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Penetration of surface effects on structural relaxation and particle hops in glassy films
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A free surface induces enhanced dynamics in glass formers. We study the dynamical enhancement of glassy
films with a distinguishable-particle lattice model of glass free of elastic effects. We demonstrate that the
thickness of the surface mobile layer depends on temperature differently under different definitions, although
all are based on local structure relaxation rate. The rate can be fitted to a double exponential form with an
exponential-of-power-law tail. Our approach and results exclude elasticity as the unique mechanism for the
tail. Layer-resolved particle hopping rate, potentially a key measure for activated hopping, is also studied but it

exhibits much shallower surface effects.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that a glass former can retain a liquid-like
free surface even though its bulk may well have vitrified [1-
7]. Of films with free surfaces, a reduction in the glass tran-
sition temperature 7, accompanied by accelerated structural
relaxation near the surface region has been observed [8—12].
Such surface-enhanced dynamics is confined to a surface mo-
bile layer, over which local structural relaxation is accelerated.
Its thickness has been studied in experiments [13—15] and sim-
ulations [16-21]. However, estimated values of the thickness
and its temperature dependence can vary significantly among
different definitions and are not yet fully understood.

A deeper question concerns the mechanism of the enhanced
dynamics and the spatial functional form of its penetration
into the interior of a film. It was argued that the local structural
relaxation time, i.e. o-relaxation time, T4(z) can shed light
on the general question of the glass transition [22-29]. Here
z is the depth from the free surface of a film. Yet, direct ex-
perimental tests of local properties against theoretical predic-
tions are technically difficult, given the limited spatial resolu-
tion [23, 30]. Recently, accurate measurements of 74 (z) from
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations are reported to support
a double-exponential form with an exponential-of-power-law
tail given by [28]

7o' (2) = (™) ' explaexp(—z/&) +b/z], ()
more often written as
In(7o"™ /7o (2)) = aexp(—z/&) +b/z, 2)

where &) measures the mobile layer thickness, 5" is the bulk
o-relaxation time, and a and b are constants. Based on an
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elastically cooperative nonlinear Langevin equation (ECNLE)
theory [26], the double-exponential term, found also in early
MD simulations [31], can be derived from an empirical layer-
by-layer facilitation-like process for surface effects, while the
tail can follow from a local softening due to an elastic cou-
pling in three dimensions to the free surface [28]. Although
the power-law tail covers only half a decade of scaling and
may require further scrutiny, the intriguing two-component
form seems evident from the accurate MD results. The func-
tional form of Eq. (2) was claimed as a unique signature for
the relevance of elastic field in glass [28]. This echoes a recent
increase of interest [32, 33] in the possible dominating role of
elasticity in glassy dynamics [34, 35].

Lattice models of glass in general enjoy superior compu-
tational efficiency [36, 37]. Here we use a distinguishable
particle lattice model (DPLM) [38, 39] to study the relax-
ation dynamics of supported glassy films. The DPLM has
been able to reproduce a variety of characteristic phenomena
for bulk samples of glass, including slow relaxation [38], Ko-
vacs paradox [40] and effect [41], kinetic and thermodynamic
fragility [39], heat capacity overshoot [42], two-level systems
[43], diffusion coefficient power-laws [44], and Kauzmann’s
paradox [45]. The same model has also successfully simu-
lated surface enhanced mobility [46] and heat capacity [47] of
glassy films. The importance of adopting an extensively tested
lattice model is to ensure compatibility among explanations of
a wide range of glassy phenomena. Mechanisms considered
in this study based on the DPLM are thus also consistent with
the aforementioned list of characteristics of glass in both bulk
and film geometries.

In this paper, we measure and contrast estimates of the
thickness of the surface mobile layer from DPLM simulations
based on several commonly used definitions. We demonstrate
that the local a-relaxation time 74 (z) measured for DPLM
films can as well be fitted by Eq. (2), despite the absence
of elastic effects. Finally, we show that the particle hopping
rate from the DPLM admits much weaker surface enhance-
ment than the relaxation time and the implications will be dis-
cussed.
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FIG. 1. A schematic drawing of the lattice model of supported film.

