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To investigate the cluster glass phase of ultrasoft particles, we examine an annealed two-replica
system endowed with an attractive inter-replica field similar to that of a binary symmetric elec-
trolyte. Leveraging this analogy, we conduct pole analysis on the total correlation functions in the
two-replica system where the inter-replica field will eventually be switched off. By synthesizing
discussions grounded in the pole analysis with a hierarchical view of the free-energy landscape, we
derive an analytical form of the mean overlap between two replicas within the mean field approx-
imation of the Gaussian core model. This formula elucidates novel numerical findings observed in
the cluster glass phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultrasoft particles that may overlap and deform offer a powerful model for understanding complex systems such
as polymers, dendrimers, and two-dimensional bosons [1–5]. The theoretical and simulation results on the soft-core
models have revealed new and surprising features, including clustering phenomena and reentrant phase behaviors
[1–23]. For example, the generalized exponential model (GEM) adopts an ultrasoft potential v(r) in units of kBT as
follows:

v(r) = ǫ̃ exp {−rs} , (1)

where interparticle distance r is measured in units of a characteristic length d, ǫ̃ corresponds to a dimensionless
interaction strength at zero separation, and the potential profile is characterized by a softness exponent s [6–23].
Especially for s > 2 of the GEM, or the so-called Q± class, the non-positive definiteness of the Fourier transform

v(k) of v(r) leads to the formation of equilibrium clusters in the liquid, crystalline, and glass phases, as confirmed
by theoretical and simulation studies [6–23]. Meanwhile, the complementary class (Q+ class) of the GEM for s ≤ 2
does not form clusters in equilibrium due to the positive definite Fourier transform (i.e., v(k) > 0) [6–23]. Recently,
however, the glass phase of the GEM at s = 2, or the Gaussian core model (GCM), has been investigated using
two copies of replicated systems (two-replica system), thereby demonstrating the occurrence of local aggregates or
out-of-equilibrium clusters in the glass phase [22, 23].
We are concerned with the cluster-forming glassy states of soft-core models, particularly the GEM of ultrasoft

particles interacting via v(r) irrespective of whether v(r) given by Equation (1) belongs to the Q± class (s > 2) or
the Q+ class (s ≤ 2).
The cluster-forming states tend to emerge at higher densities where the supercooled ultrasoft systems behave as

mean-field fluids [6–23]. Correspondingly, experimental and simulation studies on single-particle dynamics in the
cluster glasses have revealed the following hierarchical feature, other than the cage-hopping dynamic characteristic of
non-cluster-forming supercooled liquids: while the cooperative dynamics are ascribed to the freezing of clusters’ center
of mass, the single-particle dynamics include inter-cluster hopping and intra-cluster fluctuations [23–28]. The blurring
of cage-hopping dynamics in the high-density region is similar to that of the short-time dynamics in the marginal
glass phase [29–35]. While a stable glass has a plateau in the mean squared displacement (MSD) that decreases with
increasing density, a marginal glass exhibits a logarithmic growth of the MSD with lag time [29–35]. The former
represents the crossover from ballistic motion to caged behavior, whereas the latter indicates that particles leave small
cages to find themselves in slightly larger cages: cages themselves are ever-shifting [29–35].
For comparison, it is helpful to see the stable and marginal glasses in terms of the free-energy landscape (FEL)

[29–35]. On the one hand, the FEL in the stable glass state consists of many smooth basins separated by energy
barriers. The single-particle dynamics in the stable glass include rattling inside an arrested cage and cage-to-cage
hopping, which are interpreted as vibrational excitations around each basin and jumps between different basins,
respectively. The marginal glass, on the other hand, provides infinitesimally different metastable states, reflecting the
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hierarchical FEL where the basin splits into a fractal hierarchy of sub-basins [29–35]. As a result, even an infinitesimal
perturbation can trigger a transition between adjacent similar metastable states. The above dynamical similarity
between the cluster-forming and marginal glasses suggests that it is relevant to consider the hierarchical FEL [29–35]
when addressing the two-scale fluctuations in cluster-forming glasses.
Here, we develop a theoretical framework for the two-replica system without a quenched disorder, or the annealed

two-replica system [36–49], in the cluster-forming glassy states. Our focus is on the pole analysis [50–55] of density–
density correlation functions considering the hierarchical FEL. The previous results demonstrate the usefulness of
the pole analysis when investigating fluctuations separately by length scales. For example, the pole analysis method
applies to a fluid mixture with competing interactions that cause cluster formation, thereby detecting the change in
density–density correlation functions from monotonic to damped oscillatory decay [50–62]; the fluid mixture undergoes
continuous transitions to a state characterized by periodic concentration fluctuations (microphase separation). A
combined approach of the pole analysis and FEL would thus be relevant to investigate the annealed two-replica
system [43–49] in the cluster-forming glassy states where the cage-to-cage hopping is obscured [23–28].
This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we introduce mean overlap as an index by which to measure

similarity between two replicas and express it using total correlation functions (TCFs). In Section III, we conduct the
pole analysis of TCFs, providing novel results that generally apply to two-replica systems in glassy states. Section IV
demonstrates that the pole-analysis-based discussions allow us to determine the TCFs without solving the Ornstein–
Zernike (OZ) equations. In Section V, we consider the FEL in the cluster glass phase for revealing the underlying
physics of TCFs obtained from the pole-analysis-based discussions. In Section VI, we assess the validity of the pole-
analysis-based results, focusing on the GCM in the mean field approximation. Section VII makes some concluding
remarks.

II. TWO-REPLICA SYSTEM: BASIC FORMULATION

This section introduces mean overlap and TCF, characteristic quantities of the two-replica system [36–49]. First,
in Section IIA, we define the mean overlap using a density correlation function as an index by which to measure
the similarity between two replicas. Next, in Section II B, based on the analogy with symmetric binary electrolytes,
two replicas are characterized by the average density, the difference density (corresponding to the charge density in
electrolytes), and the associated TCFs that provide intra- and inter-replica ones. Finally, in Section II C, we present
the OZ equations for symmetric binary mixtures [45–49, 55], which allows us to express TCFs of average and difference
densities using the direct correlation functions (DCFs).

