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The systematic method to explore how the dynamics of strimpgds (S) is diferent from that of fragile
liquids (F) near the glass transition is proposed from a eaifioint of view based on the mean-field theory
discussed recently by Tokuyama. The extensive molecyiaaics simulations are performed orfeient
glass-forming materials. The simulation results for theamath displacemeniM,(t) are then analyzed from
the unified point of view, whera is an even number. Thus, it is first shown that in each typeqoidis there
exists a master curvl) as My (t) = R"HY (viut/R; D/Rvy,) onto which any simulation results collapse at the
same value oD/Rvy, whereR is a characteristic length such as an interatomic distabaeJong-time self-
diffusion codicient, v, a thermal velocity, and=F and S. The master curvet”’ andH> are then shown not
to coincide with each other in the so-called cage region avéime same value &@/Rw,. Thus, itis emphasized
that the dynamics of strong liquids is quitdfdrent from that of fragile liquids. A new type of strong ligsi
recently proposed is also tested systematically from thiad point of view. The dynamics of a new type is
then shown to be dierent from that of well-known network glass formers in thgeaegion, although both
liquids are classified as a strong liquid. Thus, it is sugggk#hat a smaller grouping is further needed in strong
liquids, depending on whether they have a network or not.

PACS numbers: 64.70.Pf, 64.70.Dv, 61.20.Gy, 83.10.Mj

I. INTRODUCTION anddy a positive constant to be determined. Here the exponent
n is given byn = 2(1 - 3u)/3u; n ~ 4/3 for (F) and 33 for

It has been known for a long time since Ang&ll [1] has pro-(S)- Thus, it has been shown by analyzing mariedent data
posed a famous classification in viscosities of glass-fogmi that both types of liquids are well described by two types of
materials that there exist two types of glass-forming ligui Master curves up to the deviation poiny, below which all
fragile liquids (F) and strong liquids (S), near the glassitr the data start to deviate from them and (_)be_y the _Arrhemus
sition [2-112]. The systems with short-range interactiarshs ~ law, whereT, > T;. Here we note thaf, coincides with the
aso-terphenyl and glycerol are typical examples of fragile lig SO-called thermodynamic glass transition temperafyrand
uids, while the covalently bonded network glass formersisuc the master curves can be also fitted by the VFT law well for
as SiQ and GeQ are known as typical examples of strong T = Tn [17,[18]. Thus, all the diusion data in each type
liquids. Thus, it has been understood commonsensicaltgsin collapse onto each single master cuiie; ) (see Fig.[1L).
then that the transport cfiients of both liquids, such as vis- Their material diferences are just characterized by a set of
cosity and self-dfusion codicient, are well described by the ParametersT(s, do, ). From this viewpoint, therefore, those
Vogel-Fulcher-Tammann (VFT) la [13-115], although the fit- Parameters may correspond to the so-called degree ofifyagil
ting temperature range for strong liquids is shorter tham th usually discussed amongfirent systems [2) 6, 19-521].
for fragile liquids. However, it is not clear yet how the dyma
ics of strong liquids is dierent from that of fragile liquids in
a supercooled state. Thus, it is still important to clarifgét
only qualitatively but also quantitatively from a unifiedipb
of view.

In order to classify the long-time self{tlision codicient
D(T) into two types of glass forming liquids from a unifie
point of view consistently, Tokuyama [16+18] has recently
shown that thex- and g-relaxation times;r, and rg, obey
power lawsr, ~ D~1*¥ andrs ~ D~(1¥ in a supercooled
state, where the exponemtis given byu ~ 1/5 for (F) and
2/11 for (S). Then, the following master curééx; n) for D(T)
has been proposed:

One can now distinguish the long-time selffdsion codi-
cient of strong liquids from that of fragile liquids safely bs-
ing the master curvé(x; n). By using such a master curve, we
have recently succeeded in creating a new type of strong lig-
uids which is dfferent from usual network glass formers|[22].
d Infact, the static structure fact&(q) of usual network glass
formers has the so-called first sharifidiction peak, which
is related to the size of tetrahedron in $i@ee Fig.[B). On
the other hand, that of a new type does not have such a peak
and its structural properties are the same as those ofdragil
liquids. Thus, there exists another type of strong liquidat
is, non-network glass formers{g), in addition to usual net-
work glass formers (&). Although both types can be classi-

D(T) = dof(T¢/T;7), (1) fied as strong liquids by using the same master cuifxer)
(1 - x)2+ with = 5/3, it is not possible to clarify how a new type is
f(x;n) = — exp[623+(1 - x)%*], (2)  different from the usual strong one. This situation is also true

for other materials such as Se which has a network structure
whereT; is a fictive singular temperature to be determinedand is usually believed to be a fragile system. It is inténgst
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to know whether Se is a fragile liquid () or not. However, Il. MEAN-FIELD THEORY
those materials are not investigated here because thece is n
simulation data available. Here we briefly summarize the mean-field theory of the

In the present paper, by using the mewh-displacement g|ass transition (MFT) for molecular systems recently pro-
Mn(t)(= (X7 (t) — X{"(0)")), we only investigate the dynam- posed by Tokuyama [16, 17,123126]. The mean-field theory
ics of glass-forming materials {k), (Swet), and (Son) from  consists of the following two essential points: (A) Mearldie
a unified point of view based on the mean-fleld_ theory [23]’equation forM,(t) and (B) Two diferent types of singular
where X(t) is a position vector ofth atoma at timet, the  fynctions forD(T), the mean-field curve(T,/T) for a lig-
brackets an average over the equilibrium ensemblenavén  id state and the master cur¥éT/T,7) for a supercooled

numbers. Analyses of many data then suggest an existence &te, wherd, andT; are fictive singular temperatures to be
a master curvH,(P for Mp(t) in each type as determined and; > Ts.

