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Abstract

The thermodynamic effects of local structure fluctuaian glassformers are analyzed in
terms of energy basins and inter-basin hopping. Depgmuairthe time-scale of measurement, one
observes short-time thermodynamic properties related harrow set of basins, or equilibrium
properties that include structural relaxation. The rib@sin hopping is manifested by the
fluctuations of the pressure, internal energy, and atienmodynamic short time characteristics.
Formulas relating the inter-basin fluctuations of puessand internal energy to the differences
between the long- and short-time susceptibilities atendo Based on obtained relations, we
discuss the relative sensitivity of the structurestagerature and pressure.

PACS number(s): 64.70.Pf

1. The physical picture of a supercooled liquid

Extensive study’ has revealed common qualitative features in the apalim supercooling

behavior of glassformers but also substantial differenocethe details of this behavior (see



34561891011 ang references therein). Upon cooling and supercooling, hetlviscosityn and

structural relaxation timeb increase exponentially (strong glassformers) or fagtexgile
glassformers). In the current literature, this behawsorexplained, following the ideas of
Goldsteirt? and Stillinger (seé® and references therein), by a special topography opatential
energy landscape in the part of the 3N-dimensionaligiration space of a glassformer occupied
by the amorphous state. Here, N is the macroscopieatg number of particles in the system.

The energy landscape picture is widely used in the titee', ™ 16,7 18 10

, to explain many static
and dynamic properties of supercooled liquids. It is asduhme the energy landscape of a liquid
may be described in terms of energy basins separatedebyyeor entropy barriers, so that each
configuration belongs to one and only one basin. A moreiléétdescription of the energy
landscape can be found in the cited literature.

At very low temperatures, the lifetinf of a finite-size system in a basin may be large
compared to the particle vibration permdThen, the ergodicity is broken at time84<A general
discussion of systems with broken ergodicity may be doimthe literatur®,*, ?. Above the
glass transition temperature, this situation of brokegodicity may be realized only in small
systems. Due to the global nature of the energy landsueipee, the assumption of a long basin
lifetime By, is always violated in a sufficiently large systerAn inter-basin step assumes a particle
rearrangement in the system. The number 3N of dimesnsibthe configuration space, as well as
the number of independently rearranging clusters, aregropal to the particle number N. Then,
the frequency of inter-basin hopping is a global cliaratic of the entire system, proportional to
N.

A complementary local picture of liquids and glassescdiees a small cluster randomly

chosen in the system. Basic ideas of this picture \egrg ago discussed in the free volume theory



2324 2526 (for a recent discussion of locality and more recefegrences see, for example, réf%).

A particle of a cluster vibrates in a cage made by suriagnghrticles with a vibration period

the amplitude of these vibrations is small compared todiseance between particles. The
vibration motion conserves particle arrangement ircthhster. At times t6, another component of
thermal motion results in changes in cluster structting; component is termed rearrangement
motion. The time is then a local characteristic, the average lifetoha stable arrangement in a
small cluster. We consider the liquid in the tempertud pressure ranges whére-t.

The glassformer behavior suggests that rearrangemengeshan the local structure are
thermally activate®,®. A fundamental suggestion is that global structuralngea may be
described in terms of local elementary events, thdéynaativated local rearrangements. Here,
local means that while particle arrangement in a srealiranging cluster is significantly changed,
particle displacements in the rest of the systensiae of the cluster, are small.

