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Abstract

Candidates for random network media include (but are not limited to) macroscopic systems
consisting of long, flexible macromolecules that have been cross-linked (i.e., permanently chemically
bonded) to one another at random so as to form the network. Owing to their random architectural
structure, the characteristics of the thermal motion of the elements of a random network medium
vary randomly from point to point throughout the medium, provided the medium has been cross-
linked sufficiently to exhibit the equilibrium amorphous solid state. A particular replica-statistical
field theory has long been known to capture the essential equilibrium physics of the amorphous solid
state and the phase transition that gives rise to it. Encoded in the mean value of the field associated
with this field theory — i.e., the order parameter for the transition — is statistical information about
the thermal motions of the constituents: (i) the fraction of the constituents that are spatially
localized, and (ii) the heterogeneity of the strength of this localization across the medium. Encoded
in the field’s correlations is more refined information about the thermal motions, e.g.: (i) how the
localization characteristics of pairs of localized constituents are correlated, (i) how the correlations
between the position fluctuations of the pair are distributed, and (iii) how these descriptors vary
with the separation of the pair. This statistical information about the amorphous solid state
is referred to as its mesoscale heterogeneity. Increasingly accurate approximations to the order
parameter and field correlations are examined, beginning with a mean-field description, moving
up to the incorporation of gapless (i.e., elastic-displacement) fluctuations, and finally via the
qualitative examination of how the incorporation of the gapped branches of field fluctuations would
further improve accuracy. Hence, an increasingly accurate set of statistical distributions is obtained,
which characterize the mesoscale heterogeneity of equilibrium amorphous solids. Along the way,
particular attention is paid to the role of the induced measure, which results from the nonlinear

transformation from the fluctuating order-parameter field to the fluctuating elastic displacement

fields.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The amorphous solid state is a state in which a nonzero fraction of particles have become
localized, but their mean (i.e., thermal expectation value of their) positions lack any ev-
ident long-ranged periodicity. In contrast with their crystalline counterparts, amorphous
solids are fundamentally heterogeneous. Their physical characteristics — such as the spatial
extent of the thermal motion of their constituent atoms or the correlations amongst such
motions — vary randomly from region to region in a particular sample and also from sample
to sample. The aim of the present Paper is to examine how statistical information about
the heterogeneity of a particular class of amorphous solids, viz., the equilibrium amorphous
solids, is encoded in the natural (fluctuating) order-parameter field that characterizes such
solids and to decode that information, thus shedding light on the heterogeneity of equilib-
rium amorphous solids. The results that we obtain depend solely on the structure of this
order-parameter field and the form of the Landau-Wilson effective Hamiltonian that governs
this field and, hence, governs the equilibrium properties of the amorphous solid state. To the
extent that the effective Hamiltonian is universal — i.e., is fixed in form by arguments of sym-
metry and length-scales — its consequences for the heterogeneity of equilibrium amorphous

solids are universal.

Several of the questions addressed in the present Paper were initially explored in Refs. [1,
2]. However, subsequent advances, most notably to do with our understanding of the charac-
ter of the Goldstone branch of low-energy excitations [3], suggest that it is worth revisiting
and amplifying the exploration of heterogeneity in equilibrium amorphous solids and, in

particular, its spatial correlations, beyond the considerations of Refs. [1, 2].

We note that the work reported here is strictly pertinent only to physical systems in
which there is an unambiguous, large separation between the short time-scales characterizing
the relaxation of equilibrating freedoms and the long time-scales over which constraints
restrict motion and, specifically, inhibit macroscopic crystallization. Thus, we expect the
present work to be directly relevant to vulcanized matter (such as rubber and chemical gels)
and certain covalently bonded atomic or molecular glasses; see Refs. [T, 8] and, e.g., the
discussions in Refs. [9, [10]. However, we do not think it unreasonable to expect at least
indirect relevance to media such as molecular glasses, for which no such separation of time-

scales has been identified and therefore to which the application of equilibrium statistical



mechanics is more a matter of optimism than of reason; see, e.g., Ref. [10].

The present Paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [Il we postulate how the physical
order parameter and correlator involving the positions of the particles are determined by
the statistical distribution of various parameters that characterize the heterogeneity of the
thermal motion of localized particles. In Sec. [II, we present the matching of the physical
order parameter and physical correlator with their counterparts arising from a replica field-
theory description of the system. We also extract the heterogeneity distribution in terms
of field-theoretic quantities by means of this matching. In Sec. V], we put together results
obtained using the replica field theory and use them to compute the physical heterogeneity

distribution and understand its implications. In Sec. [Vl we give some concluding remarks.

II. KEY PHYSICAL DIAGNOSTICS: ORDER PARAMETER AND CORRELA-
TOR

The systems we consider comprise a thermodynamically large number N of particles whose
instantaneous positions are specified by the N D-dimensional position-vectors R, indexed
by j = 1,..., N within a macroscopic D-dimensional volume V. Groups of particles certainly
may be strung together via permanent covalent bonds to form a thermodynamically large
number of macromolecules, as is the case for vulcanized polymer systems, but structure such
as this is not a requirement. Our focus is on two key physical diagnostics. (We use the term
physical as a differentiator from the distinct but of course related diagnostics that arise via
the replica technique.) The first diagnostic is what we term the physical order parameter.
Its Fourier-space form (2.Ial) and real-space form are the following two functions of

a positive, integral number A of D-dimensional vectors, either the wave-vectors {q*}-, [in

Eq.([2Ta)] or the position-vectors {r*}4_; [in Eq.([2I0)]:
N A
{% Z H (explia’ Rj)>th} dis (212
LA
ENICEE N 210)

