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On approaching the dynamical transition temperature, supercooled liquids show heterogeneity
over space and time. Static replica theory investigates the dynamical crossover in terms of the free
energy landscape (FEL). Two kinds of static approaches have provided a self-consistent equation
for determining this crossover, similar to the mode coupling theory for glassy dynamics. One uses
the Morita—Hiroike formalism of the liquid state theory, whereas the other relies on the density
functional theory (DFT). Each of the two approaches has advantages in terms of perturbative field
theory. Here, we develop a replica field theory that has the benefits from both formulations. We
introduce the generalized Franz—Parisi potential to formulate a correlation functional. Considering
fluctuations around an inhomogeneous density determined by the Ramakrishnan—Yussouf DFT, we
find a new closure as the stability condition of the correlation functional. The closure leads to the
self-consistent equation involving the triplet direct correlation function. The present field theory
further helps us study the FEL beyond the mean-field approximation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Glass, an amorphous solid with elasticity, has a microscopic structure in which localized particles oscillate around
their mean positions of a random lattice 4@] The spatial randomness is self-generated by the particle localization
that breaks translational symmetry. A remarkable feature of the random structure is that glass microscopically lacks
the long-range order and is similar to liquid in terms of density—density correlations ﬂ—la] As a precursor to the random
structure of glass, supercooled liquids show heterogeneity over space and time @ﬂ] The dynamical heterogeneity
and facilitation [4, [7-14] emerges on approaching the dynamical transition temperature (T}), accompanied by the
crossover from relaxational to activated dynamics. For T° > Ty, transport is not collective on a large scale. For
T — T,, the system gets stuck in a glassy metastable state, and the dynamical behaviors of supercooled liquids
exhibit features such as a two-step decay with a first relaxation (S-relaxation) to a plateau followed by a stretched
exponential relaxation (a-relaxation) of density fluctuations. Along with this dynamical crossover, the dynamics
become progressively heterogeneous and correlated in space. For T' < Ty, the relaxation times of the two-step decay
increase rapidly despite slight changes in the disordered microstructure.

Various theories have tried to explain the dynamical heterogeneity and facilitation, as well as the dynamical crossover
at Ty. These include either elasticity theory or kinetically constrained models focusing on the dynamical facilitation M,
[12-[14], and the mode coupling theory (MCT) [15, [16], a dynamical theory relevant when approaching T from the
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liquid phase. The MCT describes the onset of the two-step relaxation above Ty and predicts the divergence of (-
relaxation time at Ty. Extension to the inhomogeneous MCT further allows us to describe a growing dynamical
heterogeneity using a time-dependent three-or four-point correlation function |2, [#-11]. Yet the dynamical transition
temperature T is higher than the glass transition temperature observed in simulation and experimental studies. An
interpretation of this discrepancy is that a mean-field description of the MCT is beyond the scope of the barrier-
dominated dynamics between metastable states, though applicable to the relaxation dynamics within a metastable
state. The divergent behavior of the two-step decay predicted by the MCT at T; becomes incomplete because of the
activated events remaining in actual liquids for T' < T, [15, [16].

The activation dynamics dominant below Ty are due to transitions between metastable states [15-20]. Therefore,
the dynamical crossover implies the emergence of many metastable states at Ty or the appearance of a free energy
landscape (FEL) characterized by an exponentially large number of metastable states below T,. From the thermody-
namic point of view, we can describe the characteristic of the FEL using the configurational entropy obtained from the
logarithm of the number of metastable states |1, 2, [17-20]. The Adam—Gibbs relation provides results in quantitative
agreement with simulation and experimental results, relating the drastic changes in the relaxation time and viscosity
to the decrease of the configurational entropy on approaching the glass transition temperature [17-22]. For example,
simulation studies on mixtures interacting via the Lennard-Jones potential and its repulsive counterpart, the WCA
one, demonstrate that these systems exhibit quite different dynamics despite having nearly identical structures [23-
28]. Such a large difference in the dynamics is ascribable to a considerable gap between the configurational entropies
while making a slight difference between the two-point correlation functions. Previous investigations confirmed that
the configurational entropies associated with correlation functions differ greatly between the Lennard-Jones and WCA
mixtures despite the structural similarity, therefore predicting the distinct dynamical behaviors from the Adam—Gibbs
relation [23-28].

Static approaches, other than dynamical ones such as the MCT, are relevant to investigate the FEL or the configu-
rational entropy |[17-20, 29-57]. These include replica theory [17-20, 29-38], density functional theory (DFT) [39-52],
and a combination of the replica theory and DFT [53-57]. The static theories commonly focus on local minima
of free-energy functionals without considering fluctuations due to the mean-field approximation. On the one hand,
the DFT determines the metastable state by exploring a local minimum of the free-energy density functional [39-52].
Given the inhomogeneous density distribution as overlapping Gaussians centered around a random lattice, previous
studies have confirmed that Gaussian distribution with a large spread creates the optimum density profile. The low
degree of localization around the random lattice is consistent with experimental and simulation results. On the other
hand, replica theory considers a system of coupled m-replicas of the original system 17420, [29-38, 53-57]. The replica
free-energy functional depends on a two-point correlation function between two copies (an inter-replica correlation
function), an order parameter measuring the degree of similarity between two typical configurations. We obtain the
correct result by taking the limit of m — 1 with the inter-replica coupling switched off. While the order parameter
goes to zero in the liquid state without the inter-replica coupling, the order parameter in an ergodicity-broken phase
has a finite value because two copies remain highly correlated even after switching off the inter-replica coupling. The
replica theory has successfully explained experimental and simulation results using the following four approxima-
tions: the small cage expansion |[17-20, [31, 132], the effective potential approximation [17+20, 131, 132], the replicated
hypernetted-chain (RHNC) approximation [33-38], and the third-order functional expansion in DFT [56-61). While
the first two are perturbation methods with the local cage size as a reference scale, the last two approximations cover
those of the liquid-state theory [62-64].

The Franz—Parisi (FP) potential obtained in the RHNC approximation serves as a starting point for this paper.
The FP potential [65-75] is a function of overlap @, a weighted average over the system of the two-point correlation
function, and plays the same role as the Landau free energy of a global parameter @) that indicates a distance between
the two copies in configuration space. Theoretical and simulation studies have demonstrated that the FP potential
reproduces the temperature evolution of FELs, just like the Landau free energy [65-75]. With decreasing temperature,
the FP potential develops a secondary minimum for @@ > 0 representing a metastable state. Considering ¢Q = 0 in the
liquid state, we can see that the potential difference, V(Q) — V(0), corresponds to the entropic cost of localizing the
system in a single metastable state (i.e., the configurational entropy).

In this paper, we generalize the FP potential by fixing an inter-replica correlation function instead of the overlap
Q. We formulate the generalized FP potential by developing a new framework that is beneficial to investigate the
FEL while considering inhomogeneous supercooled liquids with the help of field theoretical method. A field theory
combining the DFT [53-61] and replica theory [17-20, 29-38, [53-57] forms the basis of our framework. There are
two requirements to be satisfied by the field theory and the associated functional. The first requirement is that
the developed framework can consider inhomogeneous systems. The second requirement is that the generalized
FP functional applies to non-equilibrium states away from metastable states. To meet the requirements, this paper
presents the correlation functional theory that provides the generalized FP potential functional without going through
the Morita-Hiroike functional [33-38&,162-64]. The generalized FP potential has three features as a functional of density



and correlation function. First, this potential is a functional of metastable density that becomes equal to that of the
DFT in the limit of m — 1. Second, the field-theoretical perturbation method allows us to have a new correlation
functional different from the Morita—Hiroike one while maintaining consistency with the liquid theory in that the
approximate form reduces to the RHNC functional. Last, the potential functional of a given inter-replica correlation
function has a minimum where a new closure reducible to the RHNC approximation [33-38,162,163] holds. A remarkable
result is that an approximation of the new closure yields the self-consistent equation for a non-ergodicity parameter
that includes the triplet direct correlation function (DCF) [62, 163, [76-78], similar to that formulated by either the
MCT [15, 16] or the replica theory |37, [56, [57], respectively.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [T, we define the generalized FP potential. Comparison between the
generalized and original FP potentials clarifies what we modify through the generalization. Section [II] summarizes
the theoretical results consisting of four parts as follows: relation for obtaining the generalized FP potential from
the grand potential of m-replica system with inter-replica correlation function fixed (Result 1); functional form of
the constrained grand potential (Result 2); new closure for two-point correlation function (Result 8); the associated
self-consistent equation for a non-ergodicity parameter (Result 4). We obtain the generalized FP potential from Result
2 with the help of the relation in Result 1. The extremum condition of this potential yields a new closure in Result 3.
It also turns out that a self-consistent equation obtained from an approximate form of the closure involves the triplet
DCEF as presented in Result 4. In Section[[V] we calculate the perturbative terms using a strong-coupling perturbation
theory developed for obtaining Result 2 (see Appendix [B)). In the saddle-point approximation, the strong-coupling
perturbation theory provides the correlation functional form of the constrained grand potential given in Result 2. In
Section [Vl we make some concluding remarks.

II. GENERALIZED FRANZ-PARISI (FP) POTENTIAL

We generalize the FP potential in comparison with its original definition.

A. The Original FP Potential

Let C, be a configuration that represents a set of N-particle positions, {74,i}i=1,... N, in replica a (1 < a < m)
when considering m copies of the liquid. The overlap Q(pa,ps) (@ # b) measures the degree of similarity between

a pair of replicas using the microscopic density (or the so-called density “operator” [79-88]) in replica a, ﬁ((lN)(r) =
Zf-vzl d(r — rq;). We define that

O(urpr) = / / dr dr' 5 () (r (i — ), (1)

where a distribution function 7(r) specifies the spatial averaging performed over a finite range; for example, we have
n(r) = O(a — |r|) using the Heaviside function O(r) and particle diameter a [65-75].