A. Mean Overlap

Let ρ̂α(x) =
∑N

i=1 δ
[
x− r

i
α

]
be a microscopic density in replica α ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} of the N -particle system with

the volume V when considering the ith-particle located at r
i
α (1 ≤ i ≤ N). The mean overlap Qαβ represents the

degree of similarity between configurations of replica α and replica β. We define Qαβ as

Qαβ =
d6

N

∫∫
dxdyΘ(l − r)

〈
Ĝαβ(r)

〉
, (2)

Ĝαβ(r) = ρ̂α(x) ρ̂β(y) (α 6= β), (3)

where r ≡ |x− y|, the Heaviside function Θ (l − r) is used to exclude the region of r > l, and the brackets denote the
statistical average over the realizations of particle configurations [36–49].
While the replica trick for structural glasses eventually takes the limit of either n → 0 or n → 1 for the number of

replicas [42], this paper is concerned with the mean overlap at n = 2. The two-replica overlap can also be an indicator
of glassy states by switching on and off the inter-replica attractive field, similar to the role of a magnetic field in
studying magnetization. Introducing an external field −ǫ̃12 conjugate to the mean overlap, Equation (2) allows us to
write the inter-replica attractive energy Uatt in units of kBT as

Uatt = −Nǫ̃12Q12 (4)

for the two-replica system. The attractive inter-replica field −ǫ̃12 plays different roles in the quenched and annealed
systems. While the quenched system in replica 1 is studied in the presence of a quenched disorder created by a
reference configuration of replica 2 drawn from the equilibrium distribution [36–42], the annealed system considers
configurations of two replicas fluctuating simultaneously [43–49]: −ǫ̃12 acts on one of the replicas and both replicas
in the quenched and annealed dynamics, respectively.
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In the annealed system [43–49], the two-replica system can simply be regarded as a binary symmetric electrolyte
[55]. This analogy allows us to predict that complexation between particles in replicas 1 and 2 occurs at sufficiently
low temperatures due to the inter-replica attraction energy −Nǫ̃12Q12. It has also been demonstrated that such
complexes remain stable in the glass phase even when ǫ̃12 is progressively lowered from the initial value to zero (i.e.,

ǫ̃12 → 0), providing a non-trivial value of Q12 that is larger than the random overlap Qr evaluated at
〈
Ĝαβ(r)

〉
= ρ2

using the uniform density ρ = N/V . It follows from Equation (2) that

Qr =
4π

3
φ (ld)3, (5)

φ = ρ d3, (6)

where φ denotes the volume fraction [6–23, 43–49].

B. Two Replicas as a Binary Mixture: Density–Density Correlations

In the annealed two-replica system, it is natural to introduce another set of coarse-grained density variables related
to the sum and difference, similar to a symmetric electrolyte [55]:

ρ̂+(r) =
1

2
{ρ̂1(r) + ρ̂2(r)} , (7)

ρ̂−(r) =
1

2
{ρ̂1(r)− ρ̂2(r)} , (8)

which will be called p-density and n-density, respectively, after the subscripts of positive and negative signs. As seen
from the above definitions, the mean p-density 〈ρ̂+(r)〉 corresponds to the average density of two replicas, whereas
the mean n-density 〈ρ̂−(r)〉 is a measure of local charge density in analogy with symmetric electrolytes. Accordingly,
the uniform distribution results in 〈ρ̂+(r)〉 = ρ and 〈ρ̂−(r)〉 = 0.
We investigate the binary cluster glasses in the limit of ǫ̃12 → 0 using the p-p and n-n TCFs. Given that

〈
Ĝαβ(r)

〉
= ρ2 {1 + hαβ(r)} (9)

for the TCF hαβ(r) between replica α and replica β, we have

〈
Ĝ++(r)

〉
= ρ2 {1 + h+(r)} , (10)

〈
Ĝ−−(r)

〉
= ρ2h−(r), (11)

respectively, where

Ĝ++(r) =
1

4

{
Ĝ11(r) + 2Ĝ12(r) + Ĝ22(r)

}
, (12)

Ĝ−−(r) =
1

4

{
Ĝ11(r) − 2Ĝ12(r) + Ĝ22(r)

}
, (13)

due to Equations (7) and (8), and the TCFs h+(r) and h−(r) are defined by Equations (10) and (11).

The symmetric system also allows us to introduce the intra- and inter-replica TCFs, h(r) and h̃(r), given by

h(r) = h11(r) = h22(r), (14)

h̃(r) = h12(r) = h21(r), (15)

respectively.
It follows from Equations (9)–(15) that

h(r) = h+(r) + h−(r), (16)

h̃(r) = h+(r) − h−(r). (17)



4

Equation (17) implies that the inter-replica TCF h̃(r) has a non-zero value when there is a difference between the
p-p and n-n correlations even without inter-replica attractive interactions (i.e., ǫ̃12 = 0). Plugging Equations (9) and
(15) into Equation (2), we have

Q12 = Qr + 4πφ

∫ l

0

dr r2h̃(r). (18)

The main purpose of this paper is to calculate the mean overlap Q12 using the inter-replica TCF h̃(r) in Equation
(18).

C. The Ornstein–Zernike Equations in Symmetric Binary Mixtures

The OZ equations in Fourier space relate the TCFs to the intra- and inter-replica DCFs denoted by c(k) and c̃(k),
respectively, as follows [45–49]:

h(k) = c(k) + ρ
{
c(k)h(k) + c̃(k)h̃(k)

}
, (19)

h̃(k) = c̃(k) + ρ
{
c(k)h̃(k) + c̃(k)h(k)

}
, (20)

which apply to the two-replica system at n = 2. Meanwhile, Equations (16) and (17) read

h+(k) =
1

2

{
h(k) + h̃(k)

}
, (21)

h−(k) =
1

2

{
h(k)− h̃(k)

}
. (22)

Substituting Equations (19) and (20) into the right-hand sides (RHSs) of Equations (21) and (22), we have

h+(k) =
1

2

{
c+(k)

1− ρc+(k)

}
, (23)

h−(k) =
1

2

{
c−(k)

1− ρc−(k)

}
, (24)

when defining that

c+(k) = c(k) + c̃(k), (25)

c−(k) = c(k)− c̃(k). (26)

We will conduct the pole analysis of Equations (23) and (24).