Here, angle brackets (- - - )y, indicate averages over thermal motion (i.e., annealed averages)
and square brackets |- - - |g;s indicate averages over realizations of the cross-linking or other

constraint instantiations (i.e., quenched or, equivalently, disorder averages). Note that these
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Fourier-equivalent versions of the order parameter are each averages (over the N particles)
of products of thermal averages that pertain to a common particle. We assume the system
volume to be hyper-cubic in shape and, for convenience, impose on it periodic boundary
conditions; these discretize wave-vectors into a finely spaced hyper-cubic lattice of lattice
spacing 27/V/P . As has been discussed in various settings [11], the physical order parameter
is capable of detecting and statistically characterizing the single-particle properties of the
amorphous solid state. It works because: (i) the factors corresponding to a single particle
J [i-e., the factors (expiq - R;)n in Eq. (21a) and the factors (0(r — R;))y, in Eq. (2.10)]
each detect whether particle j is localized or not; (ii) the presence of more than one factor
of (expiq- R;) enables the avoidance of the destructive phase interference — complete,
in the thermodynamic limit — that renders impotent for such purposes the one-factor case
as a detector of the anticipated state, wviz., localization without long-ranged periodicity
(cf. Ref. [13] for the original application of this order-parameter idea, to the spin glass state);
and (iii) the wave-vector dependence provides access to the most basic of the statistical
characterizations of heterogeneity, i.e., the localization length heterogeneity. This access
follows because the dependence of the physical order parameter on a specific combination
of (squared) wave-vectors is Laplace-conjugate to the (disorder-averaged) distribution of
root-mean-square (i.e., RMS) localization lengths.

The second key diagnostic is what we term the physical correlator. Its Fourier-space
form (2.2al) and real-space form (2.2h]) are the following two functions of a positive, integral
number A of pairs of D-dimensional vectors, either the wave-vectors {q}}2, and {q3}2,
[in Eq.(2.2a))] or the position-vectors {r¢}7 | and {r¢}2, [in Eq.([220)):

{% > 11 (e (—iai - R;,) exp (ig5 - Ry,) >th} N (2.2a)

J1,j2=1a=1
;] N4
[ﬁ > Tt — Ry 6(x5 — Rj2)>th} - (2.2b)
j1.j2=1 a=1 dis
As discussed in Refs. [1,12] and in the present section of this Paper, the physical correlator — if
known — would deliver a statistical characterization of the heterogeneity of amorphous solid
state that is more refined than the single-particle characterization furnished by the physi-
cal order parameter alone. The correlator (not the connected one) certainly subsumes the
physical order parameter [14]; but it also has embedded within it a certain joint distribution

function for the heterogeneity that describes how wvarious random localization characteris-



tics associated with pairs of particles are correlated with one another, conditioned on the
spatial separation of the mean positions of the particles in the pairs. As with the physical
order parameter, the extracting of the statistical heterogeneity information comes via the
Laplace-conjugacy between the distributed parameters and various scalar and tensor com-
binations built from the A pairs of wave-vector arguments. A straightforward extension of
the present discussion would show that higher-(than second)-order correlators encode het-
erogeneity distributions concerning the thermal motions of triples and larger groupings of
particles.

To see how this all works, we address the physical correlator (2.2al) and first consider
the contributions to the double sum over the particles coming from pairs of particles in
which both are localized. Let us suppose that the present description seeks to be effective
only from macroscopic length-scales down to mesoscopic length-scales (by which we mean
length-scales on the order of the typical localization length). Then we are entitled to assume
that the localization has a Gaussian profile [15] and that the factor in Eq. (2.2a) associated

with each such pair (ji, j2) would become

(exp (—iaf - Ry,) exp (i3 - Ryz) )y |5, e
= exp (—iqy - pj,) exp (iq3 - pj,) exp ((Cjija)az (a)a (a2)3)
x exp (—5(Fj)aalat)alal)a) exp (—5(Fi)aa (a3)a (a3)z) , (2.3a)
where ji1,jo € L means that particles j; and j, are both localized, summations from 1 to

D are implied over the repeated Cartesian indices d and d, (q)4 indicates the d*" Cartesian

component of the vector q and the distributed localization parameters, i.e.,

pi = (Rj)m, (2.3b)
(Fiaa = (R — py)a (Ry — p5)3 )en (2-3¢)
(Ciin)aa = (R, — mjy)a (R, — p55) 3 )n (2.3d)

respectively characterize the thermal motion: via (a) the mean positions p; of the individual
particles (2.3D)); (b) the position-fluctuation tensors (F;),z of the individual particles (2.3d);
and (c) the fluctuation correlation tensors (C;,;,)4q associated with pairs of particles (2.3d)).
When factors (2.3a]) are multiplied together to form the physical correlator, the net phase
factor exp (—iujl . ZaAzl qi + i, - Zle q%) generally gives rise to complete destructive in-

terference once a summation over thermodynamically large number of particles is performed,



as a consequence of the absence of crystallinity. Such vanishing is avoided only when the
associated wave-vectors obey Zle qi = Zle qj. Hence, after summing over all such pairs

of particles the contribution from these pairs to the physical correlator becomes

A
1 ' W
e > T (exp(—ia} - Ry,) exp (igs - Ry,) ).,
j a=1
ner

a=1 a=1 J1€L a=1
J2€L
A
X exp (—%(Eg)dd > (@) (qg)d)
a=1

A
X exp ((lejz)dd PCHE (qg)d> : (2.3e)

Next, we consider the contribution to the double sum over the particle pairs that comes
from pairs in which one particle is localized and the other is delocalized. To the accuracy
required by our focus on length-scales ranging between macroscopic and mesoscopic, we may
neglect the consequences of mutual avoidance of the particles in the pair. Thus, we may deem
the thermal motion of a delocalized particle to be uncorrelated with the thermal motion of
its localized counterpart in the pair, and therefore to be found with equal probability in
any fixed-volume region of the container. On the other hand, we take the localized member
of the pair to be fluctuating around its mean position with a Gaussian profile. For this

contribution, then, the corresponding factor becomes:

<eXP (—iqy - le) exp (iqy - Rjz) >th ‘jléLJéEU

= 50,(12 exp (—iqy - pj,) exp (_%(}—h)da (d1)a (‘h)a) ; (2.4a)

where j; € L and j, € U indicate that particle j; is localized and particle jo is delocal-
ized. When such factors are multiplied together to form the physical correlator, the net
phase factor exp (—z' Zle qf - ujl) generally gives rise to complete destructive interference
once a summation over thermodynamically large number of particles is performed — a con-
sequence of the absence of crystallinity. Such vanishing is avoided only when the associated

wave-vectors obey 2;4:1 q{ = 0. Hence, after summing over all such pairs of particles the
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contribution from these pairs to the physical correlator becomes

% Z T (exp (—iaf - Ry,) exp (iq3 - Ry,) ), (2.4b)
= (- Q)(H; 50«1%)( 2 ) Z exp <—% j1)da ;(Q‘f)d(qi”)a> :

where () is the fraction of localized particles and, accordingly, 1 — @ is the fraction of
delocalized particles. Identical reasoning gives the term resulting from particle pairs for
which, instead, j; € U and j; € L.