The FP potential V(Q) is obtained in two steps [65-75]. First, we fix a reference configuration p; of replica 1,
which plays the role of quenched variable in the effective potential V' (Q, p1) as seen from the following definition:

e INVHQP) = 37 P05 | Q — Q0. )| (2)
V(Quﬁl) = U lclm—>0 V+(Q7ﬁl)7 (3)

where an denotes (1/N1) f e f drg, - - drg, n in the canonical ensemble of replica a for a > 2, § the inverse thermal

energy (kpT)~!, and U,(p1, pa) the interaction energy of replica a that is the sum of intra-replica interaction energy
Uintra(pa) and inter-replica one Uinter(P1, Pa):

Ua(ﬁlu ﬁa) = Uintra(ﬁa) + Uinter(ﬁlu ﬁa)u (4)

where

Unira ) = 5 [ [ e’ {3 mpotr = )20 ) = 0ot = 130 = 11}, o)

Usnten (51 a) = / / drdr' 5 (1) (e — )5 ('), (6)



using the intra-replica interaction potential v(r) and the inter-replica one (7). It is noted that the effective potential
V(Q, p1) is defined in the absence of inter-replica interactions as represented by Equation (3]).

Next, we perform the canonical average of V(@, p1) over all possible choices for the reference configuration with
the statistical weight peq(p1) as follows:

V(Q) = pea(P1) V(Q, 1), (7)
C1
N e_BUintra(ﬁl)
peq(pl) = ZC e BUinua(p1) (8)
1

The replica trick allows us to calculate Equation (), thus obtaining the FP potential V(Q) of the Landau type.

B. Generalization

Here, we introduce a generalized FP potential W((N?) as a functional of prescribed correlation function (N?(r, r'),
instead of the overlap @. In terms of the Landau theory, we consider a local order parameter, instead of the global
one. We use the grand canonical ensemble represented by the following operator:

o0
eNBu

Tr, = i /dra,l---/dra,Nz ZeNB“Z, (9)
N=0 Ca

N=0

where the chemical potential Sy in units of kg7 determines the most probable number N*, thereby providing the
uniform density p = N*/V common to each replica with volume V.

Given a reference configuration C; of replica 1, we have the interaction energy U, (p1, pa) of replica a, providing the
grand potential w,(p1) of replica a as follows:

e Pwd (P1) — Ty, ¢=BUa(P1,Pa)

- /DCNJTra e~ BUa(P1,Pa) H Ty(p, P) Aa(é,p)
b=1,a

= /Dé e*ﬁN*W(éﬁl)7 (10)

wa(p1) = lim w;(p1), (11)

inter —0

where the functional integral representation in Equation (I0) is obtained from multiplying the right-hand side (rhs)
of the first line in Equation (I0) by the following identity:

=[0G I] [on TT T16[estr)=2"w)] 6[Glrr) = mr)p(r)]
b=l {rhir'} {r)
— [ DG T] 20.5) 8u(Gip). (12)

b=1,a

Equation (I2) implies that

5(p.) = [ D T[6 [t - 3] = 1, (13)
{r}

MuGp)= JI 6[Grr) = m)patr)]. (14)
{r}{r"}

The relation (I3) at b = 1 represents that only the density distribution ﬁ(lN)(r) is allowed due to a fixed configuration
C; of replica 1. N

Equations (I0)—(T4) reveal that the field-theoretical formulation of the effective potential W (G, p1) can be developed
as follows [79-88]:

W(G,p1) = lim WHG, p), (15)

Uinter—0



where

e~ BN'WHGP) — Ty, ¢=BUa(P1,Pa) [ Zo(p.5) 2a(G. p)
b=1,a

=T1(p, p) Tra Za(p, p) e P+ 1r1) A (G, p)

=T:(p, D) / Dpg e PVeleve) r, TT 6 [pa(r) — 2N ()| Au(G, p)
{r}

~ T (p, ﬁ)/Dpa e~ H{Ualorp) =TS (0)} A (@, ). (16)
In the last line of Equation (I6]), we have the ideal gas entropy defined by
~TSip0) = kT [ dr pu(r) (i pu(r) ~ 1 - G} (1)

The generalized FP potential W(G) is obtained from the grand canonical average of W (G, py) for the reference
configuration as follows:

W(G) = Try Pug (p1)W (G, 1), "
e_BUintra(ﬁl)
Try e~ BUmira(p1)

FPeq(P1) = (19)

similar to Equations (7l and (8). Equation (I8)) clarifies that a given configuration p; plays a role of quenched disorder
to another replica a [65-75]. Since we consider all possible configurations of py, the statistical weight Poq(p1) is of the
Boltzmann form as well as peq(p1) in Equation (8]).

Several remarks on Equations ([I3)—(3) are in order:

e Equation (IZ) tells us that a prescribed correlation field G(r,7') represents a product p1(r)pa(r’) of two in-
stantaneous density distributions in different replicas, or a statistical realization of density-density correlation
function [62, 163].

e To perform the configurational integral Tr, in the second line on the rhs of Equation (@), it is indispensable
to introduce the Fourier transform representation of the delta functional using the functional integral over
the one-body potential field, which is dual to the density field p,(r) [84-88]. The ideal gas entropy given by
Equation (7)) appears in the last line of Equation (I€) due to the saddle-point approximation of the one-body
potential field [84-88].

e When different replica particles form complexes because of the attractive inter-replica interactions between them
(ie., 3(r) < 0), we have G(r)/p*> > 1 in an overlapped region (e.g., |r| < a), thereby providing a significant
value of overlap @ that is greater than the random overlap obtained from G (r) = p*. The glassy state preserves
an overlapped state due to frozen configurations of particles even after the attractive inter-replica interactions
are switched off (i.e., 7(r) — 0). The generalized FP potential W (G) is available to explore such an overlapped
state that is locally stable.

e It is also noted that the above formalism presented in Equations (I0)—(I7) has been conventionally used for the

formulation of continuous field theory |79-88]; the density operator ﬁlgN)(r) (b = 1, a) has been mapped to a

density field p,(7) using the density functional integral in Equations (I3]) and (6] according to the conventional
formalism in statistical field theory [79] (see also the literature [80-91] for discussions about the underlying
physics of this formal procedure to introduce a continuous density field).

III. MAIN RESULTS

We present four sets of main results based on the strong-coupling perturbation theory (see Appendix [Blfor details).
Figure [[l summarizes the results schematically.
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FIG. 1: A schematic summary of the main results colored orange. In addition, functional variables are colored green, and un-
derlying potentials blue or gray.

A. Result 1: Replica Formalism of the Generalized FP Potential

Let Qg,m)(é) be the constrained grand potential of m replicas defined by

e~ P (G) — Ty o~ BU(v.5) []2.G.5)
a=2

= /Dp"h“e‘w(”"’) II1I¢ [pb(r) - ﬁf,N)(r)] I1 2.(G.p) (20)

b=1 {r} a=2
where [ Dp = [[,~, [ Dpy, Tr = [];~, Trp, the matrix elements of v are vap(r) = 0 (a # b) and veq(r) = v(r),
p=0E"N o PINT p=(p1,- -+, pm)T, and the interaction energy U(v, p) in Equation [@0) is given by

U, ) = / / drdr’ {mr)%(r —r)Ar) = DBy (r)u(r —r)d(r - r')} , (21)
b=

1

excluding the intra-replica self-energy. Incidentally, there are two methods to treat the density functional integral in
Equation @20) [79-88], both of which will be utilized as seen from Equations (BII) and (B33).

It is readily seen from Equations (I6]) and (20)) that the constrained grand potential QE,"”(@) is expressed using
W(G,p1) as

=B (G) = Ty, ¢~ BUinua(P1)—(m—1)BN"W(G.p1) (22)
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The replica trick allows us to have the relation between the constrained grand potential ng) and the generalized FP

potential W(G):

_ (m) (&3
NW(@) = lim ()

m—1 am ’

(23)

which is the first result (Result 1; see Appendix [Alfor the detailed derivation). It is noted that the conventional replica
trick proves the necessity of m — 1 to consider the quenched type of the FP formalism, though it has been physically
motivated to take the limit of m — 1 based on the Monasson formalism [18, 22, [75].

B. Result 2: The Constrained Grand Potential Functional of m Replicas in an Inhomogeneous State

In Result 2, we provide the correlation functional form of the constrained grand potential Qg,m) (é) Section [V] will
sketch how the perturbative field theory developed in Appendix [B] yields the correlation functional given in Result 2.
Let us consider the inhomogeneous system characterized by the mean-field density p*(r) satisfying

pi(r) = P8 exp {Z / dr cap(r — r'>pz<r'>} , (24)
b=1

where ¢qp (1) denotes the two-point DCF (simply called DCF) between replica a and replica b. Here we suppose that
a given function G(r,r’) imposed on the inter-replica correlation between replica 1 and replica a (a > 2) is expressed
as

G(r,r') = pi()ps(r) glr = ') = pi()ps(r) {1+ e =)}, (25)

using a statistical realization of inter-replica radial distribution function g(r) or inter-replica total correlation function
(TCF) h(r) = g(r) — 1 |62, 163]. Namely, Equations ([4]) and (25) imply the constraint,

pim)pa(r') {1+ R =)} = pi(r)pa(r), (26)

on p1(7)pa(r’) which is a statistical realization of density-density correlation |62, |63] as mentioned above. Equa-
tion (28] includes the trivial inter-replica constraints as follows: one constraint, 5> = p1(r)p. (') (i-e., h(r —7') = 0),
forces the two-replica system to maintain uniformity without inter-replica correlations, whereas another constraint,
0 = p1(7)pa(r') (ie., h(r —r’) = —1), imposes a region where two particles of different replicas exclude each other.
In Section [II'C] we will see that the metastable TCF h,(r — r’) corresponds to the TCF obtained from averaging
over statistical realizations of instantaneous density-density correlation p1(7)pq(r’) consistently with Equation (26)
as well as the liquid-state theory [62, 163].

