arXiv:2209.04555v1 [cond-mat.soft] 9 Sep 2022

Thermodynamic-Dynamic Interrelations in Glass-Forming Polymer Fluids

Xiaolei Xu,^† Jack F. Douglas,^{∗,‡} and Wen-Sheng Xu^{∗,†}

†State Key Laboratory of Polymer Physics and Chemistry, Changchun Institute of Applied Chemistry, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Changchun 130022, P. R. China ‡Materials Science and Engineering Division, National Institute of Standards and Technology, Gaithersburg, Maryland 20899, United States

E-mail: jack.douglas@nist.gov; wsxu@ciac.ac.cn

Abstract There is a long history of trying to understand the dynamics of glass-forming and other condensed materials exhibiting highly anharmonic interparticle interactions, based on their thermodynamic properties. This has led to numerous correlations between thermodynamic (e.g., density, compressibility, enthalpy, entropy, and vapor pressure) and dynamic (e.g., viscosity, diffusion coefficients, and relaxation times) properties, and a steady stream of theoretical models has been introduced to rationalize these correlations in the absence of any generally accepted theory of the dynamics of non-crystalline condensed materials. We view the independent success of these various semi-empirical models of glass-forming liquids as possibly pointing to a greater unity arising from the strong interrelation between thermodynamic properties, which is a matter of interest beyond an understanding of the dynamics of glass-forming liquids. Accordingly, we utilize the lattice cluster theory (LCT) of polymer fluids to show that the configurational entropy, enthalpy, and internal energy are all closely interrelated, as suggested by recent measurements by Caruthers and Medvedev, so that the generalized entropy theory (GET) of glass formation, a combination of the LCT and Adam-Gibbs model, can be recast in terms of any of these thermodynamic properties as a matter of convenience. Thermodynamic scaling, a form of density-temperature scaling exhibited by dynamic and some thermodynamic properties, is used to assess which thermodynamic properties are most naturally linked to dynamics, and we explore the origin of this scaling by both direct calculations based on the GET and molecular dynamics simulations of a coarse-grained polymer model. Through a combination of our comprehensive modeling of thermodynamic properties using the LCT and the highly predictive GET model for how the fluid thermodynamics relate to its dynamics, along with simulation results confirming these theoretical frameworks, we obtain insights into thermodynamic aspects of collective motion and the slow β-relaxation processes of glass-forming liquids.

1 Introduction

A basic aim of statistical mechanics is to explain the thermodynamic properties of materials at equilibrium in terms of the structure and interaction parameters of the molecules or particles comprising these materials under specified state conditions, such as temperature (T ), volume (V ), pressure (P ), etc. It also aims at describing transport properties (e.g., viscosity and diffusion) in terms of thermodynamic properties, and significant success in this direction has been achieved in this enterprise in the case of dilute gases through the kinetic theory developed by Maxwell,^1 Jeans,^2 Enskog,^{3–6} etc., and through semi-empirical extensions of kinetic theory to low-density fluids,^{7–11} and in the description of crystalline materials^{12–14} where a high degree of structural order simplifies the theoretical treatment. We thus might hope for a general relation between thermodynamic and transport properties in dense and cooled liquids as well, but this has not yet been demonstrated, even empirically.

The search for a relationship between the structural nature of matter and its dynamics has a long history. Ideas formulated long ago before the advent of modern science still permeate modern thinking and modeling of the dynamics of liquids. For example, the intuitive idea of “free volume” as a determinant of mobility, as formulated by Lucretius^{15,16} over 2000 years ago, based on the analogy with the highly constrained motion operative in dense schools of fish, is the basis of a large and vibrant scientific literature on the dynamics of glass-forming (GF) fluids with passionate adherents.^{17–24} In a series of highly influential papers,^{25,26} Goldstein emphasized that this popular “structural” model of liquid dynamics could not adequately describe the pressure dependence of the dynamics of GF liquids, and he suggested that the attractive interactions between the molecules, which are necessary for the existence of the condensed state at constant pressure, should make either the enthalpy or the configurational entropy (S_c, the total entropy of a fluid minus the vibrational contribution) be the central thermodynamic property related to liquid dynamics.^{26} Recent works have established the inadequacy of some more modern structurally-based models of liquid dynamics, such as the mode-coupling theory,^{27} and other theories emphasizing the pair correlation function or averages of this quantity, providing molecular insights into the more abstract reasoning of Goldstein’s energy landscape arguments. Parenthetically, we note that there are recent promising works to include information about higher-order density correlations into a mode-coupling framework, which appears to lead to a much improved agreement between predictions and simulations,^{28–31} but historically fluid structure has often been identified with the readily observable pair correlation function or its Fourier transform, the static structure factor. Later, Goldstein^{26} suggested that the configurational entropy might occupy a place of primacy in this type of relationship after the development of the Adam-Gibbs (AG) model^{32} of glass formation, and he first formulated his highly influential energy landscape view of the dynamics of GF liquids as an elaboration of this reasoning.^{33} Notably, the configurational entropy contains information about density correlations through all orders^{34,35} so that models based on this property do not involve an approximation of structural correlations in terms of a pair correlation approximation.

