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We discuss the physics of crystals with small polydispersity near the jamming transition point.
For this purpose, we introduce an effective single-particle model taking into account the nearest
neighbor structure of crystals. In the limit of large dimensions, the model can be solved analytically
by using the replica method. If there is no polydispersity, the replica symmetric solution is stable
until the jamming transition point, which leads to the standard scaling of perfect crystals. On
the contrary, for finite polydispersity, the model undergoes the replica symmetric breaking (RSB)
transition before the jamming transition point. In the RSB phase, the model exhibits the same
scaling as amorphous solids near the jamming transition point. These results are fully consistent
with the recent numerical simulations of crystals with polydispersity. The simplicity of the model
also allows us to derive the scaling behavior of the vibrational density of states that can be tested

in future experiments and numerical simulations.
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Introduction — Physics of crystal and amorphous
solids are qualitatively different. For instance, low fre-
quency eigenmodes of crystals are phonon, and thus
the vibrational density of states D(w) follows the Debye
law D(w) ~ w?! where d denotes the spatial dimen-
sions |1]. On the contrary, amorphous solids have excess
non-phonon excitations. As a consequence, the density of
states normalized by the Debye’s prediction D(w)/w??
shows a peak at a certain frequency w = wpp ]. This
phenomenon is known as the boson peak and thought to
be one of the universal properties of amorphous solids ﬂa]

Crystal and amorphous solids also show distinct elas-
tic properties near the (un) jamming transition point at
which constituent particles lose contacts, and simultane-
ously the pressure vanishes ﬂ] Here we focus on the
jamming of spherical and frictionless particles interact-
ing with finite and repulsive potentials. The scaling of
these models is now well understood due to extensive nu-
merical simulations ﬂﬂ, ] and theories Eﬁ] The shear
modulus G of crystals does not show the strong pressure
p dependence and remains a constant at the jamming
transition point @] On the contrary, G of amorphous
solids shows the power law as a function of p and van-
ishes at the jamming transition point ﬂ, ] The behav-
ior of GG is directly related to the contact number z as
G x 0z = 2 — zi5o Where zi5o = 2d denotes the isostatic
number, ¢.e., the minimal contact number per particle
required to constraint all degrees of freedom HE] At
the jamming transition point, §z > 0 for perfect crys-
tals, while 6z = 0 for amorphous solids, leading to the
vanishing behavior of the shear modulus G' =0 E, ]

Crystal and amorphous are two extreme states of
solids: the former is a state free from disorders while
the latter is a state of maximum disorder. From both
theoretical and practical point of views, it is important
to understand how the physical properties shift from that

of crystal to amorphous on the increase of the strength
of disorders. Previous numerical simulations show that
small disorders only play a moderate role far from the
jamming transition point p ~ 1. For instance, numeri-
cal studies of crystals with polydispersity show that the
amplitude of the boson peak D(wpp)/wip' only contin-
uously increases on the increase of the polydispersity 7,
if 7 is small enough ﬂﬂ, @] Near the jamming transi-
tion point p < 1, on the contrary, even small disorders
dramatically change the physical properties of crystals.
Numerical simulations of crystals with defects prove that,
D(w) develops a flat region for w 2 §z as with amorphous
solids [15], which enhances the boson peak D(wgp )/ wast
at wpp ~ 6z. In particular, in the jamming limit p — 0,
D(wgp) /w%}l diverges as wgp — 0, in sharp contrast to
perfect crystals where D(w) does not show the strong p
dependence. Furthermore, for crystals with small defects
or polydispersity, G and dz exhibit the same power law
scaling of amorphous solids sufficiently near the jamming
transition point HE, E] In particular, G and dz vanish
at the jamming transition point if there is even infinitesi-
mally small polydispersity HE, ], while for perfect crys-
tals, G and 0z remain finite.

Our aim here is to construct a solvable mean field
model being able to describe the above striking effects
of disorders on crystals near the jamming transition
point. We consider a model in the limit of large di-
mensions, which is a popular mean field limit in theo-
retical physics HE, ] In this limit, only the first virial
corrections give a relevant contribution @, ], imply-
ing that the information of nearest neighbor structures is
enough to describe the physics. Motivated by this con-
sideration, we introduce an effective single-particle model
that only takes into account the interactions between a
particle of interest and particles on the nearest-neighbor
lattice sites. For zero polydispersity n = 0, our model
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correctly reproduces the scaling of perfect crystals. For
finite 7, on the contrary, our model predicts that the
existence of the replica symmetric braking (RSB) tran-
sition ] at finite pressure p = prsp. For p < prsp,
the model exhibits the same scaling as amorphous solids.
Thereby, our model can reproduce sharp cross over from
the scaling of crystal to amorphous observed in previous
numerical simulations of weakly disordered crystals.