Mn(t) = R"HO (vint/R; D/Rvin), (3)

whereRis the characteristic length such as an interatomic dis- A. Mean-field equation

tance,vy, the average thermal velocity, aivdFny,, Seet, and ] ] ) ]

Swon. Any data in each type are thus shown to collapse onto 1he mean-square displacemeviz(t) of ith particlea in

a single master curvld,q) at the same value dd/Rvy,. Then, molecular systems is described by a nonlinear equation [23]
we also show that even at the same valuB vy, the master d )

curveHY for typei does not coincide at all with\’ for other gt Ma() = 6D + 6[vi,t — D]e™™0/7, (6)
type j(# i) in the cage region fors <t < 73, in which each

particle behaves as if it is trapped in a cage mostly formeavhere ¢ is a mean-free path of particle over which the
by neighboring particles, wherg is a mean-free time before particle can move freely by a ballistic motion amwg(=
which each particle undergoes a ballistic motion. On theoth (kgT/m)'/?) the average thermal velocity. Equatién (6) can
hand,HY andH{? (i # ) are easily shown to coincide with be easily solved to give a formal solution

each other both for a short-time regian< 7¢) and for a

long-time region fz < t) at the same value dd/Rv. In Ma(t) = 6Dt

fact, for both time regions we have I [eﬁt/rﬁ . }(T_ﬁ)z {1 ) (1 . g) eﬁt/rﬁ}}, -
(n+ 1)1(31)"2 B T

HO () = H(i)(T)n/z (4)
" (n/2)! 2 wherers(= ¢2/D) denotes a time for a particle tofflise over
with a distance of ordef with the difusion codicientD and is
identical to the so-calle@trelaxation time. Heres (= £/wy) is
0 372, (t < 71) a mean-free time, within which each particle can move freely
Hy' (1) ~ 60/Ru)T (> 7). (5) by a ballistic motion. The solutiof}(7) satisfies the asyrtipto

forms given by Eq. [(5). As shown in Ref,_|25], the mean-

wherer = vpt/R. Thus, we emphasize that an explicit dis- free path¢ is uniquely determined b/(Rwv). Hence the
agreement in the dynamics of each type appears only in theelution [7) suggests that the dynamics is described by only
cage region, although the analytic formidf) is not known ©One parametdd/(Rvy) if the length and the time are scaled by
there yet. Finally, we note that although the even nunmber R@nd7in(= R/vin), respectively. This means that the dynamics
is taken up to 6 here for simplicity, the same results as thos different systems coincides W'th_ e?‘Ch OtthmRYth) has_ .
discussed in the present paper also holdhfars. the same vall_Je in them_. Hence t_hls is caIIe(_JI a gnlversalrFy in
We begin in Section Il by briefly reviewing the mean- dynamics. Since the single-particle dynamics is deterchine
field theory recently proposed. We first discuss the mean@¥ Only one parametdd/(Rwy), it is convenient to introduce
field equation for the mean-square displacement and its ré €W parametear By [26]
lated characteristic times. Then, we show two types of maste A
curves for the long-time self-flusion codicient. One is a 0= logyo(Rvin/ D). (®)

master curve for fragile liquids and another is for stromg li - As (jincreases (of decreases), there exist three states; a lig-
uids. In Section Ill, we introduce several potentials tdpen g state [L] ford < (s (or Ts < T), a supercooled state [S]
extensive molecular-dynamics simulations. In Section¥,  for g <0< 0 (orTg < T < Ts), and a glass state [G]
briefly review how physical quantities satisfy the univérsa for g < G (or T < Tg), whereTs is a supercooled point
ity near the glass transition. Based on such a universaléty, andT, a glass transition point. The values afadre listed
then show that there exist a master cubff for the mean-  in Tablel]. Hereu; (or Ts) is determined by the intersection
nth displacement in each liquid, &), (Swet), and (Son)- In point of the mean-field curvg(T;/T) with the master curve
Section V, we show that the master curvég andHrﬂ’) in dif- f(T¢/T) [2€] and coincides with a peak position of a specific
ferent types andj(+ i) do not coincide with each other in the heat, whileug (or Tg) is determined by a deviation poiff, at
cage region even at the same valu®gRvy,. We conclude in  which the simulation results and the experimental datahfer t
Section VI with a summary. long-time self-dffusion codicient start to deviate from the
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that as long as the system is in equilibrium, the long-tinfie se

TABLE I: Universal value. diffusion codicientD(T) obeys the following singular func-

type G 05 0 tionin [S]:

fragile 1.43 2.833 5.0 T To\2+

strong 1.5 2.693 4.0 D(T I | AN IV 13
(T) T, T e, (13)

whereT¢(< T)) is a new fictive singular temperature to be
master curvef (T¢/T) sinceT, coincides with the thermody- determined by fitting and = 1 — T¢/T. Here the exponent
namic glass transition point [18]. Thus, the mean-fielditi 7 is obtained as follows. The-relaxation timerg is given by
values for the mean-free patiiR and thes-relaxation time 75 = ¢2/D. Then, use of Eqs[{10)-(IL3) leads to
73/Th are uniquely determined ly Tn general, however, the )
lengthR is not known. As a well-known example in which t~ ¢ in[L], (14)
R is known, one can take the Lennard-Jones (LJ) binary mix- £~ ez in [S]. (15)
tures AgoB2o, where the LJ potentid z(r) is given by

