arXiv:2012.10139v5 [cond-mat.soft] 26 Aug 2022

Sound absorption in glasses

U. Buchenau^∗ Forschungszentrum Jülich GmbH, Jülich Centre for Neutron Science (JCNS-1) and Institute of Biological Information Processing (IBI-8), 52425 Jülich, GERMANY

G. D’Angelo, G. Carini Dipartimento MIFT, Università di Messina, Viale F. Stagno D’Alcontres 31, I-98166 Messina, Italy and IPCF, C. N. R., Sez. di Messina, Viale F. Stagno D’Alcontres 37, I-98158 Messina, Italy

X. Liu Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, DC 20375, USA

M. A. Ramos Laboratorio de Bajas Temperaturas, Departamento de Física de la Materia Condensada, Condensed Matter Physics Center (IFIMAC) and Instituto Nicolás Cabrera, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, Cantoblanco, E-28049 Madrid, Spain (Dated: August 5, 2022)

The paper presents a description of the sound wave absorption in glasses, from the lowest temperatures up to the glass transition, in terms of three compatible phenomenological models. Resonant tunneling, the rise of the relaxational tunneling to the tunneling plateau and the crossover to classical relaxation are universal features of glasses and are well described by the tunneling model and its extension to include soft vibrations and low barrier relaxations, the soft potential model. Its further extension to non-universal features at higher temperatures is the very flexible Gilroy-Phillips model, which allows to determine the barrier density of the energy landscape of the specific glass from the frequency and temperature dependence of the sound wave absorption in the classical relaxation domain. To apply it properly at elevated temperatures, one needs its formulation in terms of the shear compliance. As one approaches the glass transition, universality sets in again with an exponential rise of the barrier density reflecting the frozen fast Kohlrausch t^β -tail (in time t, with β close to 1/2) of the viscous flow at the glass temperature. The validity of the scheme is checked for literature data of several glasses and polymers with and without secondary relaxation peaks. The frozen Kohlrausch tail of the mechanical relaxation shows no indication of the strongly temperature-dependent barrier density observed in dielectric data of molecular glasses with hydrogen bonds. Instead, the mechanical relaxation data indicate an energy landscape describable with a frozen temperature-independent barrier density for any glass.

I. INTRODUCTION

From the point of view of elasticity, a glass is a very simple solid, elastically isotropic, described by a density ρ, a bulk modulus B and a shear modulus G. Consequently, one has isotropic longitudinal and transverse sound velocities v_l and v_t, respectively.

The complications begin when one looks for the absorption of these sound waves as a function of frequency and temperature. Then one realizes that there is a multitude of other excitations coexisting and interacting with the sound waves [1].

These other excitations can be understood assuming an energy landscape [2], the glass frozen not within a single structural energy minimum, but in an energy basin with many local minima. One has to reckon with low and high barriers between them, and one has to take into account the energy difference between neighboring minima of the glass. This is the conceptual basis of the tunneling model [3–5] and its two extensions, the soft potential model [6–12] and the Gilroy-Phillips model [13].

The tunneling model [5] is an incredibly successful empirical model at very low temperatures, with just a density of tunneling states and two coupling constants to transverse and longitudinal waves explaining a vast amount of

∗Electronic address: buchenau-juelich@t-online.de

experimental data. Its disadvantage is that it offers no clue to the fundamental question where these tunneling states come from.

The soft potential model extends the tunneling model from tunneling states to soft vibrations and low barrier relaxations in glasses, considering all three kinds of modes as members of a continuous distribution around the restoring force zero. With positive and negative restoring forces, one needs to postulate a stabilizing fourth order potential term to bring all three kinds of modes into a common picture (see Fig. 1 in reference [11]). There is recent numerical evidence for this postulate [14], as well as for the increase in the number of soft vibrational modes with the fourth power of the frequency [14–23] which the soft potential model predicts.

The first achievement of the soft potential model is the description of the universal crossover from tunneling states to vibrations at the restoring force zero, reflected by crossovers in the temperature dependence of the specific heat and the thermal conductivity of glasses [9] at a few Kelvin.

For the sound wave absorption, the soft potential model predicts a second universal crossover in the same temperature region, namely the one from the tunneling plateau to a classical relaxation [24] T^{3/4}-rise at higher temperature. A specific aim of the paper is to quantify the decrease of the number of modes with increasing barrier height in this classical region, which leads to a peak in the sound absorption around 20 to 200 K. As will be seen, at this peak the universality of the sound absorption in glasses ends and the individuality of the specific glass begins, with relaxation peaks which are different for different glasses [25].

But universality begins again as one approaches the viscous flow at the glass temperature. As known from Plazek’s seminal work [26–31], the flow begins at short times t with universal reversible structural relaxations, which are responsible for the fast t^β Kohlrausch tail of the viscous flow. Plazek favors the Andrade creep value β = 1/3 for the Kohlrausch exponent, but more extensive data collections [32, 33] show a broad scatter of values around 1/2.

As pointed out by Plazek [34] and argued again in Section II. A of the present paper, any model needs to be formulated in terms of the shear compliance, in order to be able to separate the reversible Gilroy-Phillips glass relaxation processes from the irreversible viscosity processes of the liquid. Another particular aim of the present paper is to develop practical recipes within this compliance formulation for the Gilroy-Phillips-model, to determine the barrier density of reversible relaxations from measured data of a given glass and to check whether this barrier density is temperature-independent in the glass.

A temperature-independent barrier density is the expectation of the Gilroy-Phillips model [13] for a constant distribution of the asymmetry of the double-well potentials around zero. Checks of this assumption with the much more powerful dielectric spectroscopy [35–38] came to the conclusion that the Gilroy-Phillips model holds at low temperatures, but ceases to be valid at about two thirds of the glass temperature because of the strongly temperaturedependent barrier density at the Kohlrausch tail. As will be seen in the present paper, literature mechanical data for glass formers without hydrogen bonds do not support this conclusion: One does not see a temperature-dependent barrier density in the mechanical data, and the Gilroy-Phillips model holds all the way up to the glass temperature. One thus gets a continuous quantitative energy landscape description of the mechanical relaxation from the low temperature tunneling states to the onset of the flow at the glass transition.

The following Section II discusses first the general principles (II. A), then summarizes the tunneling model equations for the sound wave absorption (II. B). The soft potential equations for the sound wave absorption, their connection to the tunneling model predictions and the crossover to the low-barrier classical relaxation are detailed in II. C. Finally, the Gilroy-Phillips evaluation of sound wave absorption data by classical relaxation at higher temperatures is described in II. D. Section III applies these equations to measured data in several glasses at low (III. A) and elevated (III. B) temperatures. Section IV contains the discussion and the conclusions.

II. SOUND WAVE ABSORPTION IN THE THREE MODELS

A. General considerations

Within the glass phase, the infinite frequency moduli G and B have a temperature dependence which is similar to the one of the elastic moduli of the corresponding crystals, for the same reasons of anharmonicity and thermal expansion [39].

But what is fundamentally different from the crystalline case is that the sound absorption in glasses can almost exclusively be attributed to local structural changes. These local structural changes are structural Eshelby transformations [40] of an inner core of five to hundred atoms, which change the elastic misfit of the core with respect to the surrounding elastic medium. The anharmonic sound absorption known from crystals is negligible, unless one goes to very high frequencies and elevated temperatures. The influence of anharmonic processes on the sound absorption has been demonstrated for Brillouin data in vitreous silica [41] and in alkali borate glasses [42].

If the barrier V between the two structural states is low (V/k_B 10 to 100 Kelvin), one gets a tunneling state, obeying the rules of quantum mechanics. The tunneling state can react to an external strain in two different ways, resonant or relaxational [5], as will be seen in detail in the next subsection.

For higher barriers V , the tunnel splitting becomes rapidly very small, and the two structural states are better described in a classical picture, each state in its own potential well. In this case, the transition between them occurs by classical relaxation, i.e. thermal activation over the barrier [24] with the relaxation time of the Arrhenius equation

τ_V = τ_0 exp(V/k_B T ). (1)

Here τ_0 is usually set to a typical vibrational time of 10^{−13} seconds. In the present paper, this convention will be followed for the Gilroy-Phillips model, but not for the soft potential model. For the soft potential model, we will choose the inverse of the vibration frequency in one of the wells, a better approximation for very low barriers.

Eq. (1) neglects the influence of the asymmetry Δ, which shortens the relaxation time by a factor 1/ cosh(Δ/2k_B T ) and weakens its contribution to the sound absorption by the square of the same factor. In the integration over the asymmetries, this amounts to choosing a slightly smaller τ_0 and is not relevant.

After a few relaxation times, a given relaxation center in a glass has adapted to the applied external strain and does no longer contribute - unless its surroundings begin to flow. This shows that it is necessary to consider the reaction not to an external stress, but to an external strain: the theoretical treatment must not be in terms of timeor frequency-dependent moduli, but rather in terms of mechanical compliances, which describe the reaction of the sample to a given external strain. For the shear, one needs to consider the time-dependent shear compliance J(t), which after the switching on of a constant shear stress σ at the time zero leads to the time-dependent shear strain ϵ(t) = J(t)σ, (2) or the corresponding complex frequency-dependent shear compliance J(ω). In the shear compliance, the reversible relaxations of the glass are separated from the viscosity η containing all irreversible processes [34].

For the tunneling model and the soft potential model, the distinction between moduli and compliances is not relevant, because the modulus changes only a few percent by the tunneling states and the low-barrier relaxation. But for the Gilroy-Phillips model, one needs the equations [43] for the time dependence of the shear compliance.