The structure of the potential energy surface is governed by the same interplay of the relatively short-range hard-core repulsions of the molecules and the longer-range attractive interactions having various origins, depending on the molecular species that is reflected in the pair potential itself. Since molecules tend to become increasingly confined to the bottom of these potential wells as T is lowered,^{36} the attractive contribution of the interparticle interactions generally makes a larger contribution to the dynamic properties of materials at lower temperatures, strongly modulating the dynamics of relaxation and diffusion in low- T condensed liquids. This situation is contrasted with fluids at elevated temperatures^{36} where the dynamical motions are largely dictated by the unstable saddle point regions of the potential energy surface rather than regions near potential minima. Under these conditions, the moving particles in a low-density fluid can be reasonably modeled by “effective” hard spheres whose size depends somewhat on the form (e.g., power law) and strength (amplitude) of the pair potential between particles. Any successful model of the dynamics of liquids must bridge these high- and low-T regimes in which the dynamics is insensitive and sensitive, respectively, to the landscape structure, while at the same time respecting the activated nature of relaxation and diffusion of materials in the equilibrium condensed state at any finite T .

We should mention that Sutherland^{37–40} formulated a pioneering kinetic theory of solids not long after Maxwell’s kinetic theory of gases,^1 which emphasized that the rigidity of matter should be understood, as in the case of gases, as a kinetic rather than structural interpretation emphasized by the “great French elasticians”. Based on this theory, Sutherland deduced that “liquefaction occurs when each molecule ceases to be hemmed in and just manages to wriggle through amongst its neighbors”, and he quantified this physical picture by arguing that the melting condition corresponds to the ratio of the volume explored by the particle relative to the molecular size achieved, this ratio being independent of the substance. This is apparently the first formulation of the semi-empirical Lindemann criterion in a particularly sophisticated form. A discussion of the historical development of the Lindemann relation can be found in ref 41. This rattle volume, which is a kind of dynamical free volume, is central to recent modeling of the relaxation of GF liquids, as we shall discuss below. In this series of papers, Sutherland^{42} was also the first to introduce what is now widely referred to as the Stokes-Einstein relation describing the dependence of the diffusion coefficient of molecules on temperature and viscosity under homogeneous fluid conditions, where his predictions also included a consideration of hydrodynamic slip at the boundary of the molecules. In one of the first scientific contributions to polymer physics, Onsager^{43} also emphasized the importance of partial slip in the hydrodynamics of polymers in solutions. While partial slip is normally ignored in polymer hydrodynamic modeling, the rationale for assuming a stick boundary condition on molecules remains unclear. These works are among the earliest works to apply macroscopic hydrodynamics to molecules, an approach that has been highly fruitful scientifically as a model of molecular dynamics, but which is not without its difficulties. Our main point here is that Sutherland was far ahead of his time, which probably explains his current lack of appreciation today.