II. MODEL

We follow the construction of DPLM films and all model
parameters introduced previously for mobility and heat ca-
pacity measurements [46, 47]. Specifically, N distinguishable
particles of each of their own type populate a square lattice of
ribbon geometry, with thickness 4 and length L = 1000, in two
dimensions (2D). Each lattice site can be occupied by either a
particle or a void (non-occupied), as shown in Fig. 1. We ap-
ply periodic boundary conditions along the direction of L and
fixed bounding walls along the direction of 4. We designate
z =1 for the particles in contact with the vacuum represented
by the upper wall and z = A for the particles that sit on top of
the substrate modeled by the lower wall. The energy of the
model is given by

E= Z VS[sjninj+£b0t Z n; + Eop Z n;. 3)

<i,j> irzj=h iizi=1

Here, the particle type at the site i is labeled s;. The interaction
energy between the particle at the site i and the particle at
the adjacent site j is given by V;. The occupation number
n; = 1 at site i if site i is occupied by a particle, otherwise
n; = 0 if the site is empty. The z-coordinate (i.e. depth) of
site 7 is given by z;. We use &op = 1.124 to account for the
excess interfacial energy experienced by particles in z =1 and
&vot = —0.5 for particles in z = A, respectively. We sample the
interaction energy Vy;5; from a a priori distribution,

g(V)=Go/ (Vi —Vo) +

where Vy = —0.5, V] = 0.5 and Gy = 0.7 are parameters cho-
sen for the study [46].

We simulate void-induced equilibrium dynamics with the
Metropolis algorithm. The rate for a particle hopping to an
adjacent void is given by

(1=Go)s(V —W1), “)

w=woexp[—AEO(AE) /kgT], (5)

where AE is the energy change due to the hop, O(x) = 1 if
x >0 or ®(x) =0 otherwise. We set the attempt frequency
wo = 10°. We use kg = 1, so the temperature has the same
dimension as energy. The adopted algorithm guarantees de-
tailed balance.

We use the swap algorithm (swapping among all particles
and voids) to accelerate the equilibration process [44, 48] .
More than 10° swap attempts per site are performed to equili-
brate the energy and depth-dependent particle density. Before
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FIG. 2. Structural relaxation time, T¢/(z), for a film of thickness h =
45 at various values of temperature 7. The free surface is adjacent
to particles at z = 1. The dashed line sets an empirical reference
observation time 7y = 1.
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FIG. 3. Thicknesses of surface mobile layer based in different defi-
nitions against temperature 7" for a film of h = 45.

taking measurements, another 10° swap attempts per site are
performed to confirm that equilibrium has been attained. With
the parameters chosen above, it has been shown [46] that the
particle density at z > 1 equilibrates at a constant value of
0.99, and drops sharply to 0.2 at z = 1.



III. RELAXATION RATE AND MOBILE LAYER
THICKNESS

We measure from DPLM simulations the local overlap
function ¢g(At,z), which gives the probability that a particle
in layer z is at the original position after a duration Ar. In
Fig. 2, we display the layer-resolved relaxation time 7y (z) de-
fined via g(At,z) = 1 /e at At = T4(z) [46]. As seen, a slope of
Tx(z) extends towards the bulk and increases as 7 is reduced
from 0.28 to 0.19. This is consistent with MD simulations
[16] and signifies the penetration of fast surface dynamics into
the interior of the film.

Using 74(z) from Fig. 2, we calculate the mobile layer
thickness &y from the double-exponential term in Eq. (2). Al-
ternatively, we define a different mobile layer thickness &; ac-
cording to [14, 18, 27],

Ttx(gr) = To, (6)

based on an empirical reference relaxation time 7p. We have
used 79 = 1. In addition, one may introduce a third definition
of thickness &, according to [17, 18, 20]

Ta(ée) = O-Sngulka @)

where the mobility enhancement is gauged by the empirical
prefactor 0.5 for the reduction of the relaxation time from the
bulk value 8%, Finally, from the gradient of 74(z) close to
the free surface, we define a width &; by a single-exponential
form [21]

Ta(0) " = (1) r AT ®)

Figure 3 plots DPLM results on the thicknesses described
above. As temperature decreases, we observe that &; and &,
decrease while &y and &, increase. The temperature depen-
dence of &;, &y, and &, has been studied before. Specifically,
experiments on &; [14] and MD results on &; [18], & [31]
and &, [17, 18, 20] have all reported trends in good agreement
with those from the DPLM in Fig. 3.