The remaining situation, in which both particles in the pair in the thermal average factors
in Eq. (2.2a)) are delocalized, is readily dealt with via the assumption that the particles’
avoidance of one another is a microscopic feature that can be neglected at the meso- and
longer length-scales, i.e., where our attention is focused. Thus, we may take the thermal

average of the pair to be given by

(exp (—iqf - Ry,) exp (iq3 - Rj,) ), ‘jtheU = 00,q2 00,q8 ; (2.5a)
i.e., that their thermal motions are independent of one another and uniformly distributed
over the container. Accounting for the fact the a fraction (1 — @) of the particles are
delocalized, we then have that the contribution to Eq. (2.2al) due to delocalized pairs is
given by

A
> T (exp(—iat - Ry,) exp (ia3 - Ry,) ), = 2H (90,q¢ d0.q3) -(2.5b)

J1,j32€U a=1

Equipped with the component results just obtained, we may express the complete physical

correlator (2.2al) [and perforce the physical order parameter (2.1al)] in the form:

[% ﬁ: ﬁ<exp(_¢q§-le) exp (iQS'Rj2)>th:|

j1.j2=1a=1 dis
= Q2/d(m1>m27FlaF2aC) P(mlam27FlaF2a ) exp Zml A1) €xXp (ZmZ AZ)

(—
X €xp (_%(Fl)dd (All)dd) eXP( %(F2)d (A22)dd) exp ((C) gz (A12) gz)

A
+ Q(l — Q) <Ha:1 50701111) 507)\2 /dF]P) exXp ( % A22 dd)
A
+Q(1 - Q) <Ha— 507(13) 507)\1 /dFP exp( % A11 dd)
A
(1= QI (bo.as do.az) - (2.6a)
a=1



where the variables {1, Ao, Aq1, Aga, Aj2} are certain vector and tensor combinations of
the wave-vectors, defined below in Eqs. (Z7). Observe that we have expressed the first
term on the right-hand side in terms of a joint probability distribution P for the set
of localization parameters {m;, my,[F;,F5, C} and the corresponding integration measure

d(mla msy, ]F17 ]F27 C)

We call this distribution the heterogeneity distribution; it is defined as follows:

P(ml, my, Fl, FQ, C) (26b)
1
= g X o — ) dlma = ) 6 = ) 68 = 73)6C = Gy |
Ji,j2€L 18

where the various delta functions and corresponding integration measures are the ones
appropriate to the (vector or symmetric tensor) arguments of the various delta func-
tions. In Eq. (2.6al), P appears embedded in an integral transform in which its argu-
ments {mj, my, F;,Fy, C} are exchanged for the quantities {A1, Ao, Ai1, Ago, A1} defined
in Eqs. (2.7). Thus we see that wia its wave-vector dependence the physical correlator
encodes detailed information about the distribution and correlations amongst the localiza-
tion parameters. Observe, too, that we have expressed the second and third terms on the
right-hand side of Eq. (Z8al) in terms of the heterogeneity distribution for single-particle

position fluctuations,

B(F) = [NLQ S 6F - F) } R (2.6¢)

jEL

This is not an independent distribution but is, rather, obtainable as a reduction of P over
all of its arguments except F; (or, equivalently, Fs). It plays the role of the distribution of
localization lengths, which features prominently in investigations of the order parameter for

the equilibrium amorphous solid state (see, e.g., Refs. [11, 16]).

A key simplification follows from the recognition that the (unreduced) heterogeneity
distribution is translationally invariant, depending not individually on the mean positions m;
and my but only on their separation 17 (= my —m; ), so that we have P(m;, my, Fy,Fy, C) =
V=1P(n,F,Fy, C), where V is the system volume. [We use the same symbol, P, bearing in

mind that, henceforth, only the translationally invariant version (i.e., the one having four
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arguments) will play a role.] As a result, the physical correlator becomes

N A
{% > TI(exp (—iaf - Ry,) exp (ias - R;,) >th]

J1.j2=1a=1

= Q2 (5)\17)\2 /d('f], Fl, FQ, (C) ]P)('f], Fl, FQ, (C) exp (Z'I’] . Al)
x exp (—3(F1) gz (A11)gz) exp (—3(F2) 43 (A22)gz) exp ((C) gz (A2)z)
+Q(1-Q) (szl 5o,qf;) G0 o /dF P(F) exp (—3F 3 (A22) 4a)
+Q(1-Q) (szl 5o,qg) 00,7 /dFﬁ’(F) exp (—3F gz (A11)gz)

+(1- QP T, (o doag) (2.6d)

dis

By setting either one or other of the sets of wave-vectors in the physical correlator to zero, or
by following the argument that leads to Eqs. (2.4]), we also arrive at the form of the physical
order parameter (2.1al), viz.,

N A
T et Ry, (26¢)
dis

7j=1a=1
= (1 — Q) <Hj:1 507qa) + Q507)\ /dF ﬁ(F) exXp (—%Fda Adc_l) .

In the integral transforms, the quantities conjugate to the localization parameters (viz., the
quantities A1, Az, A1, Ao, and Ajy) depend on the wave-vectors wvia the following vector
and tensor combinations:

AL = ijl qf (2.7a)

Ay = Z; g (2.7h)

(M) = 3 (an)d () (27c)

(A)a = 3 () ()] (274)
A

(A = ) (a)i(a) (2.7)
Thus we see that knowledge of the physical correlator would indeed furnish information about
the distribution of the localization parameters encoded in the heterogeneity distribution P.
Observe the following important conceptual point: once the wave-vector dependence of the

formula for the physical correlator (2.6d]) has been expressed in terms of the combinations

given in Egs. (27) (and setting aside the terms associated with delocalized particles), one no
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longer resolves the dependence on the number A of thermal expectation factors in Eqs. (2.1]).
Thus, one can identify a natural continuation away from an integral number of factors, which
enables contact to be made with the replica correlator and order parameter.