III. POLE ANALYSIS: GENERAL RESULTS

Conducting the pole analysis [50–55] of Equations (23) and (24), we can find novel results that generally apply to
two-replica systems in glassy states. In Section III A, we obtain the pole equations for glassy states, revealing new
findings of density fluctuations. In Section III B, we present requirements for the inter-replica TCF in real and Fourier
spaces, based on physical considerations.

A. Pole Equations

Considering that the real-space representation cσ(r) (σ = + or −) of the DCF decays faster than a power law for
finite-ranged or exponentially decaying interaction potentials, the TCF given by either Equation (23) or Equation
(24) have poles at complex wavenumbers, kσm = aσm + ibσm (m = 1, 2, · · · ) [50–55]. The integrated representation of
pole equations is

1− ρcσ(k
σ
m) = 1− ρ {c(kσm) + σc̃(kσm)}

= 0, (27)
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providing the mth pole of hσ(k) given by either Equation (23) for σ = + or Equation (24) for σ = −.
It follows from the OZ Equation (20) that the inter-replica DCF reads

ρc̃(k) = {1− ρc(k)} ρh̃(k)

1 + ρh(k)
. (28)

Plugging Equation (28) into the RHS of the first line in Equation (27), the mth pole equation becomes

{1− ρc(kσm)}
{
1− σρh̃(kσm)

1 + ρh(kσm)

}

=
1− ρc(kσm)

1 + ρh(kσm)

[
1 + ρ

{
h(kσm)− σh̃(kσm)

}]

= 0. (29)

In the supercooled liquid state, Equation (29) reduces to

1− ρc(km) = 0, (30)

because of h̃(k) = 0; we find from the Frourier transform of Equation (17) that km = k+m = k−m is a sufficient condition

for h̃(k) = 0.

Meanwhile, in a glassy state where h̃(k) 6= 0, Equation (29) provides another equation,

1 + ρ
{
h(kσm)− σh̃(kσm)

}
= 0, (31)

in addition to Equation (30), or

c̃(km) = 0 (32)

due to the original pole Equation (27). Equations (23)–(32) indicate the following:

• Combining Equations (23), (24), (27), and (31), it becomes apparent that a sign reversal occurs in glassy states:
the pole equation for cσ(k) becomes that for h−σ(k).

• Equations (30)–(32) imply that there are two kinds of poles for TCFs, h+(k) and h−(k), in glassy states: one
type is constituted by some of the same poles as those in the liquid state, and the other by the poles satisfying
Equation (31).

It is instructive to examine the underlying physics of the pole equation expressed by Equation (31). To do so, we
introduce the structure factors as follows:

S(k) = N−1 〈ρ̂α(k)ρ̂α(−k)〉 , (33)

S̃(k) = N−1 〈ρ̂α(k)ρ̂β(−k)〉 (α 6= β), (34)

Sσ(k) = N−1 〈ρ̂σ(k)ρ̂σ(−k)〉 , (35)

for 1 ≤ α, β ≤ 2, and σ = + or −. Considering the density relations in Equations (7) and (8), Equations (33)–(35)
yield

Sσ(k) =
1

2

{
S(k) + σS̃(k)

}
, (36)

which becomes

Sσ(k) =
1

2

{
1 + ρh(k) + σρh̃(k)

}

=
1

2
+ ρhσ(k), (37)

noting that S(k) = 1 + ρh(k) and S̃(k) = ρh̃(k) as well as the definition of hσ(k) in Equation (21) or Equation (22).
Combining Equations (31) and (37), we have

S−(k
+
m) = 0, (38)

S+(k
−
m) = 0. (39)
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Sign reversals appear in Equations (38) and (39), as mentioned above: Sσ(k) as a function of complex wave number
k equals zero at a complex wavenumber of k−σ

m .
Among our main theoretical findings are Equations (38) and (39). The mixed relationship implies the following

characteristics of glassy states:

• Opposite phenomena: the enhancement of p-density fluctuations at k+m leads to the suppression of n-density
fluctuations and vice versa, which creates the inter-replica correlations.

• Exclusive poles: the above reverse trend in density fluctuations indicates that there are unique poles kσm that
h+(k) and h−(k) do not share with each other.

Section VC will relate the exclusive poles to characteristic lengths of cluster glasses.

B. Two Requirements

The poles determined by Equations (38) and (39) allow us to perform the 3D Fourier transform of Equations (23)
and (24) using contour integral along an infinite radius semicircle in the complex upper half-plane. Remembering
that kσm = aσm + ibσm (m = 1, 2, · · · ) at poles, the pole analysis provides [50–52]

rhσ(r) =
∑

m≥1

Aσ
me−bσmr cos (aσmr + θσm) , (40)

indicating that (bσm)−1 corresponds to the decay length. We use the pole series in order of decreasing decay lengths:
bσm < bσm+1. The contribution from the mth pole in Equation (40) will be referred to as the mth mode.

Let hliq
σ (r) and hliq(r) denote TCFs of the supercooled liquid before vitrification. Equation (17) implies that there

is no difference between hliq
+ (r) and hliq

− (r) because of the absence of the inter-replica TCF in the supercooled liquid
state. Therefore, Equation (40) reduces to

rhliq
+ (r) = rhliq

− (r) =
∑

m≥1

Ame−bmr cos (amr + θm) , (41)

for km = am + ibm, satisfying Equation (30). Combining Equations (16) and (41), the intra-replica TCF hliq(r) in
the supercooled liquid state becomes

rhliq(r) =
∑

m≥1

2Ame−bmr cos (amr + θm) , (42)

where the mth mode is determined by the pole Equation (30).
It has been confirmed that the above type of expansion form based on the pole analysis correctly yields the

correlation functions in the liquid state [50–55]. It has also been found that liquids and glasses are indistinguishable
from each other in terms of two-body density correlation: there is little structural change accompanying the slowdown
of the dynamics of supercooled liquids.
The above structural feature leads to the requirement [RR] on glassy states in real space:

