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Molecular anisotropy plays an important role in the glass transition of a liquid. Recently, a novel bulk glass
state has been discovered by optical microscopy experiments on suspensions of ellipsoidal colloids. ’Liquid
glass’ is a disordered analog of a nematic liquid crystal, in which rotation motion is hindered but particles
diffuse freely. Global nematic order is suppressed as clusters of aligned particles intertwine. We perform
Brownian dynamics simulations to test the structure and dynamics of a dense system of soft ellipsoidal
particles. As seen in experiments and in accordance with predictions from mode coupling theory, on the time
scale of our simulations rotation motion is frozen but translation motion persists in liquid glass. Analyses of
the dynamic structure functions for translation and rotation corroborates the presence of two separate glass
transitions for rotation and translation, respectively. Even though the equilibrium state should be a nematic,
aligned structures remain small and orientational order rapidly decays with increasing size. Long-wavelength

fluctuations are remnants of the isotropic-nematic transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Colloids are ubiquitous in our everyday lives. Addi-
tionally, they play an important role as models, where
they can be considered as ’big atoms’. To date, most
work exploring the structure and dynamics of colloidal
suspensions has been performed with spherical particles.
However, many physical and technological colloidal sys-
tems are non-spherical. Over the last two decades, the
role of colloid form has come into the focus of scientific
interest?3. Shape matters especially at higher colloid
concentrations, where the packing gets more intricate
because of steric constraints. This is apparent already
for ellipsoidal particles that are the simplest generaliza-
tion of spherical bodies. For elliposidal colloids, theory
and simulations predict a rich phase diagram of equilib-
rium fluid, crystal* and nematic phases®, plus addition-
ally jammed®® and glass states? 12 due to the presence of
structural and orientational correlations. The 3D struc-
ture of fluid dispersions of ellipsoids has been studied

with confocal microscopy'®.

Because the colloidal glass transition features many of
the phenomena found in atomic and molecular systems,
colloids have been used extensively as model systems to
study the glass transition'* 1. For a two dimensional
system, glassy behavior in the orientation dynamics of
anisotropic fluid was detected using event driven molec-
ular dynamics simulations!”!8. In three dimensions, de-
coupling between the translation and rotation degrees
of freedoms was observed in molecular dynamics simu-
lations of a binary fluid composed of dumbbell-shaped
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particles where the rotation relaxation times were found
to be smaller than the translation ones'?. Using confocal
microscopy of suspensions of prolate ellipsoidal colloids
with an aspect ratio n = 3.5, we could recently show the
importance of colloidal shape on the thermal, quiescent
glass??. Liquid glass as a new glass state, predicted by
theory® twenty years ago, was discovered. It is formed as
intermediate material in an intriguing two-step vitrifica-
tion process when increasing the volume fraction. Mea-
surements of angular and translation time-dependent cor-
relation functions demonstrated that when the packing
density increases, the orientational motion freezes before
the translation one. In between these two glass transi-
tions, a liquid glass exists as a state where colloids can
diffuse but do not de-correlate their local angular align-
ment. It was found that the global nematic order van-
ishes because ramified clusters of aligned particles inter-
penetrate and hinder each other?’.

Glass states of ellipsoidal particles have been de-
scribed in mode coupling theory (MCT) by Schilling and
coworkers®21723 . MCT derives the structural arrest from
the equilibrium static structure factors as input, and for
larger aspect ratios predicted two different glass transi-
tions for rotation and translation motion. The topol-
ogy of state space was further elucidated by developing a
schematic model of MCT?. It captures the generic cou-
pling of two sets of degrees of freedom, translation and
rotation ones, and captures their frequency-dependent in-
terrelation in retarded friction kernels. The model pre-
dicts two generic MCT glass transitions, and a region in
between that corresponds to the existence range of lig-
uid glass. MCT makes specific predictions on the relax-
ation of the incipient glassy structure in the supercooled
state?!, that we will use to identify liquid glass in the
present simulation work.

The formation of liquid glass is driven by the direc-
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tional correlations accompanying nematic ordering. Yet,
in some systems, these directional correlations preempt
the ordering transition®®, while in other systems, glass
formation causes texture dynamics to arrest in nematic
states. Highly elongated colloidal rods, for instance, show
arrested space-dependent director fields in suspensions
far in the nematic regime®>26. Static glassy structures
obtained by driving particles in external fields?”3°, and
jammed states in athermal systems of ellipsoids™® are
other instructive examples for the importance of local
alignment in amorphous solids made from anisotropic
particles. A liquid glass-like state also exists in two-
dimensional colloidal films3'=3%  where it forms via the
mutual steric hindrance of compact nematic domains.
The nematic order of the two-dimensional domains ex-
tends over hundreds of particles, while it decays to zero
fast in the three-dimensional liquid glass?®. This sug-
gests that ramified and fractal nematic precursors are
the building blocks of liquid glass in bulk dispersions. Its
mechanical properties should be intriguing as it is ex-
pected to flow like a liquid but to transmit torques like
a solid even though it lacks nematic order.

Here, we report results of Brownian dynamics simula-
tions shedding light on the microscopic structural corre-
lations and the transport properties of liquid glass. The
study is motivated by the intriguing absence of a clear
observation of liquid glass formation in earlier simula-
tions. To model the hard interaction potential of the
ellipsoidal colloids found experimentally, event driven
Brownian dynamics (EDBD) simulations®3¢ 39 were per-
formed previously'®2°. In these cases, only rather small
systems of around 500 ellipsoidal particles could be sim-
ulated because of the numerical complexity to sample
random motion without tolerating overlaps of anisotropic
particles. In the two-dimensional simulations, an artifi-
cial dynamics using kinetic Monte Carlo (kMC) was em-
ployed for similar reasons®2. The EDBD simulations re-
ported the formation of a nematic phase as expected from
equilibrium Monte Carlo studies. The formation of a ne-
matic state could be suppressed by rough walls, which
led to the formation of a (regular) glass?®, viz. the state
of arrested diffusion and rotation. The isotropic-nematic
transition prevented the observation of a clear two-step
relaxation in angular correlation functions as expected
by MCT for liquid glass formation, and the identifica-
tion of the two different glass transitions for rotation
and translation required appreciable extrapolation of the
rotation and translation diffusion coefficients to zero!'.
Similar extrapolations of the relaxation times of angular
and translation functions was necessary in the kMC sim-
ulations in order to indicate the two glass transitions in
the films32. No EDBD or kMC simulations have been
reported in the liquid glass state, however. This has
prevented simulations to test whether the dynamics in
this state exhibits the decoupling of rotation and trans-
lation and follows the predictions of MCT. To overcome
the limitations of the previous simulations, we first em-
ploy techniques that allow to simulate far larger ellipsoid

systems than previously studied. Second, to be able to
quench beyond the nematic state,we develop a soft re-
pulsive potential that enables large steps in the effective
volume fraction. It simplifies the established Gay-Berne
potential?® by only keeping the repulsion as has been
done for spherical particles. For a test how close this ap-
proaches true hard interactions see e.g. Ref.*!. A second
aspect neglected in the previous EDBD simulations of el-
lipsoidal colloids®10:20:36-39 concerns the anisotropic dif-
fusion of the particles parallel and perpendicular to their
main axis. In our work, we use the Brownian dynam-
ics algorithm developed in Ref. 42 and take the rotation
and translation diffusion coefficients from measurements
of the liquid-glass forming colloids in dilute solution2°.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. II the sys-
tem as specified by its interaction potential is introduced.
Sect. IIT summarizes the definitions of the structural and
dynamic functions that are evaluated. In Sect. IV, as-
pects of the simulation methodology are given, and the
central section, Sect. V gives the simulation results and
compares them with experimental data where available.
First, the isotropic and the nematic phases are charac-
terized, and in Sect. VB the liquid glass is discussed.
Sect. V C compares with MCT predictions and analyses
the intermediate time dynamics of translation and angu-
lar correlation functions. The conclusions and a discus-
sion of the results are given in Sect. VI.

Il. MODEL

We study an isotropic dispersion whose constituents
are soft ellipsoidal particles with a fixed aspect ratio. The
interactions of the ellipsoids among themselves are gov-
erned by an anisotropic inverse potential. The study can
build on approaches to molecular fluids, where efficient
descriptions have been developed. In this section, the
interaction potential is presented.