Let h(r) and ¢(r) be the correlation matrices of TCFs and DCFs, respectively. The intra-and inter-replica matrix
elements vary, depending on whether replica 1 is included or not: when setting x(r) = h(r) or ¢(r) with the
subscripts of their matrix elements denoting a pair of replicas, x11(r) = x1(7) and Xaa(r) = x(r) for a > 2, whereas
X1a(7) = Xa1(r) = X(7) for @ > 2 and xa(r) = X'(r) for a # b and a,b > 2. As a consequence, we see from
Equation (24) that

€1(0)

pi(r) =€’ "2 exp {/dr'cl(r —r)pi(r') + (m — 1)/d7“'5(7“ - T’)p*(T')} ; (27)

where pf(r) = p*(r) for a > 2. Tt is noted that the metastable density distribution pj(r) reduces to that from the
Ramakrishnan-Yussouf density functional [58-61):

€1(0)

pi(r) = P oxp { [ dr'ey(r — )i () | (28)
i/ }

in the limit of m — 1.
The variational approach presented in Section [B1] justifies the following set of inhomogeneous Ornstein-Zernike
equations [33-38, 162, 163]: in general, we have

hae(r —7') = cae(r —7') + Z / dr' pf (r7)eap(r — 7 ) hpe (77 — 7)), (29)
b=1



which reads

hifr—r)=ci(r—7' —I—/ Toi(r)er(r — r")h (P — 1)

Hom=1) [ v ()it - el - 1), (30)
and
hir =2y =¢r —7r") + /d’r” {p* (r)elr — v — ') + pi(r)er(r — 7)) h(r” — 'r')}
+ (m )/dr” “(r)e(r — ) h(r — '), (31)
in agreement with previous expressions [33-38].

The second result (Result 2) can be obtained using the perturbative field theory at strong coupling (see Appendix
B]). It will be shown in Section [[V] that the constrained grand potential is of the following functional form:

B (@)
=5 [ dradr {5ira)giro = v) 4 (m = " ()" (ro = 1)} 9(r)or)
(m =) [ [ drodr pi(ro)o* o = r)r)ir)
+ [ dro [ (ro) (o) = 1= B} + (m = 1" (ro) {n " (r0) — 1 = 5}
45 [ [ drodr (it (r)a) + (m = Do (r)h(r)6(r) - n]S])
m=1) [ [ drodr picro)e’ (ro = ) {5V W) () B2 (r) + 77— ) (32)

where the matrix elements of v" has a non-zero potential v1,(r) = v41(r) = U(r) between replica 1 and replica a
that enforces Equation (Z8) without the constraint A4 (G, p), and the matrix element of S is given by Sey(r) =
8a50(r) + 1 (10)hap(r). Tt is noted that the last line of Equation (32) is reduced to the RHNC functional of h(r) in
the approximation of e(™) — g(r) ~ h2(r)/2 [33-38 16264, |85, [92].

C. Result 3@ New Closure Obtained from the Generalized FP Potential

The stationary condition of W (G) given by Equation ([3) can be written as

~ (m) =
W(G) Lt L i X (@) = 0. (33)
Sh |+ _; T N* 550 5h m—=1  Om -
It is found from Equation (32)) that
989, (G) LIRS Co -
tim, P2 [ aradr {1 (ro)p* (0 = r)g(r)u(r) + pi (o) (r0 — 1))

+ [ drop o) g r0) = 1= 610} + 5 [ [ arodr " rophrioe)

+s / [ dnadr piro)p” (0 = 1))

n / / drodr i (ro)p" (ro — ) {G(r) G (r) = h(r) = F2(r) + "7 —5(r) }, (34)

where the third line of Equation (34) is obtained from the derivative of the logarithmic term in the fifth line of
Equation ([32) with respect to m using the Laplace expansion of |S| along the first row as follows:

10 B 1 91S(r)|
"_1“'5(”>"‘2|s<r>|< om >

= S pi(ro)p" (ro — r)E(r)h(r), (35)




where use has been made of the cofactor expansion in calculating 9 |S(r)| /Om.
It follows from Equation ([B4]) that the stationary condition ([B3]) becomes

SW(G)

Sh

~ %/dro P (r0)p" (ro = 7) {@u(r) + Ge(r) = 1 = 2 (r) + €™V} =0, (36)

=hx

where the subscript 1 has been dropped because of the indistinguishability of all replicas in the limits of m — 1 and
v(r) — 0, 0h/dp* and its inverse are ignored, and the first term on the rhs is an approximate form obtained from the
third line of Equation (34]) (see Appendix [E] for the detailed derivation). We can easily verify the equivalence between
Equation (36) and the following closure:

Go(r) = eh*(T)*@(THB’(T)7 (37)
B(r) = gi(r) — e, (38)

which corresponds to the third result (Result 3), a new closure in the context of the liquid-state theory |62, 63].
Two remarks on Equations (33), (31) and (3]) are in order:

e Equation (B3) is valid when a metastable state at h,(r) = h(r) is stable in the vanishing limit of the inter-
replica interaction potential (i.e., ¥(r) — 0); otherwise, transitions between basins occur in the FEL and
the inter-replica correlations disappear, thereby amounting to g.(r) = 1+ E*(r) = 1, the trivial solution to
Equation [B3). In other words, the new closure ([B7) applies to the metastable state defined by Equation (B3]).

e The bridge function B(r) given by Equation B8) is approximated by B(r) = —h2(r)/2, which coincides with
the main term of either the soft mean spherical approximation (MSA) or various approximations used for
hard-sphere systems [63, [85].

D. Result 4: Self-Consistent Equation for the Non-Ergodicity Parameter

In the fourth result (Result 4), we restrict ourselves to uniform systems in Fourier space. We introduce the

non-ergodicity parameter f(k) by relating the inter-replica TCF iNL*(k:) to the intra-replica structure factor S(k) =
1 + ph. (k) [19, 116, 33-38):

(39)

We need to find an approximation of the closure [37) that is available to obtain the self-consistent equation including
terms up to quadratic order in the non-ergodicity parameter f(k). It is appropriate for this purpose to expand the
rhs of the closure (7)), providing

Gu(r) ~ Gu(r) — & (r) + B(r) + % [h(r) —2. @«)}2 . (40)

Equation (@0) reads in Fourier space

2.0 =5 [ da {07k - ) - 2@ (k- @) - Ru(@T(k - @)}, (a1)

when making the approximation of B(r) ~ —h2(r)/2 as remarked after Equation (38). Meanwhile, the neglect of
inhomogeneity (i.e., p*(r) = p) allows us to express the Fourier transform of the Ornstein-Zernike Equation (3] at

m=1 as
oy 1 f(k)
“) = 55k) {1 — f(k) } ’ .

using the non-ergodicity parameter f(k) defined by Equation (39)).
Combining Equations (39)), (1)) and [@2l), we obtain the self-consistent equation for f(k) (Result 4):

f(k) _ S(k)
1-f(k) 25 /d‘IM(k=Q)S(q)S(k—q)f(q)f(k—q)+(9[f3], (43)
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where the inverse of the intra-replica structure factor S(q) is related to the intra-replica DCF c.(q) as 1/S(q) =
1 —pes(q) and the kernel M(k, q) is given by

1 1 1
MED = Sgoh—g " P@ Sk-q
= {520*((1) cx(k — q)}2 + 2520*((1) cx(k—q) {S(lq) + S(kl_ q)} -1 (44)

see Appendix [Glfor details. We can relate the product c,(q) c«(k—q) in Equation 4] to the triplet DCF o (g, k—q)
by adopting the approximate form as follows:

B
(g k—q) = {E—g);’) e.(9) ca (ks — ), (45)

which is validated by the weighted density approximation or the closure-based density functional theory [76-78]. The

expression (@) and the introduction of the negative factor, @ = {c.(0)}” /cig)(0,0) < 0, transform Equation (4)
into the following kernel (Result 4):

Mk, = {Fadak -} + 2% a k- a) { g g (46)

where a = {¢,(0)}? /cig) (0,0) and ) (g, k — q) denotes the triplet DCF [76-78]. Tt is noted that Equation (46) can
be compared with the previous result from other static theories [37, 56, 57]: the systematic expansion methods lead
to the appearance of the triplet DCF in the kernel |37, [56, [57], similar to Equation (@g]).

IV. DERIVATION PROCESS OF RESULT 2

This section presents a scheme to obtain Result 2 based on the strong-coupling perturbation theory (see Appendix
[B). To this end, we focus on how to perform the functional integrals over one-body and two-body potential fields

appearing in Equations (BI0), (BIS), (B21) and (B30)-(B32).

A. One-Body Potential Field (1): Evaluating Equation (B30Q) in the Saddle-Point Approximation
We see from Equation (B29) that the saddle-point equation dHmi(#)/d8|, _;,. = 0 in Equation (B30) gives

55Ho(c, @)

7\ o
Pa ba=it: Y ba ba=ith*

Substituting Equations (BI3) and (B24) into Equation [@T), we have

* _ Caa(O) B - / n,—i(r)

wa(r)—T—e“Z/drcab(r—r)e (7)), (48)
b=1
We can verify that Equation (@) transforms to Equation @4) by setting p (r) = efr—va(r),
Let Fiue(—kpTe, p*) be the mean-field free energy defined by
Fut(~ksTe, p*) = U(—kpTe, p7) — TS4(p"), (19)

where U (v, p) has been defined in Equation 1)) and S'¢(p*) denotes the sum of ideal gas entropy Si¢(p?) given by
Equation (I7):

~TSY(p") = TS 8i(p3)
a=1

= kBT/dT‘o [p1(ro) {In pi(r0) — 1 — Bu} + (m — 1)p" (1) {Inp"(ro) — 1 — Bu}]. (50)
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Plugging Equation (24]) into Equations [@9) and (&0), we find
m

SFui(—kuTe,p) = 5 [ [ drar'e@Te(r = )" w) = Y [drpiir)

a=1

(see also Appendix [(] for details of the last equality).
The quadratic terms due to fluctuations around the saddle-point path i1)* are written as

BHme(p + ") — fHme(i9")
_% // drdr' " (r)e  (r — r')p(r') +; % /drpj;(r)goi(r)

Q

1
=3 // drdr'o(r)Th= (r — ") (r). (52)
In the last equality of Equation (52]), use has been made of the following relation:
ho(r—7')=c (r— ') = pi(r)dapd(r — 7'), (53)

which is equivalent to the inhomogeneous Ornstein-Zernike Equations (29) as confirmed in Appendix It is found
from Equations (5I) and (52)) that the saddle-point approximation of Equation (B30Q) yields

o BF(w=0) _ 1 e~ BFmt(~kpTe,p") /Dso et Il drdr’ () Th™! (r—r")e(r') (54)

c

Equations (BI2)—(BI4) further imply that Equation (54) is transformed into

o—8Fw=0) _ N —pF.(~ksTe.p")