[RR] h(r) = h+(r) + h−(r) = hliq(r),

similar to hliq
+ (r) + hliq

− (r) = hliq(r) in Equation (42), while producing

h̃(r) = h+(r) − h−(r) 6= 0 (43)

by definition of glassy states. The real-space requirement [RR] with Equations (42) and (43) states that the sum
of h+(r) and h−(r) in glassy states is constituted by the liquid-state modes represented by km, despite making a
difference between h+(r) and h−(r).
In Fourier space, on the other hand, Equations (30) and (31), as well as the real-space requirement [RR], imply

that the glassy poles given by Equation (31) must satisfy Equations (30) and (32) simultaneously; otherwise, the
exclusive modes other than the liquid-state ones necessarily remain by adding h+(r) and h−(r) against the real-space
requirement [RR] because of the exclusive poles explained at the end of Section IIIA. The constraint [RR] therefore
applies only to solutions that satisfy Equations (30) to (32) simultaneously. Thus, the Fourier space requirement [FR],



7

or another expression of the real-space one [RR], is that the pole Equations (38) and (39) for glassy states must hold
at a subset of km satisfying Equation (30), or liquid-state modes:

[FR] S−(kν) = 0, S+(kν′) = 0,

for ν, ν′ ⊂ m with ν 6= ν′. It is to be remembered from Equations (38) and (39) that kν corresponds to the pole of
h+(k) and kν′ to that of h−(k).

IV. INTER-REPLICA TOTAL CORRELATION FUNCTION

This section demonstrates that the pole-analysis-based discussions allow us to determine the inter-replica TCF h̃(r)
without finding out-of-equilibrium solutions to the OZ Equations (19) and (20). In Section IVA, we obtain a general
form of the inter-replica TCF in real space by combining the requirements [RR] and [FR]. Furthermore, we confirm
that the pole Equations (30) to (32) yield the Fourier transform of the general expression. In Section IVB, we propose
a two-mode model considering the two-scale dynamics in cluster glasses.

A. General Form

The two requirements, [RR] and [FR], provide

rh̃(r) =
∑

ν

2Aνe
−bνr cos (aνr + θν)−

∑

ν′

2Aν′e−bν′r cos (aν′r + θν′) . (44)

Equations (42) and (44) satisfy Equations (16) and (17) by taking the following forms:

rh+(r) =
∑

m

Ame−bmr cos (amr + θm) +
rh̃(r)

2
, (45)

rh−(r) =
∑

m

Ame−bmr cos (amr + θm)− rh̃(r)

2
. (46)

Equation (44) corresponds to a general expression of the inter-replica TCF h̃(r) obtained from the pole-analysis-based
discussions. It is noted that the ν′th mode disappears in Equation (45) and the νth mode in Equation (46); therefore,
the expressions (45) and (46) ensure the validity of not only the real-space requirement [RR] but also the Fourier
space one [FR].
The general form (44) implies that

lim
k→kν

h̃(k) = lim
k→kν

h+(k) = ∞, (47)

lim
k→kν′

h̃(k) = − lim
k→kν′

h−(k) = −∞, (48)

where it is noted that the wavenumbers, kν and kν′ , are a subset of km that represents solutions to Equation (30)
(i.e., ν, ν′ ⊂ m). We show below that the limiting behaviors of Equations (47) and (48) can be derived from the pole
Equations (30)–(32) that are satisfied simultaneously at kν and kν′ in accordance with the requirement [FR].
The pole Equation (31), or the requirement [FR], reads

ρh̃(kν) = 1 + ρh(kν), (49)

−ρh̃(kν′ ) = 1 + ρh(kν′). (50)

Plugging either Equation (49) or Equation (50) into Equation (19), we obtain

h(kν) = c(kν) + c̃(kν) + ρ {c(kν) + c̃(kν)} h(kν), (51)

h(kν′) = c(kν′)− c̃(kν′) + ρ {c(kν′)− c̃(kν′)} h(kν′). (52)

It follows from Equations (49) to (52) that Equation (31) becomes
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ρh̃(kν) =
1

1− ρc+(kν)
, (53)

ρh̃(kν′) = − 1

1− ρc−(kν′ )
, (54)

amounting to the limiting behaviors of Equations (47) and (48) because of Equations (30) and (32) valid at kν and
kν′ . Remarkably, it has been proved that kν and kν′ are the poles in the liquid state. Nevertheless, cancellation
between h+(k) and h−(k) does not occur, and we can adjust the sum of h+(k) and h−(k) to yield hliq(k) (i.e.,
h+(k) + h−(k) = hliq(k)), according to the requirement [RR].
Figure 1 puts together the discussions we have had so far about the two requirements, [RR] and [FR], as well

as Equations (44) to (54). Figure 1 clarifies the whole discussion for the general formalism, which could help us
understand the overall scheme providing Equation (44).

FIG. 1: A schematic summary of general formalism to obtain the main results represented by Equations (44) to (48).

B. Two-Mode Selection as a Minimal Model

As mentioned in Section I, previous studies have confirmed that cluster glasses are characterized by two scales:
cluster and cage sizes. Focusing on these scales significant for the dynamical and structural properties, we can
establish a minimal model reflecting this particularity: we select two modes of ν = µ and ν′ = µ′, thereby reducing
Equation (44) to

rh̃(r) = 2Aµe
−bµr cos (aµr + θµ)− 2Aµ′e−bµ′r cos (aµ′r + θµ′) . (55)

Equation (55) implies that bµ < bµ′ is necessary for the first term on the rhs of Equation (55) to determine the overall

behavior of h̃(r). In other words, the decay length b−1
µ for p-p density fluctuations must be longer than that b−1

µ′ for
n-n density ones.
Equation (55) gives the inter-replica TCF at zero separation as follows:

h̃(0) = 2A(bµ′ − bµ) + 2A(δ − δ′) lim
r→0

1

r
, (56)

where

Aµ cos θµ = A(1 + δ),

Aµ′ cos θµ′ = A(1 + δ′), (57)
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for bµ < bµ′ . We see from (56) that h̃(0) > 0 for δ ≥ δ′. The relation h̃(0) > 0 indicates that there are particles of

different replicas that interpenetrate each other; h̃(r) in Equation (55) adequately describes the cluster glass phase
where clusters are formed by molecules of two replicas, hence reaching a value of mean overlap such that Q12 ≫ Qr.
Table I is another summary of our results on the two-mode model using the structure factors: Sσ(k) (σ = +, −).