To summarize what we have discussed in the present section, one can devise two physical
diagnostics to detect the amorphous solid state and give a statistical characterization of its
heterogeneity. One is the physical order parameter, which marks the existence of such a
state and provides the fundamental single-particle statistical information, viz., the fraction
of particles that are localized and the distribution of their localization lengths P. The other
is the physical correlator, which not only incorporates what is provided by physical order
parameter but also furnishes a more refined statistical characterization of the heterogeneity

of the amorphous solid state via the heterogeneity distribution P.

III. REPLICA IDENTIFICATIONS

We saw in Sec. [Tl that the heterogeneity distribution IP is closely related to the physical order
parameter and physical correlator. Our strategy for determining P rests on this connection.
It proceeds by using replica theory to obtain what we term the replica order parameter
() rep and replica correlator {(2*Q)),ep (which are expectation values involving the fluctu-
ating replica order-parameter field €2, as we discuss in detail, below). Then, from ((€2)),ep
and ((©2*Q)),ep We obtain the physical order parameter (21al) and physical correlator (2.2al).
Finally, from the physical order parameter and physical correlator we obtain P. We now
implement this strategy.

As reviewed in detail in Ref. [9], one knows how expectation values involving the replica
order-parameter field are related to expectation values involving the replicated microscopic
coordinates that feature in the (quenched-randomness-free) effective replica theory that

emerges after disorder-averaging. Thus, we have

% Ha_ exp (k™ B) Yrep = (2" K. k) Yo (3.1a)

N
1 S e (0% S e [e%
N2 Z H exp(—zk1 ‘R ) exp(ikS - RY) Dep
= ( Q) ki, ... K QY kS, . KD) Neep,  (3.1D)
where (( - - - ));ep means a (microscopic) replica-statistical-mechanical average when the entity
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being averaged depends on replicated particle (i.e., microscopic) coordinates (i.e., R}), or
it means a (collective) replica-field-theory average when the enclosed entity being averaged
depends on the field (i.e., ). Significantly, this pair of replica-theory equations hold only in
the formal limit n — 0 (see also Ref. [17]). This means that they have as their independent
variables lists (k% k',... k™) of (1 + n)-fold-replicated D-dimensional wave-vectors, one
such list for Eq. (BIa) and two such lists for Eq. ([B.IL). For convenience, we bundle
the (1 + n) vectors into a “supervector” of dimension (1 + n)D and denote it by %, so
that k = (k° k!,... k™). Note the contrast with the physical order parameter (21a) and
physical correlator (2.2al), which respectively have as their independent variables one or two
lists of A (and not 1 + n) wave-vectors, where A is a strictly positive integer.

So, how can we put the replica-theory equations (B.1]) to use? (i) Formally, we evaluate the
replica field-theory expectation values on the right-hand sides of Eqgs. (8.1]), using statistical
field theory for arbitrary values of the independent supervectors ky and ko. However, we
characterize the resulting equations as being generically uncomputable, so as to indicate
that their terms cannot be evaluated on a computer for generic values of their independent
variables, as these are non-integral in number. Then (ii) we extract physical information
from these equations by examining them on what we term computable subspaces, i.e., choices
of the independent variables that are suitably restricted so that the right-hand sides become
not only computable but also physically meaningful, in the sense that the associated left-
hand sides then coincide precisely with the physical order parameter and physical correlator,
Egs. 22) and (2.1)). Thus, in particular, (iii) we arrive at a formula for the left-hand side
of Eq. (2.6al), so that Eq. (2.6a)) enables us to draw conclusions about the heterogeneity
distribution P.

To follow the procedure just outlined and connect the physical order parameter and
correlator to their replica counterparts, we observe that Egs. (8.1al) and (3.11) for the replica

order parameter and correlator become computable on the families of supervectors @1 and

@2 given by
Q; =(0,q},...,9%0,...,0) and Q,=(0,q.,...,q,0,...,0), (3.2)

in which exactly A (i.e., a strictly positive, integral number of) entries occupy replica “chan-
nels” 1,...,A. However, the replica order parameter and correlator do not only become

computable; in the n — 0 limit they also become identical to their physical order-parameter
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and correlator counterparts [i.e., Eqs. (21al) and (Z2a)], and hence they provide us with

access to the heterogeneity distribution:

= 5D (exp (i By) Dreolig = (200 Drels_g (3.3a)

[Lz Z H <eXp(—iqu . Rj1> exp (qu : Rj2>>th

j1,j2=1a=1 dis

1 & L ,
=5z 2o Ge(=iky- fs) exp (ks - Bi) Dreol i, iy-@,.00

J1,J2=1
— (0" Q) Vel 15,5 (3.3b)

where, again, Eq. ([3.3D) holds only when ks =+ ko. Note that this association between
physical diagnostics and replica theory only holds provided any wave-vector in the zeroth
replica 1s set to zero. This restriction is necessitated by the fact the the zeroth replica is
present in the theory as a device for constructing and implementing a suitable model for
the distribution of quenched randomness. It is not, therefore, mandated to be associated
with the description of freedoms fluctuating thermally in the presence of specified quenched
randomness.

In Sec. [V], below, we shall see that the results for the right-hand sides of Egs. (31]), ob-
tained using the replica technique, depend on the replicated wave-vectors (/%1, /%2) via certain
combinations of these wave-vectors that have the same formal structure as the combinations
defined in Egs. (2.7). Of course, the combinations in Eqs. (2.7)) are built from the positive
integer number A of physical wave-vectors, whereas the combinations that appear in the
results for the right-hand sides of Eqs. ([B.]) are built from the 1 4+ n pairs of replicated
wave-vectors in the n — 0 limit. As a result of this structure, upon restricting the repli-
cated wave-vectors to the forms given in Eqs. ([B2]) [as we do on the right-hand sides of
Egs. (33)], we shall find that the dependence on wave-vectors of the right-hand sides of
Egs. (B3) has precisely the structure necessary to match the right-hand sides of Egs. (2.6])
and hence deliver a computable form for (an integral-transformed version of) P.