To further analyze the functional form of 74(z), we have
measured Ty (z) from supported DPLM films of thickness
h = 100. We determine "% accurately from simulations of
bulk samples so that statistical errors are dominated by those
of Tg(z). Figure 4 plots log(t5"% /74(z)) against z. The re-
sult strikingly resembles those from recent MD measurements
[28] and can be reasonably fitted to Eq. (2) with a double-
exponential form in the short range and an upward-turning
tail at z 2 30. Nevertheless, other functional forms may also
be possible (see Appendix A).

IV. WEAK SURFACE EFFECTS ON PARTICLE HOPS

Despite strong surface effects on the relaxation time, we
next show that they are much weaker on particle hopping rate.
At deep supercooling, particle dynamics in glass formers are
dominated by activated particle hops as revealed by the emer-
gence of secondary and higher-order peaks in the van Hove
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FIG. 4. Plot of In(t2"%/74(z)) versus depth z in (a) log-log and
(b) semi-log scales for a film of thickness 2 = 100 at T = 0.21. Two

asymptotic fits to the data are also displayed. The black line indicates
the sum of the two fits.

correlation function [49]. We now analyze the particle hop-
ping rate defined by [21],

Pop (At Iy )
Ri(z) =——=. 9
1(2) A ©)
Here, Pop(At,z) denotes the probability that a particle at layer

z hops during a time interval Ar and is given by
Phop(A1,2) = (O(|ri(1 + A1) —ri(1)[ = 1))rz,  (10)

where ©(x) = 1 if x > 0, rj(¢) is the position of particle i at
time ¢ and the average is taken over time ¢ and all the particles
that reside at depth z at the beginning of the time interval. We
take a small time interval Az = 10~/ so that R;(z) measures
the rate of all particle hops, as justified in Appendix B.
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FIG. 5. Particle hopping rate R (z) against depth z for a film of thick-
ness 7 = 15 at temperature 7 = 0.20. Also plotted is structural relax-
ation time 7y /(z) under the same conditions. The data is normalized
by the respective quantity at z = 14.

Fig. 5 displays R;(z) measured against z from DPLM sim-
ulations at a low temperature of 7 = 0.20. It is compared
with 74(z) reported above and values have been normalized
by their approximate bulk values taken at z = 14. A clear dif-
ference between the strengths of the surface effects is seen.
Specifically, 74(z) forms a gradient penetrating deep into the
interior of the film up to at least z ~ 13. In contrast, a gradient
in R; (z) extends only up to z ~ 3.

In addition, the local particle density in the DPLM also ad-
mits surface effects only very close to the surface up to z ~ 3
[46], in qualitative agreement with MD results [16]. The be-
haviors of R;(z) and the particle density are thus similar in
this regard. This can be readily understood from the short-
range nature of the interactions in the DPLM so that hopping
energy barriers depend only on the local particle density. The
deeper penetration of surface effects on relaxation time, not
accountable by the particle hopping rate, has been attributed
to a breakdown of a back-and-forth hopping tendency of glass
particles close to the free surface [21].

V. DISCUSSIONS

We have measured surface mobile layer thicknesses &, &;,
., and &; defined in Egs. (2), (6), (7), and (8) respectively.
Our results show that &; and &; increase with temperature,
while & and &, decrease with temperature. Such opposite
trends are consistent with previous studies as explained above
and have been discussed based on Adam-Gibbs theory [18]
and cooperative free volume theory [27]. The reproduction
of these trends here further supports the applicability of the
DPLM on surface-enhanced dynamics in glassy films [46, 47],
in addition to several other glassy phenomena demonstrated

previously [39—45].

The different properties of the various thicknesses demon-
strate that a full characterization of surface enhanced mobility
in general requires the whole function of layer-resolved relax-
ation time T(z), while an individual thickness reflects only
certain features of the dynamics. In particular, &, captures the
length scale over which the system cannot maintain its bulk
dynamics. It may be most closely related to the dynamic cor-
relation length of glass in bulk, which is expected to increase
as temperature decreases. In contrast, &; is a decay length of
enhanced dynamics close to the surface. It dictates the length
scale of the layer dominating surface flow and is thus most
relevant for quantifying surface transport [10, 19]. Its value
decreases as temperature decreases, signifying that transport
is dominated by an increasingly thinner layer.