Table I classifies the modes into three groups (the µth, the µ′th, and the other modes) that have different characteristics
in terms of density fluctuations at different wavenumbers. Focusing on the µth mode in Table I, as well as the above
inequality b−1

µ > b−1
µ′ , we see the opposite behavior as follows: the density correlation with its oscillation period

of 2π/aµ is enhanced and long-ranged in terms of p-density TCF h+(r), whereas the fluctuations in n-density are
suppressed completely at the scale of 2π/aµ (i.e., S−(kµ) = 0), according to the Fourier space requirement [FR].

TABLE I: The structure factors, S+(k), and S−(k) in the two-mode model. Three kinds of modes are characterized by different
behaviors of density fluctuations at the wavenumbers of kµ (the µth mode), kµ′ (the µ′th mode), and km6=µ,µ′ (the other
modes).

Given a linkage between the µth mode and the cluster scale, the vanishing structure factor of n-density suggests
the neutralization of charge within each cluster due to the complexation of two-replica clusters. Accordingly, we find
the other µ′th mode related to cage size. Section V will delve deeper into the physics underpinning the µth and µ′th
modes to elucidate their relationship with cluster and cage sizes with the help of FEL.

V. INSIGHTS FROM THE FREE-ENERGY LANDSCAPE

Prior to assessing the validity of Equation (55), we reveal the underlying physics of the two-mode model in the
cluster glass phase with the help of FEL. Figure 2 exhibits different behaviors of glassy and supercooled liquid states
using the FEL. In Figure 2a, the FEL for normal stable glasses is considered, illustrating how a single smooth basin
breakes into multiple basins. Meanwhile, the bi-axial FEL in Figure 2b demonstrates that each basin is segmented into
sub-basins. These sub-basins represent possible configurations of cages with clusters frozen in a specific configuration
(see Sections VA and VB). The bi-axial FEL in Figure 2b also gives insight into the roles of fluctuations in p-and
n-densities, based on which we relate the requirement [FR] in Section III B to cluster and cage sizes: ξL and ξS (see
Section VC).
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FIG. 2: Two-replica system in terms of the FEL. Green and orange circles in basins or sub-basins represent the states of
different replicas. (a) There are three states (i.e., Initial and ON/OFF states) when considering a couple of replicated FELs
(Initial state) and the merged FEL (ON/OFF states). Switching off the inter-replica attractive field (ǫ̃12 → 0), the ON state of
two replicas in the same basin transforms to the OFF state, representing either a glass or supercooled liquid. On the one hand,
two replicas trapped in the same basin represent a glass using shallow lakes separated by high mountains. On the other hand,
two replicas in the liquid state can explore all configurational realizations independently because of the merging between the
separated lakes. (b) The bi-axial FEL for a cluster-forming glassy state. The x-and y-axes denote particle coordinates on the
scales of cage and cluster sizes (or ξS- and ξL-scales), respectively. The FEL in the x-axis direction has sub-basins shallower
than water depth. In an OFF state, two replicas undergo independent transitions between the sub-basins while confined to the
same basin.

A. The FEL for the Two-Replica System

Figure 2a shows the change of particle configurations in the replicated FELs of two replicas, which occurs in two
steps associated with switching on and off the inter-replica attractive field. The first step is to apply the inter-replica
attractive field (i.e., −ǫ̃12 < 0) to the replicated FELs in an initial state at ǫ̃12 = 0 of Figure 2a. As a consequence,
we find two replicas in an identical state of the merged FEL (see an ’ON state’ at ǫ̃12 > 0 of Figure 2a). The second
step is to switch off the inter-replica attractive field, creating an ’OFF state’ at ǫ̃12 → 0 of Figure 2a.
The OFF state varies depending on whether the two replicas are initially in a glassy or supercooled liquid state.

The supercooled liquid state allows for two replicas to jump from the initial basin to different ones independently,
thereby amounting to non-overlapped configurations. Meanwhile, the glassy state maintains the ON state (the particle
configurations in the ON state without the occurrence of transitions between adjacent basins) at ǫ̃12 → 0, which is
suitable for describing the cage-hopping dynamics in normal stable glasses.
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However, there is a difference in the particle dynamics of normal and cluster glass states. On the one hand, the dimer
could maintain a molecular bound state in normal glasses where the cage-hopping dynamics are obviously observed;
the particles of different replicas constituting the dimer are arrested in an overlapped cage even in the absence of
the attractive inter-replica field (i.e., ǫ̃12 → 0). On the other hand, we have found the blurring of cage-hopping
dynamics [23–28] in the cluster glass phase, indicating that the constituent particles of the dimer tend to be replaced
by surrounding particles due to the loose cages. The FEL in the cluster glass phase should be modified to reflect the
above difference.

B. Mixed State in Terms of the Bi-Axial FEL

In the marginal glass phase [29–35], previous theoretical studies have considered the hierarchical FEL where each
basin in Figure 2a splits into sub-basins, thereby explaining the blurring of the cage-hopping dynamics as follows:
transitions between adjacent sub-basins are triggered by switching off the inter-replica attractive field while frozen in
the same basin. Considering the similarity between the particle dynamics in cluster and marginal glasses, we propose
the bi-axial FEL in Figure 2b for adding shallow sub-basins for a cluster-forming state.
While the sub-basins along the x-axis represent a variety of cage configurations in a specific basin, the basins

along the y-axis present various coarse-grained arrangements of clusters. Green and orange circles in the bi-axial
FEL of Figure 2b denote glassy states of different replicas. These circles are located along the two axes, reflecting
the hierarchical state of two-replica cluster glasses. It is helpful to compare Figure 2b and a set of two FELs in the
rightmost column of Figure 2a, revealing a mixed state formed by clusters in a glassy state (y-axis) and constituent
particles in a liquid state (x-axis).
Let us explain the mixed state in more detail. Focusing on the cluster scale ξL, overlapped clusters of two repli-

cas would be indistinguishable from each other at ξL by definition of cluster glasses. The cluster complexation is
represented by the FEL along the y-axis in Figure 2b: two replicas remain trapped at the same basin in the y-axis
direction even after switching off the attractive interaction (i.e., ǫ̃12 → 0). Along the x-axis in Figure 2b, on the
other hand, we depict sub-basins that are shallower than water depth, thereby illustrating the ON/OFF states that
are distinguishable by whether transitions between sub-basins occur or not in the x-axis direction. Looking at the
smaller scale of cage size ξS , a dimer formed by the inter-replica attractive field can be reconstituted in the OFF state
of cluster glasses; that is, the single-particle dynamics induce dimer rearrangements inside the overlapped cluster at
ǫ̃12 → 0 such that the blurring of the cage-hopping dynamics has been observed [23–28].