The interactions of anisotropic particles have been in-
vestigated for several decades??:*3746, In 1981, Gay and
Berne modified the overlap potential?® introduced by
Berne and Pechukas and presented their potential which
has since been known as the “Gay-Berne potential”4?.
It is a generalization of the Lennard-Jones potential®” in
that it includes orientation dependent parameters. With
it, the isotropic, nematic, and the other liquid-crystalline
phases could successfully be predicted in molecular dy-
namics simulations*®*%. However, the “Gay-Berne po-
tential” is limited to anisotropic uniaxial particles of
the same type. Berardi, Fava, and Zannoni extended
it to describe the pair interaction of two identical biaxial
molecules** and dissimilar biaxial molecules*®. Their for-
mulation describes the orientational degrees of freedom
using the Euler angles. Berardi, Muccioli and Zannoni
introduced another expression of the biaxial “Gay-Berne
potential” using quaternions to describe the orientation



dynamics of the anisotropic molecules?®. This is more

convenient for molecular dynamics simulations because
the new potential with the quaternion formulation re-
moves the singularity in the equations of motion result-
ing from use of the Euler angles to describe molecular
rotations.

In this work we are mostly interested in an isotropic
fluid at high densities. At such densities, the main forces
contributing to structure formation are those due to the
repulsive interactions of the particles’ hard cores. In such
a high-density fluid and since the system is far from the
critical point, attractive interactions play negligible roles
in stabilizing the fluid structure. Subsequently, we will
therefore adopt a purely repulsive potential where the
anisotropy enters through terms depending on the dis-
tance and the orientation of the ellipsoid. We are going to
use only the repulsive part of the Gay-Berne potential de-
veloped in Ref. 46. The new potential will be referred to
as a “Repulsive Gay-Berne potential (RGB)”. Further-
more, we are going to study a one-component anisotropic
fluid made up of identical uniaxial ellipsoids with an as-
pect ratio n = a/b.

The RGB potential describes the pairwise repulsive in-
teraction of two ellipsoids, ¢ and j, and is defined as:
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where €y and oy are an energy scale and a length scale
respectively. r is a vector connecting the centers of
masses of the two ellipsoids 7 and j. The 4-dimensional
unit quaternion q' = (g8, ¢%, ¢4, ¢4) specifies the orienta-
tion of the 7" ellipsoid with the normalization condition
|q’| = 1. The anisotropic contact term o(r,q',q’) and
the anisotropic interaction term e(r, q',qJ) are explained
in detail in Ref. 46. In our work, these two terms are com-
puted by setting the side-by-side, width-to-width, and
end-to-end interactions to unity for a pair of ellipsoids
with aspect ratio n = 3.5.

For the computation of orientation dependent quanti-
ties, transformations from the body frame into the space-
fixed frame are required. The transformation defining
the rotation for a unit vector from the i** ellipsoid body
frame &P into the space fixed frame, where it becomes &3,
is:

&=R1'é" (2)

where R is the rotation matrix written in terms of the
quaternion components:

1—2¢5 — 243 2q1q2 + 20093 24103 — 2q0q2

R = |2q1q2 — 2q0q3 1 —2q3 — 24} 2g2q3 + 2q0q1 | (3)
2¢1q3 + 29092 2¢2q3 — 2q0q1 1 — 243 — 243

Note that when considering the limit of isotropic

molecules, Eq. 1 reduces to the repulsive part of the
Lennard-Jones potential.

I1l. DEFINITION

In this section, we introduce the functions that de-
scribe the structure of our ellipsoidal fluid as well as the
quantities that give us insight into the fluid’s microscopic
dynamics and correlations.

A. Statics

For the isotropic fluid, the structure of the fluid is iden-
tified by the radial distribution function g(r) and the
isotropic structure factor S(q) defined respectively by
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where the brackets refer to the canonical average, r;; =
r; — rj is the vector connecting the center-to-center dis-
tance between the two ellipsoids ¢ and £, and the wave
vector is @ = (2m/L)n with L being the system length
size and n a vector of integers. N is the total number of
the ellipsoids in the fluid, and p = (N/L?) is the particle
number density. p(q) is the isotropic microscopic local
density:

pla) = Z el (6)

The functions g(r) and S(q) do not give any information
on the orientation correlations in the spatial and wave
vector domains. Therefore, in addition to these two func-
tions, we study two quantities that describe the spatial
correlations of the orientation degrees of freedom. The
orientation pair distribution function G,,(r) is defined as

N N
Gulr) = 3 D dlr - w) Pater- ) (1)

where €; is a unit vector along the major axis of the
it" ellipsoid expressed in a space fixed frame. P, is the
Legendre polynomial of degree n. In the isotropic phase,
G, (r) decays to zero while in the nematic and crystalline
phases, it decays to nonzero values*®°°. More precisely,
for n = 2 this function decays to the quadratic equilib-
rium value of the scalar nematic order parameter for large
distances®® lim, o, Ga(r) = S? .

Another interesting orientation-dependent quantity is
defined in the wave vector domain. It is called the orien-
tation structure factor? Sj,(q):

Stm(0) = 37 (P (@) pim(@) 0



pim(q, ) is the orientation-dependent microscopic local
density which is defined in terms of the spherical har-
monics Y}, (0, ¢) discussed in Ref. 52,

i 2 Yim(60) ()
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While we only consider the density auto-correlations,

viz. Sy, off-diagonal elements have also been
measured®”. We only compute the matrix element
S20(¢q). This makes the azimuthal (the ¢ angle) depen-

dent factor of Syy disappear. The angle 0 is the angle
defined by the scalar product cos(f) = q - & where & is
a unit vector along the long ellipsoid diameter computed
in the simulation box frame. After introducing Sim,(q)
and pi,(q), the equilibrium static structure of our fluid
can fully be investigated.

An additional important quantity is the scalar nematic
order parameter S which provides us with knowledge on
the degree of the orientation order in our system. This
scalar quantity is measured by computing the largest
eigenvalue of the nematic order tensor®® defined as:
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where u, is the o component of the eigenvector & repre-
senting the orientation of the ellipsoid j in the simulation
box frame. The largest eigenvalue then is

S = (Ps(cos b)) (11)

where 6 is the angle pointing away from the nematic di-

rector (@) = + >, ().

B. Dynamics

In order to gain insight into the microscopic time evo-
lution of the system, the dynamical quantities record-
ing translation and orientation motions in the fluid need
to be defined. These dynamical functions are defined
in the temporal domain and tell us inter alia whether
the system is in equilibrium so that we can compute the
thermodynamic quantities. The first dynamical quantity
is the well-known self intermediate scattering function®?

Fi(q,t),

Fy( <Zexp

This function probes single particle dynamics in the
fluid and gives information on self correlation. In Fj
of Eq. (12) and in all other time-dependent correlation
functions, time ¢ will be chosen large enough to ensure

e 1)~y >])> (12)

equilibration or aging will be discussed explicitly. No
time-averaging over ¢’ will be performed. In addition to
self correlations, cross correlations among the ellipsoids
in the fluid must be described. Therefore, we introduce
the isotropic dynamic structure factor®® S(q,t) ,

S(a <Zz_:exp rjt+t)—rk(t)])>

(13)

S(q,t) measures the collective dynamics and correlations
of all particles in the fluid. To examine orientation-
dependent dynamics and temporal correlations, the fol-
lowing functions are adopted. The first one is the orien-
tation dynamic structure factor? Sy, (q,t)

1
Sim(q,t) = N<pl*m(cb t/) prm(a, t'+ t)> (14)
and the second function is the time-dependent orienta-
tion correlation function L, (t) defined in terms of the
Legendre polynomial®*
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with the same interpretation for the unit vector &; as
in Eq. (7). The function Sj,,(q,t) measures the cor-
relations of the coupled translation-rotation dynamics
while the function L, (t) only measures the correlation
of the rotation dynamics. As a special case for n = 2,
the function Ly(t) decays to the quadratic value of the
equilibrium scalar nematic order parameter S for large
timescales®!, in that, lim; . L2(t) = S? . Having intro-
duced these functions, we can now probe the dynamics
of the anisotropic fluid in detail.