C

— j\i/ e BFmi(—kpTe,p") /DQD e BHo(hp) (55)

c

We will use the last line on the rhs of Equation (55) as a reference form in evaluating SF(v) — 8F (v = 0) given by

Equation (B31).
It follows from Equations (B30) and (55) that

N

ﬁq)(_nlzgzrc = fFui(—kpTec,p*) —In N (56)
where N, /A, is related to the determinant of the matrix, S = ¢~ th, as
1/2
N
N [II1str -+ ; (57)
and the matrix element of S is given by
Sac(r —r') = Z / dr” c;bl (r — ") hpe(r” —7")
b=1
= Z / dr” {cabl (r—r"epe(r” — ') + Z / du ply(u)eyy (1 — 1) cpa(r” — w)hae(u — 7")}
b=1 d=1
= Sacd(r —7') + Z / du pjy(1)8aq6 (T — u)hae(u — ')
d=1
= bacb(r — 1) + P hac(r — )
(pulr)per)
= v e T >, 58
ECI o
ensuring that |S| = |¢~1h| > 0. Replacing r and 7’ by ¢ and ro — 7, respectively, in Equation (58)), we have
1
—lnj\\/—/i_—i//drodr In|S|, (59)

in agreement with the logarithmic term in Equation (32]).
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B. One-Body Potential Field (2): Perturbative Calculation of Equation (BIQ)

Remembering that p*(r) = e?#~%a(") the average term in Equation (B3I) becomes

—\2
(B) <€f dr {’L'le(’l")ﬁ(ll)(T)+i¢a(7.)ﬁ§ll)(7_)}>
! ¢

= /f{ (’1“171)/)* (ra,l) <ef dr {W’l('r‘) ) (1) +ipq (1) B T)}>
2

= pi(r1)p* (raq) eMtr e, (60)
where the subscript ¢ denotes the following average:

[ D © e=FHo(he)

<O><p = stoefﬁHo(h#P) )

according to Equation (53] (see Appendix [El for the detailed derivation of Equation (G0I).

It is noted that the one-particle densities, /3(1 )( ) and Z)fll)('r), of replicas 1 and a in Equation (60) represent the
two-particle system as a mixture of two rephcas Accordingly, the last line on the rhs of Equation (60) reduces to

p*(ra,1)pi(r11) in the absence of inter-replica correlation between two particles of different replicas (i.e., E(ra,l —
r1,1) = 0) consistently with the following result for the sum of one-particle systems:

<’Y > Z/d"’alpa Tal < [ driga(r)ps 7') Z/dralpa 'ral (62)

where the above p-averaging is applied to the one-particle term U;(¢) given by Equation (B24]), or setting O =
(B/v) U (¢ + ivp*) in Equation (GII) because of ¢ = ¢ + irp*.

Combining Equations (BS), (B9), (B18), (B31) and (G0), we obtain the additional contribution to B@S}l) given by
Equations (B3), {#9), (B6) and (GI):

o B (@) B0 _ <H Aa(G,p >
/ D've 2a=Tal¥) (63)

and
Ta(v) = — / / drdr’ pl(r)p* (') {ig(r — Y va(r — ) + ) (G Va)} ; (64)

see Equation (B8) for the definition of (). The results from the strong-coupling perturbation method developed in
Appendix [Bl are summed up in Equations (63) and (64]).

C. Two-Body Potential Field: Derivation of Result 2: Rearrangements in the Mean-Field Approximation of
Equation (63])

There are two remaining steps toward obtaining Equation (82)): the first step is to evaluate the v-functional integral
given by Equation (G3]), and the second step is to rearrange the interaction energy when adding the last two terms on
the rhs of Equation (B3) to U(—kgTe, p*).

First, let us evaluate the v—field integral given by Equation (63]) in the mean-field approximation. Equations (63)
and (64) provide the saddle-point equation as follows:

ol (v)

oV,

=0, (65)

vri=iu
giving

G(r) = ehrru), (66)
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similar to a closure in the liquid-state theory [62, 163] though given correlation functions do not necessarily satisfy any
closure, other than the Ornstein-Zernike equation. Substituting Equation (66]) into Equation (64]), we obtain

_ / / drodr p(r0)p" (ro — ) [ () {Ing(r) = () } + 2 — ()] (67)
QMG — e
—(m—1) / / drodr i (r0)p" (ro — ) [ ) {W3(r) —Fr) } + 0 — ()] (68)

due to Equations (G3) and (64]).
Next, we rewrite the interaction energy. Considering the expression (2I)) and the Ornstein-Zernike equation,

haa(0) = cqq(0) + Z / dr' pf (P Y hap(r — ") cap(r — '), (69)
b=1

we have

U(~ksTe, p%) gzif/drdrpa o) g (7 — 7 )can (r — )

/ / drodr p (7o) haa(r)3(r)

= [\DI»—A

/ / drodr {7 (ro)ha ()8(r) + (m — 1)p" (ro) h(r)5(r)} (70)

To clarify the difference between the bare interaction potentials of v and v’, we also separate the intra-replica
interaction term from the inter-replica one created by U(7r) = va1(r) = v14(7):

Z % // drod’l"p;('r’)pz (r/)gab('r — ’l"/)vab(fr _ ’l"/)

—5 [ drodr (oo ra = )+ (= D5 (o) (0 = 1)} g(relr)
m—1) // drodr p3(ro)p*(ro — r)g(r)v(r). (71)
Combining Equations (@9), (G0), G4), @), ©8), (70) and [7), we obtain BQS,R)(CN?) expressed by Equation (32]),

namely Result 2.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The generalized FP potential W (G) as a functional of given TCF h(r) is similar to the original FP potential [65-
75] in that both have constraints on inter-replica correlations. The difference is that the generalized FP potential
adopts a local order parameter instead of a global order one, the overlap @ (see Equation (), used in the original
FP potential V(Q). Upon reviewing the formulation of W(é) presented so far, we find two essentials for the field-
theoretical achievements. The former lies in the variational method described in Appendix [B1] whereas Equation (BS])
represents the latter. The details follow:

e Unconstrained grand potential mimicking inter-replica correlations: At~ first, we consider a coupled m-replica
system that reproduces a given distribution of the inter-replica TCF h(r) without constraints. We tune the
inter-replica interaction potential ¥(r) to mimic the inter-replica correlations. From evaluating the free-energy
functional without constraints in the Gaussian approximation, we obtain the same functional form as the random
phase approximation (RPA) in terms of the liquid-state theory [62, |63]; however, the density distribution is
different. The variational method presented in Appendix [Bljustifies the input of the density distribution given
by Equation (27)), which converges to that of the Ramakrishnan—Yussouf density functional theory [61] in the
limit of m — 1 as demonstrated in Equation (28]).
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e Evaluating the difference between the constrained and unconstrained grand potentials: Next, we take the free-
energy functional of the unconstrained system as a reference energy. Equation (BS) indicates that the field-
theoretical formulation focuses on the free energy difference between the constrained and unconstrained free-
energy functionals. The strong-coupling expansion method developed in Appendix [B3] allows us to evaluate
this difference in Sections [V Bl and [V'Cl Thus, we obtain Equation (G8]), the constraint-associated free en-
ergy difference as a functional of inter-replica TCF iNL(r) and density distribution p*(r) determined by the
Ramakrishnan-Yussouf theory [61].

Equation (G8) reduces to the functional difference between the ﬁ(r)—dependent parts in the HNC and RPA approx-
imations when substituting ¢"(™ — §(r) ~ h2(r)/2 into Equation (68). This agreement indicates consistency between
the field-theoretical formalism in this paper and the Legendre-transform-based theory using the Morita-Hiroike func-
tional [33-38, [64].

Combination of Equations (23)) and (B4]) gives the difference between the generalized FP potentials at zero and a
finite value of the inter-replica TCFs as follows:

W (é =7 {1 +TL}) — W ()

_ ! // drodr p*(ro)p* (1o — 7)&(r)h(r)

2N*

J&* / / drodr p*(ro)p" (ro — ) {G(r) Ing(r) = h(r) = B2(r) + ") — G(r)} (72)

+

The potential difference in Equation (72]) arises from the entropic cost of localizing the system in an arbitrary state. It
is noted, however, that the closure given by Equations (37)) and (B8] applies only to Equation (72) in a metastable state
characterized by s (r), which is in contrast to the Morita-Hiroike functional covering only the inter-replica TCF that
necessarily satisfies the conventional closure |62, 63] of the liquid-state theory due to the Legendre-transform-based
formalism. That is, the generalized FP potential expressed as Equation ({2 has a characteristic inherited from the
original FP theory, a Landau-type theory relevant to investigate the FEL. Furthermore, Equation ({2 represents that
our study provides the basis of Ginzburg-Landau-type theory [79] as an extension of Landau-type one: the generalized
FP potential W (G) as a functional of local order parameter h(r) is a natural extension of the FP potential V(Q) as
a function of the global order parameter Q. _

The stationary Equation (B3]) reveals that the new closure (7)) corresponds to the mean-field equation of W(QG)
given by Equation (72). The closure [B1) gives the self-consistent Equation ({3)), similar to the previous one that
predicts a dynamical transition [37, 56, 57]; we need to quantitatively assess the validity of Equation (43]) in terms of
the dynamical transitions in simulation models. Equation (I0) further suggests that we can go beyond the mean-field
approximation as is the case with the Ginzburg-Landau-type theory: the greatest advantage of our replica field theory
is to systematically improve the self-consistent equation by considering fluctuations of inter-replica correlation field
h(r). Tt remains to be addressed whether the modified self-consistent equation explains the blurring of dynamical
transition into a crossover from relaxational to activated dynamics.

There is a caveat, turning our attention to the stability condition on h(r): translational and rotational symmetries
are broken in frozen phases. The violation becomes evident by expanding ﬁ(r) around that at the uniform density as
follows [5&8-60):

h(r —7';p*(r)) = h(r —v';p) + /dr’M {p*(r")=pt+---. (73)

op

pP=p

We also have a non-perturbative approach to avoid the difficulty using a globally weighted density pywp in the inter-
replica TCF: h(r—r'; p*(r)) = h(r—7'; Pwp ), according to the modified weighted density functional approximation [43,
48]. Therefore, the functional derivative in Equation (B6]), or the new closure (37), holds approximately when either
neglecting the second and higher-order terms in Equation (73] or finding pywp.