B. Tunneling model

The tunneling model [5] considers tunneling states in double-well potentials with a symmetric tunnel splitting Δ_0 = ℏω_0 exp(−λ), where ℏω_0 is the zero point energy in one of the wells and λ is proportional to the barrier height, and an asymmetry Δ, together leading to the level splitting E = √ Δ^2_0 + Δ^2. (3)

The distribution is assumed to be P (Δ, λ) = P_0, and the couplings to the uniaxial external strain ϵ_l of the longitudinal sound waves, and the shear strain ϵ_t of the transverse sound waves, respectively, are

γ_l = 1 2 ∂Δ ∂ϵ_l γ_t = 1 2 ∂Δ ∂ϵ_t . (4)

The sound wave absorption is determined by the two dimensionless constants

C_l =

P_0γ^2_l ρv^2_l C_t =

P_0γ^2_t ρv^2_t , (5)

both of the order of 10^{−4}.

At low enough temperature, the lower level is markedly more populated than the upper one, and one has the resonant scattering [5] at the frequency ω

Q^{−1}_{res} = πC_j tanh(ℏω/2k_BT ), (6)

with j = l, t for longitudinal and transverse waves, respectively. Q^{−1} = tan δ is defined as the ratio between the imaginary and the real part of the corresponding elastic modulus at the given frequency. The resonant scattering leads to a small, but measurable sound velocity rise

v_j (T ) − v_j (T_0)

v_j (T_0)

= C_j ln(T/T_0) (7) where T_0 is an arbitrary low reference temperature.

One has to go to large frequencies (order of GHz) and low temperatures (below 100 mK) so that ℏω > k_B T in order to see the resonant scattering. But in this range one is able to identify the two-level character of the excitations [44]: Making the microwave intensity I high enough, the sound absorption disappears, because the two levels become equally populated. Instead of eq. (6), one then finds Q^{−1}_{res} = πC_j tanh(ℏω/2k_BT ) √ 1 + I/I_{c1} , (8)

where I_{c1} is a critical intensity of the order of 10^{−7} W/cm^2.

One has not only the resonant response for a given tunneling state, but also the relaxational one, given by the relaxation time τ_t of the tunneling state to adapt to the distortion of the sound wave. Unlike the resonant scattering, the relaxational scattering is not intensity-dependent, because it stems from a much broader distribution of tunneling states. τ_t is determined by the interaction of the tunneling state with all sound waves

τ^{−1}_t =

EΔ^2_0 coth(E/2k_BT ) 2πρℏ^4 ( γ^2_l v^5_l + 2γ^2_t v^5_t ) . (9)

At very low temperatures, the relaxational sound absorption rises proportional to T^3 and saturates at the tunneling plateau value Q^{−1}_{rel} = πC_j 2 . (10)

Taking only the relaxational sound absorption into account, one derives the opposite behavior of the sound velocity to the one of eq. (7)

v_j (T ) − v_j (T_0) v_j (T_0) = − 3 2 C_j ln(T/T_0). (11)

Adding the two sound velocity changes of equs. (7) and (11), one obtains first a logarithmic rise with C_j and then a decrease with −C_j /2 (the sum of both effects) in the plateau region.

These results are nearly identical in the soft potential model and will be discussed in more detail in the next subsection.

C. Soft potential model

1. Analytical approximations

The soft potential model [6–12] is more detailed than the tunneling model. It assumes the knowledge of the potential in the normal coordinate A of the soft modes, defined by the kinetic energy E_{kin} = Ȧ^2/2, allowing a numerical calculation of the splitting Δ_0. It is not identical with the tunneling model, because its assumptions on density and coupling are different. Its prediction for the resonant sound wave scattering from the tunneling states is the same as in the tunneling model, but its prediction for the relaxational sound wave scattering is only the same at frequencies below 1 MHz, as we will demonstrate in the second part of the subsection.

The soft potential model is based on the concept of a coexistence of the sound waves with localized low-frequency modes. In the model, the potential of these modes has a uniform stabilizing fourth-order term. In addition, each mode has its individual first-order asymmetry and second-order restoring force constant terms, which can be either positive or negative. Thus one can have single-well or double-well potentials with different degrees of asymmetry.

The model postulates a constant density

P (D_1, D_2) = P_s (12)

of soft modes in the D_1 − D_2-plane of the potential equation

V (x) = W (D_1x + D_2x^2 + x^4) (13)

around the purely quartic potential with D_1 = D_2 = 0 and the zero point energy W , with the dimensionless coordinate x defined in such a way that the zero point energy becomes the prefactor of the fourth order term.

FIG. 1: Definition of the barrier height V and the asymmetry Δ of an asymmetric double well potential.

W is an energy of a few tenths of one meV. This zero-point energy is defined by the quantum mechanical equilibrium of kinetic confinement and potential energy for the wave function of the lowest energy level in the purely quartic potential. In terms of the normal coordinate A, the potential prefactor is D_4, and the mean square displacement A^2_0 of the ground level is given by

D_4A^4_0 = ℏ^2 2A^2_0

≡ W (14)

leading to W = ℏ^{4/3}D^{1/3}_4 2^{2/3}

A_0 = ℏ^{1/3} 2^{1/6}D^{1/6}_4

. (15)

The dimensionless coordinate is x = A/A_0.

For a given negative D_2 and D_1 = 0, one gets a symmetric double-well potential with the barrier height V = W D^2 4 . (16)

It is possible to calculate the tunnel splitting Δ_0 for this potential numerically as a fraction of W .

On the positive force constant side, the soft potential model predicts a vibrational density of soft modes increasing with the fourth power of the frequency [6–12], the prediction corroborated by recent numerical evidence [14, 15, 19, 20]. But this vibrational density of states does not lead to any sound wave absorption below the frequency W/h of about 50 GHz, which separates tunneling states and soft vibrations.

Therefore one can restrict the treatment to asymmetric double-well potentials with a barrier height V and the asymmetry Δ like the one in Fig. 1, which one finds at negative D_2-values for |D_1| smaller than the limiting value

D_{1l} =

4 |D_2|^{3/2} 3 √ 6 . (17)

Soft potential fits [9] of the low temperature anomalies of glasses indicate a crossover energy W corresponding to a thermal energy of a few Kelvin. This implies that the tunneling states responsible for the low temperature anomalies below 1 K lie between D_2 = −13 and D_2 = −3. In this range, the quasiclassical Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin-(WKB)- approximation for the tunnel splitting Δ_0 and the asymmetry Δ of the tunneling states is not good enough to reach the 10 percent level which one needs for a comparison to experiment. For this reason, numerical calculations were done [10], leading to the approximations

Δ_0 = W (−D_2)^{3/2} exp(1 − √ 2(−D_2)^{3/2}/3), (18)

reaching the μK range at D_2 = −13, and

Δ = W D_1 √ 2(−D_2 − 1). (19)

The interaction between tunneling states and sound waves is determined by the bilinear coupling energies of the soft potential model [9, 10]

δV_l = Λ_lxϵ_l δV_t = Λ_txϵ_t, (20) where ϵ_l is the uniaxial strain of a longitudinal sound wave and ϵ_t is the shear strain of a transverse sound wave. Λ_l and Λ_t are the corresponding coupling constants. The relation to the coupling constants γ_l and γ_t of the tunneling model [5] is given by

γ_t = 1 2 ∂Δ ∂ϵ_t = Λ_t √ (−D_2 − 1)/2 (21)

and the corresponding equation for γ_l.

With these equations, one can define soft potential values C_l and C_t corresponding to those of the tunneling model in eq. (5)

C_l =

P_sΛ^2_l W ρv^2_l C_t =

P_sΛ^2_t W ρv^2_t (22)

and finds that one gets again the equations (6,7,10) for the sound absorption of the tunneling model, though with a slight modification: The equations have to be multiplied with

f(D_2) = √ −D_2 − 1 √ −D_2 + 3/ √ 2D_2

, (23)

where D_2 defines the average tunneling state which is seen by the sound wave with the given frequency at the given temperature. But since f(D_2) only varies from 1.01 to 1.07 between D_2 from −13 to −6, the soft potential model has practically the same predictions for the sound wave absorption as the tunneling model in a wide range of frequencies and temperatures [10].

At higher temperatures, one can no longer neglect the classical Arrhenius relaxation by thermally activated jumps. Integrating over all relevant D_1- and D_2-combinations, the classical relaxation leads to the sound absorption [9] Q^{−1}_{rel,class} = πC_j ln(1/ωτ_0)^{1/4} ( k_B T W )_{3/4} , (24)

which rises with T^{3/4}.

Note that the T^{3/4}-rise comprises two increases: a barrier density increase with V^{1/4}, recently corroborated numerically [21], which follows from equs. (16) and (17), and the coupling constant increase with V^{1/4}, which follows from eq. (21) for large D_2.

In the crossover region, a given tunneling state has two competing possibilities to adapt to the external shear distortion of a sound wave, either by the tunneling lifetime or by a thermally activated jump over the barrier. At low temperature, the tunneling lifetime decay dominates, at high temperature the thermal activation. Note that both processes become exponentially slower with increasing barrier height, but only the thermal activation has the exponent −V/k_B T in the decay rate.

The simplest description [9] of this situation is to define a crossover temperature T_c, where both contributions are equal. Below T_c, one sets the sound absorption equal to the tunneling contribution of eq. (10), above to the classical relaxation value of eq. (24). The crossover temperature T_c is

k_B T_c = ln(1/ωτ_0)^{1/3} 2^{4/3}

W. (25)

For the usual assumption τ_0 = 10^{−13} s, this implies k_B T_c = 1.206 W at a frequency of 1 Hz and k_B T_c = 0.96 W at 1 MHz, so the crossover temperature lies close to W/k_B . This crossover approximation has been shown to be valid in several cases [9].

But there are situations where the approximation fails. In these cases, it is necessary to integrate numerically over all states, with appropriate assumptions on the two possible ways in which a given state can adapt to the distortion of the sound wave. This will be done in the next subsection.