The detailed analyses [25,]28] show tlfabbeys the same

Uus(r) = 4.9(%[(0-05/012 - (o-wﬁ/r)s]. (9 power law in both states because the caging mechanism does
not change in both states. Thus, use of Egsl] (14) ladd (15)
Hereopn = 0, epn = &, oag = 0.80, eag = 1.5¢, ogg = leads to
0.880, andegg = 0.5¢, whereo is a length unit and an
energy unit/[2[7]. Then, one can choasesR for A parti- v=02+nu/2 or n=2v/u-1). (16)

cle. Thus, one can use the simulation results for the LJ binar
mixtures as reference to determRéor fragile systems based Then, one findg ~ 4/3 for fragile liquids and 3 for strong
on the universality. This will be discussed later. liquids. Thus, Eq.[(T3) can describe the seffuion data in
a supercooled state, while Ef.111) holds in a liquid stake T
intersection point of Eq.[{13) with Eq[{IL1) thus determines
B. Master curve for long-time self-diffusion codficient a supercooled poiriks (or ug). In order to find an asymptotic
function which holds in both states, we assume @t) can

In this subsection, we briefly review two types of masterbe written as
curves forD.
In order to distinguish the strong liquids from the frag-

ile liquids consistently, Tokuyama has recently analyzesl t wheredp is a positive constant to be determined. Then, the

structural relaxation time, and thes-relaxation timery for function f(x) must numerically coincide with EqC{L1) in [L]

self-diffusion in diferent glass-forming liquids and has pro- 4 £ : ; : ; ;
. g.[TB) in [S]. As shown in Ref. [17], expandif) in
posed two types of master curves for the seffediion near powers ofe?*/x, one can thus find the master curve

the glass transition [16—18]. Hetg is defined as a time on
which the self-intermediate scattering functieg(q, t) decays (1 - x)2+

toe ! of its initial value, that isFs(q, 7,) = €, while 7z is a f(xm) = — exp[62¢+7(1 — x)?*], (18)
time on which the particles can escape from their cages [26].

In a liquid state [L], the relaxation times, andt, are then ~ wherex = T¢/T. We note here that the power-law exponent

D(T) = dof(T+/T;m), (17)

shown to obey power laws for strong liquids is slightly dterent from that for fragile lig-
uids. Although the quantitative fierence between exponents
To ~ 15 ~ DT, (10)  in both liquids is small, it is important to show that therésex

] ] o qualitatively diferent mechanisms between them since the ex-
where the exponentis obtained by fitting as ~ 1/3. In[L],  ponents should result from the many-body correlationshén t
the experimental data and the simulation results can be WeHrevious papef [17], we have shown that EqJ (18) can describe

described by the mean-field singular function [26, 28] any data for self-dfusion codicient in fragile and strong lig-
T T2 uids, up to the deviation temperaturg below which the sys-
D(T) o< g(T)/T) (_) (1 - _') ~ eg, (11) tem becomes out of equilibrium and all the data start to de-
Ti T viate from the master curve. If one scales the datddgnd

Ts, therefore, they are all collapsed onto two types of master

whereT, is a singular temperature to be determined by fittin . . ;
ande =1-T, /'Ig. On thepother hand, in a supercoole{j statgecurves given by EqL(18), a fragile master curve with 4/3

[S], the relaxation times, andts are shown to obey power and a strong master curve W'ﬁn.: 5/.3 (see Fig[IL). Th_us,
one can classify the microscopicfidirences among various

laws liquids by a set of parameter${, do, 7). Hence it must give
Tq ~ D W 2y pom), (12)  another expression for the so-called fragility of glass¥img
materials.
where the exponent is obtained by fitting ag ~ 1/5 for In the previous papers [16-18], we have investigated many

fragile liquids and 211 for strong liquids. We now assume different glass-forming materials from a unified point of view



based on two types of master curvisn) and classified
them into two types of liquids, fragile liquids with= 4/3 and
strong liquids withny = 5/3. However, this classification has

TABLE II: Potential parameters for BKS [33] and BIM |30].

qa (e) Aaﬂ (eV) baﬁ('&_l) Caﬁ (eVAG)

two weak points. The first is that theffirence between their SiSi 24  0.0000 000000 0.0000
exponents; is very small to distinguish two types of |IQU|dS BKS O-Si - 18003.7572 4.87318 133.5381
guantitatively. Hence very precise analyses are requoed t 0-O -1.2 1388.7730 2.76000 175.0000
make it even under the situation that the experimental data a AlFAl 3 0.00 3.448  0.0000
the simulation results always have fluctuations. The setond BM Al-O - 1779.86  3.448  0.0000
that as discussed before, it can not distinguish non-né&twor O-O -2 1500.00 3.448  0.0000

glass formers from network glass formers because they have
the same value of as 3. In the following, therefore, we first
perform the extensive molecular-dynamics simulationsitbn d

ferent glass-forming materials and then investigate ttgir The BKS and the BM potentials are given by

namics fully by calculating the meanth displacemeni,(t). _ %0 a _ Cop

Thus, we show how the dynamics of strong liquids etent Uas(r) Fop + Aup XPDuptop) gﬁ’ (20)
from that of fragile liquids consistently from a unified pbin ] ] o

of view based on the universality. where the potential parameters are listed in Table Il. Fer th