The link between the global and local pictures is estiaédl when a local rearrangement is
identified as an elementary step in the inter-basinntak motion. Rearrangements represent a
form of thermal motion in the liquid; the fluctuatindparacteristic in this thermal motion is the
local structure. Fluctuations of the local structurgehtheir manifestations in both kinetic and
thermodynamic properties of the system. Below, wesider relations between structural
fluctuations and thermodynamic properties at differemtetiscales. For equilibrium systems,
relations between thermodynamic fluctuations and gtikxkties are well known (see, for example
the textbook"). Those relations were used to estimate the cemiwit of structural fluctuations to
susceptibilities of glassformer in conditions when tusitribution is dominant (see, for example,
3233  Below, we discuss structural and vibration contrimgtido susceptibilities, and give a

straightforward derivation of these relations basedeadimition of basin thermodynamics. We then



discuss an interpretation of these relations in tesfrehort and long time measurements. In the
last section, we apply the derived relations to esémhée sensitivity of the local structure to

changes of external parameters.

2. Statistical mechanics of a glassformer in terms of basins

In equilibriun™, the probabilities to find the system in a small elatof the configuration
space are given by the Gibbs ensemble. By summing up ¢bakpiities of all configurations
belonging to a basia, one finds the probability VE) to find the system in this basin. Heegeis
the basin label. One may interpféthe statistical ensemble as representing a large badg wf
identical N-particle systems. In this interpretatidifferent parts of the body occupy different
basins, and W) is the probability to find a part in the bagin For an ergodic system, &) also
describes the fraction of time a part spends in thimba&eneral theorems of statistical mechanics
justify the use of the ensemblec)\d) to calculate equilibrium properties, including fluctuatio
characteristics.

In the Gibbs ensemble, the probability dW(q) to find @esysof classical particles in an

element Dq of the configuration space is

F-H(a)

dW(q)=e " Dq,

F=-k,TInZ(T,V),
_H() ’

Z:J.eme

Here, q are the particles coordinates, H(q) the micrpsddamiltonian of the system, and

F(T,V) the Helmholtz free energy. It is assumedt tpaysically equivalent configurations,
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differing only by permutations of identical particles, aoeinted as one configuration; technically,
this may be accounted for by dividing the result of indepand#rgration over all particle
coordinates by the number of corresponding permutatiogsiliifium (or long time-scale)
pressure P, internal energy U, compressibity heat capacity C, and other thermodynamic
characteristics are related to the thermodynamicnpiateF(T,V) by standard thermodynamic
formulas.

As assumed in the literature (see cited referencegsliaoussion in the next section), results
of a short-time measurement are represented by thenddgnamics of a system confined in a

basin. This basin thermodynamic is defifty the basin free energy F

F(T,V)=-k;TInZ, . 2
H@
Z, = I e*'Dq, 3
qCa

where a labels the basin. The basin partition functiop i€ a sum over all intra-basin
configurations gla, and K is the basin free energy. The probabilityd)Mo find the system in this
basin is

F-F,
W(a)= e*" |

F, F 4

Z:ZG kgT =ekBT
a

In (4), the partition function Z(T,V) is rewritten terms of basin contributions; the sum goes over
the set of all physically different basins. The bdst® energy EFplays the role of the effective

Hamiltoniari® for the basin labed as a fluctuating variable.



One finds the basin thermodynamic characteristics hygudie thermodynamic formulas
with the basin free energy.s a thermodynamic potential. For example, thenb#srmal
expansion coefficientt, for a system that occupies, at the time of measurerttentbasina (as

explained in the next Section, this actually meanswabasin set including), is

oV
V ap,a = (a—Tj =-
P,a

A basin thermodynamic characteristica¥X(as a function of time fluctuates due to inter-basin

(0P(a)j 0°F,
oT )y __avaoT
(ap(a)j 0°F, - 5
oV J; aV?

(rearrangement) motion. At large times the systetoipes ergodic. The large time average short-

time value <X@)> can be calculated as ensemble average

<X(@)>=) X(@)W(a). 6
a
Both the average short time values and the equilibriutuesaof observables are

characteristics of the thermodynamic equilibrium.