The energy landscape conception of liquid dynamics was greatly elaborated by Stillinger and Weber,^{44,45} and this approach has led to accurate numerical methods for precisely calculating the configurational entropy of fluids and in conceptualizing the dynamics of condensed materials.^{46–50} Goldstein’s work,^{25} along with the earlier lattice model of polymer glass formation emphasizing the configurational entropy S_c by Gibbs and DiMarzio,^{51} provided an impetus for the pioneering work of Bestul and Chang,^{52} who first established a strong empirical correlation between the excess entropy S_{exc} (the entropy of a material in the fluid state minus that of the crystal or glass form of the material in its “solid” state) and the rate of structural relaxation in GF liquids. Shortly thereafter, the AG model^{32} of relaxation in GF liquids was formulated in terms of a hybridization of transition state theory (TST)^{53,54} and an emphasis on S_c. Recent works by Caruthers and Medvedev^{55,56} have brought renewed attention to the original suggestion of Goldstein^{25} that the fluid enthalpy should have a central significance in understanding the dynamics of cooled liquids, and the merit of this proposal has been carefully reviewed recently by Zhao and Simon.^{57} We also point out important works of Johari,^{58,59} which discuss the many and convoluted difficulties of estimating S_c experimentally, a problem that extends to estimation of the configurational enthalpy and internal energy of fluids. Basically, it is difficult, if not impossible, to precisely estimate experimentally the vibrational contribution^{58,60} to the thermodynamic properties of cooled polymeric liquids to enable the precise estimation of the fluid configurational properties as the difference between the corresponding property and the vibrational contribution. Estimating this difference is also made difficult because the vibrational contribution can constitute the largest contribution to this thermodynamic property. This fact has been demonstrated from explicit computational estimates of S_c of a coarse-grained polymer melt by molecular dynamics (MD) simulations that allow for the precise estimation of S_c and the total fluid entropy.^{61} It should then be no surprise that the extrapolation of S_{exc} to zero at low T often occurs in polymeric GF liquids at a rather different temperature than the temperature T_0 deduced from the corresponding divergence of the relaxation time and viscosity fitted to the

Vogel-Fulcher-Tammann (VFT) relation.^{62–64} For example, Miller reported a discrepancy between these temperatures as large as 60 K in polystyrene,^{65} and similar discrepancies have been noted for many other polymer materials.^{66} We expect that the unsatisfactory nature of the approximation S_c ≈ S_{exc} for polymer fluids is responsible for the utter failure of thermodynamic fragility estimates of Martinez and Angell^{67} to predict even the correct qualitative trend when these estimates are applied to polymer materials.^{68}

We also mention interesting recent works of Schweizer and coworkers,^{69,70} which emphasizes the relation between the isothermal compressibility κ_T (the reciprocal of the bulk modulus, B) as being the thermodynamic property of prime significance in relation to understanding the rate of relaxation in GF liquids, an idea suggested in earlier modeling of diffusion in crystalline materials^{71–73} and in a variant of the mode-coupling theory of the dynamics of GF liquids.^{74}

Collectively, the growing number of proposed models attempting to quantitatively “relate” the thermodynamics to the dynamics of liquids would seem to indicate an increasing lack of consensus on the nature of glass formation, but we see these proliferating models in a different way. The fact that so many models of glass formation lead to such a common phenomenology suggests to us instead that there might be some hidden unity underlying these models, an optimistic hypothesis that underlies the present work. To demonstrate this explicitly, we utilize the lattice cluster theory (LCT)^{75–77} to examine the extent to which the configurational entropy, enthalpy, and internal energy are interrelated in a wide range of model GF polymer liquids having variable architecture, chain length, cohesive interaction strength, and chain rigidity and under different applied pressures. Importantly, such a study is not limited to any particular model of how these thermodynamic properties might be related to the dynamics of these liquids. We qualitatively infer from the recent measurements of Caruthers and Medvedev^{55,56} and Zhao and Simon^{57} that these thermodynamic properties must be strongly interrelated, thus potentially offering an opportunity for some unification of the models of glass formation. Because the LCT by construction excludes consideration of the vibrational contribution to the free energy of polymer fluids, this theory allows for the calculation of configurational properties of polymeric fluids without approximation than those inherent in the mean-field thermodynamic theory, so that our analysis is not plagued by uncertainties in estimates of configurational thermodynamic properties. Our analysis indeed reveals the close interrelation between these thermodynamic properties so that links are established between the respective models of glass formation. The present work can be viewed as an extension of a previous work attempting to obtain some unification of the various models of glass formation based on MD simulations.^{78} We utilize this approach to help augment our discussion based on the LCT and observations drawn from the generalized entropy theory (GET),^{77,79} a combination of the LCT^{75–77} and the AG model.^{32} We mention another thermodynamic aspect of the dynamics of GF liquids, which serves a useful role in discriminating amongst the various proposed models. Both the thermodynamic and dynamic properties of fluids with particles interacting through power-law potentials have been observed to obey a non-trivial scaling as a function of the volume V raised to a power γ times T , T V^γ , a phenomenon termed “thermodynamic scaling”.^{80–84} This scaling can be rigorously derived for model liquids at constant density composed of particles interacting with a spherically symmetric power-law or “soft sphere” intermolecular potential,^{85,86} U(r) ∼ |r|^{−α}, where |r| is the interparticle distance and γ = d/α with d being the spatial dimension. This analytic symmetry appears to generally describe experimentally the T and ρ dependence of relaxation and diffusion in liquids, although it is not clear that this general scaling derives from the intermolecular potential being a homogeneous function, as in the model just mentioned.^{41} In our discussion below, we will consider whether the thermodynamic properties considered are consistent with this type of scaling as a “filtering” criterion^{85} for deciding whether a given thermodynamic property is a viable candidate for being related to the fluid dynamics based on this empirical criterion. As a general matter, we interpret the existence of thermodynamic scaling as qualitatively supporting the hypothesis that the thermodynamics and dynamics of liquids are related, but this relation is not diagnostic as to any particular interrelation.