IV. THE SIMULATION SETUP

We carry out Molecular Dynamics simulations us-
ing the Large-scale Atomic/Molecular Massively Parallel
Simulator "LAMMPS” 3. The Brownian dynamics of an
ellipsoidal fluid is simulated at different densities using
an algorithm implemented in LAMMPS. The integrator
is known in LAMMPS, as the ” fiz Brownian/asphere”,
and is based on the work done by I. Ilie et al.*? and S. De-
long et al.’®. Our system of interest is composed of 2197
ellipsoids with a fixed aspect ratio n = a/b = 3.5. In our
Brownian simulations, the ellipsoids exist in a three di-
mensional box whose length size is L. Periodic boundary
conditions are implemented in order to avoid any wall-
particle interactions. The initial state of the system is
prepared by uniformly distributing tiny isotropic parti-
cles on a cubic lattice. While the dynamics is integrated,
the small particles are grown until they become ellipsoids



with the required aspect ratio. After that, the equilibra-
tion phase was carried out taking into account the system
density under study. For the isotropic states in section
V A the system equilibration was recognized by the de-
cay of the translation and orientation correlation func-
tions to zero. For the nematic states, the equilibration
was run until the scalar nematic order parameter only
fluctuated around its average value. Once the equilibra-
tions for the isotropic and nematic states were achieved,
the measurement windows commenced directly for each
state. For the liquid glass state the system was first equi-
librated into an ergodic isotropic state at the small den-
sity I' = 0.18. The liquid glass was then obtained by
quenching the fluid into a high density I" > 0.31. In or-
der to relax the initial high forces, the system was then
run until the translation correlations have relaxed. This
gave the start of the measurement window for the lig-
uid glass states in section V B. In the simulations, we set
oo = 2b = kpT /ey = 1 where b is the ellipsoid short semi-
axis, kp is the Boltzmann factor, and T is the tempera-
ture. The dimensionless time is t* = ¢/7p where ¢ is the
time whereas the Brownian timescale is 75 = (2b)%/(D;)
with (D;) being the average translation diffusion coef-
ficient. We refer to the dimensionless units with the
star symbol. The timesteps used in the measurement
phases are dt* = 10~* which is used in Sect. VA, and
dt* = 5x107° which is used in Sect. V B. The simulation
time for Sect. V A is 105 dt* while the simulation time
for Sect. VB is 60 x 10% dt*. The anisotropic translation
and rotation diffusion tensors input in the simulations
are the body-frame diffusion tensors measured in an ex-
periment on dilute colloids made up of hard ellipsoids.
All the experimental results or data in this research are
taken from the experiment done by Roller et al.?0. It is
important to note that in the short time limit, the po-
sitioning accuracy of 20 nm in the xy-direction and 50
nm in the z-direction®” and the limited statistics for long
lag times contribute to the noise especially in the correla-
tion data. The anisotropic translation diffusion tensor is
D; = diag(0.937,0.937,1.125) while the anisotropic ro-
tation diffusion tensor is D} = diag(0.123,0.123,0.476).
This means that the average scalar translation diffusion
is (Df) = 1. The dimensionless distance and wavenum-
ber are r* = r/og and ¢* = qoy, respectively.

As we use soft repulsive ellipsoids in the simulation,
we adopt an effective density as parameter of the ther-
modynamic states. The density of the soft particles is
notably temperature dependent. For the soft particles
the effective density is defined as T' = pog(eo/kpT)>/*.
In our simulation, we set ¢g = kgT and k = 12. Using
the effective density is an approximation, as the poten-
tial in Eq. (1) has corrections to the isomorphs scaling at
short distance®®, yet I' captures the dominant tempera-
ture dependence. With the above setup, the simulations
run at different effective densities I'.

Since most of the figures shown use reduced units, we
are going to omit the stars from the dimensionless quan-

tities for simplicity. When dimensional quantities are
needed or discussed, their units will be stated explicitly
next to them. Also, we will refer to the effective density
only as the density.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section is divided into two parts: Identifying the
equilibrium phases of the fluid (the isotropic and ne-
matic) and finding the liquid glass as a nonequilibrium
state in the soft ellipsoid fluid. For comparison with the
experimental work by Roller, et al.?’, experimental data
are only available for the isotropic and the liquid glass
states.

A. The Isotropic and Nematic Phases

In the simulations, soft ellipsoids with aspect ratio
(a/b) = 3.5 are found to form isotropic states at densities
I" < 0.21. This can be inferred from the plots of the pair
correlation function g(r) and the structure factor S(g) in
Fig. 1 where there are no long range structures. In addi-
tion, the isotropic states manifest no nematic order which
can be noticed from the decay of the orientation correla-
tion in Ga(r) to zero across the system length scales as
noticed in Fig. 3. To inspect that there is no nematic or-
der during the simulation time, the scalar nematic order
parameter S is measured and shows a very weak and neg-
ligible nematic order (not shown). We attribute it to the
finite simulation box size. In the plots of g(r) and S(q)
we show comparisons between the soft ellipsoids at differ-
ent densities I' and the hard ellipsoids as experimentally
measured at different volume fractions ¢ezp,. We define a
ratio of length-scales as mapping parameter A = ol /A
(where A is some length scale) so that we can map the
soft-ellipsoid structure onto the hard ellipsoid structure.
Basically, we scale the x-axis of the soft-ellipsoid plots
of the g(r) and S(q) functions by the factor A until the
structure of soft ellipsoids matches the structure of the
hard ellipsoids. This means that for the structure plots
of the hard ellipsoids we have A\ = off /oll = 1, with
oll = 2 x 1.23 ym being the small diameter of the hard
ellipsoid, since the hard ellipsoid plots are our reference
plots. For the scaled soft ellipsoid plots, the best map-
ping parameter for the isotropic states is found to be
A = ol Jo§ = 0.83. Considering the translation de-
grees of freedoms, it is obvious from the g(r) and S(q)
plots that the system structures in the simulation for
the isotropic densities I' = 0.16 and I' = 0.18 are best
mapped to the system structures in the experiment for
the isotropic volume fractions ¢ = 0.40 and ¢ = 0.46,
respectively.

At this point, the spatial orientation structure of the
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FIG. 1: The translation structure functions g(r) and S(q) for
two isotropic states in the simulation (solid and dashed lines)
and their isotropic counterparts in the experiment (lines marked
with squares and circles). ¢eqp refers to the volume fractions in
the experiment; one set of curves is shifted vertically for better
visibility. For the experiment (hard ellipsoid) curve A = 1.0 and

for the scaled simulation (soft ellipsoid) curve A = 0.83 (see the
text).

isotropic states needs to be discussed. The upper panel
in Fig. 2 presents the orientation radial distribution func-
tion G2(r) in an isotropic state. It is clear from the plot
that the orientation correlations in the simulation, car-
ried out with the anisotropic RGB potential, are more
enhanced than the ones in the hard-ellipsoid experiment.
Additionally, the Go(r) from EDBD simulations of hard
ellipsoids?? is included in Fig. 2. Its lower values re-
flect the fact that the soft ellipsoid neighbours align
more strongly than the hard ones. This demonstrates
the effect of the particle softness in the simulation which
prevents producing unstable forces and torques at small
length scales. The difference between the local angular
structure in the soft-ellipsoid simulation and the hard-

ellipsoid experiment results from the fact that we use an

anisotropic potential in the simulation which enhances

the local alignments of the soft ellipsoids. The orienta-
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FIG. 2: The orientation structure functions G2(r) and S20(q)
for isotropic states in the simulation (the solid and dashed lines)
and their isotropic counterparts in the experiment (the lines
marked with squares and circles). The Ga(r) is shown for the

isotropic state I' = 0.18 and ¢esp = 0.46, respectively, and results
from EDBD simulations of hard ellipsoids?? are included as blue

dash-dotted line. The S20(g) is shown for two volume fractions

(one of them shifted vertically); see legends. The A are the same
as in Fig. 1.

tion structure factor Sag(q) is shown in the lower panel of
Fig. 2. The large wave vector oscillations show the dis-
cussed local differences, but the long-ranged orientation
correlations become stronger on increasing the density
equally in simulation and experiment.

When increasing the densities to larger than I' > 0.21,
the soft-ellipsoid system transforms from the isotropic to
the nematic phase. As there are no experimental data
available for the nematic phase, we show the results of
this phase only in the simulation. What characterizes the
nematic states are the finite limit of the function Ga(r) at
far distances and its clear peaks as seen in Fig. 3. Addi-
tionally, the values of the nematic scalar order parameter
S explicitly prove the existence of the nematic phase for
I' > 0.21. They will be obtained from a finite size anal-
ysis performed in Fig. 16; see there for more details. It
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FIG. 3: The simulation results for the spatial orientation corre-
lation function Ga2(r) for densities given in the legend. It decays
to zero and does not show a long range orientation order in the
isotropic phase for I' < 0.21. In the nematic phase, this function
shows stronger orientation order that can be seen in the peaks
at multiples of 2b. Also it does not decay to zero, but rather ap-
proaches the limit of S? for large distances; here S is taken from
Fig. 16 (at particle number & 275), see text for details.

is clear that when increasing the nematic density more
and more, the degree of the nematic order increases as
can be seen in the increasing values of Go(r > 1) and S,
that fulfill®* Gy(r — oco) = S2. Probing the structures
in the plots of the functions g(r) and S(¢) in Fig. 4, we
observe that the nematic states have more translation
order than the isotropic states. The translation order is
reinforced when the system density increases. The pres-
ence of a small peak in the S(q) plot around ¢ =~ 4.0 in
Fig. 4 reflects the emergence of a weak translation or-
der at that length scale. This weak translation order re-
sults from the strong orientation order at the short length
scales in the orientation structure factor of the nematic
states So0(q) around ¢ = 2.3 and ¢ = 3.8 in the same
figure. Once again, the softness of the particles plays
an important role in having such short and stable or-
ders in the nematic states. An interesting feature of the
function Sy is that it informs about the long-wavelength
orientation density fluctuations when looking at its small
wave vector regime. It is clear that at small wave vec-
tors in Fig. 4 the value of Sy decreases when the fluid
density increases. This is due to the fact that the ampli-
tudes of the local orientation density fluctuations become
smaller when the system moves away from the density
at which the isotropic-nematic phase transition occurs
(T" & 0.21). In the isotropic phase, the same phenomenon
happens but in the opposite direction. When the system
density approaches the isotropic-nematic transition, the
value of Sy at small wave vectors increases which is a
sign that the magnitude of orientation density fluctua-
tions increases so that these fluctuations dominate the
whole simulation box at the phase transition.