Model — One of the motivations of using mean field
models, such as the fully connected spin models, is to
reduce a difficult many-body problem to a simple one-
body problem @] In a sense, the perceptron is the
most successful model that has achieved this goal in the
context of the jamming transition ] From the geomet-
rical point of view, the perceptron can be considered as a
one-body problem, namely, a model consisting of a single
tracer particle and (quenched) obstacles fixed at random
positions [23] [24]. For small enough density of obsta-
cles, the tracer particle does not contact with the obsta-
cles, and thus the system is unjammed. On the contrary,
for high enough density, the tracer particle is blocked by
the obstacles, as schematically shown in Fig. [[ meaning
that the system is jammed. The unjammed and jammed
phases are separated by the jamming transition point. In
the d — oo limit, the jamming transition of the model
becomes a genuine phase transition accompanied by the
divergence of the susceptibility. Detailed studies proved
that the perceptron correctly reproduces the scaling of
the jamming transition observed in numerical simulations
of spherical particles interacting with the soft harmonic
potential M] For instance, (i) at the jamming transition
point, the contact number is just one greater than the
number of degrees of freedom, meaning that the system
is isostatic , as schematically shown in the left panel
of Fig. [ (ii) the excess contact number §z from the iso-
static value exhibits the power law 6z ~ p!/? M], and
(iii) the vibrational density of states D(w) exhibits the
plateau above the characteristic frequency w, ~ 0z m]

The jamming transition of crystals is qualitatively dif-
ferent from that of amorphous solids and perceptron.
Nearest neighbor particles of crystals are not randomly
distributed. Due to this high symmetry, crystals become
hyperstatic at the jamming transition point dz > 0, i.e.,
the contact number is larger than the isostatic number,
see the middle panel in Fig.[Ill As a consequence, G, and
ws of crystals do not show the power law behaviors.

In this work, we want construct a model that can repro-
duce the hyperstaticity of perfect crystals in the absence
of polydispersity. We consider a simple isotropic crys-
tal, where the nearest neighbor particles are at the same
distances from the equilibrium position of the tracer par-
ticle. At the jamming transition point, the tracer particle
marginally contacts with almost all obstacles, leading to
a hyperstatic configuration, see the right panel in Fig. [l
More concretely, our model consisting of a tracer particle
and (quenched) M obstacles. The obstacles are placed

Perceptron Our model

Crystal

FIG. 1. Configurations at the jamming transition point in
d = 2 where the tracer particle has d number of translational
degrees of freedom. The gray and black circles denote the
tracer and obstacles, respectively. The red dashed lines de-
note contacts between the tracer and obstacles. (Left panel)
Configuration of the perceptron. The number of contacts is
d + 1, and thus the system is isostatic. (Middle panel) Con-
figuration of crystals. The number of contacts is larger than
d + 1, and thus the system is hyper static. (Right panel)
Configuration of our model. The blue solid line denotes the
hypersphere on which the obstacles are fixed. The number of
contacts is larger than d + 1, and thus the system is hyper
static.

randomly on a d dimensional hypersphere of the radius
R. The interaction potential between the tracer particle
and the obstacles is given by

M
V(X) = Zvu(r,u)a (1)
p=1
where v,(r) denotes the pair interaction between the
tracer and p-th obstacle. r, denotes the distance be-
tween the tracer and u-th obstacle:

rw =X =y, (2)

where X = {X;,---, Xy} and y, = {v/',--- , ¢/} denote
the positions of the tracer particle and u-th obstacle, re-
spectively. As the obstacles are fixed on the hypersphere,
the components of y# should satisty .7, (y")2 = R2.
For the interaction potential, we choose the one-sided
harmonic potential:

va(r) = % (”“;” —T)29<0“T+0—7’>, 3)

where 0(z) denotes the Heaviside step function, and o
and o, denote the radiuses of the tracer and p-th obsta-
cle, respectively.