2. Numerical crossover calculation

The coupling to the sound waves determines the lifetime τ_t of the tunneling states. Rewriting the expression for the relaxation time of the tunneling model [5] in terms of the parameters of the soft potential model [10], one gets

τ^{−1}_t = A_t

−D_2 − 1 2 Δ^2_0E coth(E/2k_B T ) (26)

FIG. 2: Thermally activated transition between the lowest two energy levels in (a) the soft potential with D1 = 0.1 and D2 = −6 (b) the purely quartic potential with D1 = D2 = 0.

with

A_t = 1 2πρℏ^4 ( Λ^2_l v^5_l + 2Λ^2_t v^5_t ) . (27)

The tunneling decay rate of eq. (26) competes with the classical relaxation by the thermal activation to states lying above the barrier [24], leading to the Arrhenius decay rate of eq. (1). In this equation, the attempt rate τ^{−1}_0 is given by the vibration frequency ν in the wells for a symmetric double-well potential hν = 2W √ −2D_2. (28)

But eq. (1) begins to fail at low tunneling barriers, where it predicts a faster decay than the real one. To see this, remember that one considers a transition from one of the two lowest levels of the double well potential to an excited level above the barrier, from which it returns to the other lowest level. The situation is illustrated for a soft potential with D_1 = 0.1 and D_2 = −6 in Fig. 2 (a). In this case, the assumption that the energy needed for the transition is the barrier height is an overestimate: the barrier height is 9 W, while the excitation energy to the level above the barrier is only 6.4 W.

But consider the case of the purely quartic potential in Fig. 2 (b), where the barrier has gone down to zero. In this case, the direct transition from the ground state to the first excited level is the one with the tunneling relaxation time τ_t. The thermally activated relaxation time τ_{rel} corresponds to the excitation of the second excited level, which is 6.45 W higher than the ground state, and then to the return to the first excited level.

A crude approximation to take this effect into account is to replace the real barrier V of the double well potential in eq. (1) by 6.5 W , whenever V is smaller. We will see that the crossover to this approximation is the point where the soft potential predictions begin to differ from the tunneling model ones.

In order to enter this domain, it is necessary to consider tunneling states in the range between D_2 = −6 and D_2 = −1, where eq. (18) fails and has to be replaced by

log(Δ_0/W ) = 0.438 + 0.16D_2 + 0.015D^2 + 0.006D^3_2. (29)

Since the two decay processes, the direct transition to the other tunneling level and the indirect transition via the excitation to a higher level, are independent, the total decay rate is the sum of the two decay rates

τ^{−1} = τ^{−1}_t + τ^{−1}_V . (30)

FIG. 3: Theoretical sound absorption for 100 Hz, 100 kHz and 100 MHz with the parameters for vitreous silica from Table I. Note the rise of the 100 MHz results over the plateau value.

A two-level state with the energy splitting E and the coupling γ_t to the shear strain ϵ_t has the free energy

F = −k_B T ln [ 2 cosh ( E + 2γ_tϵ_t 2k_BT )] . (31)

Its contribution to the relaxational reduction of the shear modulus G at times much longer than its relaxation time is given by the second derivative

∂^2F ∂ϵ^2_t = γ^2_t k_B T cosh^2(E/2k_B T )

(32)

Knowing the splitting E of the two states and their coupling to an external shear distortion, it is straightforward to calculate the contribution δG(D_1, D_2) to the weakening of the shear modulus G from the modes in the small square dD_1dD_2 between D_1 and D_1 + dD_1 as well as D_2 and D_2 + dD_2

δG(D_1, D_2) = A(D_1, D_2)dD_1dD_2, (33)

with

A(D_1, D_2) =

Λ^2_t 2k_B T (−D_2 − 1)P_s(D_1, D_2) cosh^2(E/2k_BT )

Δ^2 E^2

. (34)

Integrating over D_1 and D_2, one finds [45] the complex shear modulus G(ω) at the frequency ω G^′(ω) = G − ∫_{D1l} −D_{1l} dD_1 ∫_{−1} −∞ dD_2 ω^2τ^2A(D_1, D_2) 1 + ω^2τ^2

(35) and G^{′′}(ω) = ∫_{D1l} −D_{1l} dD_1 ∫_{−1} −∞ dD_2 ωτA(D_1, D_2) 1 + ω^2τ^2

. (36)

Here the integral over D_2 is only extended to D_2 = −1, where the approximation for the coupling coefficient, eq. (21), extrapolates to zero.

Equs. (35) and (36) calculate exclusively the relaxational scattering, so one has to add the resonant scattering from the tunneling states of eq. (6) [5]. However, this is only relevant at high frequencies and very low temperatures.

In the same way, exchanging Λ_t with Λ_l, one can calculate the complex longitudinal modulus M(ω) of the longitudinal sound waves.

Fig. 3 shows calculated sound absorption curves in terms of Q^{−1} = G^{′′}/G^′ for 100 Hz, 100 kHz and 100 MHz, using the parameters for vitreous silica in Table I. Note that only the high frequency shows the strong resonant tunneling absorption of eq. (6) at very low temperature. For the two lower frequencies, the resonant contribution is negligible, and one finds at low temperature the T^3-rise of the tunneling model

Q^{−1} = π^4C_t(−D_2 − 1) 24ω A_t(k_B T )^3. (37)

In this case, D_2 is determined by the condition ωτ_t = 1 with eq. (26) at the low temperature, for 100 Hz in silica D_2 = −8.

In the 100 Hz and 100 kHz calculation, one finds the saturation to the plateau, slightly higher than the tunneling plateau of eq. (10) because of the factor f(D_2) of eq. (23). Then there is a slight dip and then the crossover to classical relaxation. In these two cases, the approximation [9] to take only the tunneling below the crossover and only the relaxation above is supported by the numerical results.

This is no longer true for the 100 MHz calculation, where the rise to saturation coincides with the crossover to classical relaxation. Here, one finds a peak at the crossover, which is higher than the plateau. The peak height increases with increasing frequency (see Figs. 4 and 5 in Section III. A). Looking into the calculation, one finds that the tunneling states relevant for the relaxational response begin to approach a Δ_0-value close to W , so the barrier for the thermally activated relaxation via higher energy levels begins to be larger than the value W D^2/4 calculated from eq. (16). This causes the rise over the tunneling plateau.

Note that the relevant Δ_0-value for the resonant scattering at 100 MHz is still a factor of fifty lower than W . Therefore the resonant scattering remains the one of the tunneling model up into the GHz range; it is only the relaxational response which suggests a higher plateau value.

Eq. (35) allows to calculate the relaxational change of the transverse sound velocity, to which one can add the resonant sound velocity change of eq. (7), which is the same in both models. The corresponding procedure for the longitudinal modulus supplies the change of the longitudinal sound velocity (see Fig. 5 (b) in Section III. A).

Note also that the present treatment is rather simplistic, neglecting possible complications like the multiphonon effects on the tunneling states [46] or their possible elastic interaction [47].

To summarize, the soft potential model predicts the same resonant sound wave scattering and the same low frequency relaxational plateau from tunneling states as the tunneling model, but the sound absorption rises over the plateau at higher frequencies, when the responsible tunneling states approach the crossover to vibrations. At frequencies below 1 MHz, the simple sketchy derivation [9] of the crossover temperature from tunneling to relaxation of eq. (25) holds.

The comparison to experimental data in Section III will show examples for the increase of the tunneling plateau at higher frequencies. Also, it will be seen that the relaxational rise at higher temperatures does not go on forever. In many glasses, one can describe this by replacing the constant distribution in D_1, D_2 by a gaussian around D_2 = 0

P (D_1, D_2) = P_s exp(−bD^2W/4k_B T_g ), (38)

where b is adapted to the peak in the sound absorption which one finds around 100 K (b = 1 means that at the barrier of height k_B T_g the probability to find it is reduced by 1/e).

D. Gilroy-Phillips model

As shown in the preceding subsection, the sound absorption mechanism changes from tunneling to classical relaxation at a crossover temperature T_c, estimated [9] to lie at 1.2 W/k_B .

High enough above T_c, one can describe all relaxations in terms of the classical Kramers-Arrhenius relaxation mechanism in asymmetric double-well potentials like the one in Fig. 1 [24]. In a close parallel to the tunneling model and the soft potential model, the Gilroy-Phillips model [13] assumes a constant distribution of asymmetries Δ around zero.

Integrating over the asymmetry, one finds the classical shear relaxation of the glass in terms of a temperatureindependent barrier density function l(V ), given by [43]

l(V ) =

4γ^2_t n(V, 0) G , (39)

where n(V, Δ) is the number density of relaxing entities with barrier height V and the asymmetry Δ (see Fig. 1), and the coupling constant γ_t is defined by the tunneling model eq. (4). The factor 4 in eq. (39) ensures that one gets a shear compliance increase GdJ = l(V )dV for relaxations between V and V + dV . This increase is temperature-independent as long as the energy landscape of the glass remains temperature-independent. A single symmetric double-well potential causes a dJ ∝ 1/T , but the integration over the asymmetries cancels this factor. As a consequence, one can describe the classical relaxation with a temperature-independent barrier density. That is the great advantage of the Gilroy-Phillips model.

The time-dependent shear compliance J(t) is given by [43]

GJ(t) = 1 + ∫_∞ 0 l(V )(1 − exp(−t/τ_V ))dV + t/τ_M , (40) and the frequency-dependent complex shear compliance J(ω) = 1/G(ω) is

GJ(ω) = 1 + ∫_∞ 0 l(V )dV 1 + iωτ_V − i ωτ_M . (41)

Here τ_V is the Arrhenius relaxation time of eq. (1) and τ_M , the Maxwell time η/G (η viscosity), is infinite in a glass, so the last term of both equations need not be taken into account. Note that G is the infinite frequency shear modulus in both equations.

