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RecentNM R experim entson supercooled tolueneand glyc-

erolby Hinze and B�ohm er show that sm allrotation angles

dom inate with only few large m olecular rotations. These re-

sultsarehereinterpreted by assum ing thatviscousliquidsare

solid-like on shortlength scales. A characteristic length,the

\solidity length",separatessolid-likebehaviorfrom liquid-like

behavior.

The viscosity ofa liquid approaching the glasstransi-

tion [1{12]istypically a factor1015 largerthan the vis-

cosity ofordinary liquidslikeroom -tem peraturewateror

ethanol.Although viscosity isjusta param eterentering

the Navier-Stokes equation believed to describe allliq-

uidscloseto equilibrium ,thisenorm ousdi�erenceraises

the question: Are viscous liquids qualitatively di�erent

from ordinary liquids or is the di�erence just quantita-

tive? Below,itisargued thattheform eristhecase.The

idea is that viscous liquids behave like solids on short

length scales.Itisshown thatthisleadsto a prediction

consistent with the results ofrecent NM R experim ents

by Hinze and B�ohm er[13,14].

In m any phenom enologicalm odels ofviscous liquids

[3,15{24] 
ow proceeds via sudden reorientations of

m olecules,\
ow events",which are rare because ofthe

largeenergy barriersto be overcom e[1,17,18,21].K auz-

m ann referred to 
ow events as \jum ps of m olecular

unitsof
ow between di�erentpositionsofequilibrium in

the liquid’s quasicrystalline lattice" [1]. It is this point

ofview that is explored here: M ost m olecular m otion

is purely vibrationaland in the tim e between two 
ow

events a viscous liquid is in a state of elastic equilib-

rium ,justlike a solid.However,elasticequilibrium only

persistson a certain length scalebeyond which theliquid

doesnotdisplaysolid-likebehavior(thispointisreturned

to below).

Recently, Hinze and B�ohm er studied reorientation

of toluene and glycerol m olecules by m eans of two-

dim ensional tim e-dom ain NM R spectroscopy [13,14].

The rotation angle distribution is dom inated by sm all

angles with a sm all, but signi�cant fraction of larger

rotation angles. These �ndings were interpreted as fol-

lows[14].Thelarge-anglerotationsarethoserequired to

crossa localenergy barrier.Upon barriercrossing local

strains are created. These strains are relaxed through

sm allpositionaland angular adjustm ents,not only by

them oleculesin theim m ediatevicinity butalsoby those

furtheraway. Brie
y,large-angle rotationsare \causes"

and sm all-angle rotations are \e�ects". Accepting this

picture,wenow proceed to show thatthe rotation angle

distribution forsm allanglesm aybederived from thefact

that viscous liquids have slow density 
uctuations,as-

sum ing theseliquidsaresolid-likeon shortlength scales.

Consider �rst density 
uctuations. Viscous liquids

havelong averagerelaxation tim es(roughly proportional

to viscosity according to the M axwellrelation). These

long relaxation tim esarebasically thetim ebetween two


ow events involving the sam e m olecule. Not only en-

thalpy orshearstressrelaxeson this tim e scale,but so

doesdensity.Thishasbeen known form any yearsfrom

thefactthatglasshassm allercom pressibilitythan corre-

sponding equilibrium viscousliquid.M orerecently,m ea-

surem ents ofthe frequency-dependent bulk m odulus of

viscous liquids [25]revealed a loss peak around the in-

verseoftheM axwellrelaxation tim e;via the
uctuation-

dissipation theorem this shows directly that there are

slow density 
uctuations. Slow density 
uctuations in

viscousliquidslead to \dynam icheterogeneities",a m a-

jor research topic in the 1990’s [26]. Dynam ic hetero-

geneitieshavebeen observed,e.g.,in lightscattering ex-

perim ents[27,28],NM R experim ents[29],tim e resolved

opticalspectroscopy [30],and com putersim ulations[31].