BKS potential, the system contaifs= 3000 particles in the

cubic box of volumel3, which is composed oRs; = 1000
ll. MOLECULAR-DYNAMICS SIMULATIONS particles of Si with massng; = 4.66x 102 (kg) andNo =
2000 particles of O withmp = 2.66 x 10726 (kg), whereL =
34.79A. For the BM potential, the system contaMs= 3000
particles in the cubic box of volume?, which is composed of
Na = 1200 particles of Al with massy = 4.5 x 10726 (kg)
andNp = 1800 particles of O withmp = 2.66 x 10726 (kg),
whereL = 32.02A. Those system sizes are enough to avoid a
finite size éfect in strong liquids [35].

The NV potential is given by

In order to investigate the filerences between fragile lig-
uids and strong liquids, we perform the extensive moleeular
dynamics simulations under the so-callddT method with
periodic boundary conditions on the followingfigirent sys-
tems: For fragile liquids we take binary mixturegoB2o with
the Stillinger-Weber (SW) potential [29] and A3 with the
Born-Meyer (BM) potentiall[30]. We also use the previous
simulation results on the LJ binary mixtures|[31, 32] asrefe U= Z u® 4 Z u® (21)
ence. On the other hand, for strong liquids we take,Si@h o o* 5oy o>y
the Beest-Kremer-Santen (BKS) potentiall [33] and alsg,SiO _
with the Nakano-Vashishta (NV) potential [34] as a typical With the two-body potential
example of network glass formers. We also considgyBao @ Boa + 8gp\"  ZoZp a0
with the SW potential under fierent mass ratios as a typical Uaﬁ(f) = 6( r ) + . €
example of non-network glass formers|[22].

2 2
The SW potential is given by _ a"ZﬁZJr:‘aﬁZ“ g'/A (22)
T\ _ (L _ )_1 o and the three-body potential
Ugp(r) = 8aﬁ[( ' ) 1 exp[ 7w e for v < T 1 1
0 for = >r, u® - B,ex [ ¥ }
! (19) i P Tp=Pa Ty = P2
wherea, 8 € {A, B}. Here the parametetsg, o3, andr¢ are ToB " Tay _\?
given byoaa = o, ean = 8.8¢, oag = 0.80, epg = 13.2¢, X Foplay = COSOy | 0(A2 — Tap)0(A2 = Tary),

ogg = 0.880, egg = 4.4, andr. = 1.652. Heree is 23)
an energy unit and a length unit. The system contains

N = 10976 particles, which is composed B = 8780 whered(x) is a step functionAy = 4.43(R), Ay = 2.5(A),
particles of type A with massny and Ng = 2196 parti- A, = 5.5(A). The potential parameters are listed in Tdble Il
cles of type B with massg. Length, time, and temperature The system containd = 5184 particles in the cubic box of
are scaled byr, to(= o/Vo), ande/kg, respectively, where volumelL3, which is composed dfls; = 1728 particles of Si

Vo = (e/ma)¥2. The simulations are performed in a cubic box with massmg; = 4.66 x 1072 (kg) andNo = 3456 particles

of length 20.89- with periodic boundary conditions, where of O with mp = 2.66x 1072 (kg), wherel = 42.996A.

the number density is 1.2. As shown in the previous paper The Newton equations are solved by the velocity Verlet al-
[22], for Q(= mg/myp) < Q. the system shows dynamic prop- gorithm under the NVT ensemble for each system. The sim-
erties of fragile liquids, while foQ > Q. the system shows ulations are repeated until the system is equilibrated,rgrshe
those of strong liquids, wher®; ~ 20. Here we note that the time scale of equilibration is of order 10 ns for BKS, BM,
their static structure factors do not depend@nHence we and NV, and of order 1@, for SW. Next we analyze those
call those strong liquids non-network glass formers, disti simulation results from a unified point of view based on the
guishing from usual network glass formers, such a$SiO universality.



TABLE IlI: Potential parameters for NV [34]. ]
(F) 4

€(eV) aw(A) Z,(e) a,(A% ny B, (eV) 6,
SiSi 1592 047 -088 000 11 - -
O-Si 1592 - - -9 - ;
00 1592 12 176 24 7 - -
0-Si-0 - - - - - 4.993 109.47
Si-0-Si - - - - - 19.972 141.00

10

log (Did)

IV. UNIVERSALITY NEAR THE GLASS TRANSITION

We now analyze the simulation results in twéfdient types
of liquids, fragile liquids and strong liquids, from a uniie
point of view based on the universality and then show how
the dynamics of strong liquids isfié&rent from that of fragile
liquids.

