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Abstract
We nd in amodelsystem of them otropic liquid crystals that the translational di usion coef-
cient parallel to the director D rst Increases and then decreases as tam perature drops through
the nem atic phase, and this reversal occurs w here the am ectic order param eter of the underlying
inherent structiires becom es signi cant for the rsttine. W e argue, based on an energy landscape
analysis, that the coupling betw een orientational and translational order can play a rok in Inducing
the non-m onotonic tem perature behavior ofD | . Such a view is lkely to form the foundation ofa

theoretical fram ew ork to explain the anisotropic translation di usion.


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

A nisotropic translationaldi usion of non-sphericalm olecules enpys inm ense Interdisci-
plinary interests because of its In portance in physical (Iiquid crystals), chem ical m icelles),
and biological (ipids) system s [, I, I, I, Bl]. It is particularly in portant in the uniaxial
nem atic phass, where thedi usion description invokes Dy and D , , the principal com ponents
of the second-rank di usion tensor, for translationalm otion parallel and perpendicular, re—
Soectively, to the m acroscopic director [1]. A varety of experin ental techniques probe the
anisotropic transhtional di usion in the nem atic phase [, I, [}]. However, a consensus
regarding an approprate dynam ical m odel still lJacks. In particular, the role of coupling
between the ordentational and translational order param eters appears to be overlooked.

On the contrary, the interplay between orientational and translational order has been
extensively discussed in the context of the nem atican ecticA NA ) phase transition over
three decades [, 15,0, 0,0, 00, 00, B0, 00]. Thede GennesM M illan (dGM ) coupling, which
refers to the occurrence ofthe am ectic (one-din ensional translational) ordering being Intrin—
sically coupled w ith increase in the nem atic (ordentational) ordering I, I, I1], could drive,
within amean eld approxin ation, an otherw ise continuous NA transition rst order for a
narrow nem atic range }]. Halperin, Lubensky, and M a later nvoked the coupling between
the am ectic order param eter and the transverse director uctuations In their theoretical
treatm ent that predicted NA transition to be at last weakly rst order [1].

Intuitively, D appears to be well placed to capture the dynam ical signature of the
coupling between orientational and translational order. Therefore, we here investigate
anisotropic translhational di usion in a m odel system of them otropic liquid crystals. The
observed di usion behavior of the systam is correlated with the features of its underlying
potential energy landscape [1]. In this Letter, we show that the coupling between orien—
tational and translational order can lad to the non-m onotonic tem perature behavior of D i
being reported here.

W e have Investigated a system of 256 ellipsoids of revolution along two isochors at a
series of tam peratures. W e have used the wellestablished G ay-Beme (GB) pair potential

], which explicitly ncorporates anisotropy In both the attractive and the repulsive parts
of the Interaction w ith a sihgle-site representation for each ellippsoid of revolution [1]. The
G B pairpotential gives rise to a fam ily ofm odels, each m em ber ofwhich is characterized by
the values chosen for the set of four param eters ( ; % ;) lll. Here de nesthe aspect

ratio, that is the ratio of m olecular Jength to breadth, of the ellipsoid of revolution and °
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FIG.1l: (@) The selfdi usion coe cients D | and D, in the logarithm ic scale versus the nverse
tem perature along two isochors at densities = 0:32 (circles) and 0:33 (squares), respectively. The
dot-dashed and long-dashed lines lines are guide to eye for the D data ( lled symbols) and the
solid lines and the dotted lines are the A rrthenius tsto theD , (empty symbols) data for = 032
and 0:33, respectively. D , data have been considered separately across the isotropic phase and the
neam atic phase for the A rhenius ts. (o) The com parison of the scaled D  and D , data obtained
from our sinmulations w ith those predicted by the HessFrenkelA llen HFA ) model (m ain fram e)
and the Chu and M oroi (CM ) m odel (inset). For the com parison w ith the HFA m odel the scaling

isdone by D iy while for that with the CM m odel it is done by 1D 1.

is the energy anisotropy param eter de ned by the ratio of the depth ofthem inimum ofthe
potential for a pair of m olecules aligned parallel in a sideby-side con guration to that in
an end-toend con guration whike and are two adjistabl exponents that also control
the anisotropy in the well depth [1]. W e have em ployed the origihal and m ost studied
param eterization: = 3; %= 5; = 2; = 1 _,0]. The isochors have been so chosen
that the range of the nem atic phase along these varies considerably.