The new closure (7)) in a metastable state provides the self-consistent Equation (@3)) for the non-ergodicity pa-
rameter f(k). The present field theory has demonstrated the necessity to consider higher-order contributions in the
perturbative treatment for obtaining the self-consistent Equation (@3] with a kernel containing the triplet DCF 76—
78]: we obtain Equation ([@3) by adopting the approximate bridge function B(r) = —h?(r)/2 beyond the RHNC
approximation of B(r) = 0. For comparison, we would like to mention two previous replica approaches to provide the
triplet DCF in the self-consistent equation [37, 156, 57]. The first approach considers the perturbative contribution
to the replicated HNC functional along the liquid-state theory [37]. The Legendre-transform-based method allows
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us to calculate the third order in h(r) concerning the Morita-Hiroike functional. Meanwhile, the second method
considers the third-order term in density difference p*(r) — p by taking the Ramakrishnan-Yussouf functional of the
DFT as a reference form [56, 57]. Consequently, both perturbation methods amount to having the triplet DCF in
the kernel of the self-consistent equation. This agreement implies the equivalence between the replicated HNC and
Ramakrishnan—Yussouf approximations, consistent with the conventional results of the liquid-state theory [62].

Our scheme bears similarity to the Legendre-transform-based theory [33-38] rather than the DFT [53-57]. However,
more elaborate input from the DFT [58-60)] is also to be investigated, which is particularly necessary to investigate the
glass transition in thin polymer films [93,94]; for example, we can improve the Ramakrishnan—Yussouf approximation
by performing a variational evaluation beyond the Gaussian approximation (see Appendix [B1]). Furthermore, our
replica theory has two additional features arising from the field-theoretical treatment of the inter-replica TCF E(r)
and the associated two-body interaction potential iv,(r). First, we can systematically consider fluctuations around
the mean-field potential field, v}(r) = iu(r), given by Equation (G3l), which is the same relation as that of the
Legendre-transform-based method [33-38, 64, I86]. Second, we can develop the replica field theory to include TCF
fluctuations around the metastable field h,(r) as described above. Thus, the present field-theoretical formalism opens
up promising avenues to advance studies on the dynamical heterogeneity in terms of the correlation function of TCF
fluctuations (i.e., the so-called four-point correlation function [7-10]) as well as the FEL that includes fluctuations
around a metastable state.
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Abbreviations
Acronym Definition
FEL free energy landscape
DFT density functional theory
MCT mode coupling theory
HNC approximation hypernetted-chain approximation
RHNC replicated hypernetted-chain
FP potential Franz-Parisi potential
DCF direct correlation function
TCF total correlation function
rhs right-hand side
MSA mean spherical approximation
RPA random phase approximation

[1] Cavagna, A. Supercooled liquids for pedestrians. Phys. Rep. 2009, 476, 51-124.

[2] Berthier, L.; Biroli, G. Theoretical perspective on the glass transition and amorphous materials. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2011,
83, 587-645.

[3] Hunter, G.L.; Weeks, E.R. The physics of the colloidal glass transition. Rep. Prog. Phys. 2012, 75, 066501.

[4] Biroli, G.; Garrahan, J.P. Perspective: The glass transition. J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138, 12A301.

[5] Arceri, F.; Landes, F.P.; Berthier, L.; Biroli, G. Glasses and aging: A statistical mechanics perspective. In Statistical and
Nonlinear Physics; Chakraborty, B., Ed.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2022; pp. 229-296.

[6] Berthier, L.; Reichman, D.R. Modern computational studies of the glass transition. Nat. Rev. Phys. 2023, 5, 102-116.

[7] Berthier, L.; Biroli, G.; Bouchaud, J.P.; Kob, W.; Miyazaki, K.; Reichman, D.R. Spontaneous and induced dynamic
fluctuations in glass formers. I. General results and dependence on ensemble and dynamics. J. Chem. Phys. 2007, 126,
184503.

[8] Berthier, L.; Biroli, G.; Bouchaud, J.P.; Kob, W.; Miyazaki, K.; Reichman, D.R. Spontaneous and induced dynamic
correlations in glass formers. II. Model calculations and comparison to numerical simulations. J. Chem. Phys. 2007, 126,
184504.

[9] Laudicina, C.C.; Luo, C.; Miyazaki, K.; Janssen, L.M. Dynamical susceptibilities near ideal glass transitions. Phys. Rev.
E 2022, 106, 064136.

[10] Biroli, G.; Charbonneau, P.; Folena, G.; Hu, Y.; Zamponi, F. Local dynamical heterogeneity in simple glass formers. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 2022, 128, 175501.

[11] Biroli, G.; Miyazaki, K.; Reichman, D.R. Dynamical heterogeneity in glass-forming liquids. In Spin Glass Theory and Far
Beyond: Replica Symmetry Breaking after 40 Years; Marinari, E., Mézard, M., Parisi, G., Ricci-Tersenghi, F., Sicuro, G.,
Zamponi, F., Eds.; World Scientific: Singapore, 2023; pp. 187—201.

[12] Bhattacharyya, S.M.; Bagchi, B.; Wolynes, P.G. Facilitation, complexity growth, mode coupling, and activated dynamics
in supercooled liquids. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2008, 105, 16077-16082.

[13] Chandler, D.; Garrahan, J.P. Dynamics on the way to forming glass: Bubbles in space-time. Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem.
2010, 61, 191-217.

[14] Ozawa, M.; Biroli, G. Elasticity, Facilitation, and Dynamic Heterogeneity in Glass-Forming Liquids. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2023,
150, 138201.

[15] Das, S.P. Mode-coupling theory and the glass transition in supercooled liquids. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2004, 76, 785-851.

[16] Janssen, L.M. Mode-coupling theory of the glass transition: A primer. Front. Phys. 2018, 6, 97.

[17] Lubchenko, V.; Wolynes, P.G. Theory of structural glasses and supercooled liquids. Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 2007, 58,
235-266.

[18] Parisi, G.; Zamponi, F. Mean-field theory of hard sphere glasses and jamming. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2010, 82, 789-845.

[19] Kirkpatrick, T.R.; Thirumalai, D. Colloquium: Random first order transition theory concepts in biology and Physics. Rev.
Mod. Phys. 2015, 87, 183-209.

[20] Biroli, G.; Bouchaud, J.P. The RFOT Theory of Glasses: Recent Progress and Open Issues. C. R. Phys. 2023, 24, 1-15.

[21] Bouchaud, J.P.; Biroli, G. On the Adam-Gibbs-Kirkpatrick-Thirumalai-Wolynes scenario for the viscosity increase in
glasses. J. Chem. Phys. 2004, 121, 7347-7354.

[22] Berthier, L.; Tarjus, G. Testing “microscopic” theories of glass-forming liquids. Eur. Phys. J. E Soft Matter 2011, 34,
1-10.

[23] Banerjee, A.; Sengupta, S.; Sastry, S.; Bhattacharyya, S.M. Role of structure and entropy in determining differences in
dynamics for glass formers with different interaction potentials. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2014, 113, 225701.



17

[24] Banerjee, A.; Nandi, M.K.; Sastry, S.; Bhattacharyya, S.M. Effect of total and pair configurational entropy in determining
dynamics of supercooled liquids over a range of densities. J.Chem. Phys. 2016, 145, 034502.

[25] Landes, F.P.; Biroli, G.; Dauchot, O.; Liu, A.J.; Reichman, D.R. Attractive versus truncated repulsive supercooled liquids:
The dynamics is encoded in the pair correlation function. Phys. Rev. E 2020, 101, 010602.

[26] Nandi, M.K.; Bhattacharyya, S.M. Microscopic theory of softness in supercooled liquids. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2021, 126,
208001.

[27] Singh, A.; Singh, Y. How attractive and repulsive interactions affect structure ordering and dynamics of glass-forming
liquids. Phys. Rev. E 2021, 103, 052105.

[28] Sharma, M.; Nandi, M.K.; Bhattacharyya, S.M. A comparative study of the correlation between the structure and the
dynamics for systems interacting via attractive and repulsive potentials. J. Chem. Phys. 2023, 159, 104502.

[29] Kirkpatrick, T.R.; Wolynes, P.G. Connections between some kinetic and equilibrium theories of the glass transition. Phys.
Rev. A 1987, 35, 3072-3080.

[30] Monasson, R. Structural glass transition and the entropy of the metastable states. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1995, 75, 2847-2850.

[31] Mézard, M.; Parisi, G. Thermodynamics of glasses: A first principles computation. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 1999 11,
A157.

[32] Mangeat, M.; Zamponi, F. Quantitative approximation schemes for glasses. Phys. Rev. FE 2016, 93, 012609.

[33] Mézard, M.; Parisi, G. A tentative replica study of the glass transition. J. Phys. A Math. Gen. 1996, 29, 6515-6524.

[34] Ikeda, A.; Miyazaki, K. Mode-coupling theory as a mean-field description of the glass transition. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2010,
104, 255704.

[35] Franz, S.; Jacquin, H.; Parisi, G.; Urbani, P.; Zamponi, F. Quantitative field theory of the glass transition. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 18725-18730.

[36] Franz, S.; Jacquin, H.; Parisi, G.; Urbani, P.; Zamponi, F. Static replica approach to critical correlations in glassy systems.
J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138, 12A540.

[37] Jaquin, H.; Zamponi, F. Systematic expansion in the order parameter for replica theory of the dynamical glass transition.
J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138, 12A542.

[38] Biroli, G.; Cammarota, C.; Tarjus, G.; Tarzia, M. Random field Ising-like effective theory of the glass transition. II.
Finite-dimensional models. Phys. Rev. B 2018 98, 174206.

[39] Singh, Y.; Stoessel, J.P.; Wolynes, P.G. Hard-sphere glass and the density-functional theory of aperiodic crystals. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 1985, 54, 1059-1062.