The organization of our paper involves three thrusts that are closely interrelated. We first utilize the LCT for the thermodynamic properties of polymer fluids to show that the configurational entropy, enthalpy, and internal energy are indeed closely interrelated, as suggested by recent measurements by Caruthers and Medvedev.^{55,56} This finding is independent of any question of how these thermodynamic properties might be related to the dynamics of liquids and thus is more easily addressed. Based on these results, we show that the predictions of the GET of glass formation can be recast in terms of any of these thermodynamic properties as a matter of convenience. Alternatively, we can cast the results of the GET in terms of temperature and molecular parameters, which we have generally preferred in the past because of inherent ambiguities in estimating configurational thermodynamic properties experimentally.

As a second stage of our primarily thermodynamically oriented analysis, we then consider the occurrence of “thermodynamic scaling” to assess which thermodynamic properties are most naturally linked to the dynamics of liquids in the specific sense of exhibiting this scaling symmetry. We utilize both the GET and MD simulations of a coarse-grained model of polymer melts having variable rigidity and pressure to explore the origin of this apparently general scaling property of the dynamics of fluids. Although thermodynamic scaling is found to be a powerful tool for discriminating which thermodynamic properties are more correlated with changes in the dynamics, we then encounter the interesting question of why some basic properties that one might most expect to exhibit this scaling, such as the isothermal compressibility, do not exhibit this scaling property. As a general matter, we then interpret the existence of thermodynamic scaling as qualitatively supporting the hypothesis that the thermodynamics and dynamics of liquids are closely interrelated, but this currently empirical relationship is still somewhat mysterious in its origin. We are also struck by the fact that this scaling property is clearly exhibited by the reduced configurational entropy density,^{41} defined by the configurational entropy normalized by its value at the onset temperature T_A below which the dynamics start to deviate from the simple Arrhenius behavior, which means that the GET is consistent with this scaling symmetry. Other models of the dynamics of fluids based on thermodynamic properties that can be related to this basic thermodynamic property also cannot be excluded from consideration. We thus have a criterion for “filtering” models of glass formation, even if we do not fully comprehend the physical origin of thermodynamic scaling.