Fig. la show s the inverse tem perature dependence of the principal com ponents of the
di usion tensor (in the logarithm ic scale) of the G ay-Beme systam w ith the aspect ratio 3
along the two isochors considered [1]. Dy and D, are obtained from the slopes at long

d

tin es of the respective m ean square displacem ents versus tine plots: Dy = %]jmt! 15 <

@M >;D, =:liny; $< ©®>,where< r@®>=< @) xn©0)*> and<

1:2? ) >=< @ ) 1 0)°>> []. Herethe subscripts refer to the C artesian com ponents,

resolved In a system ofaxesbased on the directorde ned at each tin e origin. Forthe nite

size of the system , the average orientational order param eter S has a nonzero value even in



the isotropic phase [1]. Thisallbws us to compute D, and D » also in the isotropic phase.
It is evident from Fig. la that both D, and D , , which have nearly identical values in the
isotropic phase, exhibit an A rrhenius tem perature dependence In this phase. On crossing
the isotropicnem atic (IN ) phase boundary as tem perature drops, D, st increases and
then decreases whike D , continues to undergo a m onotonic decrease follow Ing an A rrhenius
tem perature behavior across the nem atic phase. From the A rrhenius tsto theD, data,we
nd that the activation energy for the di usive translationalm otion perpendicular to the
director ram ains e ectively unchanged on either side of the IN transition.

A quantitative, aleit indirect, approach to capture the dynam ical signature of the cou-
pling between orientational and translational order is to com pare the D, and D, data
cbtained from our simulations with those predicted by the existing dynam ical m odels,
which ignore such coupling. In Fig. 1lb, we do so by considering two theoretical m od—
els |, ], that have been applied to trace experin ental and m olecular dynam ics sim —
ulation data of anisotropic translational di usion In the nem atic phase of liquid crys-
talline system s [, ’ , IR, ]. The main frame disgplays the com parison with the
HessFrenkelA llen HFA) model whik the Inset shows the same wih the Chu and M o—
roi model. The latter gives rhtively sinpl expressions for Dy and D, In tem s of
only the orentational order parameter S and the shape factor g = =@ ): Dy =
Wil+ 251 g)=@g+ 1)Jand D, = Dill S g)=@g+ 1)], where the isctropic
average isde ned by D 1= @D, + D)=3. The HFA m odel invokes the concept ofa ne
transform ation from the space of isotropic hard spheres and yields the follow Ing expressions:
Dy=Mi; [ “? 2=3 *2 (% 1)@ S)landD, =iy [ 2 +1=3 2 (% 1)@ 9)),

where = [1+2=3( ¢ 1)@ S)]*™ [L+1=3(% 1)@ $5)]*° and the geom etric aver—

1=3
k

ageisde nedby D { =D §=3D . For the purpose of com parison, we plot scaled D, and
D, data. It ollows from Fig. 1b that both the m odels cannot capture the non-m onotonic
tam perature behavior ofD . W e next dem onstrate directly by perform ing a lJandscape anal-
ysis that the non-m onotonic tem perature behavior of D , could be due to the the coupling
between ordentational and translational order.

In the landscape form alisn , the potentialenergy surface ispartitioned nto a Jarge num ber
of "basins", each de ned as the st of poInts In the mulidin ensional con guration space
such that a Jocalm inin ization ofthe potential energy m aps each ofthese pointsto the sam e

localm nimum [1]. The Inherent structure corresoonds to them IniImum con guration £ 1]
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FIG .2: T hetam perature dependence of the average inherent structure energy perparticlke along the
two isochors at densities = 0:32;0:33. T he inset show s the evolution of the average orientational
order param eter S w ith tem perature both for the Inherent structures ( lled) and the corresoonding
prequenched ones (@m pty). The two sets of data are for the sam e two densitiesas in Fig. 1la. The
vertical dot-dashed and dotted lines n them ain fram e show the locations of the isotropicnem atic

and nem atic-am ectic phase boundaries, regoectively.

A sa result of this partitioning ofthe con guration space, the tin e dependent position x (t)
ofa particke i can be resolved into two com ponents: r;(t) = R ;(t) + S; ), whereR ; (t) isthe
goatial position of the particke i in the inherent structure for the basin nhabied attine t,
and S; (t) is the Intrabasin digplacam ent away from that inherent structure [1]. That the
replacam ent of the real positions r; () by the corresoonding Inherent structure positions in
the E Instein relations yields an equivalent di usion description, as has been theoretically
argued and also veri ed in simulationsi i, 1], is the key to our analysis presented here.

Fig. 2 disgplays the average Inherent structure energy as the drop in tem perature drives
the system across the m esophases along two di erent isochorsi, 0], In the inset of F 4.
2, we show the concom itant evolution of the average orientational order param eter S both
for the Inherent structures and the corresponding prequenched ones. W hilke the average
Inherent structure energy rem ains fairly nsensitive to tam perature variation in the isotropic
phase and also in the am ectic phase, it undergoes a steady fall as the orentational order
grow s through the nem atic phase. W e nd that D, starts Increasing near the IN phase
boundary at a tem perature that m arks the onset of the growth of the depth of the potential
energy m inin a explred by the system .