[40] Dasgupta, C. Glass transition in the density functional theory of freezing. Europhys. Lett. 1992, 20, 131-136.

[41] Xia, X.; Wolynes, P. G. Fragilities of liquids predicted from the random first order transition theory of glasses. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 2000, 97, 2990-2994.

[42] Kaur, C.; Das, S.P. Heterogeneities in supercooled liquids: A density-functional study. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2001, 86, 2062—
2065.

[43] Kaur, C.; Das, S.P. Metastable structures with modified weighted density-functional theory. Phys. Rev. E 2002, 65, 026123.

[44] Kim, K.; Munakata, T. Glass transition of hard sphere systems: Molecular dynamics and density functional theory. Phys.
Rev. E 2003, 68, 021502.

[45] Chaudhuri, P.; Karmakar, S.; Dasgupta, C.; Krishnamurthy, H.R.; Sood, A.K. Equilibrium glassy phase in a polydisperse
hard-sphere system. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2005, 95, 248301.

[46] Chaudhuri, P.; Karmakar, S.; Dasgupta, C. Signatures of dynamical heterogeneity in the structure of glassy free-energy
minima. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100, 125701.

[47] Singh, S.L.; Bharadwaj, A.S.; Singh, Y. Free-energy functional for freezing transitions: Hard-sphere systems freezing into
crystalline and amorphous structures. Phys. Rev. £ 2011, 83, 051506.

[48] Lubchenko, V. Theory of the structural glass transition: A pedagogical review. Adv. Phys. 2015 6/ 283-443.

[49] Odagaki, T. Non-equilibrium statistical mechanics based on the free energy landscape and its application to glassy systems.
J. Phys. Soc. Japan 2017 86, 082001.

[50] Mondal, A.; Premkumar, L.; Das, S.P. Dependence of the configurational entropy on amorphous structures of a hard-sphere
fluid. Phys. Rev. E 2017, 96, 012124.

[61] Mondal, A.; Das, S.P. A classical density functional theory model for fragility in the hard-sphere limit. Prog. Theor. Phys.
2020, 2020, 073102.

[62] Leishangthem, P.; Ahmad, F.; Das, S.P. Localization, disorder, and entropy in a coarse-grained Model of the amorphous
solid. Entropy 2021, 23, 1171.

[63] Kirkpatrick, T.R.; Thirumalai, D. Random solutions from a regular density functional hamiltonian: A static and dynamical
theory for the structural glass transition. J. Phys. A Math. Gen. 1989, 22, 1.149.

[64] Lafuente, L.; Cuesta, J.A. First-principles derivation of density-functional formalism for quenched-annealed systems. Phys.
Rev. E 2006, 74, 041502.

[65] Dzero, M.; Schmalian, J.; Wolynes, P.G. Replica theory for fluctuations of the activation barriers in glassy systems. Phys.
Rev. B 2009, 80, 024204.

[66] Vardhan, P.; Das, S.P. Configurational entropy from a replica approach: A density-functional model. Phys. Rev. E 2022,
105, 024110.

[67] Vardhan, P.; Das, S.P. Complexity calculation for an amorphous metastable solid. J. Non-Cryst. 2022, 597, 121744.

[68] Evans, R. The nature of the liquid-vapour interface and other topics in the statistical mechanics of non-uniform, classical
fluids. Adv. Phys. 1979, 28, 143-200.

[59] Singh, Y. Density-functional theory of freezing and properties of the ordered phase. Phys. Rep. 1991, 207, 351-444.



18

[60] Lowen, H. Melting, freezing and colloidal suspensions. Phys. Rep. 1994, 237, 249-324.

[61] Ramakrishnan, T.V.; Yussouff, M. First-principles order-parameter theory of freezing. Phys. Rev. B 1979, 19, 2775.

[62] Hansen, J.-P.; McDonald, I.R. Theory of Simple Liquids, 3rd ed.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2006.

[63] Bomont, J.M. Recent advances in the field of integral equation theories: Bridge functions and applications to classical
fluids. Adv. Chem. Phys. 2008, 139, 1-84.

[64] Morita, T.; Hiroike, K. A new approach to the theory of classical fluids. III: General treatment of classical systems. Prog.
Theor. Phys. 1961, 25, 537-578.

[65] Franz, S.; Parisi, G. Phase diagram of coupled glassy systems: A mean-field study. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1997, 79, 2486—2489.

[66] Franz, S.; Parisi, G. Effective potential in glassy systems: Theory and simulations. Phys. A Stat. Mech. 1998, 261, 317-339.

[67] Cardenas, M.; Franz, S.; Parisi, G. Constrained Boltzmann-Gibbs measures and effective potential for glasses in hypernetted
chain approximation and numerical simulations. J. Chem. Phys. 1999, 110 1726-1734.

[68] Berthier, L. Overlap fluctuations in glass-forming liquids. Phys. Rev. E 2013, 88, 022313.

[69] Charbonneau, P.; Kurchan, J.; Parisi, G.; Urbani, P.; Zamponi, F. Glass and jamming transitions: From exact results to
finite-dimensional descriptions. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 2017, 8, 265-288.

[70] Bomont, J.M.; Pastore, G.; Hansen, J.P. Coexistence of low and high overlap phases in a supercooled liquid: An integral
equation investigation. J.Chem. Phys. 2019, 146, 114504.

[71] Guiselin, B.; Tarjus, G.; Berthier, L. On the overlap between configurations in glassy liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 2020, 153,
224502.

[72] Berthier, L. Self-induced heterogeneity in deeply supercooled liquids. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2021, 127, 088002.

[73] Guiselin, B.; Berthier, L.; Tarjus, G. Statistical mechanics of coupled supercooled liquids in finite dimensions. SciPost
Phys. 2022, 12, 091.

[74] Guiselin, B.; Tarjus, G.; Berthier, L. Static self-induced heterogeneity in glass-forming liquids: Overlap as a microscope.
J. Chem. Phys. 2022, 156, 194503.

[75] Folena, G.; Biroli, G.; Charbonneau, P.; Hu, Y.; Zamponi, F. Equilibrium fluctuations in mean-field disordered models.
Phys. Rev. E 2022, 106, 024605.

[76] Zhou, S.; Ruckenstein, E. High-order direct correlation functions of uniform fluids and their application to the high-order
perturbative density functional theory. Phys. Rev. E 2000, 61, 2704.

[77] Choudhury, N.; Patra, C.N.; Ghosh, S.K. A new perturbative weighted density functional theory for an inhomogeneous
hard-sphere fluid mixture. J. Phys. Condens. 2002, 14, 11955.

[78] Zhou, S.; Jamnik, A. Further test of third order + second-order perturbation DFT approach: Hard core repulsive yukawa
fluid subjected to diverse external fields. J. Phys. Chem. B 2006, 110, 6924-6932.

[79] Negele, J.W.; Orland, H. Quantum Many-Particle Systems; Pines, D., Ed.; Taylor & Francis: Reading, MA, USA, 1998.

[80] Fredrickson, G.H.; Ganesan, V.; Drolet, F. Field-theoretic computer simulation methods for polymers and complex fluids.
Macromolecules 2002, 35, 16—-39.

[81] Delaney, K.T.; Fredrickson, G.H. Recent developments in fully fluctuating field-theoretic simulations of polymer melts and
solutions. J. Phys. Chem. B 2016, 120, 7615-7634.

[82] Matsen, M.W. Self-consistent field theory and its applications. In Soft Matter 1; Gompper, G., Schick, M., Eds.; Wiley-
VCH: Weinheim, Germany, 2006; Volume 1, pp. 87-178.

[83] Parisi, G. Euclidean random matrices: Solved and open problems. In Application of Random Matrices in Physics, NATO
Science Series 1I: Mathematics, Physics and Chemistry 221; Brézin, E., Kazakov, V., Serban, D., Wiegmann, P., Zabrodin
A., Eds.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2006; pp. 219-260.

[84] Frusawa, H.; Hayakawa, R. Field theoretical representation of the Hohenberg-Kohn free energy for fluids. Phys. Rev. E
1999, 60, R5048.

[85] Frusawa, H. Free-energy functional of instantaneous correlation field in liquids: Field-theoretic derivation of the closures.
Phys. Rev. E 2020, 102, 012117.

[86] Frusawa, H. Self-consistent field theory of density correlations in classical fluids. Phys. Rev. E 2018, 98, 052130.

[87] Woo, H. J.; Song, X. Functional integral formulations for classical fluids. J. Chem. Phys.. 2001, 11/, 5637-5641.

[88] Patsahan, O.; Mryglod, I. The method of collective variables: A link with the density functional theory. Condens. Matter
Phys. 2012, 15, 24001.

[89] Frusawa, H.; Hayakawa, R. On the controversy over the stochastic density functional equations. J. Phys. A Math. Gen.
2000, 33, L155.

[90] Archer, A.J.; Rauscher, M. Dynamical density functional theory for interacting Brownian particles: Stochastic or deter-
ministic? J. Phys. A Math. Gen. 2004, 37, 9325.

[91] te Vrugt, M.; Lowen, H.; Wittkowski, R. Classical dynamical density functional theory: From fundamentals to applications.
Adv. Phys. 2020, 69, 121-247.

[92] Frusawa, H. Bridging the gap between correlation entropy functionals in the mean spherical and the hypernetted chain
approximations: A field theoretic description. J. Phys. A Math. Theor. 2018, 52, 015003.

[93] Baumchen, O.; McGraw, J.D.; Forrest, J.A.; Dalnoki-Veress, K. Reduced glass transition temperatures in thin polymer
films: Surface effect or artifact? Phys. Rev. Lett. 2012, 109, 055701.

[94] Napolitano, S.; Glynos, E.; Tito, N. B. Glass transition of polymers in bulk, confined geometries, and near interfaces. Rep.
Prog. Phys. 2017, 80, 036602.

[95] Frusawa, H. Non-hyperuniform metastable states around a disordered hyperuniform state of densely packed spheres:
Stochastic density functional theory at strong coupling. Soft Matter 2021, 17, 8810-8831.