The ENCLE theory based on elastic interactions [35] is an
insightful analytical approach used in deriving Eq. (2), pro-
viding extensive microscopic details essential for close com-
parisons with MD simulations and other descriptions of glass
relaxation. The exponential-of-power-law tail was taken as a
unique signature of a long-range elastic field [28]. The fact
that it is seen in Fig. 4 for the DPLM without elasticity calls
into question such a feature as decisive evidence for the elastic
picture.

Both the DPLM and the ENCLE theory can account for
the exponential-of-power-law tail in the relaxation time, but
they essentially produce opposite predictions on the particle
hopping rate. We have observed in Fig. 5 surface effects on
particle hopping rate in the DPLM only in a thin surface layer
in agreement with our MD results [21]. Correlations among
particle hops are known to play an important role [38]. In
contrast, the ENCLE theory analyzes dynamics dictated by
particle activated hopping energy barriers, while correlations
among hops are completely neglected. The calculations es-
sentially extract the structural relaxation rate directly from
particle hopping rate. This should predict surface effects on
relaxation rate penetrating as deep as those on hopping rates.
It is not clear how the ENCLE theory can be reconciled with
MD results in [21].

To conclude, we have measured from DPLM simulations
the temperature dependence of four definitions of surface mo-
bile layer thickness in glassy films. Different trends are ob-
served in agreement with previous studies and they follow
from different characteristics of the layer-resolved relaxation
time. We also study the relaxation time including regions deep
into the film. A two-component form with a slowly decay-
ing tail closely resembling accurate MD measurements is ob-
served. Our results show that long-range elastic interactions,
which are absent in the DPLM, are not a necessary explana-
tion of the tail. We also demonstrate that the particle hop-
ping rate admits much shallower surface effects in the DPLM,
again in agreement with MD simulations.
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Appendix A: Relaxation enhancement as a sum of exponentials

Figure 6 presents the data of 74(z) from Fig. 4 fitted to an
empirical sum of three exponentials

o' (2) = (T5) T Age?/ £ Are/S 1 A3 (AL

which generalizes Eq. (8). The three exponential terms are
simplified effective forms to account for possible mobility en-
hancement induced respectively by isolated voids exchanged
with the surface, coupled voids exchanged with the surface,
and all coupled voids, as motivated by simulation results using
a facilitated random walk model to be reported elsewhere. At
present, the finite precision of our data in Fig. 6 and the large
number of fitting parameters forbid us to scrutinize Egs. (2)
and (A1) reliably.

Appendix B: Further results on particle hopping rate

A layer-resolved particle hopping rate R;(z) has been de-
fined in Eq. (9). Following a definition applied previously to
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FIG. 7. Net hopping rates R(At) against depth z for a film of thickness
h =15 at different values of Ar at T = 0.20.

MD results [21], it is generalized to a net hopping rate

Blop (AI,Z)

R(z,At) = At )

(BI)

where B,op(At,z) defined in Eq. (10) denotes the probability
that a particle at depth z hops during time Az. For a very
small time interval Az = 10~7, the hopping rate R;(z) is re-
stored. Figure 7 plots results on R(z,At) for different Az
from DPLM simulations. Note that we have ensured that
At is small enough by showing only data points for which
Phop(At,z) < 0.5. The results in Fig. 7 qualitatively resem-
ble those from MD simulations [21]. For Ar ~ 107, R(z,Ar)
have approximately converged and this signifies that all hops
are properly counted. In contrast, R(z,At) decreases with Ar
at larger At. This is because back-and-forth hops, which are
very abundant in the system, then do not contribute to R(z, At),
properly reflecting that they also do not contribute to the net
dynamics at longer time scales as explained in [21]. In par-
ticular, the gradient in R(z, Ar) penetrates deeper into the bulk
for larger Ar. More precisely, R(z,At) at At = 6.820 converges
to its bulk value at z > 12, in sharp contrast to R;(z) which
converges at a much shallower depth of z 2> 3. This exem-
plifies that surface effects for long-time measurements such
as R(z,At) for large Ar and 74 (z) penetrate deeper than short-
time values such as Ry (z) [21].
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