Having discussed the structures of the isotropic and
nematic states, we now discus their dynamics and show
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FIG. 4: The pair correlation function g(r), the structure factor
S(g), and the orientation structure factor S2¢(q) for different
nematic states in the simulation; see legend. The x-axis is not
scaled here.

the results of the translation and orientation correlation
functions in both equilibrium phases. Figure 5 shows the
self intermediate scattering function Fs(q/A,t) and the
orientation correlation functions Lo(t) and Ly(t) in the
isotropic states for the soft ellipsoids (simulation) and the
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FIG. 5: Dynamics of the isotropic states in the simulation and
experiment. For I' = 0.16, 7p = 140 sec. For I' = 0.18, 7 =
220 sec. The experiment (hard ellipsoid) data are the squares
and the circles. The solid and the dashed lines are the simulation
(soft ellipsoid) curves.

hard ellipsoids (experiment) fluids. Notice that the time
axis is in seconds, and that a single Brownian time 75
depending on the density via hydrodynamic interactions
matches the dynamics of all time-dependent functions.
The factor A is present in the F; plots in order to have the
correct mapping between the soft and hard ellipsoids at
the respective length scales. It is obvious from Fig. 5 that
the relaxation of the translation dynamics in the simula-
tion agrees almost exactly with that in the experiment.
This can be seen in the plots of the self intermediate scat-
tering function Fs for the two wave vectors (¢/\) = 6.42
and (¢/A) = 7.9. We repeat here that by setting A = 1
we obtain the hard-ellipsoid value, while setting A = 0.83
we obtain the scaled soft-ellipsoid value. The first vec-
tor (g/\) = 6.42 corresponds to the peak in the isotropic
structure factor and the second (¢/A) = 7.9 is a vector
close to the peak seen in Fig. 1. Observing the decay
of the self intermediate scattering function in the simu-
lation and the experiment in Fig. 5, we deduce that the
dynamics of the states I' = 0.16 and I' = 0.18 agree with

the dynamics of the states ¢ezp = 0.40 and ¢eqp, = 0.46
respectively. These agreements in the isotropic-phase
dynamics between simulation and experiment have also
been seen in the isotropic-phase structure functions g(r)
and S(¢) in Fig. 1. Also, the relaxations of the rotation
degrees of freedoms depicted by the functions Lo and Ly
in Fig. 5 show agreements and discrepancies in the rota-
tion dynamics between the soft ellipsoids and the hard
ellipsoids. In both systems, the soft ellipsoids and the
hard ellipsoids, the rotation correlations seen in Ly and
L4 tend to live longer and decay on rotation timescales
larger than the translation timescales at which the Fj
functions decay. The rotation timescales are larger than
the translation timescales by one to two decades in both
the soft and hard ellipsoid systems. At the same time,
the decay of the rotation dynamics in the hard ellipsoids
sets in at earlier times than the one in the soft ellipsoids.
An explanation for the discrepancy in the rotation cor-
relation functions between simulation and experiment is
the inevitable noise in the experiment that makes the
correlation functions in the experiment decorrelate ear-
lier than those of the simulation.

Now, we concentrate our discussion only on the simu-
lation results and show an overview of the dynamics in
the isotropic and nematic states, as well as in the state of
the liquid glass. Figure 6 depicts the plots of the trans-
lation correlation functions Fi(q,t), S(g,t), and Sa0(q,t)
at the wave vector ¢ = 2.7, and the orientation correla-
tion function Ls(t). Notice the absence of the factor A
which means that the simulation plots are not rescaled
because there are no experimental (hard ellipsoids) data.
The wave vector ¢ = 2.7 is close to the first small peak in
the plot of Sa0(q) of the nematic states in Fig. 4. Figure
6 shows the isotropic states (I' < 0.21 with solid lines),
the nematic states (I' > 0.21 with dashed lines), and a
liquid glass state (I' = 0.33 with a solid line marked by
circles). The fastest decay in the isotropic states cor-
responds to I' = 0.16 while the slowest corresponds to
I' = 0.20. The fastest decay in the nematic states cor-
responds to I' = 0.21 while the slowest corresponds to
I' = 0.25. In the supplementary materials, results are
given for the structure and dynamics of the additional
states I' = 0.27,0.29, 0.31. As expected, in each phase the
relaxation timescale of the correlation functions increases
when the density increases. At each density, the rotation
timescale seen in Lo (t) in Fig. 6 is remarkably larger than
the translation timescales observed in Fs(q,t), S(g,t),
and S20(q, t) for wave vectors connected to the structural
relaxation. The simulation time for the isotropic and ne-
matic states stops once the states are equilibrated (at
t = 100). We had to run much longer simulations for the
state I' = 0.33, and yet could not make angular correla-
tions reach equilibrium. The simulation time for the state
I' = 0.33 ends at ¢ = 3000 (see Fig. 6). In the nematic
phase, the Ly (t) function decays to a nonzero value which
is the quadratic value of the equilibrium scalar nematic
order parameter. Furthermore, the decays of the func-
tions Fs(q,t), S(g,t), and Sao(g,t) in Fig. 6 for I' = 0.21
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FIG. 6: Dynamics of the isotropic, nematic, and liquid glass
states in the simulation. See the text for more details. The
isotropic states are the solid lines. The nematic states are the
dashed lines with S? added from Fig. 16 (at particle number

~ 275). The liquid glass state I' = 0.33 is the solid line marked
with the filled circles.

are faster than the decays of the same functions at the
isotropic state I' = 0.20. This reflect the fact that when
the particles cross the isotropic-nematic transition, their
centers of masses can move more freely due to the ori-
entation order which was absent in the isotropic state
I' = 0.20. However, this is only noticed close to the
isotropic-nematic transition. At I' = 0.33, a liquid glass
state can be identified. From Fig. 6, the most obvious
dynamical behavior of the liquid glass is the decay of the
translation correlations in Fy(q,t), S(q,t), and Sao(q,t)
around timescales t ~ 700 while the orientation correla-
tion in Lo(t) persists with a very high amplitude. This
reflects the fact that the particle rotation dynamics are
arrested while the ellipsoid centers of masses are mov-
ing freely which enables the translation correlations to
equilibrate. While in the nematic state, the arrest in the
dynamic orientation correlations is in agreement with the
measured nematic order, in the liquid glass, where S is
very small (see Fig. 16), this relation clearly does not
hold.

B. The Liquid Glass

20

20

FIG. 7: Structure functions sensitive to packing and alignment,
g(r), S(q), Ga(r), and S20(g), in the simulation at density I"' =
0.33 for three different simulations, i.e., three different waiting
times t1,, t2, and t3 with ¢{, = 3000 x i where i € 1,2,3. The

U YW
decay of G2(r) to zero as r increases is a strong indication of the

isotropic orientation correlations.

We now focus on the measurement phase of the lig-
uid glass states at the density I' = 0.33. The success in
quenching into such a high density heavily relies on the
nature of the particles used in the simulation. Introduc-
ing the particle softness by using the RGB potential helps
to avoid the formations of unstable physical configura-
tions upon quenching. Such softness does not generate
any large forces that cease the MD simulation.