C. Characteristic Lengths in the Two-Mode Model

Let us consider the two-mode model in terms of the p-and n-density fluctuations, which vary according to the length
scales (or the axes of the FEL in Figure 2b). The purpose here is to provide two characteristic lengths as candidates
to create the two modes by revealing the underlying physics of the relations in [FR].
Two-replica systems exhibit two features when they belong to the same basin along the y-axis of Figure 2b. First,

two replicas exhibit an identical inhomogeneity of the cluster-scale density distribution in contrast to the uniform
liquid state where various configurations are possible. Second, the molecular bound state of replicated particles in a
normal glass state is replaced by the complexation of replicated clusters in the cluster glass phase. The p-density, or
the average density of two replicas, directly reflects the former feature. Meanwhile, regarding the latter characteristic,
the cluster complexation of two replicas leads to the disappearance of n-density, or no net charge, per each overlapped
cluster on average. Thus, ξL is related to the µth mode, satisfying S−(kµ) = 0 in [FR] as

aµ =
2π

ξL
(58)

for the real part of the µth wavenumber, kµ = aµ + ibµ, at which there is a pole of h+(k). Such uniformity and
suppressed fluctuations in the n-density are in contrast to variations in cluster size and the number of particles
forming each aggregate; the polydisperse clusters necessarily produce an inhomogeneous distribution of p-density,
ρ+(r).
Turning our attention to the other length, the cage size ξS , we can see a dimer of different replicas. However, due

to the cage-scale liquidity in the OFF state, replicas are located in different sub-basins along the x-axis, as illustrated
in Figure 2b. Thus, we can suppose ξS to be a characteristic scale over which n-density fluctuations, including
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spatiotemporal flip-flopping of charge sign, become apparent in the cluster glass phase:

aµ′ =
2π

ξS
(59)

for the real part of the µ′th wavenumber, kµ′ = aµ′ + ibµ′ . Considering that the total particle number is fixed to be
2 per overlapped cage by definition, it is reasonable to satisfy S+(kµ′) = 0 at kµ′ = aµ′ + ibµ′ while having a pole of
h−(k) at kµ′ .

VI. MEAN FIELD ANALYSIS OF THE GCM: ASSESSING THE TWO-MODE MODEL

We assess the validity of a minimal form (55) based on the two-mode model. To this end, we consider the GCM in
the mean field approximation [6–21], thereby determining not only the minimal form without the knowledge of the
inter-replica DCF c̃(r) (Section VIA) but also the mode numbers, µ and µ′ (Section VIB). We compare the present
results on the mean overlap Q12 of the GCM with the previous ones at high densities where out-of-equilibrium clusters
are formed (see Section VIC) [22, 23].

A. Intra-Replica TCF of the GCM in the Liquid State

The two-replica system in the cluster glass phase has been numerically studied for the GCM at higher densities,
showing a stepwise increase in the mean overlap Q12: Q12 varies infinitesimally within a range of ǫ̃ and shows a
discrete increase at a certain value of ǫ̃ [22]. Hence, we investigate the GCM in the mean field approximation,

c(k) = −v(k)

= −d3ǫ̃
√
π3 exp

(
−k2

4

)
, (60)

which has been found to be a good descriptor of the GCM at high densities [1, 2, 6–21]. Equation (60) becomes

c(k) = −d3ǫ̃
√
π3e

b2−a2

4

{
cos

(
ab

2

)
− i sin

(
ab

2

)}
(61)

when considering the complex wavenumber k = a+ ib in units of 1/d as before.
Combining Equations (30) and (61) in the above mean field approximation, the pole equation in the liquid state is

expressed as

1 + φ ǫ̃
√
π3e

b2−a2

4 cos

(
ab

2

)
= 0, (62)

sin

(
ab

2

)
= 0. (63)

Equations (62) and (63) reduce to

φ ǫ̃
√
π3e

b̃2−ã2

4 = 1, (64)

ab

2
= (2m− 1)π, (65)

with m denoting the natural number. The mth mode introduced after Equation (40) is traced back to the relation
(65).
Let us then consider the 3D Fourier transform of hσ(k) (σ = +, −) as follows:

rhσ(r) =
1

4iπ2d3

∫ ∞

−∞

dk k eikr hσ(k). (66)

We evaluate the RHS of Equation (66) using contour integral along an infinite-radius semicircle in the complex upper
half-plane. To perform the contour integral, we need to find the poles of Equations (62) and (63). Considering the
four poles, kσn = aσn + ibσn and kσ−n = −aσn + ibσn with aσ−n = −aσn and bσ−n = bσn, Equation (66) yields

rhσ(r) =
1

2π

∑

m≥1

∑

n=m,−m

kσne
ikσ

nrRes [hσ(k
σ
n)] , (67)
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where the residue Res [hσ(k
σ
n)] of hσ(k

σ
n) at a pole kσn reads

Res [hσ(k
σ
n)] =

−cσ(k
σ
n)

2φ c′σ(k
σ
n)

, (68)

using c′σ(k
σ
n) = dcσ(k)/dk|k=kσ

n
.

In the mean field approximation of Equation (60), we have c′σ(k) = −v′(k) = (k/2)v(k) for the GCM in the liquid
state. Accordingly, it follows from Equations (67) and (68), as well as the requirement [RR], that the liquid-state
TCF, hliq(r) = h+(r) + h−(r), in the GCM is given by

rhliq(r) =
1

π

∑

m≥1

∑

n=m,−m

e−bnreianr
knv(kn)

−2φ v′(kn)

=
2

πφ

∑

m≥1

e−bmr cos (amr) , (69)

implying that Am = 1/(πφ) and θm = 0 in Equation (42).