19

Supplemental Material

Appendix A: Proof of Result 1: Derivation of Equation (23] Using the Replica Trick

Equation (22) provides

(m) _
oSty = _i {m{Tfl e—ﬂUmm(ﬁl)—(m—l)ﬂN*W(G,ﬁl)H
om om
Ty e*ﬁUinm(fn)ﬂN*W(G p1)e(m— LBN*W (G.p1) (A1)
B Tr; e—BUintra(P1)—(m—1)BN*W (G.p1)
Hence, we verify Equation (23] through the following derivation:

BN*W(G) = li pos
T om
- ’I‘I’l e_ﬂUintra(ﬁl)ﬁN*W(é7 ﬁl)
- Trl e*ﬁUintra(ﬁl)
= Try Peq(p1)BN"W (G, 1)
= BN"W(G), (A2)

where the probability Peq(p1) is defined by Equation (I9). The last line of Equation (A2)) equals the rhs of the
definition (Ig]).

Appendix B: Strong-Coupling Perturbation Theory: General Formalism

This appendix provides a general formalism of field theory for strongly-coupled glassy systems with the help of a
variational approach.

1. Bare Interactions Mimicked by DCF': the Gibbs-Bogoliubov Inequality Approach

We first consider the grand potential e o = Ty e—BU (' ,P) for the bare interaction potential matrix v’ that
is adjusted to satisfy Equation (26) without the constraint A, (G, p) by adding an inter-replica potential v(7) to
the original potential matrix v where v(r) = 0. We explore an optimized interaction potential to mimic the bare
interactions represented by v’(r), using the Gibbs-Bogoliubov inequality for the lower bound [62, 192]:

5(1)(’") > B 4 ZZ // drdr'Gap(r, ") {Bvap(r — ') — Bwap(r — 7')}. (B1)
a=1b=1

Maximizing the rhs of Equation (BI)) with respect to we(r), we have
Bwap(r) = —cap(r), (B2)

in the Gaussian approximation, as shown in Appendix [B4]using the density functional integral representation of <I>(

see Equation (B33) for the equivalence between various expressions of i . Accordingly, the grand potential @,
can be approximated by

(m )

m

,BCDEI’/”) ~ ,BCD(";) re + Z Z // drdr’ py(r)py (7")gan(r — ') { Bvas(r — v') + cap(r — 7') } . (B3)

a=1b=1

Equation (B3)) reads

—,3<I>(m) _ TrefﬁU(kaTc,”p\)f :ln: b 13 ffdrdr pa(r)pb(r Ygab(r—7' {ﬁvab r—7')+cap(r—r )}, (B4)



20
. .. ops —Btb(m) —BU(—kpTec,p) . ~
using the original definition of e —+pTe = Tre 5LeP) For later convenience, we express U(—kgTc, p) as

BU(~kpTec,p) = —{01 0) + (m —1)c(0)}
~ 5 [[ drar' ()~ 8y etr - ) {Br) - 801} (85)
by introducing a self-energy operator,

| Budot(r)
o(r) == : : (B6)
2 ()
6ma60 Pm (’l")
where 6,,90 (1 < n < m) represents the operator for an intra-replica interaction potential at zero separation. The

inhomogeneous Ornstein-Zernike equations given by Equations ([29)-(BI]) are obtained from the set of maximum
conditions on the variational interaction potential we(r) as follows:

spU 1, ..
Sw b = §pa(r)pb (’l"l)gab(’l"), (B7)

web=—kBTcap

similar to the relation used in the second Legendre transform (see Appendix [B4l for details).

2. Evaluation Method of the Grand Potential Difference Due to the Constraint in Equation (20])

Combining Equations @0) and (BI), the grand potential difference QU7 (G) — &\ caused by the constraint
[, Au(G, p) can be written as

U(—kpTe,
o= Bl (G sl _ Tre= PVt Ten T, Au(G, <1_[A G p> ' (B8)

Tr e BU(— kBTcp

Functional-integral representation of the constraint ]/, A (G, p) in Equation Q) is

HA (G, p)
-/ Duexplz [[ arar'i {siwor )g(r—r')—ﬁlm(r)w(r’)}ua(r—r’)], (59)

where [["", [ Dv, = [D'v and v = (va,- -+ ,vy,)T. It follows from Equations (BS) and (BJ) that

eP (@+pe / D'y et [ drdr’ i i (2)p* (¢ ) (r—r" Y (v r>< S JJ‘drdr'iﬁN><r>ﬁgN><r’>va<rfr’>> . (B10)

Cc

We evaluate the average (O), on the rhs of Equation (BI10) by developing the strong-coupling perturbation theory.

To this end, we introduce the auxiliary ¢-field to have the functional-integral representation of e~ #U(=k5Te.p) zg
follows [79-88]:

o—BU(=kpTe,p) /Dpe BU(— kBTcp)HH6|:pb (r)

b=1{r}

_ / D Dp e FU(-kaTep)+] drid(r)-(p(r)—p(r)

_ /\i/ / Dep e PHo(ep)t [ drig(r)p(r) (B11)
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where ¢ = (¢1, ,¢m)", [, [ Dds = [ D, the Gaussian integration over the p-field yields the normalization
factor N, written as

N, = /Dq{)e% If drdr’ ™ (r)e " (r=r") (') (B12)
and
(e, ) = £ {e1(0) + (m — 1)c(0)}
— %// drdr' ¢t (r)e H(r —ro(r') + /dri¢(r) . 3(7‘) (B13)
Without particles (i.e., p = 0), we have
o~ PU(—knTe,p=0) _ AL/ / Dpe—PHoled) _ 1 (B14)

consistent with the trivial result U(—kpgTec, p = 0) = 0 in Equation (BII) (see also Appendix [BF]).
Meanwhile, the configurational integral represented by Tr provides the perturbative contribution, H; (v, ¢), given
by

e BHL®) — Ty o dri b(r)B(r) =i, [ drdr i3 (1)) (7 va(r =) (B15)
Defining the functional,
e BFW) — j\i//D(ﬁe*ﬁ’HO(C@)*ﬁHl(V@), (B16)

it follows from Equations (B8] and (BII)) that

o~ BFW=0) _ ,~B) _ . ,~BU(~kpTe,p) (B17)

Combining Equations (BI1)-(BI7), we see that the average on the rhs of Equation (BIQ) simply reads

¢~ BF W) +BF(1=0)

<e* s ([ drde’ i 50 (1)) () ua(r—r’)> _ (B18)

(&)

Equations (BI5)-(BIS) indicate that the remaining task is to properly evaluate the perturbative contribution H; (v, ¢)
in Equation (BI6) at strong coupling.

3. Strong-Coupling Expansion

Equation ([24) implies that

Caa2(0) N*

ePr— _
[ dresim: T area(r—ro; ()

~7, (B19)

considering the finite range of the DCF. It follows from Equation (BI9) that the fugacity e®* becomes

Br P
et~ — B20
o (B20)

by introducing the coupling parameter 7, defined as follows:

__ Caa (0)

Vo =e (B21)
orﬂylzefclT(m fora:land*y:efcg_o) for a > 2.

The relation (B20) clarifies that the fugacity expansion method is validated at strong coupling, or in the glassy
state. In what follows, we set v = ~, for brevity considering that the glassy state is located in the strong-coupling
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regime of v1, v > 1 because of —c1(0), —c(0) > 1 at freezing [95]. The strong-coupling perturbation theory is based
on the use of the following expansion:

v s 23 fans (2) ( z//dmdwzz//dmdm)m[a}. ®22)

a(>b) b=1
Substituting Equation (B22)) into Equation (BIH), we obtain
—BHi(v,¢) =In {Tref dr i @ (r)-Br) S Jf drdr’ i 50 (r)pY (,,/),,a(,._m}

~ ln{l + gbﬁ(q&) + <§>2u2(¢)}

~ §u1(¢> + @)2 {U2(¢) - %u%w)} : (B23)
where

Z/dT L ef drida(m)p 1)(7' .
Z // dra 1d7’a 2 ef driga(r)p 2)(,,.
T Z Z//d’!‘a 1drb 1 efd"‘ui?a(r { W () + )(r }

a(>b) b=2

T Z// drgadry e {1012 ) +i0a (A (1) = I drar’ i3 (r)5! Hrralr=r) (B25)
Rearranging the terms in Equations (B24) and (B2H), we have
1 G 91 Y (r)+i Ld (r
Un() — SUR(9) = Z//dm,ldra,lefd (i a0 rp O} (B26)
a=2

using the Mayer f-function:
f(ivg) = e"alria—ran) _q (B27)
It is found from Equations (B23) and (B26) that Equation (BIG) is approximated by

o BFW) _ —/Dq& () {1+ ( )Qi//drdr/ewﬁl(r +z¢a(r)f(w )} (B28)

where
huc(6) = BHa(e.6) — L (). (B29)
Equations (BIT), (B217) and (B28)) imply that
B re _ o~ BF(w=0) / Dep e~ FHnt(9) (B30)

because of f(iv, = 0) = 0. Combining Equations (B28) and (B3{), we obtain the following approximate result at
strong coupling;:

ANRS Jdr {igr(mpsD () +iga (M (1) }
BF)—BFv=0)=— (;) Z// dry1drg 1 <e e 2 \"fa > flivy), (B31)
a=2 @

where the subscript ¢ denotes the averaging procedure as follows:

[DgO e~ PHmi(P)
<O>¢ = fD(be*ﬁHmf((ﬁ) ’

(B32)

Equation (B3] is a representative result of the strong-coupling perturbation theory developed in this section.
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4. Verifying Equation (B2)) in the Gaussian Approximation

To evaluate density-density correlations, it is straightforward to use the density functional integral representation
of ®{J"(G) expressed as [848g]

o BEUY(G) _ oy o~ BU(w,p)

- / Dpre e [T [ov(r) = 2 ()]

b=1{r}
- /Dp e~ PFmi(w.p) (B33)
using the density functional Fy¢(w, p) defined by Equation ([@9). Equation (B33) leads to
solY 1
L louPnr), (B31)

for the left-hand side of Equation (BT). The subscript p in Equation (B34) represents the following average:

f Dp O e_Bme(w7p)
p R RIE)

(0) (B35)