At the liquid glass densities, the anisotropic system
becomes arrested in a metastable state identified by a
plateau in the translation correlation functions (bf] (t) such
as Fs(q,t) and another plateau in the rotation corre-
lation functions ¢ (t) such as L,(t). The possibility
that at such high densities the system might develop
long range translation and orientation orders at the same
time, viz. enter the crystalline phase, can be inspected by
looking at the structure functions in Fig. 7. The mean-
ings of t1, 2 and 3 in the figure refer to the waiting
times for every plot to be produced in the simulation with
ti = 3000xi where i € 1,2, 3. This convention is adopted
for Figs. 7 to 10. Looking at the curves in Fig. 7, one can
observe the lack of long range translation and orientation
orders. In particular, G2(r) goes to zero as r increases
which is a sign that the degree of alignment in the sys-
tem at I' = 0.33 is neither nematic nor crystalline*®-°:
Absence of crystallinity is obvious from the plots of g(r),
Ga(r), S(q) and S20(q) in Fig. 7 in the three different
simulations (three different waiting times). An interest-
ing feature at small wave vectors is a small peak in S(q)
at g ~ 2.7 which results from the emergence of the ori-
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FIG. 8: Simulation: The scalar nematic order parameter S(t)
for different waiting times for I' = 0.33 (upper panel) and for
different densities for the waiting time ¢2, (lower panel). Tt is
clear that the liquid glass does not show any significant nematic
order.

entation correlations characterized by two distinct peaks
in S90(q) at ¢ ~ 2.1 and g ~ 4.2. This is reminiscent of
the short range orientation order in the plot of Sa(g) of
the nematic phase in Fig. 4. The two peaks indicate that
the development of the nematic phase is hindered by the
slowing-down of the glassy dynamics. The presence of
the two peaks has not been reported before, and it sheds
light onto a strong local orientation order in the liquid
glass at small wave vectors. We believe that the enhanced
local angular structure results from anisotropic interac-
tions. Contrary to the nematic states, the high density in
the liquid glass state suppresses the free alignment of the
ellipsoids and no substantial nematic order forms over
the length scales in the simulation box. The scalar ne-
matic order parameter S(¢) for the three waiting times is
shown in Fig. 8. It is obvious that there is no substan-
tial nematic order in the three simulations. Probing the
structure of the glassy state only does not enable us to
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identify the glass state. From Fig. 7 one cannot confi-
dently distinguish between the structure of such a glassy
state and the structure of the isotropic fluid discussed
above. This aspect is typical of glassy systems. Hence
the dynamics of the state I' = 0.33 need to be discussed
to obtain a conclusive explanation.
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FIG. 9: Translation correlation functions in the simulation for
I' = 0.33 at ¢ = 6.5. Fs(q,t) and S(g,t) are shifted vertically
for a better view. The curves at three different waiting times ¢?,
show that the translation dynamics do not manifest any aging;
the translation degrees of freedom relax like in a fluid.

Concerning liquid glass dynamics, first the translation
correlation functions shall be discussed. Fig. 9 shows the
plots of the dynamic structure factor S(q,t), the self in-
termediate scattering function F(g,t), and the dynamic
orientation structure factor Sag(g,t). These functions are
computed for the wave vector of the main peak in the
structure factor S(¢ = 6.5) as it can be seen in Fig. 7.
It is clear that these functions do not show aging in the
three simulations, viz. for the three waiting times. In-
terestingly, the translation dynamics illustrated in Fig. 9
behaves as the dynamics characterizing the supercooled
hard-sphere fluid. After the initial diffusive regime, the
dynamics relaxes slowly onto a fairly flat plateau and
then decays below it. This functional form can be seen in
the three translation correlation functions. The plateau
is a clear signal of the existence of a cage. The final de-
cay takes the form of a stretched-exponential curve with
an initial power-law decay. It describes that the particles
leave the cages which impede their translation motion for
some intermediate time; see Sect. V C for more detail.

The orientation correlation functions exhibit a differ-
ent type of dynamics. Figure 10 depicts how the orien-
tation correlations evolve in the simulation. The figure
shows Log(t). Because of their high plateaus, low orders
of L, (t) would not give such clear indications for two step
relaxation. As an example the plot of Ly(t) is shown in
the inset of Fig. 10. The reason for this is the tight ar-
rest of the rotation motion of the ellipsoids. Hence, a
higher order rotation correlation function (n = 20) is re-
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FIG. 10: The orientation correlation functions Log(t) in the
simulation at density I' = 0.33 for three different waiting times
t, as labeled. Aging is observed by the dependence of the final
decay on t{,. The aging seen in the three simulations evidences
that the orientation motion can not relax in our simulation time
window. The inset shows La(¢) which requires larger scale angu-
lar motion to decorrelate; thus aging arises in the first 2 % of the
relaxation.

quired in order to resolve it. It is obvious from the figure
that the ellipsoid rotation dynamics decay from the ini-
tial diffusive regime onto a plateau due to an angular
cage which arrests the rotation motion. Later, the sys-
tem dynamics fail to follow the « relaxation decay. The
aging phenomenon causes the particle rotation dynamics
to relax which is different from the case of the transla-
tion dynamics. The longer the simulation, the longer the
plateau lives, which means that the particle orientations
are arrested for longer times. The aging indicates that
the system always finds a new metastable liquid glass
state which has a deeper minimum in the free energy
landscape of the system. While the orientation corre-
lations are not able to relax, the translation dynamics
has already relaxed much earlier around ¢ ~ 50 (see fig-
ures 9 and 10). The lifetime of the translation plateau
is around two decades (and it is followed by a final re-
laxation), whereas the lifetime of the orientation plateau
is around three decades. Hence, the observed type of
cage is an orientation cage which allows the translation
degrees of freedom to decorrelate but arrests the orienta-
tion ones. This confirms an assignment of the state as a
liquid glass since the ellipsoids can move while their ori-
entations remain arrested. The height of the plateau and
the tightness of the cage will quantitatively be discussed
in the framework of mode coupling theory for the glass
transition in section V C.

Translation dynamics of the Brownian ellipsoids in the
real space can be seen in the upper panel of Fig. 11,
depicting mean squared displacements (MSD) for the
isotropic, the nematic, and the liquid glass state. The
bottom panel only shows MSDs for the liquid glass state
I' = 0.33 and its parallel (MSD)) and perpendicular
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FIG. 11: Top: Mean squared displacements (MSD) for the
isotropic (I' = 0.16,0.18), the nematic (I' = 0.21 — 0.25), and
the liquid glass (I' = 0.33) state. Bottom: The MSD for the
liquid glass state I' = 0.33 as well as its parallel (MSDH) and per-
pendicular (MSD | ) components. The plot of MSDy is obtained
by using the self intermediate scattering function at ¢ = 0.3 from
the Gaussian approximation MSDg = (—6/¢?) In(Fs(g = 0.3,1)).

(MSD_ ) components. The reference point for the lat-
ter two is the ellipsoid’s orientation at t=0. The bottom
panel shows MSD, obtained from the self intermediate
scattering functions F(q, t) using the Gaussian approxi-
mation explained in the figure caption. The upper panel
of Fig. 11 shows that the short time diffusion of all states
is similar since the ellipsoids have not collided yet. Once
the collisions start to take place around ¢ = 2 x 1074,
the dynamics differs. At longer times arrest is seen
as a weak plateau for the isotropic and nematic states
(' =0.16 — 0.25), and a clear plateau in the liquid glass
state I' = 0.33. At long times, particle motions again be-
come diffusive for all states. The bottom panel of Fig. 11
shows that in the liquid glass state I' = 0.33 the main
contribution to the MSD plateau is due to the parallel
motions of the ellipsoids. For small wave vectors, the self
intermediate scattering function Fs(g,t) can be used to
obtain the mean squared displacement MSD,. The MSD



and MSD, curves show similar behaviour over all time
scales which confirms that at short and long timescales
in liquid glass, the particle translation motions are diffu-
sive, while at intermediate times 107! < ¢ < 10 caging
arrests the translation motion of the ellipsoids.
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FIG. 12: The structural functions, g(r) and S(q), at differ-

ent liquid glass densities. A is a scaling parameter which maps
the simulation (soft-ellipsoid) curves to the experimental (hard-
ellipsoid) curves. For the hard ellipsoids A = 1.0 and for the soft
ellipsoids A = 1.04. The vertical dashed lines in S(g) mark the
wave vectors used in Fig. 15, the vertical solid lines mark the ¢
whose dynamics is analysed according to MCT in Fig. 17.

It is of interest to study the liquid glass at different
densities. Figures 12 and 13 clarify the static structure
functions of the liquid glass at different densities. In these
figures the available experimental data are plotted. In the
experiment, liquid glass was found at a volume fraction
@exp = 0.55. As before, the factor A has the same mean-
ing as in the isotropic phase in section V A, but here its
best value for mapping the soft-ellipsoid liquid glass to
the hard-ellipsoid liquid glass is A = 1.04. From Fig. 12
it is obvious that the three isotropic states whose densi-
ties in simulation are I' = 0.32, I' = 0.33 and I" = 0.34
map well onto the liquid glass state in experiment with
volume fraction ¢ = 0.55. The X value suggests that the
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FIG. 13: The orientation structure functions, Ga(r) and S20(q),
at different liquid glass densities. A is a scaling parameter which
maps the simulation (soft-ellipsoid) curves to the experiment
(hard-ellipsoid) curves. The upper panel includes the function
G2(r) from a EDBD hard ellipsoid simulation. For the hard ellip-
soid plots A = 1.0 and for the soft ellipsoid plot A = 1.04. In the
lower panel, the vertical solid lines mark the ¢ whose dynamics is
analysed according to MCT in Fig. 18.