Free energy — We investigate the model in the large
dimensional limit d — co. Here we derive an asymptotic
form of the interaction potential in this limit. For this
purpose, it is convenient to set o = v/d and consider it
as a dimensionless quantity. Also, we introduce the new
variables x, 5, and B, defined by

2 d
(4)

T 5
X:ﬁ7R:\/E<1+E>,



From the physical point of view, § controls the volume,
and B,, represents the polydispersity. The variables are
chosen so that the jamming transition of the zero poly-
dispersity system B, = 0 takes places at 5 =0. Then,
we can expand the interaction potential as

Vu(ry) = E{)(hu) +0(d™??), (5)
where ©(z) = 2%0(—x)/2, and
h=tr_ =Y 5 B (6)

2d  d

For simplicity, hereafter, we assume that B,, follows the
Gaussian distribution of zero mean and variance 7.

In order to calculate the free energy, one should take
the average over the quenched randomnesses, y* and B,,.
This is possible by using the replica method

n
—BF = lim logj , (7)

n—0 n

where the overline denotes the average for y* and B,,.
We have introduced the replicated partition function as

_</ﬁdm> e BT o) (g)
a=1 a=1

where B = [3/d denotes the normalized inverse temper-
ature. In the d — oo limit, by using the saddle point
method, we have

— d
log Z™ ~ 3 log det @

2 2 n
o3 Tar(Qaurtn®) 572 omy [Le 7
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+ M log

)

where Qg = <w“ . :cb> /d, and qo = Qua-
Scaling of contact number — We define the contact

number as z = d_9(—h d. When the system
p=1 13

is isostatic, z = ziso = (1 4+ d)/d, especially zj5o — 1
in the d — oo limit. We want to discuss the scaling of
0z = z — ziso. For comparison with experimental and
numerical results, we use the pressure p = — (0(h)) as a
control parameter instead of 5. Below, we shall sketch
how to calculate 6z as a function of p.

We start from the simplest replica symmetric (RS) so-
lution Qup = qodab + q(1 — d4p). For low temperature T,
one can use the harmonic expansion gy —q = Tx +O(T?).
Substituting these equations into Eq. (@), one can derive
the saddle point conditions for gy and y:

1\? 0
(1 + ;> qo = a/ dhPrs(qo, h)h?,

(1+ l) = a/o dhPas(go, h)(1+h),  (10)
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FIG. 2. Phase diagram for a = 10. Markers denote the exact
results of prse, while the solid line denotes a quadratic fit
PRSB X 1°.

where « = M /d and

1 _ (o /2+5—2h>2
- —_ 2(gp+mn
PRs(qO,h) = 27r(q0 +772)6 (a0 ). (11)

Also, we shall introduce the gap distribution:

1 /& 5F
T d <§5<h - h“)> = su(h)

_ Ja(l+x)Prs(qo, (1+x)h)
aPrs(qo, h)

h <0

12
h >0, (12)

which allows us to calculate z and p as

z= /700 dhg(h)0(—=h), p= _/700 dhg(h)0(—h)h.
(13)

To see the stability of the RS solution, we consider the
Hessian of the potential:

W(X) 1 &
HZ] = 6X 6X Eg yl y] +5”h ) ( h#), (14)

where we neglected the terms O(d~'/?). The matrix H
is now identified with a Wishart matrix ﬂﬂ] with an ad-

ditional diagonal term. The eigenvalue distribution p()\)
is easily calculated as ]

1 A=A /\ -
o) = LV =Ny
2m /\+p

— (Vz+1) -
(15)

A_ calculated with the RS solution is positive for not
very small p. However, A_ vanishes at a certain pressure
p = prsB, which is the signature of the RSB transition.
In Fig.[2] we show prsg as a function of the polydispersity
n. For n < 1, prsp shows a quadratic scaling prsp o< 1%
It is noteworthy that the RS solution always becomes
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FIG. 3. Scaling of the excess contact number dz as a function
of the pressure p for « = 10. (a) Filled circles denote the
exact results. x denotes the RSB transition point. The black
solid line denotes z = «, the blue dotted line denotes 6z ~ p,
and the red dashed line denotes 6z ~ p'/2. (b) The same data
with the rescaled pressure.

unstable before reaching the jamming transition point
p=0ifn>0.

