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Recent NM R experin ents on supercooled toliene and glyc—
erol by H nze and Bohm er show that am all rotation angles
dom inate w ith only few large m olecular rotations. T hese re—
suls are here interpreted by assum ing that viscous liquids are
solid-like on short length scales. A characteristic length, the
\solidity length", separates solid-like behavior from liquid-lke
behavior.

T he viscosity of a liquid approaching the glass transi-
tion |L{12] is typically a factor 10'° larger than the vis-
cosity of ordinary liquids like room -tem perature w ater or
ethanol. A though viscosity is juist a param eter entering
the N avierStokes equation believed to describe all lig—
uids close to equilbrium , this enom ous di erence raises
the question: A re viscous liquids qualitatively di erent
from ordinary liquids or is the di erence jist quantita—
tive? Below, it is argued that the form er is the case. The
dea is that viscous liquids behave lke solids on short
length scales. It is shown that this leads to a prediction
consistent w ith the results of recent NM R experin ents
by H inze and Bohm er 13,14].

In m any phenom enological m odels of viscous liquids
g,:_l-é {:_2-4] ow proceeds via sudden reorientations of
molcules, \ ow events", which are rare because of the
large energy barriers to be overcom e @:ij,:iéjé]_:] Kauz—
mann referred to ow events as \jumps of m olecular
units of ow between di erent positions ofequilbrium in
the liquid’s quasicrystalline lattice" 'Q:]. Tt is this ponnt
of view that is explored here: M ost m olecular m otion
is purely vibrational and in the tine between two ow
events a viscous liquid is in a state of elastic equilib—
rium , jast lke a solid. H owever, elastic equilbrium only
persists on a certain length scale beyond which the liquid
doesnot display solid-likebehavior (thispoint is retumed
to below ).

Recently, Hinze and Bohmer studied reorientation
of toluene and glycerol m olecules by means of two—
din ensional timnedomain NMR spectroscopy {_1-2:,:_1-4]
T he rotation angle distrbution is dom inated by anall
angles wih a gnall, but signi cant fraction of larger
rotation angls. These ndings were interpreted as ol
ows Q4] T he lJarge-angle rotations are those required to
cross a local energy barrier. Upon barrier crossing local
strains are created. These strains are relaxed through
an all positional and angular adjistm ents, not only by
them olecules In the In m ediate vicinity but also by those
further away. B rie y, lJarge-anglk rotations are \causes"

and sn altangk rotations are \e ects". A cospting this
picture, we now proceed to show that the rotation angle
distrbution for am allanglesm ay be derived from the fact
that viscous liquids have slow density uctuations, as—
sum Ing these liquids are solid-1ke on short length scales.
Consider rst density uctuations. Viscous liquids
have long average relaxation tim es (roughly proportional
to viscosity according to the M axwell relation). These
Iong relaxation tin es are basically the tin e between two
ow events involving the sam e m olecule. Not only en—
thalpy or shear stress relaxes on this tim e scale, but so
does density. This has been known form any years from
the fact that glasshas sm aller com pressibility than corre—
soonding equilbbrium viscous liquid. M ore recently, m ea—
surem ents of the frequency-dependent buk m odulus of
viscous liquids !_2-5] revealed a loss peak around the In-
verse ofthe M axw ell relaxation tin e; via the uctuation—
dissppation theorem this shows directly that there are
slow density uctuations. Slow density uctuations in
visoous liquids lead to \dynam ic heterogeneities", a m a—
pr ressarch topic in the 1990's I_Z-é] D ynam ic hetero—
geneities have been ocbserved, eg., in ]Jght scattering ex—
perin ents P728], NM R experin ents Pd], tin e resolved
optical spectroscopy [36], and com puter sim ulations {31].
A smentioned, slow density uctuations take place on
a tim escale basically detemm ined by the rate of ow
events. A ow event isa rapid reorientation ofm olecules,
probably lasting just a few picoseconds. After a ow
event the m olecules involved have di erent relative ori-
entations. Generally, density changes som ew hat at the
plce of a ow event (this is the cause of slow density
uctuations). A s a sin ple m odel, assum e isotropic ow
events involving m olecules con ned to a sphere of radiis
ry before the ow event. W e now proceed to calculate
the rotation angle probability distribution for sm all an—
gles. The induced m ovem ent of the surroundings is cal-
culated by m eans of solid elasticity theory. Ifthe change
of radius is r, the displacem ent of the surroundings is
given B3{341by u, = r(=r,) 2, where r is the dis-
tance to the ow event. T he average rotation angle is
proportionalto the strain tensor, which in tum is form ed
from st order derivatives ofu,. Consequently, / r °
(@ detailed calculation gives h ?i = (6=5)r] ( 1) °r °).
T he rotation angle probability distribution is given by
P()=P @)JPr=d j where P (r) / r’* from geom etry.

Since fir=d j/ r* wethus nd P () / r®. Thus, [Br
an all rotation angles] P is given by

P()/ % @
P resently, it isnot possble to determ ine P ( ) accurately
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from experin ents. It should lrve noted, though, that since
sin( )’ foranall ,Eq. (g;')jsoonsjstentwjththero—
tation angle distribution tentatively inferred from NM R
experin ents on glycerol, P ( ) / 1=sin? () f4].

T he rotation angl distrbution Eq. @') is not nom al-
izable, re ecting the fact that in the above derivation
allm olecules of the liquid rotate slightly follow Ing a sin—
gk ow event. This, however, is not realistic; there is a
\solidity length" 1, beyond which ow events e ectively
do not induce m olecular rotations. To estin ate 1 note
that elastic displacem ents propagate w ih the velocity
of sound, c. Consider a sphere w ith radius R . W ithin
this sphere there are N = (R=ry)° possble locations for

ow events. A m olecule at the center of the sphere only
\feels" the fulle ects from any ow event in the sphere
if the follow Ing condition is obeyed: The displacem ent
deriving from such a ow eventm ust propagate through—
out the sphere and elastic equilbriim be reestablished
before the next ow event occurs. If is the average re—
laxation tim e, the average tin e between two ow events
within the sphere s =N = @®=p) 3. Thistinemust
be Ionger than or equalto R=c. To estin ate the solidiy
length 1we use equality for R = 1land note that c is, of
course, the sound velocity ofthe glassy state, Gyiass- T his
lads to
]-4 = rg Glass * 2)

The solidity length divergesslowlyas ! 1 . Togeta
feeling of the order of m agnitude of 1, consider the case
where = 1s. Assuming p = 5A and Gyuss = 10°m=s
one ndsl’ 6;000A.

To conclude, below the glass transition, of course, vis—
cous liquids are solid for allpracticalpurposes. H ow ever,
it hasbeen argued here that even above the glass transi-
tion viscous liquids in certain respects behave m ore like
solids than like less-viscous liquids. T he solid-lke behav—
jor takes place on length scales below the solidiy length
1. Notethat ldivergeswhen diverges; however lisprob—
ably unrelated to the A dam -G bbs characteristic length
that also divergesw ith -:[1_7]. R ather, the solidiy length
lis sim ilarto the length scale \related to solid-like behav—
Jor" recently discussed by Ahluwalia and D asw ithin ideal
m ode-coupling theory [_?-zg‘v], a length scale representative
of the distance over which the Iiquid has enough struc—
ture to sustain propagating shear waves. However, the
exact relation between the length discussed by A hluw alia
and D as and the solidity length introduced here rem ains
to be determ ined.
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