effective size of the soft and hard ellipsoids seems to be
almost identical. The fact that both systems are at such
high densities makes the packing constraints more impor-
tant and similar, which results in A &~ 1. This agreement
can be checked from the plots of the functions g(r) and
S(q) in Fig. 12, which agree except for the small peak
at ¢ = 2.7 in the structure factor S(¢) in the simulation.
This small peak indicates that there is a weak short-range
translation order at this length scale in the soft-ellipsoid
fluid. This weak translation order in the simulation can-
not be observed in the S(gq) plot of the experiment (a
weak indication of a shoulder can be noticed, however).
It is directly related to the short range orientation order
seen in the simulation plots of Syy for the three densi-
ties; see Fig. 13. The two peaks in the simulation plot
of So0(q) at g/A < 4.5 are a clear signal of the impor-
tant role played by the ellipsoid softness discussed in the



previous section. This short range orientation order is
not seen in the experiment which reflects the fact that
the orientation structure in the simulation does not ex-
actly match the orientation structure in the experiment.
A possible explanation for this is that the procedures of
quenching the fluid into the liquid glass are not identical
in simulation and experiment. In addition the ellipsoids
in simulations interact via an anisotropic potential which
clearly enhances the translation and orientation struc-
tures at short length scales. Another point to note in the
simulation plot of Sy is that its small wave vector limit
decreases when the density increases. This is due to the
fact that the isotropic-nematic transition density is fur-
ther away at higher densities. Finally, the plot of Ga(r)
in Fig. 13 shows that the liquid glass state does not show
any kind of global nematic order and that even the local
nematic order becomes weaker as the density increases.
This weakening of the global nematic order on increasing
the density can also be observed in the global order pa-
rameter .S shown in the lower panel of Fig. 8. Figure 13
includes the G5 (r) of hard ellipsoids from the experiment
and from the EDBD simulations of small systems??; the
latter show local alignment somewhat weaker but compa-
rable to the soft ellipsoids, and otherwise are in a nematic
state at the volume fraction where the dispersion forms
a liquid glass. The G2(r) measured in the dispersion is
very weak presumably for the reasons mentioned above
when discussing S20(q).
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FIG. 14: Dynamic structure and orientation structure factors,
S(q,t) and S20(g,t), from the simulation at different densities in
the liquid glass state for ¢ = 6.5.

The dependence of liquid glass dynamics on the den-
sity is illustrated in figures 14 and 15. Figure 14 only
contains simulation curves of the functions S(g,t) and
Sa0(g,t) at ¢ = 6.5 which is the unscaled location of the
main peak in the simulation structure factor S(¢q). The
dependence of the translation dynamics on the density
only appears during the lifetime of the cage for every
dynamic function (S(q,t) or Sao(g,t)). Unexpectedly,
the translation correlations increase when the density in-
creases only at timescales starting at the [S-relaxation
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regime until ¢ = 50 in the a-relaxation regime. After
that, the density dependence disappears and the trans-
lation dynamics for the three states I' = 0.32, I' = 0.33,
and I' = 0.34 behave identically, being characterized by
a common timescale. This last finding does not agree
with the MCT expectations since MCT predicts that the
« relaxation timescale becomes longer when the density
becomes higher?2%-24, However, some MCT predictions
can still be seen, e.g. the increase of the plateau height as
the density increases. In this context it is relevant that
MCT considers the relaxation of an equilibrium fluctu-
ation while the simulation records relaxations starting
from a metastable state obtained after quenching.
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FIG. 15: Self intermediate scattering function, Fi(q,t) (for q
values marked in Fig. 12), and angular Legendre polynomial
Lo(t) and L4(t) at different densities in the simulation com-
pared to the same functions in the experiment at volume fraction
¢ezp = 0.55; parameters A taken from Figs. 12 and 13. The time
scale is mapped via 7 = 1.24 sec.

Figure 15 shows the comparison between simulation
and experiment in terms of the translation dynamics il-
lustrated by Fs(¢/\ = 6.42,t) and Fy(g/\ = 7.9,¢) and
the rotation dynamics illustrated by the functions Lo ()
and L4(t). The experiment could only probe the long
time dynamics of the correlation functions in this case.
The wave vector ¢/A = 6.42 corresponds to the peak
of the structure factor S(¢) in Fig. 13 (the two wave
vectors just mentioned are marked by the two vertical
dashed lines in the S(g) plot). The behavior of the dy-



namics of the function Fs(g/\, t) in the simulation is the
same as the dynamical behavior of the functions S(g, )
and Sa(g,t) when it comes to the density dependence
and the MCT predictions. Figure 15 shows the best
mapping in the dynamics when Fj of the simulation is
mapped at I' = 0.33 onto the experiment at ¢ezp = 0.55.
Both are liquid glass states. The Brownian timescale
in this mapping is 75 = 1.24 sec which is much smaller
than the Brownian timescales in the isotropic phase. The
reason why the liquid glass Brownian timescale is much
smaller than the Brownian timescales in the previous sec-
tion (755° = 140 sec and 7j5° = 220 sec in fluid states
at Pegp = 0.40 and Peyp = 0.46, respectively) could be
that at high densities the effective particle distances are
smaller and thus the relevant energy scale in the soft-
potential is higher. Consequently, the corresponding col-
lision rate would be higher and the particles would diffuse
faster.

The close agreement observed in the translation dy-
namics is not seen in the orientation dynamics as the
functions Lo(t) and Ly () illustrate. In the experiment,
these two functions decorrelate to a lower value earlier
than in the simulation. This is obvious from the decays of
Ly and Ly in the experimental data around the timescale
t = 50 while the decays of Lo and L4 in the simulation
occur at much later timescales which cannot be observed
in the time window of the two panels in Fig. 15 any-
more. The reason for the lower correlation at longer times
in the experiment presumably is the inevitable noise in
the experimental environment which was also seen in the
isotropic dynamics in Fig. 5. Importantly, however, also
the experimental dynamic functions show the absence of
a final relaxation of angular correlations. At all of the
densities and in the translation and orientation dynamics
of the liquid glass, we observe that the rotation correla-
tion functions persist at least two decades longer than
the translation one.

Finally, it is expedient to check how the nematic order
changes as a function of the number of ellipsoids that
form that nematic order. To this end, the simulation
boxes are divided into a certain number of sub-boxes
where each sub-box contains some number of ellipsoids.
Then the nematic order parameter is computed in each
sub-box and these values are averaged over the number
of sub-boxes. The idea is to choose different numbers of
sub-boxes leading to different numbers of particles per
sub-box (or per cluster). Thereby, the average nematic
order on different length scales is computed. Figure 16
clarifies how the magnitude of the nematic order changes
as the number of particles per box increases (or as the
number of sub-boxes decreases) for several densities. The
figure shows that for all densities there is some varying
degree of nematic order when the cluster contains a small
number of particles. Once the particle number per clus-
ter starts to increase, the nematic order in isotropic and
liquid glass states starts to disappear quickly while the
nematic order in the liquid crystalline states stays signifi-
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cant. This clearly proves the absence of compact nematic
domains in liquid glass. Rather, confocal microscopy
found ramified nematic precursors?®®. For the nematic
states (at 0.21 <T' < 0.25), there is a drop in S when it
is calculated in the total simulation box. This indicates
some domain structure which would require even longer
simulation runs to homogenize throughout the system:;
thus the value of S for the eight-subbox system (average
number of particles =~ 275) is used when comparing to
Go(r) and Lo(t) in Figs. 3 and 6, respectively. Results of
the cluster analyses for the states I' = 0.27,0.29,0.31 are
shown in the supplementary materials.
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FIG. 16: Cluster analysis of the local nematic order in boxes of
a given number of particles for different states (see legend) of the
simulated soft ellipsoid system. Nematic order quickly vanishes
for bigger clusters in isotropic and liquid glass states; see text for
details. The value of S in the eight-box system (average number
of particles & 275), is used in Figs. 3 and 6.

C. MCT Analysis

Mode Coupling Theory (MCT) is the only microscopic
theory to predict correctly many aspects of the struc-
tural relaxation close to the glass transition®?459. It is
based on solving the equations of motions for the cor-
relation functions describing the dynamics of molecular
fluids. The main input of the theory is the static struc-
ture factor of the fluid under study. Here, we mention
the parts of the theory most relevant to our work. The
MCT-analysis we perform, studies the incipient frozen-
in correlations of the glass, how the system approaches it
in the critical law (a power-law with exponent —a), and
how it starts to decay during the von Schweidler law in
the fluid (power-law with exponent b). In the glass, the
long-time limit is a constant. The fitted MCT-laws are
neither valid for short times, where colloids diffuse be-
fore colliding with others, nor for long times, where the
liquid structure finally decorrelates following a stretched
exponential. According to Franosch et al.’, the MCT



1073 1071 101 10°
t
i e— . .
. Q
1.0k 4
0.8} |
—~
-~
o6t |
%
W

0.4f

0.2r

0.0
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predicts the time evolution of all correlation functions
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according to the following MCT solution

Dy (t) = fi+ho ge(t/ts)