3. Inter-basin fluctuations

At time scales t>8 of a long-time experiment the liquid approaches thegmanhic
equilibrium; the structural equilibration mechanism igefirbasin (rearrangement) motion. At
equilibrium, the rearrangement motion may be descritee@raunbiased random flight of the
system in the basin set {a}, with basin label a(taaandom variable. The relaxation kinetics, and
the correlation of fluctuations in time are determined h®y distributions of both energy minima

and barrier energies, while the equilibrium probabilgyfind the system in a basin is universally



defined by the Gibbs distribution. Configurations with emerglose to the top of the barrier have
a negligible statistical weight at equilibrium, and espondingly a negligible contribution to basin
probability and to thermodynamics; the energy barriery determine the time-scale at which a
representative basin ensemble may be sampled. The uhiidas distribution for basin
probabilities leads to universal relations between fluctnatbaracteristics and susceptibilities
derived below.

Inter-basin fluctuations change the local structure;tbi@®@modynamic manifestations of
these changes are fluctuations of P(t), U(t), and otiat-ime characteristics. In the statistical
mechanics of equilibrium systems, there is a gener&lersé® relating the fluctuation
characteristics (binary correlation functions) to sheceptibilities (response functions). Below, we
derive similar formulas that relate the magnitudesntéribasin fluctuations to the differences
between the average short-time and the equilibrium valg®rmodynamic observables.

Consider a basin thermodynamic quantityaX( The equilibrium value of )) describes
the average of a long time (equilibrium) measuremernthisf quantity for a given part of the
system. We use the notation X for this equilibriunueadf X(@), and reserve the brackets <X> for

the basin ensemble average

F-F,

<X >=> X(@W(@=> X(@e“" 7

For pressure P and internal energy U, the equilibrium satoencide with the ensemble-averages
of short-time values. For the pressure P, and basisyee®48), defined as P=8F/0V)r, P@)=-

(0F4/0V)t , one finds

:-aiv (kTINY &)=Y P@W(@) % P@ . 8



For the heat capacity,cthermal expansion coefficient,, isothermal compressibilitfr and the
bulk modulus K=13r and other thermodynamic susceptibilities, the averaget-8me values
differ from corresponding equilibrium values. The deifims, and measurements, of these
guantities assume small changes in temperature and&supee At a long time-scale, a change in
temperature or pressure results in structural relaxatomthe system, while the short time
thermodynamics excludes contributions to susceptibilt@sing from these structural changes.

For the bulk modulus K= - WP0OV)+, K(a)= - V(OP(a)BV)+  one obtains from (8)

K = -V ;(a ap\(/a)jTMa) _%E[P("")_ Pf W@ o

K is the long-time, equilibrium characteristic, whileetfirst term on the right is the average short-

time bulk modulus. Formula (9) may be rewritten as

[K - (K@)] = - k\B/T AK | 0

([oP@F

Here, we introduced the notatidX(a) for the deviation of a basin characteristics frasnbiasin

_ kT
)=V

ensemble average, akX for the difference between the equilibrium value xdahe average
short-time value <Xd )> of the same characteristic:

o X(a) = X(a)- < X(a) >;
AX =X = X(@)W(a) = X-(X(a)) - 11

Similarly to the derivation of (9), one obtains fdretthermal coefficient of pressure

(OPRT)y

(oP@YU(a)) = kBTZA(%j : 12



the internal energy U is defined by
U=F+TS= F T(Ej =(U(a)
oT ),

9 j . 13
\Y

F
0T

By using the thermal expansion coefficiemp=(1/V)(0V/0T)p related to P/OT)y by Koap=

U(@)= F+ TS(aF E- f

(0POT)v, K(a)ap(a)=@P(a)bT)y, one rewrites (12) as

<5P(a)5 U(a) = k TA(Ka,) . 14
The structural contribution to the thermal expansionffooent was recently calculated by

Stillinger and Debenedet{iref.[16]). For the heat capacity, Cone obtains

0S 0 (0F 1
C,=T|—| =-T—| —|=(C, )+ oU@F
v (aij aT(aTj (Co)+igzllov@r). s
This relation may be rewritten as
([8U@F)=k,T?VAcC, 16

where ¢= G//V.