It is also noted that the saddle-point equation 6 Fi¢/dpa|p=p: = 0 in Equation (B33) provides

pi(r) = Pt o {— > / dr' Bwas(r —1')p} <r’>} , (B36)
b=1

which matches Equation (24]) when Equation (B2) is verified.
Let n = p — p* be a fluctuating density vector. In the saddle-point approximation, the mean density-density
correlation appearing in the rhs of Equation (B34]) reads

(pa(r)ps(r')), = po ()P (r") + (na(r)ns(r’)),, - (B37)

The correlation function Nep(r—7") = (nq(r)ny(r’)),, in Equation (B37) corresponds to the matrix element of density-
density correlation matrix IN = <nnT>p. If the equality (B7) holds, Equations (B34) and (B3T) imply that Ny (r—1')
is related to the TCF hap(r) = gap(r) — 1 as

Nap(r = 1') = pa(r)dasd(r —7') + pi(r) o5 (r) hav (r — 7). (B38)

Meanwhile, the matrix element N_,'(r — ') of the inverse matrix N~ is given by

_ dapd(r — ')
NN — 1) = Bwa(r — ') + 20—t B39
b ( ) ( ) p:; (’l") ( )
when considering Gaussian fluctuations of n(r).
The inverse matrix N~ (r — r”) satisfies [dr” N~ Y(r —r")N(r> — ') = 6(r — /)1, or
Z / dr”' N,H(r — 1" )Npe(r” — 1) = 8ac0(r — 17'). (B40)
b=1

Substituting Equations (B38) and (B39)) into Equation (B40)), the left-hand side of Equation (B4Q) is reduced to

Z / dr” {ﬂwab(r _ ,,,n) + 5ab5’§:(;) r”) } pz (T7,)5b65(,’,77 _ ,,,/)
b=1 a

+ ;/dr” {ﬂUJab(’l" — ,,,7,) + %} pZ(,,m)pz(r/)hbc(r,, _ ’I‘/)

= pi(r)Bwae(r — 7)) + dacd(r —7') + Z / dr” pp (r7) pl (") Bwap(r — 77 Y hpe(P7 — ') + pE (P ) hae(r — 7').  (B41)
b=1
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It follows from Equations (B40) and (B41]) that
Rae(r — ') = = Bwae(r — Z / dr” o (7)) Bwap (1 — 77 ) hpe(r” — 77, (B42)

which becomes the inhomogeneous Ornstein-Zernike Equation (29) when Equation (B2]) holds. Namely, combination
of the maximum condition (B7)) with the inhomogeneous Ornstein-Zernike Equation (29) verifies Equation (B2).

5. Derivation of Equation (B14)

Let us rearrange Ho(c, @) in Equation (BI3) by completing the square. To this end, we define an imaginary
potential vector,

Ce(r) = i/dr’c(r —r)é(r"), (B43)
with which Equation (BI3)) is transformed into
SHale,9) =~ 5 [ [ drar’ {87 (r) = CE)} e =) {07) = G (B4
noting that
5 [[ ardr ¢t et - w6 = § {a0) + (m - De(0) (B15)

It is found from Equation (B44) that
[ poemoeo — ., (B46)

which is equivalent to Equation (BI4).

Appendix C: Derivation of Equation (5II)

The key functional Hpe(@) in the ¢—functional integral of Equation (B28) consists of two terms as seen from
Equation (B29). The first contribution Ho(c, @) to Hme(@) at the saddle-point path ¢ = ith* is written as

BHo(e,ip™) — l {cl(O) + (m—1)c(0)}
=5 [ [ drarvr@te e =gt ) - [are )3
=5 [[ v @)etr e - [ ar ) 5ir)

m

> [ar 2e1) 0) 4 2 4ea(0) + (m — 1e(0))

a=1

= % // drdr’p*(T)Tc(r - r’)p*('r/) _ i {Cl (O) + (m — 1)0(0)} + ;/dr %(T) (O)

pa(r) 1
- ;/dr TC(O) + 3 {c1(0) + (m — 1)c(0)}
= % // d’r‘dr’p*(r)Tc(’r‘ — r’)p*(r’) _ % {01(0) + (m — 1)@(0)}7 (Cl)
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where use has been made of the relation, p¥(r) = e##~%a(") Hence, Equation ([B29) leads to
Huni(i95°) = BHo (e, i) = 226 (i9)")

1 m
=3 // drdr' p*(r)Te(r — ) p*(r') — ;/dr pu(r)
= ﬂme(—kBTC, p*) (02)
Thus, we verify the equality in Equation (5I)) from Equations (CIl) and (C2)) in detail.
Appendix D: Derivation of Equation (53]

We can demonstrate that the inhomogeneous Ornstein-Zernike Equation (29)) is equivalent to Equation (G3)). First,
Equation (29) becomes

> [ et r =t <)

b=1

= Z / dr” { Cop (P — 1)) ee (P — 1) + Z / du pl(u)cy (1 — 1) epa(r” — w))hae(u — 7")}
b=1 d=1

= Sacd(r — ') + Z / du ply(w)dead(r — u))hae(u — 7')
= 6acd(r — ') + pi (P hac(r — ). (D1)

Furthermore, both the left-hand side and the rhs in the last line of Equation (DIJ) are transformed into

Z Z // dr’dr’ ¢ (r — ") hpe(r” — 7} (r' — u)

b=1 c=1
= Z/dr” e (1 —17)8pad (r" — )
b=1
=c (r—u) (D2)

and

> / dr’ {8acd(r — " )h ] (r' — w) + pi(r)hae(r — )b} (7' — u)}
c=1
= hog (7 —u) + p}(r)0aad(r — w), (D3)

respectively. Thus, we have proved that the inhomogeneous Ornstein-Zernike Equation (29) reads Equation (G3)).

Appendix E: Derivation of Equation ([60)

We consider m replicas that have two particles in total: there is one particle, respectively, in replica 1 and replica a,
and no particle exists in the other replicas. Let p(1)(r) = (pﬁ (r),0,---,0, pl(ll)z(r), 0,---) be the one-particle density
vector in this system. We need to rearrange the sum of 3Ho(h, ) and a one-particle energy —i [ dr @(r) - p(1y(r) for
the p—averaging in Equation (@0). For later convenience, we introduce a fluctuating potential that shifts to

ec(r) = o(r) + i (r) — Cu(r) (E1)

using a reference potential,

Gr) =i [[ar'h(r — )50, (), (E2)



in addition to
Ch(r) = /dr h(r —r")&(r"),

similar to Equation (B43).
We note that

1 ~

= [ [ drarcion e - 6 = 5 [ angh e - s - )

and that
1

5 [ drdr ¢E@R = )6 = 5 1(0) + (m - DRO)},

similar to Equation (B48). Completing the square, we have
. ~ 1 _
SHalho) ~i [ drep(r)- pPr) =~ [ [ drar'elmh o~ r)ecr) + 57e.

where

_1 ! Ty -1 / ’ /

FHe =5 [ [ drdr’{Ci(r) = Cu(r)} " ™" (r =) {Ci(r) = Cu(r')}
——//mﬂr@ -G

=— // drdr p(l) r)h(r —7")py(r') — ﬁ(Tl)(r)h(r —7r)d(r — r’)}

- // drdr' 5 (r)pe) (Mh(r = 1') = =h(ri1 = 7a,),
thus verifying the result in Equation (GOI).

Appendix F: Verifying the First Term on the rhs of Equation (38])

The Ornstein-Zernike Equation (BI) at m = 1 yields approximately
c(ro — ") =h(ro — ')

_ /dT” {p*(r”)ﬁ(ro — (P — ')+ p"(r")e(ro — 7‘”)%(7‘” — 7")} + O[ﬁQ].

Substituting Equation (IE]) into Equation (35), the logarithmic contribution £(k) in Equation (B) becomes

// drodr’ p*(ro)p* (v )e(ro — r')h(ro — 7)
=1ﬁwmp(WWWm—m
// drodr’dr” p*(ro)p* (v )p* (¥ h(ro — v )h(r” — v Vh(ro — ')

1 /
2
- ; /// drodr’dr” p*(ro)p™ ()" (r")e(ro — 7" )h(r” — v )h(ro — ') + O[R®].
The derivative with respect to ?L(r) gives
SL(R)
Sh(r)

~ // drodr’ p*(ro)p™ (¥ Yh(ro — v')6(ro — ' — 1)

- %/// drodr'dr” p™ (ro)p™ (") p" (77)

% [{%(7‘0 — 7 h(r' —77)3(ro — 17 — 1) + h(ro — 7 )h(r” —)d(ro — 7 — T)}

+ {c(ro — (" —1r)s(ro — ' — 1) + c(r” = ro)h(ro — v )S(r" — ' — 'r)}] ,
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noting that ¢(—r) = ¢(r). The approximate relation (ET]) can be readily used by rewriting Equation (3] as

5E(E) _1 {/dro p*(ro)p™ (ro — r)Eos(h) + /drl pr(r + T)P*(T'/)Eéz(ﬁ)} )

Sh(r) 2
where
Eou(h)
=h(r) — /dr’ p* (" h(ro — v )h(r' —ro +7) — /dr” P (r)e(ro — P h(r” —ro +7)
and

= h(r) — /dr” P () h(r +r —r)h(r — 1) — /dro p (ro)e(r’ +r — ro)h(ro — r').

It is found from Equation (ET) that E,,(h) = E/ (k) ~ &(r), so that Equation (F4) becomes

igf; -2 { [ drap oy (ro ~ izt + [ ar ot + r)p*(r'>6<r>} .

Thus, we verify the first term on the rhs of Equation (36) by setting ro = r' + r in Equation (E7).

Appendix G: Derivation of Equation (44])

The result in Equation ([@4)) is derived as follows:
1 1 1

Mk = G S k—g 5@  Sk—q)

1 1
*{S%q) ‘1}{m_1}_1
= {7*ct(@) ~ 2e-(0)} {2k —a) ~ 20e.(k —a)} —1
= {p"c.(q)e.(k — Q)}2 +2p%c.(q)e.(k — q) {2 — Pe.(q) — pe.(k — q)} — 1

= {ﬁzc*(q)c*(k - q)}2 + 2520*((1)0*(’“ B q) {ﬁq) N ﬁ} o

where use has been made of the relation, S(q) = {1 — pe.(g)} ", in the last line.
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