) (16)
+ holhs(t/ty) + K g+ (t/ts)” £ Ry]

where the positive sign refers to a glassy state, e.g. the
rotation dynamics in liquid glass, while the negative sign
refers to a fluid one, e.g. the translation dynamics in
liquid glass. The label I becomes ¢ (which refers to a
wavenumber) when considering the translation dynam-
ics. It becomes the Legendre-polynomial degree n when
considering the rotation dynamics. The other quantities
in Eq. (16) are the f-scaling function g4 (¢/t,), which

obeys?459
gx(t/ts = 0) = (t/ts)™* (17)
g4 (t/te = 00) = 1/v/T— A (18)
g_(t/te — 00) = —B(t/ty)® (19)

for short and long rescaled times, respectively, and the
correction functions

hi(t/ts) = k(a)(t/t) 72" — R(a) exp(~t/ts)  (20)
ho(t/ts) = w(a)(t/to) "2 + K(=b) B*(t/ts)*"  (21)

These functions and parameters depend on the specific
glass transition considered and hold for all correlators
®,59. The amplitudes f;, h;, K; and R; are [-dependent.
fi gives an approximate estimate for the nonergodicity
parameter at the singularity point (the glass transition
density) while h; estimates the tightness of the cage ar-
resting the dynamics. As we have two types of dynamics,
we assert that there are two singularity points. The first
is the rotation glass-transition density (or the fluid to
liquid-glass transition density) labeled as I'”,. The second
singularity point is the translation glass-transition den-
sity labeled as T'%; it leads from liquid glass to (regular)
glass?®. According to MCT discussion in Ref.”, using the
density as a control parameter, the liquid glass appears
before the translation glass (I';, < I'Y). We call all other
parameters in the MCT solution, Eq. (16), the fitting
parameters. The separation fitting parameter is defined
as 0 = oo(I' = I'x) /T, where T, is a singularity point at
which the MCT solutions bifurcate (o = 0). oq is some
constant, and the scaling time is given by t, = to/o(1/2®)
where t( is a system-specific cross-over time. The remain-
ing parameters depend on the correlation function, and
their values will be mentioned below. We implement the
MCT analysis at the liquid glass density I' = 0.33 since
it exhibits a time-dependence close to the experiments.
Figure 17 shows the results of the best fits of the trans-
lation dynamics to the translation part of Eq. (16) at
I' = 0.33. Figure 18 shows the best fits of the orientation
dynamics to the orientation part of Eq. (16) at the same
density.

For analyzing the translation correlation functions, the
fitting parameters are set equal to the ones for the super-
cooled hard-sphere fluid®® except for the exponents (a
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FIG. 18: The MCT fit to the orientation correlation functions
in the simulation at the density I' = 0.33 for the order n = 10
and n = 20.

and b) and the parameter k(a), whose values are found
to be different. Therefore, the translation-dynamics fit-
ting parameters are o = 0.03, x(a) = 0.4, k(—b) = 0.569,
B =0.836, tp = 0.020 (leading to t, = 4.262), a = 0.327,
and b = 0.641 (corresponding to Aycr = 0.7 according
to the MCT exponent relation?*). For the analysis of
the rotation dynamics, the best fitting values are found
to be o = 0.066, x(a) = 0.961, t, = 0.007, t, = 0.293,
and a = 0.364. For the rotation-dynamics analysis the
value K(a) = 2.48 is still the values of the supercooled
hard-sphere fluid. The amplitudes ff and h; in the MCT
solution Eq. (16) are discussed in details below. On the
other hand, the amplitude R; takes small values and con-
tributes to the MCT fits by improving the values of the
correlation-function plateaus by 10% at most.
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FIG. 19: The MCT translation and rotation non-ergodicity
parameters (ff) and critical amplitudes (h;) obtained from the
MCT fits to the translation and rotation correlation functions

at the density I' = 0.33 for different wave vectors and different
Legendre-polynomial orders, respectively; for the fits see Figs. 17
and 18. The left panel gives the translation amplitudes and the
right panel the rotation amplitudes.

The exponents a and b are universal, meaning that
they are the same at all length scales while fitting the
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translation correlation functions (Fig. 17). They are dif-
ferent for the orientation correlation functions but are
constant at all Legendre orders n while fitting the ori-
entation correlation functions L, (t) (Fig 18). From Fig
17 we can notice that the translation correlation func-
tions show agreement with MCT predictions around the
turning point at the end of the plateau region (¢t =~ 1)
until some late timescales in the «a relaxation regime,
depending on the length scale we observe. Specifically,
the MCT solution shows more agreement with the soft-
ellipsoid translation dynamics at small wave vectors (note
the curves at ¢; = 3.2 and g2 = 6.5 in Fig. 17) than the
translation dynamics at the large wave vectors (note the
curve at g3 = 10.0 in the same figure). The discrep-
ancy between theory and simulations at the large wave
vectors lies in the § relaxation process. It is notewor-
thy that the long time decay in the translation dynamics
is slower than predicted by MCT. It is expected that
the discrepancies become smaller when the translation
glass transition is approached, i.e. when moving closer
to the translation bifurcation point of the MCT labeled
as I'. The values of the nonergodicity parameters fq
and the critical amplitudes h, at different length scales
are shown in the left panel of Fig. 19. The nonergod-
icity parameter gives an estimate of the frozen-in am-
plitude in the respective translation correlation function
at the translation-glass singularity I'. The decrease of
[ values with the increase of the wave vectors indicates
that the translation glass structure allows more motion
at smaller length scale. The critical amplitudes h, for the
three translation correlation functions are almost identi-
cal. This means that the tightness of the cage estimated
by the three translation function at a certain wave vector
is almost equivalent. The h, values increase as the wave
vectors increase indicating that the glass structure of the
ellipsoids gets arrested by a rather tight cage. Neglecting
quantitative differences and because most of our fitting
parameters were taken from the ones of the supercooled
hard-sphere fluid, we find that the translation dynamics
of the soft-ellipsoid liquid glass state behaves similarly to
the translation dynamics of the supercooled hard-sphere
fluid.

The fits of the orientation dynamics depicted by L, (¢)
in Fig. 18 are discussed for two different orders n = 10
and n = 20. The higher the order, the weaker the orienta-
tion correlation becomes with time (even in liquid glass).
It is clear from the figure that the MCT solution agrees
with the dynamics in the S-relaxation regime. The solu-
tions do not show any agreement with the curves in the
region where the aging-relaxation starts (¢ ~ 100). The
fact that at a comparable time for all L, (t) no agree-
ment between the MCT solution and the L,, curves can
be found any more, is a signal of the break-down of the
theory. The simulations clearly showed the aging of the
orientation dynamics; see Fig. 10. Here, we analytically
assert that the cooperative rotations within their orienta-
tional cage in the liquid glass state at I' = 0.33 move ac-
cording to the MCT intermediate-time dynamics of glass.



The nonergodicity parameter fS and the critical ampli-
tude h,, are shown in the right panel of Fig. 19. The
value of f gives an approximate value for the parameter
at the rotation singularity point I',. The f¢ values be-
come smaller when the order n increases. This tells that
the orientation correlation becomes weaker when the ro-
tation correlations are probed more locally. The critical
amplitude h,, illustrates how much the cage affects the
orientation dynamics. At higher order n, the orientation
cage of the ellipsoids exhibits larger motional amplitudes.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We performed large scale Brownian dynamics simula-
tions of ellipsoidal particles (at aspect ratio 3.5) including
dense systems quenched into a partially arrested isotropic
state. It is the first realization in simulations of the re-
cently discovered liquid glass state. Based on our time-
and wave vector-windows that appreciably extend the ex-
perimentally accessible ones, we tested the predicted de-
coupling of translation and orientation motion. Glassy
arrest of the angular correlations was evidenced by ob-
serving aging, while translation correlations relaxed in
(supercooled) equilibrium and at least a factor of one
hundred faster. Our simulation results compare well to
the experimentally measured structure and to the trans-
lation motion in the colloidal dispersions where liquid
glass was first observed?’. While the long-wavelength
static orientational correlations agree between simulation
and experiment, the local alignment of the elongated par-
ticles showed differences. Presumably as a consequence,
the time-dependent orientational correlations agreed in
their final relaxation or when arresting, but showed dif-
ferences for shorter times. In the simulations, angular
correlations remained higher for longer, which might be
caused by the fact that the pairwise interaction in simu-
lations is anisotropic.

By a detailed analysis of the power-law relaxation in
the intermediate time dynamics, we tested whether mode
coupling theory correctly describes the diffusion and ori-
entation dynamics of the liquid glass state. Overall we
found good agreement of the time-dependent structural
functions over typically four orders in time-variation.
Note, that we ignored two failures of the microscopic
MCT. First, it is well-known that the MCT glass transi-
tions are rounded?*. We identified the liquid glass state
by aging thereby bypassing the question whether the final
relaxation time is actually infinite or just longer than the
simulation time. The second aspect concerns the more
specific prediction in Ref. 9 that translation motion in lig-
uid glass exhibits a small non-ergodic amplitude, while
we find it to vanish. We follow the interpretation of the
authors and previous tests in two31 3% and three?? dimen-
sions to identify liquid glass with the state where rotation
motion freezes while the structure on the average particle
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separation remains fluid. In the orientational dynamics
we could only test the decay onto an intermediate time
plateau because the final aging-induced relaxation is be-
yond the theory. Quenching into metastable states did
not allow us to explore the change of the dynamics inside
the liquid glass states as predicted by theory. Quenching
to final glass states at higher effective density did not
slow down translation motion. Presumably, the system
falls out off-equilibrium during the quenching process in
a way not affected by the final density aimed for.