The onset of the growth of the ordentational order in the vicihity of the IN transition
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FIG .3: The evolution of the am ectic order param eter for the Inherent structures w ith tem pera—

ture at two densiies.

FIG . 4: The coupling between the orientational order and translational order in the G ay-Beme
system w ith the aspect ratio = 3 at three state points along the isochor at density = 0:32: at
the nem atic phase (T = 1:194; red), at the an ectic phase (T = 0:502; blue), and at the nem atic-
an ectic transition region (T = 0:785; green). Here S and denote the respective order param eters

for instantaneous con gurations.

induces a transhtional order in a Jayer in the underking quenched con gurations [']. The
gn ectic order param eter  provides a quantitative m easure of the one-din ensional transla-
tional order [1]. In Fig. 3, we show the evolution of the average an ectic order param eter

of the nherent structures, obtained by averaging over the quenched con gurations, w ith
tam perature [11]. A steady increase in = with the concom fant growth of S in the underking
inherent structures is apparent across the nem atic phase.

T he Interplay between the ordentational order and translational order, shown in Fig. 3,
is rem iniscent of the dGM ooupling which was originally conceived to be present near the

nem atic-am ectic phaseboundary in theparent system . Figure4 con m sthisw ith an explicit



dem onstration ofthe coupling between the am ectic orderparam eter and the nem atic order
param eter S near the nam atic-am ectic transition region. W hile the uctuation ofS is large
at the nam atic phase, it isthe uctuation of that is rather Jarge in the an ectic phase. A
strong coupling between the two is evident at the nem atic-an ectic transition region where
con gurationsw ith larger S values tend to have larger values.

On scrutiny of Figs. 1 and 3, we nd that the reversal in the tem perature behavior ofDy
In the nem atic phase as tem perature drops occurs when the the an ectic order param eter in
the underlying Inherent structures becom es signi cant @bove 03) forthe st tine. The
an ectic order param eter is a m easure of the translational order which appears n a layer
perpendicular to the director. T he induction of such translational orderm akes translational
m otion parallel to the directormuch di cul, resulting In a reducing e ect on D, . From the
viewpoint of the energy landscape analysis, translational order in the underlying inherent
structures therefore appears to ply a key role In the non-m onotonic tem perature dependence
ofD g . T he Jatter can therefore be taken asa dynam ical signature ofthe de G ennes™M M illan
coupling augm ented in the potential energy landscape.

System size in the present study has been optim al given that the landscape studies
have often been restricted to a am aller system size whike long wavelength uctuations in the
vicihity ofa phase transition suggest a bigger one to be undertaken. T he system size we have
chosen here is, however, lJarge enough so that the system tradks the phase diagram reported
earlier []. Neverthelkss, In order to chedk possible system size e ects on our resuls, we
have further considered system sw ith 500 ellipsoids of revolution along the isochor at density

= 032. No qualitative change In the results hasbeen cbserved (data not shown).

W e have further studied e ects of varying the aspect ratio and the energy anisotropy
param eter ° separately to explore the robustness of our results and analysis. In particular,
we have considered the aspect ratio = 38 along the isochor at = 0235, for which
a stable am ecticA phase appears between a wide nem atic and low —tem perature an ectic—
B phase. The tam perature behavior of D In the nem atic phase has been found to be
qualitatively sin ilar to what has been observed w ith the aspect ratio = 3, for which the
an ecticA phase appears only in the underlying inherent structure [0]. It is particularly
Interesting to consider a case where the an ectic phase is absent and contrast the behavior.
To this end, we have considered °= 1, or which no sm ectic phase appears even at low

tam peratures and the underlying inherent structures for the neam atic phase also do not have



on the average any translational order [1]. In this cass, we nd that the signature of the
non-m onotonic behavior In the tem perature dependence ofD y is rather weaker and is even

m issing in the scaled data (data not shown) { the dynam ical m odels considered here also

provide a better description of the anisotropic translhtional di usion data. This further
substantiates the In portance of the coupling between orientational and translational order
In the anisotropic translation di usion in the nem atic phase.

In summ ary, the present work throw s Iight on the plausible rok of the coupling between
orientational and translational order In Inducing a non-m onotonic tem perature behavior of
D ¢ in the nem atic phase. W hile the com petition between the alignm ent and them ale ects
can also give rise to a non-m onotonic behavior, the In portance of such coupling cannot
be ignored particularly when a low-tem perature am ectic phase exists. A oom parison of
the sin ulated D , data w ith those predicted by two wellknow n theoreticalm odels show s the
nadequacy ofthesem odels to capture the cbserved non-m onotonic tem perature dependence
ofD . The energy landscape analysis presented here suggests the necessity of a theoretical
treatm ent that Includes the coupling between ordentational and translational order, which
has an augm ented m anifestation in the underlying energy landscape. Such a suggestion is
likely to form the foundation of a theoretical fram ework to explain the features anisotropic
translationaldi usion.
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