To determine the barrier density l(V ) of a given glass from sound absorption measurements, one makes the approximation [43] that l(V ) varies so slowly with the barrier height that it can be taken to be constant over more than a decade of relaxation times at the given frequency ω and temperature T . With V (ω, T ) = k_B T ln(1/ωτ_0), this approximation yields GJ(1/ω) = GJ^′(ω) = ∫_{kB T ln(1/ωτ0)} 0 l(V )dV (42) and GJ^{′′}(ω) = − π 2 l(k_B T ln(1/ωτ_0)))k_B T. (43)

If a measurement supplies Q^{−1} = tan δ = −J^{′′}/J^′, one has

l(k_B T ln(1/ωτ_0)) = 2GJ^′(ω)Q^{−1} πk_B T , (44)

so one needs not only Q^{−1}, but also GJ^′(ω) to determine l(V ).

At low temperature, one can reckon with GJ^′(ω) = 1 for all frequencies. Depending on the glass, the value rises to a value around 2 as one approaches the glass temperature.

For a measurement at constant frequency which starts at low temperature, one starts with GJ^′(ω) = 1 at the first measured point. The measured point provides the l(V )dV to calculate GJ^′(ω) for the next measured point. Thus one can integrate over the temperatures to get GJ^′(ω) for each measured point. One does not even need G then, and can neglect the temperature dependence of G if l(V ) is indeed temperature-independent. If it is, measurements at different frequencies supply the same result. We will come back to this point in the discussion in Section IV.

To compare with l(V ) in the equilibrium undercooled liquid at the glass temperature, one can use Plazek’s measurements of the recoverable compliance J_r(t) = J(t) − t/η vs log t (the logarithm to the basis 10), to obtain l(V ) from

l(2.303k_BT (log t + 13)) = G ∂J_r(t) ∂ log t 1 2.303k_BT . (45)

In this case, one needs G at the given temperature from an ultrasonic or Brillouin measurement.

To determine l(V ) from a measurement of G(ω) at the glass temperature, one inverts J(ω) = 1/G(ω), subtracts the viscous part from J^{′′}(ω) and uses eq. (44). G and η are needed.

The absorption for a shear distortion is described by

Q^{−1} = tan δ = − J^{′′} J^′ = v_tl^{−1}_{rel,class} ω , (46)

where v_t is the transverse sound velocity, l^{−1}_{rel,class} is the inverse mean free path of the transverse sound waves under the influence of classical relaxation and ω is the angular frequency of the sound wave. Oscillator data supply Q^{−1}, the sound absorption data are given as α_{db} in db/cm, from which one can calculate Q^{−1} via [1]

Q^{−1} = 0.23 v ω α_{db}, (47)

where v is the respective sound velocity.

For longitudinal sound absorption data one should replace J^{′′}/J^′ by the corresponding expressions for a longitudinal strain deformation, defining a longitudinal l(V ). But the comparison to experiment will show that these two l(V ) are usually nearly equal.

FIG. 4: Comparison of measured low temperature sound absorption data with the soft potential calculation in vitreous silica (parameters see Table I) (a) flexural data at 484 and 3170 Hz [48] and at 180 kHz [49] (b) longitudinal ultrasonic data at 43 MHz [50] and 748 MHz [51], where both data and soft potential calculation rise above the low frequency plateau, though the calculated rise at 43 MHz is weaker than the measured one.

For the simplest form of the soft potential model with a constant density P_s of soft modes in the D_1 − D_2-plane, one finds [43]

l_j (V ) = 2C_j V^{1/4}W^{3/4}

, (48)

where j = l, t, for longitudinal and transverse sound waves, respectively.

This soft potential barrier density proportional to V^{−1/4} seems to contradict the earlier statement in Section II. C, according to which the barrier density increases with V^{1/4}, in agreement with the numerical finding [21]. But the difference lies in the definition of l(V ) via n(V, 0), which still has to be integrated over the asymmetry Δ to obtain the full barrier density.

III. COMPARISON TO EXPERIMENT

A. The crossover from tunneling to classical relaxation

The first two examples, vitreous silica and germania, corroborate the soft potential prediction of Fig. 3. In these two and the two following glasses, the soft potential parameters were taken from the fit [9] of heat capacity and thermal conductivity data, demonstrating again the impressive consistency of the soft potential model [9].

Fig. 4 compares the soft potential calculations to vitreous silica data [48–51], in Fig. 4 (a) to low frequency data where soft potential and tunneling predictions agree and in Fig. 4 (b) to high frequency data where they do not agree.

Taking the values P_s, W and the average C in Table I, one can calculate Λ_l and Λ_t from the equations (22) under the assumption that the two C-values are equal. One then has everything needed to calculate the sound absorption from the equations in Section II. C. The calculation reproduces the low frequency flexural data [48, 49] in Fig. 4 (a), which follow the tunneling model predictions. The higher frequency longitudinal ultrasonic data [50, 51] in Fig. 4 (b) show the increase of the plateau height, first noted by Topp and Cahill [52]. In the 43 MHz data [50], this rise is markedly stronger than the soft potential prediction, but for the higher frequency one finds good agreement, so one can conclude that the rise of the tunneling plateau is indeed consistent with the soft potential model, though the model predicts it at a somewhat higher frequency.

FIG. 5: (a) Comparison of measured low temperature flexural absorption data in vitreous germania at 6.3 kHz [54] and for longitudinal ultrasonic data [55] at 80 MHz with the soft potential calculation (parameters see Table I). The MHz data show again a higher plateau, in agreement with the soft potential prediction (b) Comparison of the sound velocity changes in the same 80 MHz data [55] with the soft potential calculation.

This interpretation is further supported by the measurements of resonant absorption (see eq. (6)) of Golding, Graebner and Schutz [53] at 500 MHz, which yield again low values of C, C_l = 1.9 · 10^{−4} and C_t = 2.0 · 10^{−4}, compatible within experimental error with the plateau height at lower frequencies in Fig. 4.

The same discrepancy with the tunneling model predictions, but agreement with the soft potential predictions, is observed for vitreous germania in Fig. 5. The plateau of the 6.3 kHz data [54] in Fig. 5 (a) agrees with the tunneling prediction, but the plateau of longitudinal ultrasonic data [55, 56] is markedly higher, in agreement with the soft potential calculation.

Again, the C_l-value determined from the 80 MHz sound velocity change in Fig. 5 (b), due to unsaturated resonant tunneling at low temperature is only compatible with the measured plateau height in the same sample [55] in the soft potential model, not in the tunneling model. The tunneling model fits yield the same density of states in both measurements, but a markedly stronger coupling constant in the absorption measurement, a result which according

FIG. 6: Comparison of measured low temperature sound absorption data at 2.8 kHz[54] in a-B2O3 with the soft potential calculation (parameters see Table I).

FIG. 7: Comparison of measured low temperature sound absorption data at 240 Hz and 3.2 kHz [59], and at 87 kHz [52] in polystyrene with the soft potential calculation (parameters see Table I).

to the authors [55] has also been found in ultrasonic measurements of the sound absorption and the sound velocity change of neutron-irradiated quartz [57] and in vitreous silica [58].

These examples show that one can trust the tunneling parameters obtained from sound velocity changes at all frequencies, but not those obtained from the tunneling plateau at higher frequencies.

In the next two examples, there are only low frequency data, with again good agreement between data and soft potential prediction everywhere, B_2O_3-data [54] at 2.8 kHz in Fig. 6 and polystyrene data at 240 Hz and 3.2 kHz [59] as well as at 87 kHz [52] in Fig. 7. The B_2O_3- and polystyrene data are again well described by the soft potential parameters of the specific heat and conductivity data [9].

In these four examples, one has obviously an essentially constant P (D_1, D_2)-region extending beyond the tunneling regime into the relaxation regime. One can recognize these glasses by the validity of the simple approximation [9] at low enough frequency, a sudden change of the slope of the damping Q^{−1} versus temperature, from a constant Q^{−1} in the tunneling region to the T^{3/4}-slope of the classical relaxation, which sets in at the crossover temperature T_c.

There are some glasses, however, where the slope at the onset to relaxation is smaller than the predicted one. In the polymer polymethylmethacrylate (PMMA) the onset disappears completely, at least at low frequency (see Fig. 8). In order to fit the PMMA data in Fig. 8 (535 Hz-data [59] 15 MHz-data [60] and 18 GHz data [61]), it is not enough to assume a quadratic decrease of P (D_1, D_2) with D_2; one needs a linear dependence of the form

P (D_1, D_2) = P_s exp(aD_2). (49)

In the 535 Hz data [59] in Fig. 8, this linear decrease does indeed appear already in the tunneling region; the tunneling plateau is decidedly skew. Of the fitted soft potential parameters [9], only Λ_l and Λ_t can be used; C has to be changed to a 2.4 times higher value (thus coming close to the one in polystyrene) and W to a 1.55 times higher

FIG. 8: Comparison of measured low temperature sound absorption data at 535 Hz [59], 15 MHz [60] and 18 GHz [61] in polymethylmethacrylate with the soft potential calculation, using eq. (49) with a=0.14 (other parameters see Table I).

FIG. 9: Comparison of measured low temperature sound absorption data at 5.4 kHz [62], 180 kHz [49], and at 20 MHz [63] in amorphous selenium with the soft potential calculation, using eq. (49) with a=0.07 (parameters see Table I, but note that the 180 kHz data are calculated with a factor 2.1 larger C).

value (of course, if P (D_1, D_2) is strongly D_2-dependent, one cannot expect reliable soft potential values from a fit [9] which assumes a constant P (D_1, D_2)). subst. Tg ρ v_l vt W/kB Ps/ρ C b K kg/m^3 m/s m/s K 10^{19} /kg 10^{−4} SiO2 1473 2200 5800 3800 3.9 6.3 2.6 1.8 GeO2 818 3600 3680 2410 3.8 3.9 2.2 0.06 B2O3 554 1810 3390 1870 2.65 2.3 3.1 0.46 PS 375 1050 2800 1500 1.9 11. 7.1 0.40 a PMMA 379 1180 3150 1570 3.5 14. 8.3 0.14 Se 308 4300 2000 1050 1.6 0.84 4.4 0.07 PdSiCu 550 10400 4790 2080 3.2 0.40 1.0

TABLE I: Sound wave and soft potential parameters for seven glasses (PS=polystyrene, PMMA=polymethylmethacrylate). For the first four glasses, the soft potential parameters are taken from ref. [9], but in the last three, described by eq. (49), W and C are adapted to the sound absorption data.