In order to discuss the fierences between strong liquids
and fragile liquids, we investigate the following physical
guantities. The first is the meanh displacement given by

Mn(t) =< IX{(t) - X7(0)" >, (24)

(D/d)

where the brackets indicate the average over an equilibrium ~2=
ensemble X" (t) the position vector ofth particlea at time

t, andn even numbers. The second is the long-time self-
diffusion codicientD(T) given by

Ma(t)
6t

log

D(T) = Jim (25)

The third is the static structure factBys(q) given by

1
Sup(@ = 5 D, ), < explig - (X7(0)- X[(O)] > (26)
i=1 j# FIG. 1: (Color online) A log-log plot oD /d, versus scaled tempera-

. . . tureT¢/T for fragile liquids (F) and strong liquids (S). The symbols
By using [25), one can first obtain the temperature depeny, jicate the simulation results; for (BRI A in AsoBao (LJ), (+) Al

dence ofD(T) for each system. In Fid.] 1, all the simulation jn A1,0,, (x) O in Al,Os, (s) A in AgoBao (SW) with Q = 1, (0) B
results forD(T) are shown to collapse onto two types of mas-in Ag.B,o (SW) withQ = 1, (A) A in AgoBao (SW) with Q = 10, and
ter curves given by Eq.[(18), wheflg anddy are listed in  (v) Bin AgoBao (SW) withQ = 10, and for (S) 1) Si in Si0, (BKS),
Table[TM. As discussed in the previous papel [18], the deviaf+) O in Si0, (BKS), (x) Siin SiQ, (NV), (o) O in Si0, (NV), (a)
tion pointT, at which all data start to deviate from the mas- A in AgB2 (SW) with Q = 50, (v) B in AgoB2o (SW) with Q = 50,
ter curve coincides with the thermodynamic glass transitio (<) A in AgoBzo (SW) withQ = 100, and &) B in AgoB2 (SW) with
point Tq. For fragile liquids it is given byTy ~ T+/0.938 at Q = 100. The solid line indicates the master cun_‘\(e) given by Eq.
f(Tf/Tg) ~ 1049, while Ty = T¢/0.855 atf(Tf/Tg) ~ 10-30 (@8). The relevant parametefs andd, are listed in TablgTV.
for strong liquids.

By using Eq.[(¥), one can next obtain the mean-field fitting
values for thes-relaxation timerg. From a unified point of  Then, the value of the characteristic len&lfor particlea is
view based on the universality discussed in the previous pachosen for the dimensionless timg i to obey those power-
per [26], the dimensionless timg/ty, for different systems law lines as a function ofi.” Similarly, in strong liquids one
should coincide with each other at the same value @ifice  can use the dimensionless time for A particle of non-network
the characteristic lengtR is not known, however, the time glass formers BBy for Q > Q. as reference sincR is
Tih IS not known yet. In order to fin® in fragile liquids, as  known asR = o [22]. In fact, it satisfies the power laws given
reference one can use the dimensionless time for A particlby Eqs. [I0) and{12), which are described by the straight
obtained by the simulations on the SW binary mixtutes [22]lines given in Fig[R(S). In Fig.]2, all the data for the dimen-
or the LJ binary mixtures [31, 32] sin¢eis known aR = o sionless timerg /Ty are then shown versusifi each type of
In fact, it satisfies the power laws given by Eds.](10) &andl,(12)liquids, (F) and (S), where the fitting value Rffor each atom
which are described by the straight lines given in Fify. 2(F)is listed in Tablé IV. Thus, there exists a smalffdience be-



TABLE IV: Characteristic lengthR, singular temperatur€s, andd, T
for different systems.
itk
type system R Ts do
fragile A (L) 1.000 0.3955 0.0283 i
(7 =4/3) Al (BM) 2.928(A) 1955(K) 0.8394108(m?%/s) 2 b
O (BM) 3.047(A) 1916(K) 1.3408510°8(m¥/s) w I
A(SWQ=1) 1.000 0.5153 0.0267 e i
B(SWQ=1) 1.250 0.4886 0.0357 ! r
A(SWQ=10) 1.000 0.5279 0.0208 3
B(SWQ=10) 1.400 0.4983 0.0236 [
strong Si(NV)  3.717(R) 2612(K) 4.436708(m?/s) er
(n =5/3) O (NV) 4.506(A) 2621(K) 5.7416108(m?/s) [
Si(BKS)  3.840(R) 2904(K) 5.49671078(m?/s) g Lt
O (BKS) 4.650(A) 2865(K) 6.506810°8(m?/s) 0
A(SWQ=50) 1.000 0.5204 0.0183
B(SWQ=50) 1.540 0.4881 0.0176
A(SWQ=100) 1.000 0.5307 0.0171 7
B (SWQ=100) 1.600 0.4920 0.0147 [

tween fragile liquids and strong liquids. Thidi@rence would I

be roughly explained to result from the fact that the network 4 =L

strong liquids such as Sghave an open tetrahedral network, J:Ql i d\@@ﬂ

while the fragile liquids do not [36—44]. The static propest =

of Si0O, are known to be reproduced by employing the NV po-

tential [34] and also the BKS potential [46+55]. As is shown i

in Fig. [3, the static structure fact&,(q) in network strong o[

liquids usually has the so-called first sharffrdiction peak I

[45], while it does not in fragile liquids. On the other hand, [

in non-network strong liquids, their structure factors iade- 5 s

pendent of) and do not have a first shargftlaction peak (see

Fig.[3). However, we note here that the characteristic leRgt

of B particle increases a3 increases, while that of A particle

does not (see Table]V). This background slow motion over a

wide spatial range might be a reason for the system to showiG. 2: (Color online) A log-log plot ofr/7y versusufor fragile

the same strong propertiesix) andr; as those of Si@ liquids (F) and strong liquids (S). The symbols indicate shraula-
In the following, we discuss three types of liquidspgff ~ tion results; for (F) @) Al in Al 203, (o) O in Al;03, (+) Ain AgoB2o

non-network fragile liquids, (%) network strong liquids, and  (LJ), (®) A in AgoBzo (SW) withQ = 1, (¢) B in AgoB2o (SW) with