Asm entioned,slow density 
uctuationstake place on

a tim e-scale basically determ ined by the rate of 
ow

events.A 
ow eventisarapid reorientation ofm olecules,

probably lasting just a few picoseconds. After a 
ow

event the m olecules involved have di�erent relative ori-

entations. G enerally,density changes som ewhat at the

place ofa 
ow event (this is the cause ofslow density


uctuations). As a sim ple m odel,assum e isotropic 
ow

eventsinvolving m oleculescon�ned to a sphereofradius

r0 before the 
ow event. W e now proceed to calculate

the rotation angle probability distribution forsm allan-

gles. The induced m ovem entofthe surroundingsiscal-

culated by m eansofsolid elasticity theory.Ifthechange

ofradiusis�r,the displacem entofthe surroundingsis

given [32{34]by ur = �r(r=r 0)
� 2,where r is the dis-

tance to the 
ow event.The averagerotation angle � is

proportionaltothestrain tensor,which in turn isform ed

from �rstorderderivativesofur.Consequently,� / r� 3

(a detailed calculation gives h�2i = (6=5)r40(�r)
2r� 6).

The rotation angle probability distribution is given by

P (�) = P (r)jdr=d�j, where P (r) / r2 from geom etry.

Since jdr=d�j/ r4 we thus �nd P (�) / r6. Thus,[for

sm allrotation angles]P isgiven by

P (�) / �
� 2

: (1)

Presently,itisnotpossibleto determ ineP (�)accurately
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from experim ents.Itshould benoted,though,thatsince

sin(�)’ � forsm all�,Eq.(1)isconsistentwith the ro-

tation angle distribution tentatively inferred from NM R

experim entson glycerol,P (�)/ 1=sin2(�)[14].

Therotation angledistribution Eq.(1)isnotnorm al-

izable, re
ecting the fact that in the above derivation

allm oleculesofthe liquid rotateslightly following a sin-

gle 
ow event. This,however,isnotrealistic;there isa

\solidity length" l,beyond which 
ow eventse�ectively

do not induce m olecular rotations. To estim ate lnote

that elastic displacem ents propagate with the velocity

ofsound,c. Consider a sphere with radius R. W ithin

thissphere there are N = (R=r0)
3 possible locationsfor


ow events.A m olecule atthe centerofthe sphere only

\feels" the fulle�ectsfrom any 
ow eventin the sphere

ifthe following condition is obeyed: The displacem ent

deriving from such a 
ow eventm ustpropagatethrough-

out the sphere and elastic equilibrium be reestablished

before the next
ow eventoccurs.If� isthe averagere-

laxation tim e,the averagetim e between two 
ow events

within the sphere is�=N = �(R=r0)
� 3. Thistim e m ust

be longerthan orequalto R=c.To estim ate the solidity

length lwe use equality forR = land note thatc is,of

course,thesound velocity oftheglassy state,cglass.This

leadsto

l
4 = r

3
0 � cglass: (2)

The solidity length divergesslowly as� ! 1 . To geta

feeling ofthe orderofm agnitude ofl,considerthe case

where � = 1s. Assum ing r0 = 5�A and cglass = 103m =s

one�ndsl’ 6;000�A.

To conclude,below theglasstransition,ofcourse,vis-

cousliquidsaresolid forallpracticalpurposes.However,

ithasbeen argued herethateven abovetheglasstransi-

tion viscousliquidsin certain respectsbehave m ore like

solidsthan likeless-viscousliquids.Thesolid-likebehav-

iortakesplaceon length scalesbelow the solidity length

l.Notethatldivergeswhen � diverges;howeverlisprob-

ably unrelated to the Adam -G ibbscharacteristic length

thatalso divergeswith � [17].Rather,thesolidity length

lissim ilartothelength scale\related tosolid-likebehav-

ior"recentlydiscussed byAhluwaliaand Daswithin ideal

m ode-coupling theory [35],a length scale representative

ofthe distance overwhich the liquid has enough struc-

ture to sustain propagating shear waves. However,the

exactrelation between thelength discussed by Ahluwalia

and Dasand thesolidity length introduced hererem ains

to be determ ined.
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