How do we complete the implementation of our strategy, i.e., use the computable

equations to determine the heterogeneity distribution P and the single-particle position-

13



fluctuation distribution P? First, we calculate the replica correlator {(€(k;)* Q(k2) Vrep
using replica theory at various levels of approximation (the details of which will be given in
Sec. [V]). Then, we make the restriction to the computable subspace using Eqs. (8.2]). This
yields the anticipated structure, viz., an integral transform involving the combinations of

vectors (2.7) that, furthermore, has the same exponential form as Eq. ([2.6d):

(Qkr)" Q(k2)>>rep‘(z;l,z;Z):(@l@z)

= Q% Ox, s /d(IFl,IFQ,(C) P(A,Fy,Fy, C)
x exp (—3(F1) gz (A11)4z) exp (=5 (F2)gz (Az2)ga ) exp ((C) gz (Ar2)43)
+Q(1-Q) (szl 50,(1‘1‘) 00,2 /dF P(F)exp (—5F 3 (Az2)aa )

+Q( - Q) (T, fos) o / dFP(F) exp (—1F 3 (An)aa )
+(1- Q7 (T, dous fos) (3.4)

Here, the distributions P and P are merely formal placeholders; concrete results for them
will be obtained in Sec. IVl The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.4]) (i.e., the term
of order Q?) corresponds to the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.6d)), and similarly
for the second, third and fourth terms [i.e., the two terms of order Q(1 — @) and the terms
of order Q?, respectively]. Matching corresponding terms across Eq. (3.4)) and Eq. (2.6d)) via
Fourier transformation, we arrive at the formulas that determine — in terms of the output
of the replica field theory — the heterogeneity distribution P and, consistent with it, the

reduction to single-particle properties P(F):

1 .
P(n,F,Fy,C) = W/d)\P()\, Fq,Fy,C) exp (—in - A) , (3.5a)
P(F) = P(F). (3.5b)

At this stage, we have connected the physical diagnostics that encode statistical information
about mesoscale structure in the amorphous solid state to their counterparts in replica field

theory. In order to determine these physical diagnostics, we turn to the replica field theory.

IV. REPLICA FIELD THEORY

Now we compute the replica order parameter (3.Ial) and replica correlator (8.1D]) using the

framework of replica field theory. The material in Secs. [ and [Il is rooted in equivalences
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that are exact, assuming the validity of the replica technique. In the remaining sections we
treat the replica field theory at various levels of approximation. (The replica order parameter
has been known at the mean-field level of approximation for some time |11, [16].)

Following the field-theory framework spelled out in Ref. [9], we consider the real-valued
replica order-parameter field €2, which depends on the replicated position-vectors {r*}?_,

(or, equivalently, the Fourier transform of 2, which depends on the conjugate replicated

wave-vectors {q*}?_,). The expectation value and fluctuations of 2 are governed by the
effective replica Hamiltonian H, (see, e.g., Ref. [19]), which is given by:

N .

Ho=5 > (~or+ @)1 = Ng D5 0y eiyri, k) ko) k). (41)
keHRS k1,k2,ks€HRS

In Eq. (@), the amorphous solidification transition control parameter 7 is a dimension-
less proxy for the density of quenched random constraints (which in the case of vulcanized
macromolecules are the chemical cross-links); more precisely, it is a proxy for the amount
by which the constraint density exceeds the critical value for the onset of amorphous so-
lidification. In addition, a specifies the critical value of the parameter that controls the
probability of cross-link formation (and hence specifies the critical density of cross-links) .
Furthermore, &, gives the bare size of the entities that the constraints randomly connect
(which in the case of vulcanized macromolecules is proportional to the radius of gyration
of the uncross-linked macromolecules); and g measures the strength of the order-parameter
nonlinearity. We measure energies in units of the thermal energy scale kg T, where T is
the temperature and kg is Boltzmann’s constant. Furthermore, convenient re-scalings allow
us to set a/2, & and g to unity. The indication HRS on a summation over k stands for
higher replica sector, which means that to be included in a summation the corresponding set
(k% k!, ... k™) must contain at least two replicated wave-vectors that are nonzero. The set
of replicated wave-vectors complementary to the HRS set is termed the lower replica sector
and indicated LRS. The freedoms of the field theory associated with the LRS correspond
to macroscopic fluctuations of the particle density at some wave-vector, away from spatial
homogeneity. As a result of the excluded-volume repulsion between particles, this sector
of the field theory is a gapped sector: the free-energy cost does not disperse to zero as the
length-scale of the fluctuation diverges. Thus, from the point of view of the critical phe-
nomenology associated with the transition to the amorphous solid state, the LRS freedoms

can be omitted from the description: they do not participate in the relevant ordering; nor

15



do they exhibit long-ranged correlations either near the transition or in the ordered state.
This is why it is only the freedoms associated with the HRS that are retained in the effective
Hamiltonian (4.T]).

Our focus here is on the amorphous solid state, and we therefore consider states of the
replica theory in which the replica order parameter ((€2)),ep is nonzero. The notation ((- - - ))rep
is in accordance with the explanation given immediately after Eqs. (3]). In the context of
Eq. ([A2), it means the replica-field-theory average in which expectation values are taken

with respect to the un-normalized weight exp (—H.), i.e.,

 [DQe e

(- Meep = TDOe T (4.2)

where the measure Df2 indicates functional integration over all HRS fields, subject to the
reality condition Q*(k) = Q(—k). As we shall need to examine its consequences when
we incorporate Goldstone excitations, we give the explicit form of the measure: D) =
[licurs @Re Q(l%) dIm Q(fc), where, reflecting the reality condition, the product is taken
over only half of the replicated wave-vector space. (For future reference, we note that no
explicit metric features in this measure; it is flat.)

Our main focus is on the replica correlator (2% Q)),ep. (We could of course equally well
focus on the connected version, (€* Q) rep — (€2 ) rep (€2)rep » Which characterizes the correla-
tions between fluctuations of the replica order parameter around its expectation value.) We
adopt a three-level strategy for calculating ((Q2* Q)),e, . First, we apply mean-field theory.
Then, we incorporate the effects of the modes contained in the gapless sector of excitations
(i.e., the Goldstone branch). Finally, we discuss what the implications would be if we were
to incorporate the effects of the modes contained in the gapped sector of excitations (i.e.,
the non-Goldstone branches).