The second thrust of our paper is based on the recognition that the configurational entropy involves just a consideration of the total number of accessible energy minima in the free energy surface as a function of temperature or other thermodynamic variables, such as P , and thus quantifies the overall “complexity” of this energy surface in this sense. The variation of the configurational entropy with temperature or molecular parameters provides information about the average “roughness” of the topography of these energy surfaces as viewed relative to some average energy level that the system explores at thermal equilibrium. An understanding of the dynamics of liquids at equilibrium requires an understanding of transitions between accessible minima in the energy surface driven by thermal fluctuations, which requires other metrical information about the energy landscape that is not obviously encompassed by any thermodynamic theory. In concrete terms, the GET requires information about the activation free energy parameters (i.e., enthalpy ΔH_o and entropy ΔS_o of activation) in the high temperature Arrhenius regime that formally exist in any general transition state theory (TST) framework.^{53,54} The lack of a direct method for calculating ΔH_o and ΔS_o is the weakest link of the GET model in relation to the prediction of relaxation in real materials.^{77} We have approached this difficult problem, as many others did in the past in modeling condensed materials,^{87–89} through the determination of ΔH_o and ΔS_o from MD simulations or experimental measurements based on TST. In the present paper, we describe recent computational efforts to quantify the complex saddle point geometry of energy surfaces to understand how the activation free energy parameters might also be interpreted in terms of the geometry of the energy landscape and how the metrical structure of the energy landscape is related to the thermodynamics of the fluid. This is a necessary link if the dynamics of the fluid is to be related to its thermodynamic properties. Ultimately, we would also like to understand how the geometry of these energy surfaces engenders the propensity for collective motion in cooled liquids that would allow for a direct understanding or modification of the premises on which the AG model^{32} is based. This work is ongoing, but there has been progress on this fundamental problem that can guide future work in testing tentative ideas about the general metrical structure of energy landscapes and how this structure gives rise to links with thermodynamic properties.

We also recognize that the α-relaxation process or segmental relaxation time τ_α in polymer fluids is just a narrow aspect of glass formation so that we must integrate progress in understanding this relaxation process with other basic relaxation process such as the slow Johari-Goldstein (JG) β-relaxation process,^{90–92} which has prominent significance in materials in their glass state where the α-relaxation time is too long to appreciably contribute to relaxation and diffusion. In our third thrust, we thus show that MD simulations allow us to leverage our understanding of τ_α to establish definite and apparently general scaling relations to the β-relaxation process. We view this type of effort as another essential element in developing an integrated understanding of all aspects of the phenomenon of glass formation. Our analysis so far appears to be broadly consistent with the hypothesis of the existence of deep interrelations between the dynamics and thermodynamics of GF liquids, a thread that we continue to follow in new directions.

2 Methods

2.1 Generalized Entropy Theory

We have recently reviewed the entropy theory approach to modeling the dynamics of GF liquids, and the GET model in particular,^{77} where the basic ideas underlying the model and the key predictions are extensively discussed. The GET combines the LCT,^{75,76} a model of polymer thermodynamics that extends the Flory-Huggins theory^{93–95} to include a description of variable monomer structure, interaction, and chain rigidity, and the AG relation^{32} to allow for the investigations of the influence of basic molecular parameters on the thermodynamics and segmental dynamics of polymers undergoing glass formation. The LCT, which is the purely thermodynamic component of this approach, describes polymers in terms of a set of united-atom groups that are placed on a hypercubic lattice with a total number of N_l lattice sites, and each united-atom group occupies a single lattice site of volume V_{cell} so that the volume of the system is V = N_lV_{cell}. The lattice model also includes empty sites that are not occupied by united-atom groups, and hence, the theory allows for the computations of properties under different applied P . The discretization of the fluid structure by a lattice description is an advantage in the sense that this procedure allows for the systematic computation of almost any thermodynamic property of interest, but this approximation is also a weakness because it limits the physical faithfulness in the description of the true atomic structure.

The LCT allows us to derive an analytic expression for the Helmholtz free energy F as a function of temperature T , polymer filling fraction ϕ, molecular mass M, microscopic cohesive energy parameter ϵ, bending energy parameter E_b, and a set of geometrical indices that reflect the size, shape, and bonding patterns of the monomers. For the explicit expression of the free energy and the meaning of the parameters, see refs 75 and 76 for a discussion. The common thermodynamic quantities are then readily obtained; e.g., the entropy, internal energy, and enthalpy are calculated from their standard definitions,

S_c = − ∂F ∂T | | |_ϕ , U^c = ∂[F/(k_BT )] ∂[1/(k_BT )] | | |_ϕ , H^c = U^c + P V, (1)

where k_B is Boltzmann’s constant. Here, we have used the subscript “c” to denote that the thermodynamic properties are configurational in origin. In the following, we focus on these properties normalized by the number of lattice sites, namely, the configurational entropy density s_c, configurational internal energy density u_c, and configurational enthalpy density h_c, s_c = S_c/N_l, u_c = U_c/N_l, h_c = H_c/N_l. (2)

The cohesive energy density is related to the configurational internal energy density as

Π_{CED} = |U_c|/V = |u_c|/V_{cell}. (3)

In the present work, the cell volume parameter is selected to be V_{cell} = 2.5^3Å^3.