(Shon) NON-network strong liquids, separately and then showR = 1, () Ain AgBzo (SW) with Q = 10, and ¢) B in AgoBzo

that in each type of liquids any data coincide with each othefSW) With Q = 10, and for (S)@) Si in SI0, (NV), (0) O in SIO,

3, . (NV), (2) Siin SiG; (BKS), (¢) O in SIG, (BKS), (x) A in AgoBzo
at the same vglue af [1€,/17]. Thus, the detailed analyses (SW) with Q = 100, &) B in AgoBao (SW) with Q = 100, and ¢) A
suggest an existence of a master curfe for the mearnth in AgoB2o (SW) with Q = 50. The solid lines indicate straight lines
displacemenM,(t) given by y = 0.8x— 1.45 for (F) andy = (9/11)x — 1.55 for (S), and the dotted

linesy = (2/3)x — 1.091 for (F) andy = (2/3)x — 1.142 for (S).

Ma(t) = R"HO (t/7n; 0), (27)

wherei=Fnon, Shet, and Son. Thus, all the simulation data
seem to collapse onto each single master curve at the same
value ofdj, although its analytic form is not known.

A. Master curve in fragile liquids wheren =2, 4, and 6. At each value af, the simulation
results in diferent systems coincide with each other within
We first show the master curve in fragile liquids. In Fig. €rror. Thus, it is suggested that there exists a master curve
@, the simulation results for the scaled meshdisplacement  H{™(t/r; ) for any fragile liquids, where the existence of
Mn(t)/R" are plotted versu/y, for different values ofi'in HgF""") for many diferent fragile systems has already been dis-
fragile liquids, AbOs, AgoB2o (LJ), and A;oB2o (SWQ = 1),  cussed in the previous papersi[16, 17].
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FIG. 3: (Color online) A plot ofSoo(q) and Saa(g) versus scaled
wave vectorgR aroundu”~ 3.143 for fragile liquids and strong lig-
uids. The solid line indicateSoo(q) for SiO, (NV) at T = 3500(K),
the dashed lin&Spp(q) for SiO, (BKS) at T = 3700(K), the dot-
dashed lineSqo(q) for Al,03 at T = 2700 (K), and the long-dashed
line Saa(q) for AgoB2o (SWQ =1 and 100) af =0.714.

TABLE V: Temperature versus in fragile liquids.

state U A(LJ) Al(BM) OBM) AGW)(Q=1)

[(] 1.677 1.428 6000(K) 5500(K)  1.667
1.957 1.000 4500(K) - 1.250
2.307 0.769 3600(K) 3400(K) -
2.580 0.667 3200(K) 3000(K)  0.833

[ST 2.926 0.588 2800(K) 2700(K) -
3.946 0.476 2400(K) - 0.625

B. Master curve in strong liquids

We next show the master curve in strong liquids. We dis-

cuss two types of strong liquidsgeand Sen, Separately.

1. Network strong liquids

2

log (14 VR

1ogm(M4(r)m“)

i

log, (4 O/E)

We first discuss network strong liquids whose static struc-

ture factor has a first sharpffiaction peak (see Fig[] 3).
In Fig. [§, the simulation results for the meati displace-
ment My (t)/R" are plotted versus/ty for different values
of 0 in network glass formers, S|IABKS) and SiQ (NV),
wheren =2, 4, and 6. At each value of the simulation re-
sults in diferent systems coincide with each other within er-

FIG. 4: (Color online) A log-log plot of scaled meanth displace-
mentM,(t)/R" versust/ty, for different values ofi in fragile liquids.
(@n=2atd ~1.677, 1.957, 2.307, 2.580, 2.926, and 3.946, and
(b)n =4 and (c)n = 6 atd ~1.677, 1.957, 2.307, 2.580, and 2.926
(from top to bottom). The solid lines indicate the simulatiesults

for Al (BM). The symbols indicate the simulation results {@) A

ror. Thus, this suggests an existence of a single masteecury| j) () A(SW Q = 1), and &) O (BM). Temperature at eaahis

H{S) (t/7yn; €) for any network glass formers.

listed in TabldV.



TABLE VI: Temperature versus ih network strong liquids.

state 4 Si(NV) O(NV) Si(BKS) O(BKS)

[0 1.793 5000(K) - -~ 5800(K)
1.913 -  5000(K) 5200(K) -
2.085 4400(K) -  4800(K) 5000(K)
2.220 4200(K) 4300(K) 4600(K) -
2.474 3900(K) - - 4400(K)
2.693 3700(K) 3800(K) - -

[ST 2.955 3500(K) 3600(K) - -
3.021 - - 3800(K) 3800(K)
3.282 3300(K) -  3600(K) 3600(K)
3322 - - 3600(K) 3600(K)

2

log (1 VR

TABLE VII: Temperature versus ih non-network strong liquids.

state U A(Q=100) BQ = 100) AQ = 50) B(Q = 50)

[0 1.328 5.000 - 5.000 -
1.667  2.500 2.500 - -
2.602 - 0.714 1.000 -

[S] 3.257 - 0.625 - 0.625

2. Non-network strong liquids

loglU(M4(r)f‘R4)

We next discuss non-network strong liquids whose static
structure factor has no first shargfdaction peak. In Fig[l6,
the simulation results for the meanth displacemenl,(t)/R"
are plotted versugy, for different values ofl in non-network
glass formers, 8Bz (SW Q = 50) and A;pB2 (SW Q =
100), wheren =2, 4, and 6. At each value of the simulation
results in diferent systems coincide with each other within
error. Thus, this also suggests an existence of a mastes curv

H,ﬂS”"”)(t/Tth; 0) for any non-network glass formers.