At 15 MHz, one recovers the relaxation onset both in the experiment [60] and in the calculation, but with a lower slope than in the usual case. At the high frequency of 18 GHz, where one samples lower barriers, the relaxation rise is clearly seen. At low temperature, one has to add the resonant tunneling absorption of eq. (6). One needs D_2 = −5 to reach the tunnel splitting Δ_0/k_B = 0.85 K for resonance, so with the weakening factor a = 0.14 of Table I the effective C is only half of the one in Table I, in good agreement with the value C = 4 · 10^{−4} determined in the original

FIG. 10: Low temperature sound absorption data at 1030 Hz [48] in the metallic glass PdSiCu, showing the crossover from the tunneling plateau to classical relaxation at 3.7 K, implying W/kB = 3.2 K.

work [61].

In this case, all three measurements covering the whole accessible frequency range are well described by the soft potential model modification of eq. (49).

In the case of amorphous selenium in Fig. 9, there is also a linear decrease of P (D_1, D_2), but it is a factor of two weaker than in PMMA. Again, one has to change the soft potential parameters [9], the W to a factor 4/3 higher value. The factor for C is different for the two measurements; the measurements at 5400 Hz [62] and 20 MHz [63] require a C of 4.4 10^{−4}, the one at 180 kHz [49] a C of 9.3 10^{−4}.

There is another measurement [64] at 228 Hz which shows an even lower C as the 5400 Hz data [62] and the 20 MHz data [63], so there must be a calibration error by a factor of 2.1 in the 180 kHz measurement. The factor is too large to be ascribed to annealing effects, in selenium [62] of the order of twenty percent.

The last example is the metallic glass PdSiCu at 1030 Hz [48] in Fig. 10, again with a rather small slope, evaluated in the simple crossover scheme [9]. The crossover determines W/k_B at 3.2 K, other data [65] at 470 Hz put the value at 2.6 K. The importance of this last metallic glass example lies in the connection to numerical results, because metallic glasses are the real counterpart of the binary glasses, for which most of the numerical results have been obtained so far.

A very recent numerical study [66] has determined the soft potential parameters for a binary glass with a repulsive 1/r^{10}-potential and scaled them via the shear modulus, the atomic mass and the atomic volume to PdSiCu. The obtained value W/k_B of 3.2 K is in excellent agreement with the two experimental values reported here. Also, the scaled value for the tunneling model coupling constant γ_t = 0.37 eV is close to the value 0.4 eV determined in the pioneering resonant tunneling experiment [67] in PdSiCu.

B. Sound absorption at higher temperatures

While the tunneling plateau and the crossover to classical relaxation are universal glass features, each glass develops its own individuality at higher temperatures, showing that different glasses have different energy landscapes at higher barriers. This is well known from many investigations and is seen not only in the mechanical response, but also in other relaxation responses, of which the most prominent is the dielectric one [35].

The usual notation is to denote the strong relaxation peak at the glass transition as α-peak. One often finds a weaker peak just below the α-peak, which merges with the α-peak at higher temperatures. This is called the β-peak. If there are more peaks at lower temperatures, one continues the notation with γ-peak, δ-peak and so on.

The emphasis of the present work is on the glass phase, with a structure and an energy landscape which can still be considered to be temperature-independent, in terms of the Gilroy-Phillips model [13] a glass with a temperatureindependent barrier density l(V ). The main aim of this part of the work is to show that in addition to the individual landscape properties one sees again a universal feature, namely the frozen fast t^β -Kohlrausch tail of the α-process (this Kohlrausch β between 0.3 and 0.6 has nothing to do with the unfortunate denomination of the β-process and is in fact best seen in glasses without a β-peak).

For these higher barriers, one can replace the barrier-dependent τ_0 of eq. (28) by the usual assumption τ_0 = 10^{−13} s. Fig. 11 shows the evaluation of shear data in PMMA below 100 K (1.2 Hz-data [68], 450 Hz-data [69], 10 kHz-data [70], 15 MHz-data [60] and 18 GHz Brillouin data [61], the latter two the same data as in Fig. 8) . Fig. 11 (a) shows the data, Fig. 11 (b) the calculated barrier density, together with the soft potential expectation. l(V ) falls first below the soft potential expectation, then rises again as one begins to approach the strong β-peak of PMMA. It is amazing to see how well the Gilroy-Phillips model brings the divergent data of Fig. 11 (a) into a consistent energy landscape picture, with such a crude approximation as eq. (44). The agreement corroborates the Gilroy-Phillips assumption of a constant distribution of asymmetries n(V, Δ) around the value Δ = 0.

Fig. 12 extends the PMMA picture up to the glass temperature, using temperature-dependent torsion pendulum data at 0.64 Hz [71] and at 1 Hz [72]. These data start around 70 K at a barrier of about 0.2 eV, where GJ^′(ω) has risen to the value 1.03, so one can integrate further starting from this value.

The torsion pendulum data show the strong secondary relaxation peak of PMMA at 0.7 eV in good agreement with each other and with a collection of data [73] between 0.01 Hz and 10 MHz at room temperature, 294 K. At the upper end of the peak, GJ^′(ω) has grown to 1.8.

But PMMA is a polymer, where the true viscous flow sets in many decades later in time, depending on the chain length. The rise after the secondary relaxation peak consists entirely of reversible relaxations. What does happen, though, is the glass transition, the transition from a frozen glass to an undercooled liquid in thermal equilibrium.

The polymer community is used to this phenomenon. They call the glass transition ”segmental relaxation” to indicate that it happens on short pieces of the polymer, while the polymer as a whole equilibrates much later. But this separation of thermal equilibration and viscous flow does not exist in a normal glass.

FIG. 11: (a) Measured sound absorption data in polymethylmethacrylate at 1.2 Hz [68], 450 Hz [69], 10 kHz [70], 15 MHz [60] and 18 GHz [61] (b) barrier density l(V ) calculated from the data in (a) with eq. (44) and τ0 = 10^{−13} s; the dashed line indicates the soft potential expectation.

The barrier distribution l(V ), frozen in the glass, begins to increase rapidly with increasing temperature in the undercooled liquid. This is shown in Fig. 12 by the comparison of the distributions derived with eq. (45) from J_r(t)-data [30] at 387.1 and 393.2 K, using G = 2.09 GPa at 387.1 K and G = 2.03 GPa at 393.2 K, values determined from transverse Brillouin data [74] of PMMA.

The evaluation of the torsion pendulum data in Fig. 12 ends at 393 K, shortly above the glass transition. It is seen that, at this temperature, they have already adapted to the higher l(V ) of the liquid and do no longer reflect the barrier density of the glass.

What does reflect the barrier density of the glass, however, is the one for the equilibrium liquid at 387.1 K (or maybe 1 or 2 K higher, depending on the cooling rate, with which the glass was frozen). This shows an exponential rise with exp(0.37V/k_B T ), leading to a Kohlrausch t^β time dependence of the shear relaxation with a Kohlrausch β = 0.37.

In the undercooled liquid, the Kohlrausch tail at a given barrier height increases by a factor of seven between 387.1

FIG. 12: Barrier density l(V ) in polymethylmethacrylate calculated from torsion pendulum data at 0.64 Hz [71] and at 1 Hz [72], from sound absorption data at many different frequencies at 294 K [73], and from Jr (t)-data [30] in the undercooled liquid at 387.1 K and 393.2 K.

FIG. 13: Barrier density l(V ) in polystyrene calculated from the low temperature data at 240 Hz [59] and 87 kHz [52], a collection of mechanical data at 0.05, 0.5, 40, 200, 1100 and 3000 Hz up to the glass temperature in the same sample [75], and from Jr (t)-data [76] in the undercooled liquid at 370.2 K and 373.8 K.

FIG. 14: Barrier density l(V ) in vitreous silica from measurements at 1.5 and 11.7 Hz [80], 10 Hz [81], 1.3 kHz [82], 37 kHz [83], 90 kHz [52], 180 kHz [49], 1.5 MHz [84], and from G(ω)-data [85] in the undercooled liquid at 1449 K.

and 393.2 K (more precisely, the barrier of a given Kohlrausch process decreases according to the shift factor between the two temperatures [30], see the two arrows in Fig. 12). Since some of the measurements of the secondary relaxation peak with different frequencies [73] were also done close to the glass transition (at 373.2 K) and showed practically no change of its height, one can conclude that the drastic rise remains limited to the Kohlrausch tail.

Fig. 13 shows the same picture in another well-studied polymer, polystyrene, combining the low-temperature data [52, 59] with a collection of mechanical data at six frequencies between 0.05 Hz and 3 kHz at higher temperatures [75], and with the J_r(t)-measurements [76] in the equilibrium liquid, evaluated with G = 1.18 GPa from Brillouin data [77].

In this case, the resulting barrier distribution between 0 and 0.1 eV is supported by light scattering data [78] evaluated in terms of the Gilroy-Phillips model and related to the mechanical data [52] many years ago.