The GET provides a predictive framework for computing the characteristic properties of polymer glass formation. The “onset temperature” T_A signals the onset of non-Arrhenius behavior of τ_α and is determined by a temperature corresponding to the maximum s^∗_c of s_c(T ). The crossover temperature T_c separates two regimes of T with qualitatively different dependences of τ_α on T , as discussed below, and this temperature is estimated from ∂^2(T s_c)/∂T^2 = 0. The determination of the glass transition temperature T_g follows its operational definition based on the condition, τ_α(T_g) = 100 s. The GET computes τ_α from the AG relation,^{32} τ_α = τ_o exp [z(T )ΔG_o/k_BT ] , z(T ) = s^∗_c /s_c(T ), (4)

where z(T ) corresponds to the extent of collective motion, or more specifically, the number of segments in the abstract “cooperatively rearranging regions” (CRR) of the AG model.^{32} The GET assumes that the high temperature vibrational prefactor of polymer materials takes a value of τ_o = 10^{−13} s, a typical experimental estimate for polymers.^{96} ΔG_o is the activation free energy at high T , which is anticipated from TST^{53,54} to contain both enthalpic ΔH_o and entropic ΔS_o contributions, i.e., ΔG_o = ΔH_o − T ΔS_o. The physical origin of the Arrhenius temperature dependence observed at high temperatures was first seriously considered by Raman^{97} and Andrade,^{98} whose works are still well worth reading because of their insights into the nature of the liquid state. Ewell^{99} discussed numerous earlier theoretical works associated with the development of an understanding of Arrhenius diffusion and viscosity variations with temperature and with phenomenology that we now recognize as being described by TST.

Motivated by the heuristic approximation made by AG^{32} that the entropic contribution to the activation free energy is negligible, i.e., ΔS_o = 0, along with the simulation evidence for a limited number of coarse-grained liquid models and some experimental evidence for model liquids indicating the approximation,^{79} ΔH_o ≈ (7 ± 1)k_BT_c, the original GET model simply assumed that ΔG_o = 6k_BT_c for a rough estimation of the structural relaxation time of polymers having complex structure with no other parameters other than those required to describe the thermodynamics of the polymer material. As described above, the crossover temperature T_c in the GET separates the high- and low-T regimes of glass formation and is precisely defined by an inflection point in the product of s_c times T .^{79} The structural relaxation time is predicted by the GET to exhibit an apparent power-law temperature dependence near T_c, τ_α ∼ (T − T_c)^{−γc} with γ_c being a crossover exponent, providing an experimental criterion for locating T_c experimentally. In Section 3.5, we discuss a possible origin of this relation between the activation energy ΔH_o and T_c, the key relation linking the dynamics and thermodynamics of dense fluids within the GET framework, from an energy landscape perspective.

