourresults,we

havefurtherconsidered system swith 500ellipsoidsofrevolution alongtheisochoratdensity

� = 0:32.No qualitative changein theresultshasbeen observed (data notshown).

W e have furtherstudied e� ectsofvarying the aspectratio � and the energy anisotropy

param eter�0separately to exploretherobustnessofourresultsand analysis.In particular,

we have considered the aspect ratio � = 3:8 along the isochor at � = 0:235,for which

a stable sm ectic-A phase appears between a wide nem atic and low-tem perature sm ectic-

B phase. The tem perature behavior ofD k in the nem atic phase has been found to be

qualitatively sim ilarto whathasbeen observed with the aspectratio � = 3,forwhich the

sm ectic-A phase appears only in the underlying inherent structure [29]. It is particularly

interesting to considera case where thesm ectic phase isabsentand contrastthe behavior.

To this end,we have considered �0 = 1,for which no sm ectic phase appears even at low

tem peraturesand theunderlying inherentstructuresforthenem aticphasealso do nothave
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on the average any translationalorder[29]. In thiscase,we � nd thatthe signature ofthe

non-m onotonicbehaviorin thetem peraturedependence ofD k isratherweakerand iseven

m issing in the scaled data (data notshown) { the dynam icalm odelsconsidered here also

provide a better description ofthe anisotropic translationaldi� usion data. This further

substantiatesthe im portance ofthe coupling between orientationaland translationalorder

in theanisotropictranslation di� usion in thenem aticphase.

In sum m ary,thepresentwork throwslighton theplausibleroleofthecoupling between

orientationaland translationalorderin inducing a non-m onotonictem perature behaviorof

D k in thenem aticphase.W hilethecom petition between thealignm entand therm ale� ects

can also give rise to a non-m onotonic behavior,the im portance ofsuch coupling cannot

be ignored particularly when a low-tem perature sm ectic phase exists. A com parison of

thesim ulated D k datawith thosepredicted by two well-known theoreticalm odelsshowsthe

inadequacy ofthesem odelstocapturetheobserved non-m onotonictem peraturedependence

ofD k.Theenergy landscapeanalysispresented heresuggeststhenecessity ofa theoretical

treatm entthatincludes the coupling between orientationaland translationalorder,which

hasan augm ented m anifestation in the underlying energy landscape. Such a suggestion is

likely to form thefoundation ofa theoreticalfram ework to explain thefeaturesanisotropic

translationaldi� usion.
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