The mean-field solution for the amorphous solidification transition has long been known
(see Refs. [16,19]), so here we simply recapitulate its results, including to fix notation. The
equilibrium expectation value of the replica order parameter ((§2)),¢, is given, at the mean-

field level, by the value of €2 that makes H, stationary. For 7 < 0 it is 0; for 7 > 0 it is given
by

MF

(QE) e = (1= Q) 85+ QWI(E) So5n_y ke (4.3a)
W(L) = / de* D(&?) exp (—3€°L). (4.3b)
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Here, Q and D are single-particle characteristics of the amorphous solid state, wviz., the
fraction of localized particles and the normalized distribution of the (squared) localization
lengths &2 of the localized particles, respectively. (For an analysis of the stability of the
amorphous solid state, see Ref. [20].) Similarly, within mean-field theory the equilibrium

expectation value of the replica correlator ((€2*2)),., is given by

~

()" ko) Prep = QWD) W(RZ) S0,y ks G051y ks
+Q(1 = Q) 5, W(k3) oxn_ s
+Q(1 = Q) 5 ;W (k) doxn_ e
+ (1= Q)4 4,067, (4.4)

By following the steps presented in Eqs. (84) and (8.5]), we arrive at the following mean-field

results for the (un-reduced and reduced) heterogeneity distributions:
1
P(n,F1.F2,C) = / dei dé; D(E)) D(E;) 0 (Fr = &1) 6(F2 — 1) 8(C), (4.50)
P(F) 2 /dg%(g?)a(w—g?l) : (4.5b)

where 1 is the D x D identity tensor for the Cartesian space of positions. Evidently, within
this mean-field analysis the thermal fluctuations of the positions of the localized particles
are spatially isotropic, and thus fully characterized by the localization-length distribution
D(£?). Moreover, the heterogeneity distribution is insensitive to the separation between the
mean positions of the particle pairs. Furthermore, the localization lengths of the particle
pairs are uncorrelated and the thermal motions of the the particle pairs are uncorrelated,
too. Unsurprisingly, the picture of the amorphous solid state painted by mean field theory
is limited. It is necessary to incorporate the effects of order-parameter fluctuations in order
to uncover a more refined picture of the statistical mesoscale structure of the amorphous
solid state.

In order to go beyond mean-field theory, we now incorporate the effects of )-field fluc-
tuations for modes on the gapless branch of excitations (i.e., the Goldstone branch); see
Refs. [4-6]. The structure of these excitations results from the pattern of spontaneous
symmetry breaking (viz., the reduction in symmetry from independent translations of the
replicas down to their common translations). They are readily expressed as deformations

of the mean-field expectation value of the replica order parameter that are parametrized
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by means of a set of n (not n + 1) D-dimensional vector fields {u®*(z)}?_,. These fields
depend on the (D-dimensional) spatial position z and are appropriately reminiscent of the
displacement fields of a (conventionally replicated) elasticity theory; see Refs. [4-6]. Con-
sistent with the idea that common translations of the replicas remain symmetries of the
amorphous solid state, there is one fewer displacement field than there are replicas; this is
why u®(z) is absent from the theory. Each of these displacement fields obeys the incompress-
ibility condition detp D(éddr + o0u§(z)/ 8zd,) = 1, and thus is associated with a pure shear
deformation. Focusing, just for now, only on the part associated with localized particles,
how the displacement fields give rise to a Goldstone-branch deformation of the replica order
parameter away from its equilibrium expectation value is specified as follows:

(k) YNE = QW (k:2> / % exp (z S ke z) , (4.62)

a=0

A dDZ n n
2 . e - « «
— QW (]{7 ) /7 exp (z E a:Ok -z) exp <z E a:lk ‘u (z)) (4.6b)
We define the relationship between displacement fields {u®(z)}”_, and their Fourier trans-

forms {U%(q)}”_, via the pair:
U(q) = /dDzeiq'z u(z), (4.7a)
u(z) = %qu—m-ZU(q). (4.7b)

Each wave-vector-space displacement field U(q) is defined on a (fine) discrete wave-vector
lattice with lattice spacing set by the inverse of the (large) real-space system size. In view of
the existence of gapped excitation branches, the Goldstone-branch description breaks down
for Goldstone-branch excitation energies that exceed the lowest-energy gapped excitation
energies (i.e., have wave-vectors comparable to or shorter than the inverse of the typical
localization length). Therefore, to be internally consistent, we cut off the Goldstone-branch
contributions associated with wavelengths shorter than the typical inverse localization length
by truncating wave-vector summations at this scale.

The fluctuations of the displacement fields are governed by an effective elastic Hamiltonian
OH = 0H. + 0H., that comprises two contributions. The second, dH,,, which we explain
shortly, is induced by the transformation of the functional integration measure from €2 to
U. The first, dH, = H.[Q, U} — H[Q, 0}, is the increase in the replica Hamiltonian (Z.T])
when one replaces the mean-field replica order parameter Q [see Eq. (&6al)] by its Goldstone-
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distorted counterpart (4.6h), as explained, e.g., in Ref. [21]; to leading order in displacement
fields it is given by

— N
HAU] = —5p 3 53 S P U @) U a), (4:8a)
al ag = 1 q
(g # a2)
where S.(q) is a wave-vector-dependent elastic shear modulus. As shown in Ref. [21], S.(q)
and its long-distance limit S.(0) are determined by the dimensionless scaling function (k)

10

Se(a) = Se(0) X(laf*/7), (4.8b)
S.(0) = T (47°/27), (4.8¢)

where Boltzmann’s constant has been set to unity. Note that the distribution of localization
lengths D determines the wave-vector-dependent elastic shear modulus S.(q) via 3(k).