The strong orientational fluctuations that we recorded
in the static angular structure factor support the pre-
diction by Letz, Latz and Schilling”, that liquid glass
originates in nematic fluctuations, which become the en-
tities of the mutual hindrance and of glassy arrest. Dur-
ing liquid glass formation, the local alignment of ellip-
soids gets frustrated on intermediate length scales and
gives ramified structures, viz. differently oriented clus-
ters. The emerging nematic precursors contain more and
more particles, and it is the mutual obstruction of such
cooperative regions that leads to the formation of liquid
glass. For future work it would be interesting to study
larger simulation systems and and include hydrodynamic
interactions in order to slow down the formation of global
nematic order more so that the transition to the liquid
glass state, where diffusion proceeds but angular motion
freezes, can be studied using computer simulations.

VIl. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Refer to the supplementary materials which show the
comparisons of the structure and dynamics in the liquid
glass and the nematic states preceding the nematic-to-
liquid-glass transition.
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Supplementary Materials

Observation of Liquid Glass in Molecular Dynam-
ics Simulations
Mohammed Alhissi, Andreas Zumbusch, Matthias Fuchs

Results for the densities I' = 0.27,0.29,0.31

In the following, we report results for the states with
I' =0.27,0.29,0.31. At I' = 0.27 and " = 0.29, the sys-
tem is in a nematic state, whereas the state at I' = 0.31
is a liquid glass state. Structure and dynamical func-
tions are those defined in section III of the main article.
The same simulation setup as described in section IV
of the main article was used, except for the state with
I' = 0.29. The latter required longer equilibration and
measurement times than the other nematic states. Its
equilibration ran until the scalar nematic order param-
eter fluctuated around its average value. The measure-
ment time of the state I' = 0.29 was 10 x 10° dt* with
dt* = 0.0001. Since none of the plots in these supplemen-
tary materials contains experimental data, the mapping
parameter A does not appear in the figures below.

The pair correlation g(r) and the structure factor S(q)
functions giving insight into the translation order in the
soft ellipsoid fluid for the states I' = 0.27,0.29,0.31 are
shown in Fig. 20. As for the densities described in the
main article, increasing the effective density leads to an
increase in the ellipsoids’ local translation order. This
can be seen in the first peaks of the pair distribution func-
tion g(r) (Fig. 20). However, one also notices that the
long range order in the plot of g(r) for the state I' = 0.31
is weaker than for the nematic states I' = 0.27,0.29.
This is expected as the ellipsoid alignment in the nematic
states enhances the translation order while in the liquid
glass there is no long range alignment. Plotting the struc-
ture factor S(q) (Fig. 20), we find that the small bump
at ¢ < 5 is lower in the liquid glass than in the nematic
states. Also, the amplitude of the most intense peak in
the S(q) plot is different from density to density. For the
nematic phase, the first peak increases with the density
but for the liquid glass the first peak is smaller than the
first peak in the other nematic states. The fact that the
nematic alignments do not extend for long distances in
the liquid glass (see Fig. 23) makes the translation order
smaller than the one in the nematic states at small wave
vectors.

Functions giving insight in the orientation structures
for the three states are shown in Fig. 21. The orientation
pair distribution function Gz (r) indicates the nematic or-
der for the states I' = 0.27,0.29,0.31. In the liquid-glass
state I' = 0.31, the drop of the function as the center
to center distance r increases is apparent. For the two
nematic states I' = 0.27,0.29 the nematic order persists
and the peaks in the plots of these two states show strong
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FIG. 20: The pair correlation function g(r) and the structure
factor S(q) for the soft ellipsoid system for the nematic states

I' =0.27 and I" = 0.29 and for the liquid glass state I' = 0.31. No
hard ellipsoid (experiment) data are shown here.

nematic order. For large r, Ga(r) corresponds to the
quadratic value of the scalar nematic order parameter S.
Here, we take the nematic order parameter that corre-
sponds to a cluster of size 34 ellipsoids (see Fig. 23) since
equilibrating the whole nematic states was too time con-
suming. For the nematic states, we notice that the peaks
of Go(r) for the state I' = 0.29 are higher than the peaks
for the state I' = 0.27 at all length scales. This indicates
that the nematic order becomes more enhanced as the
nematic density increases. The second orientation struc-
ture function is the orientation structure factor Sao(q)
given in Fig. 21. Differences between the three states in
the Sa0(q) plot appear at small wave vector values around
q < 4. One notices that when increasing the density, the
values of So(q) at very small wave vectors become larger.
At wave vectors g < 1, the Sag(g) values are highest for
the liquid glass state at I' = 0.31. This indicates that
the fluctuations of the local orientation microscopic den-
sities extend to the whole simulation box and a phase
transition takes place in which the global nematic order
is destroyed.

The dynamics of the three states I' = 0.27,0.29,0.31
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FIG. 21: The orientation pair correlation function Ga(r) and
the orientation structure factor Sa0(g) for the soft ellipsoid sys-
tem for the nematic states I' = 0.27 and I' = 0.29 and for the
liquid glass state I' = 0.31. S? shown in the plot of Ga(r) is the
quadratic value of the scalar nematic order parameter when the
cluster size is 34 particles (see Fig. 23).

can be inferred from the translation correlation functions
Fy(q = 2.7,t), S(qg = 2.7,t), Sa0(q = 2.7,t) and from
the orientation correlation function Lo (t) in Fig. 22. The
wave vector ¢ = 2.7 is close to the first peak in the plots of
S20(q) in Fig. 21. The three translation correlation func-
tions relax to equilibrium. They decay at longer times
when the density increases. For the orientation corre-
lation function Ly(t), the nematic states decay to the
quadratic values of their scalar nematic order parame-
ters S corresponding to the values of S computed for a
cluster size of 34 ellipsoids shown in Fig. 23. The reason
for not choosing the cluster with the largest number of
ellipsoids is that equilibrating the whole nematic samples
at such high densities takes a lot of time. On the other
hand, the function Ly(t) for the state I' = 0.31 does not
show any relaxation to equilibrium even though its scalar
nematic order parameter S vanishes for the cluster with
the largest number of ellipsoids as shown in Fig. 23. In
the nematic states, for all cluster sizes the scalar nematic
order parameters S are significant. Therefore, we identify
I' = 0.31 as the first liquid glass state in our Brownian
dynamics simulations of soft ellipsoid fluid with aspect
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FIG. 22: The self intermediate scattering function Fs(qg =
2.7,t), the dynamic structure factor S(q¢ = 2.7,t), the orienta-
tion dynamics structure factor S20(q = 2.7,t), and the second
order orientation correlation functions La(t) for the soft ellipsoid
system for the nematic states I' = 0.27 and I" = 0.29 and for the
liquid glass state T' = 0.31. S2 shown in the plot of La(t) is the
quadratic value of the scalar nematic order parameter S when the
cluster size is 34 particles (see Fig. 23).

ratio n = 3.5. We conclude that the liquid glass transi-
tion occurred in the density range 0.29 < I" < 0.31.

Fig. 24 shows the mean squared displacements (MSD)
for the isotropic states I' = 0.16,0.18, the nematic
states I' = 0.21 — 0.29, and the liquid glass states
(' = 0.31,0.33). In all states, the Brownian ellipsoids
diffuse identically at very short time scales before colli-
sions start to take place at t ~ 2 x 10~4. At longer times,
arrest is seen as a weak plateau for the isotropic states
and the nematic states I' = 0.16 — 0.25, and as a clear
plateau in the nematic state I' = 0.29 as well as in the
liquid glass states I' = 0.31,0.33. At long times, particle
motions again become diffusive for all states. Astonish-
ingly, for large time scales t > 3 x 102 the liquid glass
states I' = 0.31, 0.33 show identical diffusion independent
of the density. The ellipsoids’ centers of masses at differ-
ent densities in the liquid glass for large timescales move
similarly. This reminds of plots of the translation correla-
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FIG. 23: Cluster size analysis for the nematic states (blue) I' =
0.27 and I" = 0.29 and for the liquid glass state (green) I" = 0.31.
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FIG. 24: Mean squared displacements (MSD) for isotropic (I' =
0.16,0.18), nematic (I' = 0.21 — 0.29), and liquid glass (I" =
0.31,0.33) states.
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