Formulas (10),(12),(14),(16) give the fluctuations-to-suscepidsirelations for inter-basin
fluctuations. Thermal equilibrium at the long time scel a necessary condition for validity of
these relations. This condition may appear chalfendpr fragile glassformers in the vicinity of
their glass transition because of a wide rangelakation times in these systeinsThe fraction of
the fragile glassformer that has the relaxatioresifarger than the time of long-time experiments
increases upon supercooling. When this fraction becogmfisant, one arrives at a crossover
from short to long time behavior; when the fraction stfucturally frozen clusters becomes

dominant, only short-time regime may be realized.



The formulas derived in this Section relate independemdgsurable quantities, and thus
provide a way to directly test the suggested mechanisntesfbiasin fluctuations. Relatively small
systems may be studied by the computer simulation metheg dgportunities to experimentally
study pressure fluctuations are provided by optical measuatenmolving chromophores (spectral
hole dynamics, single molecule spectroscopy) in sregdtems imbedded in a rigid matrix.
Indirectly, one may test predictions that are basethemerived relations. A prediction of relative
sensitivity of the structure to changes in thermodynaparameters is discussed in the next

Section.

4. Time scale for short-time kinetics.

For a system with a long lifetim@,>>t in a basin, ergodicity at times@sis broken. A
general discussion of short time properties for susprsseem may be found in the cited ref. 20-22.
Average value of the internal energy U, pressure RynvelV, and other quantities over a time t,
T<<t<<B,, may be approximated as equilibrium properties for a systhen it is confined in the
basin. In a large system, however, the inter-bdisictuations of pressure P(t) and other
thermodynamic characteristics have a high frequency piiopal to the macroscopic particle
number N. We present here arguments that the basmadtdgnamics may be applied to short-time
measurements at timet<the time0 is a local characteristic independent from the partial@ber
N in the system.

At a short time-scale t<6s rearrangements take place in a small fraction6~of/the
material, while in the rest of the material the dluue is conserved. For additive thermodynamic
guantities (volume, pressure, internal energy), contobatof different parts of the system are

proportional to parts volume. Then, the relative dbation of those part where rearrangements

10



took place is proportional to the small volume fractiei/6<<1) of this parts, and may be
neglected. With this accuracy, one may describe thdtsesf short-time measurement by the
theoretical model of a system confined to a basine Jystem actually changes basins during the
short-time measurement, but the local structure fob#isens visited by the system during the time
of measurement coincide in most of the volume. Tdwrdution of this structurally conserved
part of the system to short-time thermodynamics ¢d@s; up to small terms of the order d,t/
with the contribution of the system confined to any ohéhe visited basins. With this accuracy,

the derived relations are between experimentally rebbée fluctuation and thermodynamic

characteristics.

5. Applicability to supercooled liquids

It is well known that good glassformer may remain imetastable supercooled state for a
very long time, behaving at this stability time similarstable systems. One may then approximate
the basin ensemble for these supercooled liquids by thbsGinsemble. This approximation
neglects the slow evolution of the metastable ensenuvards stable equilibrium state; this
evolution is considered in the nucleation thédry A metastable liquid remains in an
approximately steady state only until the thermalribiesin motion brings the system to a basin
corresponding to crystalline clusters with the sizeualmr larger than the critical nucleus size.
Those states and basins will be referred to as cipgtall To model the metastable state, one
considers a truncated configuration space that inclu@gistitally significant structural states of
the glassformer at the time when the metastable sastill relatively stable, and excludes

crystalline states. Note that the probability to findeguilibrium liquid in a crystalline state is

11



negligibly small, so that the statistical mecharfms this system in the truncated configuration
space coincides with that in the full configuration space