As for the second contribution, dH,,, this arises from the transformation of the functional
integral over {2 into the functional integral over u, the latter integral reaching only the
slice (or submanifold) of Q-space determined by Eq. (4.6D)). This transformation induces a
measure y/det G for the u functional integral. Explicitly, the two integration measures are

related by
/---DQ:/---\/detg[u] Du, (4.9)

where the induced metric G is defined via

1 S R o (k) 0Q(k) (4.10)

g(z27 Qg, d2; Z1,(q, dl) = 5 S 2z (Zz) Juet,da (Zl) ’

keHRS
in which each u®%(z) labels an individual degree of freedom of u at position z with replica
label o and vector index d, and det indicates a Fredholm determinant; for a simple illus-
trative example, see Ref. [22]. Tt is straightforward to compute G starting from Eq. (4.6D);
however, computing the Fredholm determinant is more subtle, because of the need for the
displacement field to obey the incompressibility constraint. We shall publish details of these
computations elsewhere [23]. To understand the effect of the induced measure v/det G, we
estimate its contribution to 0H,, . For small spatial gradients of u, its leading behavior can
be shown to have the form

Fon v Z ZS‘“” )|al* U™ (q@)" - U**(q), (4.11)

a1,00= 1
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in terms of a particular function S,,, which is an induced-measure—generated contribution
to the scale-dependent elastic shear modulus. We focus on the long-wavelength behavior of
S212(q) so that we may contrast it with the long-wavelength behavior of S.(q) as, together,
they characterize the macroscopic linear elasticity. Thus, we consider

T&yp““fl
Si @l =5 2 Tk, (4.12)
k

where &y, is the typical localization length which scales as &y, ~ &o/+/T at mean-field level,

and F(€,k) is a certain wave-vector-dependent function that also depends on information

contained in the equilibrium value of the order-parameter field Q. A detailed quantitative

analysis [23] ensures that F is at most of order unity. As a result, in the small wave-vector

limit the induced-measure—generated shear modulus scales as
NEY

In Eq. (EI3), the factor V/NEP determines the extent to which the polymer coils typically

S (0) (4.13)

overlap one another. A comparison of the factor 7° in S.(0) and the factor 77/2 in S,,(0)
shows that for D > 6 the free-energy contribution to the shear modulus dominates the
induced-measure contribution, at least asymptotically close to the amorphous solidification
critical point. At six dimensions, the induced-measure contribution to the shear modulus is
no larger than the free-energy contribution, although it could potentially modify both the
macroscopic and the (dimensionless) scale-dependent shear moduli. We cannot be certain
that the dominance of the free-energy contribution continues below six dimensions because
the scaling properties of the amorphous solid state below six dimensions (which play a role
in determining both contributions) are unknown at this time. However, we shall limit our
scope to the regime in which the dominance by the free-energy contribution holds (i.e.,
D > 6), and assume that this dominance holds not only in the long-wavelength limit, but
also for nonzero wave-vectors.

To average over the displacement field fluctuations and thus incorporate the Goldstone
branch of excitations, we begin with the weight exp (—d#H,) (having omitted the contribution
0Hm, in line with the discussion given above), denoting the resulting averages by {{---}}. At
this stage, we are already retaining terms only to quadratic order in the displacement fields in
0H.. Correspondingly, we also approximate the incompressibility constraint detp D(5 g+

ou§(z) /8zc-l) = 1, which reflects the strong inter-particle repulsion, replacing it by the
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linearized form Ou§(z)/0z; = 0, valid for small displacement-gradients. Equipped with
these simplifications, it is straightforward to evaluate the average of u®-dependent functions.

In particular, displacement-field correlator is given by

1 )TV 1
1-n’ N 8.(0)

{{ug(20) uj(z2)}} = (6% + Ga(z1 — 22) , (4.14a)

where the incompressible elastic Green tensor G is given by

§typlal<1

Galz) = e 1 )(5d (q )| ‘( 4z ). (4.14b)

lal* X(laf?/7

G, which features the (dimensionless) scale-dependent shear modulus ¥, characterizes the
displacement at location z in response to a displacement at the origin. It plays a key role
in determining the heterogeneity distribution. Its anisotropy results from incompressibility.
It is long ranged, in the sense that it decays at large distances algebraically for D > 2;
for D = 2 it diverges logarithmically at distances much larger than the typical localization
length; see, Ref. [24]. We note that G(0) is proportional to the D x D identity matrix 1,

from which it is straightforward to show that

G(0) =T1, (4.15a)

§typlal<1

D—-11 1 1

"DV 2 WS

(4.15b)

Importantly, for D = 2, T" diverges logarithmically in the long-distance cutoff (i.e., the
system size); see, Ref. [24]. The displacement-field correlator (£I4al) enables us to determine
the replica order parameter and replica correlator, averaged over the Goldstone sector. For
example, the part of the replica correlator that corresponds to the case where both particles

are localized reads

(k)" Qk2)) i

loc-loc

—Qow(i) [ S e (<30 K m) QW) [T en (Y] Kz
flexp (<> kg u(z))exp (i K§-u(z)})

- - dPz ) n N JO
= Q2 52320 k¢, 3" kg W(k%)W(k%) / v exXp (Z Za:O k] 'Z> K(k1, ko 2), (4.16a)
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in which for convenience we have introduced the replica correlation kernel IC(I%l, ]272; z), de-

fined via

%[ G4a(0) (1) (k)] + Gua(0) () (K2)] = 2G 1 — 72) (ko) <k2>§]> (4.16b)

We specialize to the notation IC(I%) when one or other of the wave-vector arguments vanishes,
in which case IC(/%) loses z-dependence. Thus, the full replica order parameter and replica

correlator take the respective forms

(k)N =0 -Q) 0 + Qs ke, 0 W) K(R), (4.17a)

. . . . dP J— S
( Q) QRN = Q*0x_ s xois WEDWS) [ T2 exp (i) K5 - 2) Kk ki)

a=0
+(1 = Q) Q0 1, o5, k.0 W(k3) K (k)
+(1 = Q) Qg i, 65 w0 W(kT) K (k1)

+(1 — Q)%aiﬁ 05,7y (4.17Db)

~

Strictly speaking, ((Q(k))SE and (Q(ky)* Q(l%g)»g};’ vanish for replicated wave-vectors ly-
ing in the one-replica sector, owing to the vanishing of the Goldstone distortions of the
order-parameter field in this sector together with the incompressibility of the displacement
fields. However, as mentioned above, we have not handled this incompressibility exactly
in our averaging over the Goldstone fields, but only in the linearized form. As a result,

(Q(k1)* Qk2))EB does not exactly vanish in the one-replica sector (although (( Q(k))SB

rep rep
does).