Experimentalists often correlate the “activation energy” ΔH_o with T_g.^{100,101} Since the characteristic temperature ratio T_c/T_g in polymer fluids is normally in the range 1.2 to 1.3,^{79} our computational criterion accords with the experimental correlation between ΔH_o and k_BT_g for molecular fluids within the broadly stated uncertainties just mentioned, ΔH_o ≈ (10±1)k_BT_g (see Figure 4 in ref 100). Somewhat higher values of the prefactor in this relation have been reported for large molecular fluids, ΔH_o ≈ 16k_BT_g. The estimation of ΔH_o is notoriously difficult in polymer materials because of limited thermal stability at very high T so that there is a tendency to overestimate ΔH_o.^{102} Despite these issues, we think that the estimates of the mass dependence of ΔH_o by Rössler and coworkers^{101} are convincing so that these results require serious consideration. In small-molecule liquids, ΔH_o is often estimated rather effectively from the heat of vaporization of the fluid.^{54,99} This common, and widely utilized, semi-empirical expression in Eyring’s TST^{53,54} has its origin in longstanding parallels in the T dependence of the dynamics and the vapor pressure of liquids that go back nearly a century.^{103} This is just another example of the recognition of the parallelism between the dynamics and thermodynamics of liquids that continues to inspire correlative relationships. Egami and coworkers^{104} have revived this picture of elementary particle displacements occurring as a kind of local “evaporation” process, as envisioned even earlier by Frenkel.^{105} In particular, they physically interpreted the structural relaxation time of the fluid in terms of local thermal “excitation” events in which a particle in the local coordination sphere displaces to a distance on the order of a particle diameter. In the specific model of this type of excitation process governing molecular diffusion and relaxation, Eyring and coworkers^{53,54} modeled the particle displacement to occur as either a unimolecular or bimolecular reaction process in which the potential energy change involved in the postulated thermal activated process determines the activation energy. In particular, the activation energy as inferred to equal the heat of vaporization of the liquid (an accessible measure of the cohesive interaction strength for non-polymeric liquids) divided by a factor of 3 or 4 was argued to be related to reaction order. This evaporation picture of activated transport in liquids serves to rationalize the close empirical relation between ΔH_o and the cohesive energy density observed in the dynamics of many small-molecule liquids,^{106,107} including ionic liquids.^{108} Kuazmann and Eyring^{109} discussed the limitations of this model of the activation energy in high molecular polymers, where it was reasonably argued that the displacing molecular segments are molecular segments rather than the polymer as a whole when the polymer mass becomes large. Accordingly, this qualitative physical picture of the activation energy in polymer melts was adapted into quantitative models^{110,111} in which the cohesive energy density of the fluid plays a central role.

Of course, there are many properties that increase with the cohesive energy density, such as the melting temperature, enthalpy of fusion, boiling temperature, and critical temperature for liquid-vapor transformation. Then almost any thermodynamic property related to cohesive energy density should serve the purpose of establishing a correlative relation with ΔH_o, at least for a limited class of substances. Various other proposed properties of this kind have been discussed by Zhang et al.^{112} in an effort to understand mobility gradients in supported polymer films. For example, a correlation between T_g and the melting temperature T_m is also very popular for materials that readily crystallize.^{113,114} Caruthers and Medvedev^{55} suggested that the activation parameter B in their model could be estimated from the heat of fusion. More generally, it should be possible to determine ΔH_o from high- T atomistic simulations or from experiments in favorable circumstances, and this property would make a good topic for a machine-learning-based study, given that this quantity can be obtained from relatively high-T simulations.

The reasoning for the relationship between ΔH_o and T_c noted above has been discussed at length in ref 79, and we refer the reader to this reference for details. Importantly for the present discussion, simulation results have indicated that the entropic contribution to ΔG_o is generally not negligible in GF polymers,^{78,115–124} where a strong correlation between ΔH_o and ΔS_o has been found. We discuss below why such correlations should generally be expected in both the thermodynamics and dynamics of condensed materials. Nevertheless, we believe that the simplifying assumption of the AG and GET models, ΔS_o = 0, should be sufficient to capture the general trends of polymer glass formation when molecular or thermodynamic parameters are varied, as indicated by previous simulations for a range of polymer systems.^{41,120–122,124,125} However, we have also found that the inclusion of ΔS_o is important for the quantitative description of the relaxation times of particular materials based on the GET, which is our ultimate goal. In our recent review of the GET and entropy theory of glass formation,^{77} we have discussed how the inclusion of ΔS_o into a revised GET framework improves the fit between the model and experiment.

The characteristic T_0, sometimes termed the “ideal glass transition temperature”, and the

Figure 1: Logarithm of the structural relaxation time, log τ_α, as a function of inverse temperature 10^3/T calculated from the generalized entropy theory (GET) for varying cohesive energy parameters ϵ at zero pressure for polymer melts with the structure of polypropylene (PP) having a chain length of N_c = 8000 and a bending energy parameter of E_b/k_B = 600 K. The cross, triangle, and square symbols indicate the positions of the onset T_A, crossover T_c, and glass transition temperatures T_g of glass formation, respectively. Dashed and dotted lines correspond to the descriptions based on eqs 5 and 7, respectively.

fragility index D can be obtained from the Vogel-Fulcher-Tammann (VFT) equation,^{62–64}