The formulas derived in above Sections are based on bésGstatistics. In the
approximation of Gibbs statistics in the truncated basin these formulas may be applied to
supercooled liquids. This application, however, assumets dbailibration in the truncated
configuration space takes place at time scale when #tersys steady. Changes in the metastable
ensemble due to the growth of subcritical crystalline @iual the liquid matrix are small only at
time-scales short compared to the lifetime of theastable state. By using the approximation of
Gibbs equilibrium in the truncated configuration space limé the applicability of our theory to
supercooled states characterized by lifetimes much lafger the structural relaxation and
equilibration times, so that the metastable systemseanple a representative ensemble of local
structures on the truncated set of basins. This setstad the concept of a steady metastable state

with properties independent from the thermal history efsdystem.

6. Controlling parametersin supercooling

The aim of this Section is to compare changes in tt& Etructure caused by temperature
and volume (or pressure) changes. Recent observiitonave shown little difference between
the increases of viscosityand local relaxation tim& upon cooling the liquid at constant pressure
or constant volume. The conclusion of these studsgeghat the lineB,n=const in the
thermodynamic P,T plane is much steeper than theasedh-const.

Generally, any function Y(T,V) of the thermodynamiate defines a direction in the (T,V)

thermodynamic plane of constant Y(T,V): the condit¥(T,V)=const in differential form is

12
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The parameterpdetermines the relative sensitivity of Y to volume aethpierature changes: a

17

dV=p,dT,p, =

temperature change dT results in the same change dY asltihee change dVs@T. The

pressure change dRKdV/V that results in the isothermal volume chadye equals

dR, = —% av, 18
K= -V(0PV)+ is the equilibrium bulk modulus. For example, theichd’=V gives the isochoric
pressure change (P

dR, = Ka, dT, 19
op is the thermal expansion coefficient. This relatgves a thermodynamic "compatibilizer” to
compare changes in pressure and temperature.

Changes in thermodynamic and kinetic properties reflett tlminges at constant structure
(changes in the vibration amplitude, density changes atamunstructure (the mechanism better
known in crystals), and structural changes. The genemadec of structural changes is that,
according to the general principles of statistical medsarnthe statistical weight of basins with
lower free energies jFincreases upon cooling; upon isothermal compression, thiealmiity
increases to find the system in a basin with more dpasking. The structure of the system is
statistically described by the basin probability distribatiW@). When the temperature and
pressure change, the probability a)/(to find the system in a basa and thus the structure,

changes. For the relative change of the probabilitg)Wne finds

oW@)_ 1 [a W(a)j dT+[M)j dv :—_1{U'—U(321T+ - P(a)]d\/} 20
W@ W@\ aT ) oV J; Tl T |
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For one basin, the conditi@W(a)=0 determines the volume change,dWat compensates for the

action of a temperature change dT:

v, =-0- U@ g 21
T(P-P(a))

The compensating volume change,dpends on the basin chosen. One cannot expect to
simultaneously compensate the probability chadyé&) for all basins. In other words, there are
structure changes for any change of temperature@odhe or pressure. For a given characteristic
that depends on structure, for example for theoggn, one can compensate the changes due to
temperature increase dT by changes due to app@pnierease of pressure dP. The ratio dP/dT
may be estimated by comparing structure changeseddoy dT and dP. The ensemble average of
the relative changdW/W defined in formula (20) vanishe®¥/W>=0. One considers then the
ensemble average odW//W)?. A non-negative quadratic form Q, proportionaltiis ensemble

average is

Q(T,V) = Z{@ dT+J P(a) d\/} W(a. 22

Instead of volume change dV, one uses the corrésppisothermal pressure change dP=-KdV/V,

to bring the quadratic form Q to the form
Q(T,V)=A(dT)*-2A,.dTdP+ A, (dPJ, 23

with

14



1 2\,
ATT :F<6U(a) >’