Having determined the replica order parameter and replica correlator, the methodol-

ogy given in Eqgs. (84]) and (3.) brings us to the distribution of single-particle position-
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fluctuation tensors P and the heterogeneity distribution P:
PMEbBﬂﬁz/ﬁﬁ%ﬁM®D@@NE—ﬁl—£W)MR—@E—EW)

dPz 9 1
x/Ta(c—c I G(z))

_D _1 1
x (47L*) "% [detM(z)] * exp (—4—£2 (M(z)™") 5 (z—m)a(z— 77)3) ,(4.184a)
BE) = [ de D)5 - €1 - £21) = [ D) s(F - 1) (4.18b)
where the shift length £, covariance matrix Ml and shifted distribution D are defined via
2 - IV T
LY = N 5.(0)° (4.19a)
M(z) = 1 -T"'G(z), (4.19b)
D(€?) = D(&2 - L?). (4.19¢)

The heterogeneity distribution P — which extends the position-fluctuation distribution P from
one-particle to two-particle localization characteristics — is the core result of this Paper.
Below, we unpack P to see what it says about the statistical mesoscale structure of the
amorphous solid state, but first we address what is learned from P.

(i) Equation (IRE) for P shows that the single-particle thermal position-fluctuation tensors
F, which at the mean-field level were isotropic and characterized by the distribution D
of squared localization lengths, remain isotropic upon inclusion of Goldstone excitations;
however, the weight of the squared localization-length distribution is uniformly shifted to
longer lengths, by the square of the length £, to become the distribution D. As the discussion
below Eqs. (4.I5) indicates, for D > 2 this shift is finite, whereas at D = 2 it diverges with
the system size. Dimensional analysis shows that for D > 6 (which is within the scope of
the present Paper), the shift length £ is much smaller the bare (i.e., mean-field) typical
localization length &,. Equation (£I9al) shows that the shift length is determined wia
the scale-dependent shear modulus, which in turn is dictated by the (scaled, mean-field)
distribution of squared localization lengths. (Thus, the mean-field distribution encodes
instructions for how it is to be renormalized by Goldstone excitations.)

(ii) Equation (4.I8al) gives — within the Goldstone-excitation framework — the heterogeneity
distribution P. It shows that within this framework the localization lengths of particle pairs

are uncorrelated with one another, regardless of the separation of their mean positions 7.
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What does, however, depend on the separation — within the Goldstone framework — is the
distribution of the tensor C (i.e., the correlator between the thermal position fluctuations
of a pair of particles away from their mean positions). The recipe for this distribution is
as follows. Start with the given separation m of the mean particle-positions. Associate
with 1 a sharp value of the correlator C, viz., L2T'""'G(n). Now smear i (and hence C)
by making random departures from 1 that are managed by the quasi-Gaussian random
variable z. These departures have their anisotropy governed by the covariance tensor M(z),
and their scale set by M(z) and the shift length £, both of which are indirectly controlled
by the scale-dependent shear modulus. (We use the term quasi-Gaussian to indicate the
dependence of the covariance on z.) The anisotropy of the position-fluctuation correlations C
is inherited from the anisotropy of the elastic Green function G, which itself is a consequence
of the incompressibility of the displacement fluctuations {u®(z)}7_, that results from inter-
particle repulsion. As for the impact of the scale of the particle separation  on how C
is distributed, this is in accordance with physical expectations. When the separation is
asymptotically large (compared with ), the distribution is dominated by correspondingly
large values of z and, therefore, by vanishingly small values of C, owing to the vanishing
of G at large distances. Thus, particle pairs whose mean positions are widely separated
have essentially uncorrelated position-fluctuation correlations. On the other hand, as the
separation is reduced, the distribution of position-fluctuation correlations sharpens towards
a deterministic value of £L2T'~! G(n), owing to the reduction in smearing. Accompanying
this sharpening is an increase in the typical strength of C, with the scale of C reaching £2
as the separation of the mean positions is reduced to much smaller than ,. As mentioned
above, within the scope of the present Paper (i.e., D > 6), £ is much smaller than the
typical localization length &, and thus the particle-pair correlations are weak compared

with the position fluctuations of the individual particles.

What should one anticipate as the consequences of going beyond the Goldstone-excitation
framework by also incorporating gapped sectors of excitations? The most prominent con-
sequence would be that the heterogeneity distribution P acquires correlations between the
single-particle position-fluctuation tensors Iy and Fy. For mean-position separations n much
smaller than &y, there should be essentially perfect correlation between F; and Fs; on the
other hand, for much larger separations [F; and Fy should become essentially uncorrelated.

On top of this, one should anticipate a more refined result for the fluctuation-corrected
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distribution of (squared) localization lengths. It will not merely undergo the rigid shift nec-
essarily dictated by the structure of Goldstone excitations, as given in Eq. (£I9d). Instead,
the change in the dependence on £2 will be more generic, reflecting the detailed structure of

the gapped excitations.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The replica-statistical field theory governing the phase transition to and equilibrium
properties of the emergent amorphous solid state is universal, in the sense that its structure
is determined solely via symmetry and length-scale arguments. We have examined this field
theory with a view to extracting the (correspondingly universal) statistical information it
encodes about the amorphous solid state — information, which we refer to as the mesoscale
heterogeneity of the state, that arises as a result of the random architecture of the underlying
medium and the consequent random point-to-point variation of its emergent properties. This
information takes the form of a joint probability distribution for the spatial heterogeneity of
the thermal motion of the constituents of the amorphous-solid-forming system. Covered by
the distribution are the following characteristics of the thermal motion: the R.M.S. values
of the fluctuations of the positions of the constituents about their (random) mean values,
and the correlations between these position fluctuations. The distribution quantifies how
these random characteristics are jointly distributed, and how their distribution varies with
the separation of the mean positions of pairs of constituents. This information is encoded
in and extracted from the correlators of the amorphous solidification field theory.

We have analyzed increasingly accurate approximations to the order parameter and cor-
relators, ranging from mean-field theory to the incorporation of gapless elastic-displacement
(i.e., Goldstone) fluctuations. Hence, we have obtained increasingly accurate descriptions of
the mesoscale heterogeneity. We have paid attention to the role of the induced measure that
arises when the (complete) functional integral over the fluctuating order-parameter field is
approximated by means of a (partial) functional integral over elastic displacement fields.

Several key themes remain for future examination. These include the quantitative anal-
ysis of the impact of the gapped (i.e., non-Goldstone) sector of field fluctuations on the
heterogeneity distribution and the development of a model-independent scaling theory for

the heterogeneity distribution that would allow for the consequences of critical fluctuations.
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