V. DIFFERENCES BETWEEN FRAGILE LIQUIDS AND
STRONG LIQUIDS

[
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In the previous section, we have shown that there exists
a master curvé—l,({)(t/rth; 0) in each type of liquids. In the
present section, therefore, we compare the dynamics afgstro
liquids with that of fragile liquids at the same valuewéfid
explore how their dynamics isfiierent from each other.

log (M (Q)/F)

A. Network strong liquids versus fragile liquids

We first compare the simulation results for the network
FIG. 5: (Color online) A log-log plot of scaled meath displace-  strong liquids with those for fragile liquids at the sameueal
mentMn(t)/R" versust/ Ty, for different values ofiin network strong  of 0. In Fig. [7, the simulation results for the meaii dis-
liquids. (a)n = 2 atd ~1.793, 2.085, 2.474, 2.693, 2.955, and 3.284, placemeniM,(t)/R" are plotted versug/ry, for different val-
E}b)_”;aﬁjaiuligggf’921-382'Ozég7g’022-(1592'322-25(?;05;:‘?0%%gt;%‘:n()%es ofu’in fragile liquids AbOs (BM) and network glass for-
- T TTO ST SO O TET O "mers SiQ (NV, BKS), wheren =2, 4, and 6. As a typical

The solid lines indicate the simulation results for Si (NVhe sym- . L .
bols indicate the simulation results fa) (O(NV), (+) O(BKS), and example, the dynamics of Si is compared with that of Al. In

() Si(BKS). Temperature at eactis listed in Tablé V. the B stage forrs < t < 7, the dynamical behavior of Si is
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FIG. 6: (Color online) A log-log plot of scaled mean-squaispthce- ~ FIG. 7: (Color online) A log-log plot of scaled meatth displace-

mentM,(t)/R" versus dimensionless tiniéry, for different values of ~ MmentMn(t)/R" versust/t, for different value otr'in fragile liquids
@1in non-network strong liquids. (@= 2, (b)n=4,and (ch=6at  Al20; and network strong liquids SiO (a)n = 2 and (b)n = 4 at
1 ~1.328, 1.667, 2.602, and 3.257 from top to bottom. The sysbol 0 =1.779, 2.494, 2.638, 2.949, and 3.274, anch(e)6 atu ~1.669,
indicate the simulation results+ A(Q = 100), (<) B(Q = 100), () 2.369, and 2.745 (from top to bottom). The solid lines intiche
A(Q = 50), and ¢) B(Q = 50). Temperature at eachis listed in ~ Simulation results for (a) Si (NV), (b) Si (NV), and (c) Si (EX
TablelVII. The dotted lines indicate the simulation results for Al. Byenbols
indicate the relaxation times andt; atd = 3.274 for (a) and (b)
and 2.745 for (c); ) for Si and ¢) for Al. Temperature at eadhis

listed in Tablg"VII.



TABLE VIII: Temperature versusi in fragile liquids and strong lig-
uids.

state U AI(BM) Si(NV) Si(BKS) A(Q = 100)
[] 1.779 5300(K) 5000(K) -

2.000

1.842 5000(K) - -
1.969 4500(K) - - 1.667
2.302 3600(K) - - 1.250
2.369 3500(K) -  4400(K) -
2.494 3300(K) 3900(K) - -
2.638 3100(K) 3700(K) - 1.000
[ST 2.745 3000(K) - 4000(K) -
2.949 2800(K) 3500(K) - -
3.143 2700(K) 3400(K) - 0.833

3.274 2600(K) 3300(K) - -

2

log (14 D)

ta
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3]
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FIG. 8: (Color online) A log-log plot of scaled mean-squaispthce-
ment M,(t)/R? versust/ty, for different value ofiin fragile liquids
Al,O3 and non-network strong liquidsgsB2o (SW Q = 100), where
0 ~1.842, 1.969, 2.302, 2.638, and 3.143. The dotted linesaneli
the simulation results for Al and the solid lines for @ & 100). The
symbols indicate the relaxation timesandz; att = 3.143; (») for
A (Q = 100) and ¢) for Al. Temperature at eadhis listed in Table
\VALIN|

quite diferent from that of Al. This dference is caused by an
open tetrahedral network in SO The results obtained here
are also seen for other combinations betweei®dbhnd SiQ.

B. Non-network strong liquids versus fragile liquids
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FIG. 9: (Color online) A log-log plot of scaled mean-squais-d
placementM,(t)/R? versust/Ty, at i ~3.143 for network strong lig-
uids SiQ (NV), non-network strong liquids B2 (SW Q = 100),
and non-network fragile liquids AD; (BM). The solid lines indicate
the simulation results for Si & = 3400 (K), the dotted lines for A
(Q = 100) atT = 0.833, and the dashed line for Al @t= 2700 (K).
The symbols indicate the relaxation timgsandrg; (O) for Si, (a)
for A (Q = 100), and ¢) for Al.

the dynamical behavior of A = 100) is shown to be quite
different from that of Al. This must be caused by the fact that
A particle moves through the interactions with slowly-muyi

B particles. The results obtained here are also seen for othe
combinations between AD3; and AgoB2o in My(t).