A:p =—=—(8U(a)sP(a); - 24

v
TK
V2
Ar = 5 {GP(@))
With the help of (10),(12), and (16), one write® tboefficients in terms of thermodynamic

characteristics:

A =k VIC,,
A :%kBTv A(Ka.p), . 25
| AK]|

K2~

Ap =k TV
The condition Q=const determines an ellipse in dkedT plane. As a measure of
compensation of structure changes due to dT and gifen by the ratio

2
s= Rer)” 26
ATTA PP

A complete compensation corresponds to s=1. Aeratbugh estimation of the coefficients in Q
using extrapolation of the data on atactic polystg?®,**,*° at P~1 bar, T=f150C gives s~1/500.
This small value shows that the correlation oftihations of the energy U and pressure P is small,
and one can not compensate structure changes daysemperature change with those caused by
a change of the pressure.

A measure of the relative sensitivity of the stauetto temperature and pressure is given by

q: ATT e K2 A(C\/) . 27
App TlAKl’

from the mentioned data on polystyrene one gets

the ratio

15



q-~ 15E 28
°K
The coefficient q is larger but close to the isaech@oefficient PP/OT)y=Kap =10bar/K. The
accuracy of this estimation is low because the exm@antal data are for the glass transition range in
the thermodynamic plane; as already mentioned,cgjpin of the theory to fragile glassformers
close to the glass transition temperature impobaienging conditions for the equilibration time.
More accurate experimental data are needed to makatitative predictions.

The slope of the glass transition line (line of smamt viscosityn=10"* p) of polystyrene
gives a substantially larger coefficieny p(@n/oT)/(dn/oP) =40 bar/Kelvin. Some part of this
coefficient may be explained by the fact that vsgoand relaxation time increase upon cooling
even in a system with energy barriers not changiAglow temperatures, the data on viscosity of
the liquid are traditionally fitted by the formulgene,exp@/ksT), with no ~0.01 poise and the
effective excitation energh(T,P) a function of temperature and pressure. |&inMformulas may be
written for relaxation time and other kinetic chamaistics. At the glass transition, by convention,

n=10" poise, hencé/ksTg = 35. The constant viscosity line in the (P,T) thedynamic plane

yields the relation

ksTd(In7) :[é +6—Aj dT+a—A dP = 29
T 0T oP
or, for the coefficient p
on A_oA
-_0T _T 0T
"o ?
oP oP
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Strong glasse$’ are characterized by small changesA¢T,V) upon cooling, while in
fragile glassformerg\(T,V) increases significantly. One possible cao$ehis increase is the
increase of barriers without structural changeg tuthe increase in density. Another source of
fragility is due to the dependence of the excitagmergies on local packing; the structural changes
upon cooling towards more ordered packing (usuabyp increasing the density) result in a sharp
increase iMl\. Some details of both mechanisms are studieshtiycby Sastr§f. We suggest (see
discussion iff?) that structural changes are the main cause gilifgain liquids studied in the cited
papers®®. Then, as a first approximation, one may negdecitation energy changes at constant
structure. As shown above, any change in thermaayn parameters T and P changes the
structure, and compensation is impossible. One bawever, always compensate changes in

viscosity, or in the apparent excitation enefgyhis last condition define the coefficient p

0A 0A
= =_p = 31

aT P op

One speculates that the sensitivity of the exoitagnergy to temperature and pressure is close to

that of the structure, andvyy, where q is defined in (27). From this formutadahe definition

m(T)=0logn/d(T4/T), m(T, ) being the Angell fragility characterisfi¢, one can rewrite (30) as

mMKk,T,
P, =P .

A — 32
mMK,T,- A

Here, M=In16G2.3. At temperatures close to the glass transitame, for fragile glassformers
mM<A/kgTy, and thus p=p». When considered as a function of temperature @edsure, m
decreases upon heating or lowering the pressurefrdgile glassformers, the denominator in

formula (32) may become small, and corresponditigycoefficient p> pras observed.
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