B. Two Mode Numbers Selected

For comparison with previous results [22], it is necessary to select the specific mode numbers of µ and µ′ based on
the underlying physics of [FR] for the GCM in the cluster glass phase. Section VC has demonstrated the relevance
of the following two characteristic scales to the hierarchical dynamics in the cluster glass phase [23–28]: one length
is the mean cluster diameter ξL in Equation (58), whereas the other is the average size ξS (< ξL) of rattler cages in
Equation (59).
Equations (64) and (65) allow us to calculate the real part of the first pole (i.e., k1 = a1 + ib1). As a result, we

have a1 ≈ 5.6 at φ = 0.45 and ǫ̃−1 × 103 = 1.25, which is in good agreement with the main peak wavenumber of the
intra-replica structure factor obtained numerically at the same condition in the cluster glass phase [22]. Furthermore,
the non-ergodic behavior of density fluctuations becomes obvious at the main peak wavenumber, which has also been
demonstrated using the non-ergodicity factor of the GCM in glassy states [23]. These previous results on the GCM
support the validity of Equation (58) at µ = 1; while S−(k) equals zero at the first pole k = k1 of hliq(k), the first
mode represented by k1 serves as a principal contribution to the p-p density correlations, or h+(r).
Combining the above discussion with the relations (58) and (59), we find

µ = 1, µ < µ′ (70)

as well as δ = δ′ = 0, ensuring h̃(0) > 0 in Equation (56). It is plausible to suppose that the increase in ǫ̃ (or lowering
the normalized temperature) results in the decrease in ξS due to the cage-size reduction. Thus, the relation (59)
implies that the increment in the mode number µ′ occurs with the gradual increase in ǫ̃.

C. Comparison with Previous Results

Equation (69) allows us to rewrite Equations (55)–(57) as

rh̃(r) =
2

πφ
(1 + δ)e−bµr cos (aµr) −

2

πφ
(1 + δ′) e−bµ′r cos (aµ′r) , (71)

h̃(0) =
2

πφ
(bµ′ − bµ) +

2

πφ
(δ − δ′) lim

r→0

1

r
, (72)

at δ = δ′ = 0.
In Figure 3, there are four curves of g̃(r) = 1 + h̃(r) depicted using Equations (70) and (71). Curve 3 depicts

Equation (71) without the second term on the RHS, which corresponds to an approximate profile of h̃(r) in the limit

of µ′ → ∞. We have finite values of h̃(0) for curves 1 and 2 at δ = δ′ = 0, as implied by Equation (72); otherwise,

h̃(r) diverges at r = 0 (see curves 3 and 4).
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FIG. 3: All curves represent the inter-replica correlation function, g̃(r) = 1 + h̃(r), given by Equation (71) in the mean field
approximation of the GCM at φ = 0.45. The solid lines show results under the same conditions as those in Table II: the red
and blue lines show the profiles at (µ′, ǫ̃−1

× 103) = (2, 1.29) and (3, 1.25), respectively, and the green line is the result in the
absence of the µ′th mode (i.e., δ = 0 and δ′ = −1 in Equation (71)) at ǫ̃−1

× 103 = 1.17. The broken line shows a divergent
behavior when making a difference such that δ = 1.0× 10−4 and δ′ = 0 at (µ′, ǫ̃−1

× 103) = (2, 1.29). The gray area indicates
a range where the mean overlap Q12 is calculated using Equations (73)–(75).

Figure 3 shows the following:

• h̃(0) = g̃(0)− 1 > 0 is secured for all curves.

• g̃(r) ≥ 0 (or h̃(r) ≥ −1) holds for 0 ≤ r ≤ l when adopting l = 0.3 in Equation (2), according to the previous
results [22].

• We can find a location or region of 0.3 < r < 1 where either dg̃(r)/dr = 0 or g̃(r) = 0 is satisfied.

These features indicate that there is a depletion region due to the formation of a molecular cluster (or a cluster
complex of two replicas) well separated from other clusters.

Figure 3 demonstrates that we can use the expression (71) in Equation (18) because of h̃(r) ≥ −1 in the range of
0 ≤ r ≤ l = 0.3. Substitution of Equation (71) and l = 0.3 into Equation (18) yields

Q12 −Qr = 8 {(1 + δ)I(a1, b1)− (1 + δ′)I(aµ′ , bµ′)} , (73)

I(a, b) =

∫ 0.3

0

dr r e−br cos(ar)

= J(0.3)− J(0), (74)

where

J(x) =
e−bx

(a2 + b2)2
{
2ab sin (ax) +

(
a2 − b2

)
cos (ax)

}
+

x e−bx

a2 + b2
{a sin (ax)− b cos (ax)} . (75)

We see from Equations (72) and (73) that the change from δ = 0 to δ = 1 × 10−4 at δ′ = 0 leads to a negligible

increase in Q12, though h̃(0) diverges due to the slight shift of δ.
In Table II, we assess whether Equations (70) to (75) explain the discrete increases in Q12 observed when lowering

the normalized temperature in cluster glasses of the GCM. Table II presents the ǫ̃-dependencies of Q12 at three
densities (φ = 0.43, 0.45, and 0.495) obtained from the previous numerical study [22]. We calculate Q12 at different
mode numbers using Equations (73)–(75), which are compared with the previous results in Table II. We see from
Table II that the discrete increase in Q12 can be reproduced by the increase in the mode number µ′ at different
densities using our theory.
It is instructive to compare the profiles of solid lines (curves 1 to 3) in Figure 3 and the mean overlap values given

in Table II. On the one hand, Figure 3 indicates that the molecular cluster is more compact and more condensed
with the increase in mode number µ′. On the other hand, Table II confirms that Q12 always increases by raising µ′

consistently with Equations (73)–(75). From combining these results, we find that the variation in Q12 is accompanied
by a sequential change as follows: the larger the degree of clusters in each replica is by lowering the temperature, the

sharper the profile of the inter-replica TCF h̃(r) is around r = 0, thereby showing a discontinuous jump in the mean
overlap Q12.
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TABLE II: The mean overlap Q12 of the GCM at φ = 0.43, 0.45 and 0.495. There are two kinds of Q12 for each density: the
upper row represents our theoretical results at the same normalized temperatures as those of previous results, whereas the lower
row previous numerical results [22] where the values of ǫ̃−1

× 103 in parentheses correspond to normalized temperatures. The
mean values of ǫ̃ and Q12 in each band are adopted as the previous results (see Fig. 3(a) in Ref. [22]). While the theoretical
results at mode numbers µ′ = 2 to 4 are calculated using eqs. (73) to (75) at δ = δ′ = 0, our results given in the rightmost
column (δ = 0, δ′ = −1) are independent of mode numbers and correspond to approximate ones in the limit of µ′

→ ∞ as seen
from eq. (73).