C. Network strong liquids versus non-network strong liquids

In the B stage, the dynamical behavior of both network
strong liquids and non-network strong liquids have been
shown to be quite dlierent from that of fragile liquids at the
same value ofi.” Hence we now compare the dynamics of net-
work strong liquids with that of non-network strong liquids
In Fig.[d, the simulation results for the mean-square digpla
mentM,(t)/R? are plotted versul/ty, for network glass for-
mers SiQ (NV) and non-network glass formerg#B,o (SW
Q = 100). As a typical example, the value wis chosen in
a supercooled state as~ 3.143 because the fiierence be-
tween both glass formers is seen clearly. In ghstage for
71 <t < 1, the dynamics of Si is shown to befidirent from
that of A (Q = 100), although both glass formers obey the
strong master curve given bi(x; 7 = 5/3). This diference
results from the fact that SgChas a network structure, while

We next compare the simulation results for the non-networlAgyB,o does not. The results obtained here are also seen for

strong liquids with those for fragile liquids at the sameueal

other combinations between Si@nd AgoB2o (SW Q > 20)

of 0. In Fig. [8, the simulation results for the mean-squareat any temperatures. For comparison, the simulation sesult

displacementM,(t)/R? are plotted versus/ty, for different
values ofu’in fragile liquids ALO3; (BM) and non-network
strong liquids ApB2o (SW Q = 100). The dynamics of A is
compared with that of Al. In th@g stage forrs < t < 7,

for Al are also plotted. We note here that A particle moves
faster than Al around;. This means that A particle is weakly
influenced by the correlation of B particle because B pagticl
hardly moves on a time scale of.
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Vl. SUMMARY formers (S«), such as SiQ while H,(]S”"”) for non-network
glass formers (8n), such as AoB2o with Q > Q., whose

In the present paper, we have proposed the systematfiatic structure factor has structural properties sindahose

method to investigate how the dynamics of strong liquids isf (F). Thus, all the simulation results in each type havelbee
different from that of fragile liquids. As examples of glass-Shown to collapse onto each master curve at the same value

forming materials, we have taken s, the LJ binary mix-  Of U (see Figsl b and 6). Those classifications have been done
ture AgoBao, the SW binary mixture 8Bso, and SiQ (BKS  based on the fact that the simulation results of type not

and NV). We have first applied the mean-field theory for thecoincide with those of dierent typej in the cage region even
simulation results in those ftierent glass-forming materials. at the same value of (see Figs.[17.18, arid 9). In fact, the
Then, we have obtained the long-time selfiaion cogi-  disagreement betweenqk) and (Se) is reasonable because
cientD(T) and also the mean-field values of the characteristi¢heir static structure factors haveferent structural properties
time 7. By using the master curvi(x; ), the difusion co- from each other. On the other hand, the static structurerfact
efficients in diferent systems have been safely classified intdf (Swon) has structural properties similar with that ofgf). In

two types of liquids, fragile liquids and strong liquids. (&  (Swon), however, mass of particle B is much larger than that of
Al,03, the LJ binary mixture AB2o, and the SW binary mix- A particle. Hence slow dynamics occurs anti-symmetrically
ture AgoBao With Q < Q. were classified as fragile liquids Petween A and B since the length sc&ef B increases as
with n = 4/3, while SiQ (BKS and NV) and the SW binary Q increases, while that of A is unchanged. This might cause
mixture AgoBzo With Q > Q. were classified as strong liquids @ Strong character, which leads to &elience between fb)

with = 5/3 (see Fig.[0l). In order to use the universality @1d (Son) in the cage region. This situation would be rather
that all the dimensionless physical quantities must cdimci Similar to that seen in polymer geis [18,56]. Finally, from a
with each other at the same value of the universal parametéinified point of view proposed in this paper one should also
0(= log,o(Rvin/ D)), we have then adjusted the unknown char-investigate the other interesting glass-forming mateisaich
acteristic lengttR in each system so that the dimensionless2S Se which has a network structure but is usually believed to
time /7y, coincides with that obtained by the simulations on P€ a fragile liquid (fe). This will be discussed elsewhere.

the SW binary mixture sincR is known to bes there. The
results are shown in Fid.] 2 and Tablel IV. We have next in-

vestigated the simulation results (1) in each type, (F)  aythors (M.T. and J.K.) wish to thank Prof. Takashi Naka-
mura for his hospitality and encouragement. This work was
Fron) ) ﬁ%\rtially supported by High ficiency Rare Elements Ex-
curve Hy ™ at the same value af (see F'QS-D"')-S On the raction Technology Area, Institute of Multidisciplinafye-
other hand, in type (S) two flerent master curvebl™ and  search for Advanced Materials (IMRAM), Tohoku University,
H, have been shown to exist, depending on whether thgapan. The simulations were performed by using the SGI Al-
static structure factor has the so-called first shaffratition  tix3700Bx2 in Advanced Fluid Information Research Center,
peak or not. The master curiﬂ%S”e‘) stands for network glass Institute of Fluid Science, Tohoku University.
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