As it turns out, the Kohlrausch tail appears also in non-polymeric glasses, only that there it is directly followed by the viscous flow which ends all reversible processes. This is shown for vitreous silica in Fig. 14, displaying many data from the literature evaluated in a previous publication [79] in terms of f(V ). The evaluation in terms of l(V ) in Fig. 14 is not very different, because significant deviations of GJ^′ from one begin only to appear close to the glass transition. In fact, the l(V ) of silica within experimental error consists of nothing else than low temperature relaxations and Kohlrausch tail, with a Kohlrausch β of 0.43, already visible in many of the glass measurements [49, 52, 80–84] and continued in the equilibrium G(ω) at 1449 K [85]. For the evaluation of the G(ω)-data, one takes the viscosity η = 3014 GPas from a fit [86] of the data [85] and uses G = 35 GPa from a transverse Brillouin scattering measurement [87]. The integral over all reversible relaxations, the total recoverable compliance J_0, yields GJ_0 = 2.2.

Again, the low-barrier part of the barrier distribution in Fig. 14 was determined much earlier from light scattering data [88], and shown to be the same as the one from mechanical data for barrier heights between zero and 0.1 eV.

If one puts alkali metals into silica, secondary relaxations appear and the glass temperature is drastically lowered. This is shown in Fig. 15 for (SiO_2)_{0.67}(Na_2O)_{0.33}. The torsion pendulum measurements at 0.4 Hz [89] and at 2.6 Hz [90] show two secondary relaxation peaks, which together bring GJ^′ up to 1.3. It follows that the real G at the glass temperature 728 K of the equilibrium G(ω) [85] is a factor of 1.3 larger than the value G = 14.5 GPa fitted [86] to the equilibrium data. Therefore the calculation of the equilibrium l(V )-data at 728 K in Fig. 15 was done with G = 18.9 GPa and η = 1415 GPas, the fitted viscosity [86]. The data show a Kohlrausch tail with β = 0.38.

The next case, B_2O_3 in Fig. 16, has again a relatively small l(V ) in the intermediate region between low barrier relaxations and Kohlrausch tail. In the glass phase, the l(V ) is obtained from torsion pendulum data at 2.5 Hz [91], the 2.8 kHz data [54] already shown in Fig. 6, and 20 MHz data [92]. The equilibrium l(V )-data were determined from J_r(t)-measurements [29] at 526.5 and 550 K, with G = 6.5 and 6.3 GPa, respectively, from a transverse Brillouin measurement [93].

Note that the factor between the l(V ) at the two equilibrium temperatures is much smaller than in the PMMA case of Fig. 12, though the temperature difference is much larger. This reflects the much smaller fragility of B_2O_3 (the fragility index m is 32 in B_2O_3 and 145 in PMMA [32]); the temperature dependence of the Kohlrausch tail in the liquid is much smaller in liquid B_2O_3 than in liquid PMMA.

In Fig. 16, the 20 MHz-data [92] extend from low barriers up to 0.4 eV. In this barrier region, one can reduce l(V ) dramatically with a small OH content, as shown in the same paper. But as l(V ) is small to start with, the effect is not included here.

The last example is selenium in Fig. 17, with l(V ) from paddle oscillator data [62] at 5.4 kHz and longitudinal ultrasonic data [94] at 15 and 25 MHz in the glass phase, another case where uniaxial and shear distortion provide the same l(V ). The equilibrium liquid values are from J_r(t)-data [31] at 304.7 and 308.3 K, evaluated with G = 3.4 and 3.3 GPa, respectively, values taken from an ultrasonic determination [95] which shows excellent agreement with an earlier one [96].

This is again a case where one finds essentially only low-barrier relaxations and Kohlrausch tail, in this substance β = 0.31, close to the Andrade value of 1/3. Since selenium is a short polymer, one again finds a crossover to a polymer-like behavior at long relaxation times.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

A. Main results

This is the first systematic investigation of the energy landscape in glasses from low to high barriers on the basis of mechanical relaxations, connecting the viscous flow setting in at the glass transition with the tunneling states at low temperature. One finds a satisfactory description of the sound absorption in glasses, at low temperatures with the soft potential model [6–12] and at higher temperatures with the Gilroy-Phillips model [13, 43] in terms of a temperature-independent barrier density which freezes in at the glass transition.

The paper demonstrates the importance of linking sound absorption in real glasses to the increasing flood of new numerical work on frozen glasses [97] and its connection to the glass transition [98, 99], as detailed in the following section IV. B.

The combination of two phenomenological models to describe the sound absorption in glasses allows for a quantitative check of the energy landscape idea, in particular with respect to the question whether there is a constant distribution of asymmetries around the asymmetry zero in the energy landscape. Surprisingly, the answer from the

FIG. 15: Barrier density l(V ) in (SiO2)67(Na2O)33 from measurements at 0.4 Hz [89], 2.68 Hz [90], and from G(ω)-data [85] in the undercooled liquid at 728 K. The short line at small barriers is the soft potential expectation from the parameters determined for a sodium silicate glass with a slightly lower sodium content [9].

FIG. 16: Barrier density l(V ) in B2O3 from measurements at 2.5 Hz [91], 2.8 kHz [54], 20 MHz [92] and from Jr (t)-data [29] in the undercooled liquid at 526.5 and 550 K.

sound absorption data evaluated here is yes for all temperatures, while the earlier investigations with the much more powerful dielectric technique [36–38] limit their yes to temperatures below 0.6 T_g, because of the strong temperature dependence of the barrier density at the Kohlrausch tail. But there is no such strong temperature dependence of the Kohlrausch tail in the mechanical data evaluated here. The present results indicate that the strong temperature dependence [36–38] in the glass phase close to T_g is a peculiarity of hydrogen-bonded glass formers [100, 101]. The issue is discussed in more detail in Section IV. C.

In all six investigated glass formers the barrier density at the barrier height zero is relatively high, comparable to the one of the reversible Kohlrausch tail at the point where it crosses over into the irreversible flow at the glass transition. This result is obviously related to the universality of tunneling states in glasses [5, 102, 103].

From the tunneling states, the barrier density decreases rapidly with increasing barrier height. In the two examples without secondary relaxation peak, vitreous silica and selenium, there is only this decrease and the subsequent increase of the Kohlrausch tail. In these two cases, the Kohlrausch tail does already appear when GJ^′ is only a few percent away from its starting value 1. This excludes any explanation of the strong Kohlrausch rise in terms of the interaction between different relaxing domains, a concept proposed in several papers [104–106] by one of us. It rather supports a Shear Transformation Zone treatment of the highly viscous flow [107–109] which identifies the Kohlrausch processes with cooperatively rearranging Eshelby regions [40] resulting from a combination of several soft modes, together leading to a new sheared stable structure. In this picture, the high density of soft vibrations, tunneling and low barrier relaxational modes is necessary to enable the highly viscous flow, consistent with the findings reported here.

A gratifying quantitative result is the resolution of the discrepancy [52] between the height of the tunneling plateau at low and high frequencies. The soft potential treatment of the present paper shows that the higher tunneling plateau at higher frequencies is due to the approaching crossover to vibrations.

FIG. 17: Barrier density l(V ) in selenium from measurements at 5.4 kHz [62], 15 and 25 MHz [94] and from Jr (t)-data [31] in the undercooled liquid at 304.7 and 308.3 K.

B. Connections to numerical work

The last five years brought important new numerical developments [97, 99]. The first was a dedicated study of the localized vibrational soft modes in simple glasses [14–23, 66] with the vibrational density of states g(ω) ∝ ω^4 (ω frequency) predicted by the soft potential model [7–9, 12] and exhibiting the strong positive fourth order term D_4 in the mode potential [14, 17, 21] which the soft potential model needs for a common description of tunneling states and vibrations. The second was the swap mechanism for simple liquids [110], which enables the numerical cooling of simple liquids down to temperatures which are even lower than the glass temperature of real liquids. The application of the swap mechanism to undercooled liquids revealed the central role of the soft localized modes for the understanding of the mode coupling transition [111] and documented a strong decrease of the number of these soft modes in the glass phase with decreasing glass temperature [20, 98].

Three of these new papers [18, 22, 66] corroborated an earlier numerical result [112], namely the finding of an unstable core of the soft vibrational modes. The small positive force constant results from the compensation of the negative restoring force of the core by the positive restoring force of the stable surroundings.

There is a very recent numerical result [21], showing that one has double well potentials with a barrier density proportional to V^{1/4}, where V is the barrier height. The work is based on an earlier ingenious characterization [15, 113] of the soft modes in terms of eigenvectors defined over the fourth and third terms of the mode potential. This characterization led to the surprising result that the eigenvectors defined over the fourth order term are very close to the usual second order ones, allowing one to get rid of the influence of the hybridization between localized modes and phonons.

In the soft potential model, the double well potentials are due to modes with a negative restoring force D_2, as long as the absolute value of the linear potential coefficient D_1 stays below the limit of eq. (17). For a constant density of modes in the D_1, D_2-plane, this leads to the barrier density increasing with V^{1/4}, in agreement with the numerical result [21].

Recently the soft potential parameters have been determined for a binary numerical glass [66], making use of new numerical results [114]. Scaling the parameters with the shear modulus, the atomic mass and the atomic volume to metallic glasses, one finds quantitative agreement with the W of PdSiCu determined from the data [48] in Fig. 10 of the present paper, and with the coupling constant between tunneling states and transverse sound waves in the same material [67]. It would be worthwhile to extend the comparison to new numerical treatments of network and molecular glasses [115].

The concept [109] of cooperatively rearranging regions consisting of several unstable soft mode cores is supported by a very recent numerical result [116], showing that below the mode coupling temperature the large single particle displacements occur predominantly within the cooperatively rearranging regions.

C. Comparison to light scattering and dielectric results

Our Gilroy-Phillips interpretation of the mechanical data at low barriers is the same as the earlier evaluation of light scattering data in Ca_{0.4}K_{0.6}(NO_3)_{1.4}, polystyrene, and polycarbonate [78] as well as in vitreous silica [88], as mentioned in connection with our polystyrene and silica results in Section III. B.