For p < prsp, the model is described by the (full) RSB
solutions. From previous works of spin glasses and per-
ceptrons, it is known that the RSB solution is marginally
stable A_ = 0 [21, 26]. From this condition and Eq. (),
one can determine z as a function of p:

2= (1+p'/?)>2 (16)

This implies that the model is isostatic z = zj50 = 1 at
the jamming transition point p = 0, and exhibits the
square root scaling 6z = z — zjgo x p'/? for p < 1.
Those properties are the same as the original perceptron
and amorphous solids consisting of soft harmonic parti-
cles [25].

Following the above procedures, we calculate z for
a = 10 and several . We summarize our results in Fig.
There are three different scaling regions. For p > 7, 2
takes a constant value z ~ « = 10, meaning that the
tracer particle contact with most obstacles, see the black
line. For n? < p < 7, the contact number decreases as
dz ~ p, see the blue dotted line. At p = prsp ~ 7°,
the RS solution becomes unstable, and for p < prgp, one
should use the RSB solution. For p < 7n?, the RSB so-
lution predicts 6z ~ p'/2, see the red dashed line. For
p > prsB, the results for different n collapse on a single
curve if one plots dz as a function of n~!p, see Fig.
(b). This is consistent with a previous numerical simula-
tion [16] and perturbation theory [2§]. It is noteworthy
that the two limits n — 0 and p — 0 are not commuta-
tive: if one takes the limit 17 — O first and then takes the
limit p — 0, one gets §z > 0, contrary, if one takes the
limits in reverse order, one gets §z = 0.

Here we rely on a rather heuristic argument to calcu-
late z in the RSB phase. But the same result can be
derived by directly solving the RSB equation, which will
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FIG. 4. Scaling of the boson peak for a« = 10. Filled circles
denote the exact results, the blue dotted line denotes p~2, and
the red dashed line denotes p~!. % denotes the RSB transition
point.

be presented in a longer version.

Density of states — An important quantity to char-
acterize the physics of solids is the vibrational density
of states D(w). Using Eq. ([T), D(w) is calculated by
D(w) = 2wp(w?). Near the jamming transition point for
small w, D(w) asymptotically behaves as [24, [29]

constant dz < w K 1
D(w) ~<6272w?  wy < w6z (17)
0 w S wo,

where wg = \/)\—_ In the RS phase, wy > 0 and D(w) has
a finite gap. wy decreases on the decreasing of p and even-
tually vanishes at p = prsp. In the RSB phase p < prss,
wo = 0 and D(w) is gapless. For w < 1, the density of
states exhibits the quadratic scaling D(w) ~ w?. This is
the same result as previous mean field theories of amor-
phous solids m, @] In the jamming limit p — 0 for
n > 0, D(w) always exhibits the plateau for small w,
which is fully consistent with previous numerical simu-
lations of weakly disordered crystals near the jamming
transition point [17, [3].

Now we want to calculate the boson peak. For compar-
ison with numerical simulations, we consider the height
of D(w)/w™ at its peak w = wpp, where m = 1 and
m = 2 correspond to the Debye predictions in two and
three spatial dimensions, respectively. Using the scaling
of 0z and , one can deduce the asymptotic behavior
for m < 2 (N%a']):

D ) constant n<LpKl

WBP o _

o (n mlp) TP <p<n  (18)
p 2 p <0,

For concreteness, in Fig. @ we show the exact results
for « = 10 and m = 2. Eq. ([I8) shows that the boson
peak begins to increase at around p ~ 7. This is con-
sistent with a previous numerical simulation of crystals



with small polydispersity HE] It is noteworthy that for
p < n?, the strength of the boson peak does not depend
on the polydispersity n. Further experiments and numer-
ical simulations are desirable to test this conjecture.

Summary and discussions — In this work, we have
introduced a mean field model to describe the jam-
ming transition of crystals with small polydispersity. We
solved the model by using the replica method and deter-
mined the full scaling behaviors of the contact number
and density of states above the jamming transition point.
The results are well agreed with previous numerical sim-
ulations.

Strikingly, our result suggests that crystals with fi-
nite polydispersity always exhibit the replica symmet-
ric braking (RSB) transition at a critical pressure. In
other words, the infinitesimal polydispersity is enough to
cause the RSB. It is interesting to see if such a transi-
tion really exists in finite dimensions. A promising result
was reported for polydisperse crystals below the jamming
transition point @] It is desirable to perform similar ex-
periments and numerical simulations above the jamming
transition point.
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