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Our results consist of three parts. Each part presents the pole-analysis-based expression for the inter-replica TCF

h̃(r), which becomes simple in the later part. (i) The first part (Sections III and IVA) has presented two methods
by which to obtain a general form (44) from the pole analysis. (ii) In the second part (Sections IVB and V),
we have introduced the two-mode model represented by Equation (55). The second part has further related two
characteristic lengths (ξL and ξS) to the two modes in Equations (58) and (59), respectively, based on insights from
the bi-axial FEL (Figure 2) as an illustration of the hierarchical dynamics inherent in cluster glasses. (iii) The last part
(Section VI) has applied the two-mode model to the GCM at high densities, thereby leading to the most simplified
form (71). Remarkably, Equation (71) yields Equations (73)–(75), the mean overlap Q12 obtained in the mean field
approximation, which requires no fitting parameters. Table II shows that the analytical expression (73) for Q12 gives
theoretical results that are in good agreement with those from the previous numerical study [22].
To be clear in our conclusion, we provide additional notes on each part:

(i) The flow to obtain Equation (44) is summarized in Figure 1, illustrating that two approaches lead to the same
form, Equation (44). While the validity of Equation (44) is ensured by two physical requirements ([RR] and
[FR]), we can derive Equation (44) from combining the OZ equations (Equations (19) and (20)) and the pole

equation (Equation (27)). It is also important to note that spatial isotropy is assumed for TCFs, h(r) and h̃(r),
in the OZ equations. Applying this supposition to cluster glasses is equivalent to assuming the isotropic shape
of each cluster. In other words, the morphological diversity of clusters is beyond the scope of this study, taking
no account of the surface energy of clusters.

(ii) Figure 2 illustrates the shift from ON to OFF state associated with switching off the attractive field (i.e.,
ǫ̃12 → 0) when considering the FEL for the two-replica system (i.e., n = 2). The applied attractive field allows
for two replicas to select the same basin in the y-axis direction of Figure 2b. After switching off the attractive
field, two replicas in the cluster glass phase remain trapped in the same basin but are no longer confined within
the same sub-basin in the x-axis direction of Figure 2b, which causes the blurring of cage-hopping dynamics.

(iii) For assessing the analytical theory, we focus on discrete increases in Q12 due to lowering the normalized tem-
perature ǫ̃−1 in cluster glasses of the GCM. We can ascribe the discontinuous change to the second term on the
RHS of Equation (71) that arises from the µ′th mode of h−(r) defined in Equation (22). Surprisingly, Table
II supports the validity of our theory by demonstrating that the novel ǫ̃-dependencies of Q12 can be explained
from the mode number µ′ that increases by one.

Finally, going back to the general form (44) of the inter-replica TCF, we would like to see what is implied by the
difference between the first and second terms on the RHS of Equation (44). On the one hand, the first term with a
positive sign in Equation (44) expresses synchronous cluster-scale fluctuations of two replicas confined to the same
basin (i.e., fluctuations along the y-axis in Figure 2b). On the other hand, the second term with a negative sign in
Equation (44) represents fluctuations along the x-axis in Figure 2b, causing a decrease in inter-replica correlations due
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to asynchronous behaviors of different replica particles such as vibration around different sub-basins and transition
to other sub-basins.
The theoretical development would help us understand the underlying physics of cluster glasses. First, recall that

the GCM discussed in Section VI corresponds to a standard model of polymeric systems [1, 2]. Additionally, colloidal
systems with competing interactions (short-range attractive and long-range repulsive interactions) as well as the Q±

class in the GEM vitrify while forming equilibrium clusters with diverse morphologies [56, 62]. For any of these systems,
the pole-analysis-based discussions are valid. Specifically, the two-mode model, which focuses on two lengths (cluster
and particle scales), is suitable for investigating the FELs in cluster glasses as detailed in Section V. Our two-replica
theory can also address the dynamical heterogeneity in realistic glassy systems because the overlap correlation function
provides the four-point correlation function, a significant measure of dynamic heterogeneity [63, 64]. Therefore, our
simple method of evaluating overlap could offer a promising approach to investigate dynamical issues in glassy systems
with hierarchical structures, including cluster glasses. However, it remains necessary to compare experimental and
simulation results for various glassy systems with our theoretical ones obtained from more accurate forms of the DCFs,
which will allow us to gain deeper insights into the cluster glass phase.

Nomenclature

GEM generalized exponential model
GCM Gaussian core model
FEL free-energy landscape
TCF total correlation function
DCF direct correlation function
OZ equation Ornstein–Zernike equation
v(r) interaction potential in units of kBT
r interparticle distance in units of a characteristic length d
ǫ̃ dimensionless interaction strength at zero separation
ρ̂α(x) microscopic density in replica α of N -particle system
Qαβ mean overlap between configurations of replica α and replica β
φ = ρd3 volume fraction defined using a uniform density ρ
ρ̂+(r) p-density defined in Equation (7)
ρ̂−(r) n-density defined in Equation (8)
h+(r) TCF of p-p density fluctuations defined in Equation (10)
h−(r) TCF of n-n density fluctuations defined in Equation (11)
h(r) intra-replica TCF

h̃(r) inter-replica TCF
c(r) intra-replica DCF
c̃(r) inter-replica DCF
S+(k) structure factor of p-p density fluctuations defined in Equation (37)
S−(k) structure factor of n-n density fluctuations defined in Equation (37)
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