Broad band dielectric spectroscopy [35] is the easiest and most accurate method to study relaxations. It has been extensively applied to relaxations in glasses by the Bayreuth group. The results are summarized in Reference [36] and demonstrated several of the results of the present paper eleven years ago, among them the rise to stronger relaxation at very low barriers and the validity of the Gilroy-Phillips model, demonstrated with an accuracy of which mechanical investigations can only dream.

But there is one central dielectric result [36–38] for which one finds no trace in the present survey of mechanical data, namely the strongly temperature-dependent barrier density at the frozen Kohlrausch tail which fails to follow the Gilroy-Phillips predictions. In the dielectric data, it is not always observed. It is clearly seen in glycerol, but it is absent in toluene [36], a molecule with no hydrogen bonds.

The simplest possible explanation of the temperature dependence exp(5T/T_g) of the excess wing measured in the glass phase [36] is an average asymmetry of 5k_B T_g of the double-well potentials. This value is close to the average asymmetry of 3.8 k_B T_g needed to explain the intensity rise of the strong secondary relaxation peak in tripropylene glycol after the initial temperature jump of an aging experiment [38].

In the vitreous silica data in Fig. 14 and the selenium data of Fig. 17, there is no such strong temperature dependence. Also, the high quality PMMA data [73] of the secondary relaxation peak show no deviation at all from the Gilroy-Phillips model.

An asymmetry of 4k_BT_g can be excluded with absolute certainty for the mechanical data. To see this, consider the barrier 0.3 eV in PMMA, measured at 294 K with 10 MHz [73] and at 127 K with 1.2 Hz [68]. This follows from eq.

(1) with τ_0 = 10^{−13} s. With T_g = 387 K, the weakening factor (cosh(Δ/2k_B T ))^{−2} by the asymmetry 4k_B T_g would be 0.02 for the high frequency and a factor of thousand smaller for the low frequency. The fact that the two frequencies see the same barrier density at the two different temperatures shows that the average asymmetry is zero.

The same conclusion can be drawn from the silica data in Fig. 14. One sees the same barrier density at 1.5 Hz [80] and 37 kHz [83], though the measurement temperatures of the 1.5 Hz data are only two thirds of the ones for 37 kHz, excluding an average asymmetry larger than a small fraction of k_B T_g.

From NMR measurements [117], it is known that an irreversible relaxation in the primary relaxation peak of glycerol is a motion of many molecules, of which only about 2 percent make large angle (30 to 50 degrees) jumps; the rest make small angle jumps of a few degrees. With this information in mind, it seems possible that the excess wing is due to reversible reorientational jumps of single hydrogen bonds [118] in strongly asymmetric double-well potentials, similar to the fast reversible hydrogen bond jumps in water [119], the large dipole moment change providing a signal strength able to compensate the weakening factor from the strong asymmetry.

The imaginary peak of depolarized dynamical light scattering data in glycerol and other hydrogen bonded glass formers lies a factor of three higher than the one of the dielectric data [120]. Looking for an explanation of the upwards peak shift from dielectrics to depolarized dynamical light scattering in glycerol, one remembers that for the simple case of isotropic rotational diffusion of a molecular dipole Debye [121] predicts the peak in ϵ^{′′} at ω = 2D_r (D_r rotational diffusion constant) and Berne and Pecora [122] predict the imaginary peak in the depolarized dynamical light scattering at ω = 6D_r, a factor of three higher. This explanation of the new depolarized dynamical light scattering data [120] is consistent with the one of the NMR data [117].

D. Conclusions

To summarize, a survey of many sound absorption data in glasses from the literature shows a high density of low barrier relaxations, connected with the universal low temperature glass anomalies, well described by the soft potential model, an extension of the tunneling model to include low barrier relaxations and soft vibrations. The soft potential model explains the rise of the tunneling plateau with increasing frequency which cannot be understood in the tunneling model. It finds strong support from recent numerical work on frozen binary glasses.

Starting from low barriers, the barrier density decreases toward higher barriers, followed by the region of intermediate barriers which looks different for different glasses, for many glasses containing one or more secondary relaxation peaks. This region and the universal Kohlrausch tail of the highly viscous flow toward higher barriers are found to be describable in terms of a temperature-independent barrier density. According to the Gilroy-Phillips model, this means one has a constant distribution of asymmetries around the value zero in the corresponding asymmetric double-well potentials. This conclusion agrees only partly with earlier dielectric investigations, because it does hold neither for the excess wing of hydrogen bonded glass formers nor for the secondary relaxation peak in tripropylene glycol. The present results suggest that these deviations are due to the breaking of hydrogen bonds in strongly asymmetric double well potentials and are not a generic feature of undercooled liquids.

The Kohlrausch tail is temperature-independent in the glass, but becomes strongly temperature-dependent in the undercooled liquid, the more so the higher the fragility is. At the glass temperature, its barrier density at the barrier corresponding to the Maxwell time is comparable to the one of the low temperature anomalies, suggesting a connection between the two.

Acknowledgements

M.A.R. acknowledges financial support from the Spanish Ministry of Science and Innovation through the “María de Maeztu” Programme for Units of Excellence in R&D (CEX2018-000805-M), as well as from the Autonomous Community of Madrid through program S2018/NMT-4321 (NANOMAGCOST-CM).

[1] R. O. Pohl, X. Liu, and E. J. Thompson, Rev. Mod. Phys. 74, 991 (2002) [2] A. Cavagna, Phys. Rep. 476, 51 (2009) [3] W. A. Phillips, J. Low Temp. Phys. 7, 351 (1972) [4] P. W. Anderson, B. I. Halperin, and C. M. Varma, Philos. Mag. 25, 1 (1972) [5] W. A. Phillips, Rep. Prog. Phys. 50, 1657 (1987) [6] V. G. Karpov, M. I. Klinger and F. N. Ignat’ev, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 84, 760 (1983) [Sov. Phys-JETP 57, 439 (1983)]

[7] U. Buchenau, Yu. M. Galperin, V. L. Gurevich, D. A. Parshin, M. A. Ramos and H. R. Schober, Phys. Rev. B 46, 2798 (1992) [8] D. A. Parshin, Phys. Solid State 36, 991 (1994) [9] M. A. Ramos and U. Buchenau, Phys. Rev. B 55, 5749 (1997) [10] M. A. Ramos, L. Gil, A. Bringer, and U. Buchenau, phys. stat. sol. (a) 135, 477 (1993) [11] L. Gil, M. A. Ramos, A. Bringer, and U. Buchenau, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 182 (1993) [12] D. A. Parshin, H. R. Schober, and V. L. Gurevich, Phys. Rev. B 76, 064206 (2007) [13] K. S. Gilroy and W. A. Phillips, Phil. Mag. B 43, 735 (1981) [14] E. Lerner, G. Düring, and E. Bouchbinder, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 035501 (2016) [15] L. Gartner and E. Lerner, SciPost 1, 016 (2016) [16] S. Wijtmans and M. L. Manning, Soft Matter 13, 5649 (2017) [17] G. Kapteijns, E. Bouchbinder, and E. Lerner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 055501 (2018) [18] M. Shimada, H. Mizuno, M. Wyart, and A. Ikeda, Phys. Rev. E 98, 060901(R) (2018) [19] H. Mizuno and A. Ikeda, Phys. Rev. E 98, 062612 (2018) [20] L. Wang, A. Ninarello, P. Guan, L. Berthier, G. Szamel, and E. Flenner, Nat. Commun. 10, 26 (2019) [21] G. Kapteijns, D. Richard, and E. Lerner, Phys. Rev. E 101, 032130 (2020) [22] H. Mizuno, M. Shimada and A. Ikeda, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 013215 (2020) [23] A. Kumar, I. Procaccia and M. Singh, EPL 135, 66001 (2021) [24] H. A. Kramers, Physica 7, 284 (1940) [25] O. V. Mazurin, in Glass: Science and Technology Vol. 3, ed. by D. R. Uhlmann and N. J. Kreidl, (Academic Press, New York 1986), p. 119 ff.

[26] D. J. Plazek and J. H. Magill, J. Chem. Phys. 45, 3038 (1966) [27] D. J. Plazek, C. A. Bero and I.-C. Chay, J. Non-Cryst. Solids 172-174, 181 (1994) [28] D. J. Plazek, J. H. Magill, I. Echeverria and I.-C. Chay, J. Chem. Phys. 110, 10445 (1999) [29] K. M. Bernatz, I. Echeverria, S. L. Simon and D. J. Plazek, J. Non-Cryst. Solids 289, 9 (2001) [30] D. J. Plazek, V. Tan, and V. M. O’Rourke, Rheol. Acta 13, 367 (1974) [31] C. M. Roland, P. G. Santangelo, D. J. Plazek, and K. M. Bernatz, J. Chem. Phys. 111, 9337 (1999) [32] R. Böhmer, K. L. Ngai, C. A. Angell, and D. J. Plazek, J. Chem. Phys. 99, 4201 (1993) [33] A. I. Nielsen, T. Christensen, B. Jakobsen, K. Niss, N. B. Olsen, R. Richert, and J. C. Dyre, J. Chem. Phys. 130, 154508 (2009) [34] D. J. Plazek, J. Rheol. 36, 1671 (1992) [35] Broadband dielectric Spectroscopy, ed. F. Kremer and A. Schönhals (Springer, Berlin, 2002) [36] C. Gainaru, R. Böhmer, R. Kahlau, and E. Rössler, Phys. Rev. B 82, 104205 (2010) [37] C. Gainaru, W. Hiller, and R. Böhmer, Macromolecules 43, 1907 (2010) [38] J. C. Dyre and N. B. Olsen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 155703 (2003) [39] C. Kittel, Introduction to Solid State Phys., 3rd Ed., p. 165 ff. [40] J. D. Eshelby, Proc. Roy. Soc. A241, 376 (1957) [41] R. Vacher, E. Courtens, and M. Foret, Phys. Rev. B 72, 214205 (2005) [42] G. Carini jr, G. Tripodo and L. Borjesson, Phys. Rev. B 78, 024104, 2008] [43] U. Buchenau, Phys. Rev. B 63, 104203 (2001) [44] S. Hunklinger, W. Arnold, S. Stein, R. Nava, and K. Dransfeld, Phys. Lett. A 42, 253 (1972) [45] R. Milkus and A. Zaccone, Phys. Rev. E 95, 023001 (2017) [46] H. Grabert and H. R. Schober, in Hydrogen in Metals III, ed. by H. Wipf (Springer, Berlin 1997) [47] A. L. Burin, J. Low Temp. Phys. 100, 309 (1995) [48] A. K. Raychaudhuri and S. Hunklinger, Z. Physik B 57, 113 (1984) [49] R. Keil, G. Kasper, and S. Hunklinger, J. Non-Cryst. Solids 164-166, 1183 (1993) [50] U. Bartell and S. Hunklinger, J. Phys. Colloq. 43, C9-489 (1982) [51] C. K. Jones, P. G. Klemens, and J. A. Rayne, Phys. Lett. 8, 31 (1964) [52] K. A, Topp and D. G. Cahill, Z. Phys. B 101, 235 (1996) [53] B. Golding, J. E. Graebner, and R. J. Schutz, Phys. Rev. B 14, 1660 (1976) [54] S. Rau, C. Enss, S. Hunklinger, P. Neu, and A. Würger, Phys. Rev. B 52, 7179 (1995) [55] C. Laermans, V. Keppens, and R. Weeks, Phys. Rev. B55, 2701 (1997) [56] G. Carini Jr., L. Orsingher, G. Tripodo, and E. Gilioli, Phil. Mag. 88, 4143 (2008) [57] C. Laermans and V. Keppens, Phys. Rev. B 51, 8158 (1995) [58] U. Bartell, Ph.D. thesis, University of Heidelberg (1982) [59] A. Nittke, M. Scherl, P. Esquinazi, W. Lorenz, Junyun Li, and F. Pobell, J. Low Temp. Phys. 98, 517 (1992) [60] G. Federle and S. Hunklinger, J. Physique Coll. 43 (C9), C9-505 (1982); G. Federle, Ph. D. thesis, Max-Planck Institut Stuttgart (1983) [61] M. Schmidt, R. Vacher, J. Pelous, and S. Hunklinger, J. Phys. Coll. 43 (C9), C9-501 (1982) [62] X. Liu, Th. H. Metcalf, M. R. Abernathy, R. B. Stephen, Materials Research 21,suppl.2, e20170881 (2018) [63] J. E. Duquesne and G. Bellessa, Phil. Mag. B 52, 821 (1985) [64] L. Jacqmin, R. Calemczuk, E. Bonjour, and M. Locatelli, J. Phys. Coll. 44 (C9), C-9-383 (1983) [65] P. Esquinazi and R. König, in Tunneling Systems in Amorphous and Crystalline Solids, ed. by P. Esquinazi (Springer, New York 1998), p. 145 (the data in Fig. 4.17 on page 190 are from the thesis of E. Gaganidze, Univ. Bayreuth 1998)

[66] U. Buchenau, arXiv:2010.10870 [67] B. Golding, J. E. Graebner, A. B. Kane, and J. L. Black, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41, 1487 (1978) [68] K. M. Sinnott 1959, J. Polym. Sci. 128, 273 (1959) [69] N. Geis, G. Kasper, and S. Hunklinger, Non-Metallic Materials and Composites at Low Temperatures 3, edited by G.

Hartwig and D. Evans (New York: Plenum 1986), p. 99.

[70] J. M. Crissman, J. A. Sauer, and A. E. Woodward, J. Polym. Sci. A 2, 5075 (1989) [71] F. I. Schwarzl, Polymermechanik, (Springer, New York 1990), Fig. 5.16 [72] J. Heijboer, Int. J. Polym. Mater. 6, 11 (1977) [73] B. E. Read, Polymer 22, 1580 (1981) [74] J. K. Krüger, R. Roberts, H.-G. Unruh, K.-P. Fruehauf, J. Helwig, and H. E. Müser, Prog. Coll. Polym. Sci. 71, 77 (1985) [75] K. H. Illers and E. Jenckel, Rheological Acta 1, 322 (1958) [76] D. J. Plazek, J. Phys. Chem. 69, 3480 (1965) [77] A. P. Sokolov, V. N. Novikov, and B. Strube, Europhys. Lett. 38, 49 (1997), and B. Strube, private communication [78] N. V. Surovtsev,, J. Wiedersich, V. N. Novikov, E. Rössler, and A. P. Sokolov, Phys. Rev. B 58, 14888 (1998) [79] U. Buchenau, A. Wischnewski, R. Zorn, and N. Hadjichristides, Phil. Mag. B 82, 209 (2002) [80] P. L. Kirby, J. Soc. Glass Technol. 34, 383 (1954) [81] R. Brückner, J. Non-Cryst. Solids 5, 123 (1970) [82] E. Deeg, Glastechn. Ber. 31, 124 (1958) [83] J. W. Marx and J. M. Sivertsen, J. Appl. Phys. 24, 81 (1953) [84] D. B. Fraser, J. Appl. Phys. 41, 6 (1970) [85] J. J. Mills, J. Noncryst. Solids 14, 255 (1974) [86] U. Buchenau, J. Chem. Phys. 149, 044508 (2018) [87] J. A. Bucaro and H. D. Dardy, J. Appl. Phys. 45, 5324 (1974) [88] J. Wiedersich, N. V. Surovtsev, V. N. Novikov, E. Rössler, and A. P. Sokolov, Phys. Rev. B 64, 064207 (2001) [89] W. A. Zdaniewski, G. E. Rindone, and D. E. Day, J. Mat. Sci. 14, 763 (1979) [90] K. E. Forry, J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 40, 90 (1957) [91] K. H. Karsch and E. Jenckel, Glastechn. Ber. 34, 397 (1961) [92] C. R. Kurkjian and J. T. Krause, J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 49, 171 (1966) [93] M. Grimsditch and L. M. Torell, in Dynamics of Disordered Materials, Springer Proceedings in Physics 37, ed. by D.

Richter, A. J. Dianoux, W. Petry, and J. Teixeira (Springer, Berlin 1989), p. 196 [94] G. Carini, M. Cutroni, G. Galli, and F. Wanderlingh, J. Non-Cryst. Solids 30, 61 (1978) [95] V. F. Kozhevnikov, W. B. Payne, J. K. Olson, A. Allen, and P. C. Taylor, J. Non-Cryst. Solids 353, 3254 (2007) [96] G. Galli, P. Migliardo, R. Bellisent, and W. Reichardt, Solid State Commun. 57, 195 (1986) [97] E. Lerner, and E. Bouchbinder, J. Chem. Phys. 155, 200901 (2021) [98] D. Khomenko , C. Scalliet, L. Berthier, D. R. Reichman, and F. Zamponi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 225901 (2020) [99] L. Berthier and D. R. Reichman, arXiv:2208.02206 [100] Th. Steiner, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 41, 48 (2002) [101] V. David, N. Grinberg, and S. C. Moldoveanu, in Advances in Chromotography Vol. 54 (Eds: E. Gruschka, N. Grinberg), CRC, Boca Raton 2018, chap. 3 [102] S. Hunklinger, Phil. Mag. B 56, 199 (1987) [103] U. Buchenau, arXiv:2101.10980 [104] U. Buchenau, Phil. Mag. 84, 1333 (2004) [105] U. Buchenau, J. Chem. Phys. 131, 075131 (2009) [106] U. Buchenau, J. Chem. Phys. 134, 224501 (2011) [107] M. L. Falk and J. S. Langer, Phys. Rev. E 57, 7192 (1998) [108] W. L. Johnson and K. Samwer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 195501 (2005) [109] U. Buchenau, Phys. Rev. E 106, 024601 (2022) [110] A. Ninarello, L. Berthier, and D. Coslovich, Phys. Rev. X 7, 021039 (2017) [111] D. Coslovich, A. Ninarello, and L. Berthier, SciPost Phys. 7, 077 (2019) [112] V. A. Luchnikov, N. N. Medvedev, Y. I. Naberukhin, and H. R. Schober, Phys. Rev. B 62, 3181 (2000) [113] L. Gartner and E. Lerner, Phys. Rev. E 93 011001(R) (2016) [114] A. Moriel, Y. Lubomirsky, E. Lerner, and E. Bouchbinder, Phys. Rev. E 102, 033008 (2020) [115] D. Richard, K. Gonzalez-Lopez, G. Kapteijns, R. Pater, T. Vaknin, E. Bouchbinder, and E. Lerner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 085502 (2020) [116] L. Ortlieb, T. S. Ingebrigtsen, J. E. Hallett, F. Turci, and C. P. Royall, arXiv:2103.08060 [117] R. Böhmer, G. Diezemann, G. Hinze, and E. Rössler, Prog. NMR Spectrosc. 39, 191 (2001) [118] U. Buchenau, arXiv:2105.06392 [119] B. Bagchi, Chem. Rev. 105, 3197 (2003) [120] F. Pabst, J. Gabriel, T. Böhmer, P. Weigl, A. Helbling, T. Richter, P. Zourchang, Th. Walther, and Th. Blochowicz, J.

Phys. Chem. Lett. 12, 3685 (2021) [121] P. Debye, Polar Liquids, Chem. Catalog Comp., N. Y. 1929 [122] B. J. Berne and R. Pecora, Dynamic Light Scattering, Wiley-Interscience, 1976