τ_α = τ_0 exp ( DT_0 T − T_0 ) , (5)

where τ_0 is a prefactor on the order of vibrational relaxation time, i.e., 10^{−14} s–10^{−13} s.^{126} It is emphasized that the VFT equation directly follows from the GET with the parameters D and T_0 exactly determined by direct computations in terms of molecular parameters, where this expression is predicted to only apply over a T range above T_g, but below the “crossover temperature” T_c separating the high and low temperature regimes of glass formation.^{79} The VFT equation has been noted to apply in previous experimental studies over a similar T range.^{127} The use of the VFT expression does not imply, however, that τ_α actually diverges at T_0, as recently discussed at length in ref 77. The GET is agnostic on the question of whether τ_α actually diverges at T_0 in a temperature range beyond the scope of this model.^{77} Figure 1 shows log τ_α versus inverse temperature for varying cohesive energy parameters ϵ, along with the VFT fits. The calculations are performed for polymer melts with the structure of polypropylene (PP) at zero pressure, where the chain length is N_c = 8000 and the bending energy parameter is E_b/k_B = 600 K. The GET also allows us to compute the

“fragility index” or “steepness index” proposed by Angell,^{128}

m ≡ ∂ log τ_α ∂(T_g/T ) | | | |_{T =Tg} . (6)

Since the VFT equation holds to a good approximation near T_g, m is related to D via m = DT_gT_0/[(T_g − T_0)^2 ln 10].

While the VFT relation describes well the T dependence of τ_α predicted from the GET in the low-T regime of glass formation, a different functional form provides a better description of the T dependence of s_c and thus τ_α in the high-T regime of glass formation,^{77,79}

s^∗_c /s_c − 1 = C_s[(T_A − T )/T_A]^2, T_c < T_A − 100 K < T < T_A, (7)

where C_s measures the steepness of the T dependence of s_c. The description based on eq 7 is shown as dotted lines in Figure 1. C_s can be viewed as a measure of fragility in the high-T regime of glass formation where the VFT equation is not valid according to the GET. We note that eq 7 in junction with the GET expression for τ_α (eq 4) is exactly equivalent to the “modified parabolic” model of the structural relaxation discussed by Egami and coworkers,^{129} where the parameters of this model expression for τ_α can also be calculated directly from the GET rather than obtained by curve-fitting to measurements. The T range in which this T expression of τ_α is predicted to apply is between the onset temperature T_A for non- Arrhenius relaxation and the crossover temperature T_c, the high-T regime of glass formation. The quantity C_s should be of great interest from a simulation viewpoint since simulations are mostly restricted to temperatures higher than T_c in GF liquids because of the very long relaxation times at lower T . Equation 7 has been shown to hold in simulations of a coarsegrained polymer melt with and without antiplasticizer additives.^{130} As another merit, eq 7 provides a useful method for estimating T_A in simulations.^{131–133} We plan to investigate eq 7 and the alternative “fragility” parameter C_s of the high-T regime of glass formation more thoroughly in future simulation studies. It would also be of great interest to explore the relation between C_s and the fragility parameters of the low-T regime of glass formation, such as m and D discussed above.

We note that all the characteristic temperatures of glass formation (T_A, T_c, T_g, and T_0) can be directly calculated from the GET,^{77,79} along with the corresponding characteristic relaxation times at these temperatures precisely determined. The GET model is highly predictive once the variables governing the thermodynamics of the material have been determined.

Here, we make additional comments on the choices of τ_o and ΔH_o in the GET. If we take τ_o to be on the order 10^{−14} and ΔH_o to be the somewhat revised value of 7k_BT_c, which are more consistent with the range of values of these parameters suggested previously, then τ_α at T_A and T_c are predicted to be about 10^{−12} s and 10^{−10} s–10^{−6} s for the molecular models considered in the present paper. Then τ_α at T_A is on the order of the fast β-relaxation time,^{96,134} a natural result that arises because the α-relaxation time bifurcates from the βrelaxation process near T_A. A previous work has recognized that τ_α at T_c takes a “magic value” in the limited range, 10^{−7±1} s.^{96} These characteristic relaxation times are then “quasiuniversal” in that they have a typical order of magnitude, as in the case of τ_α at T_g, which is often defined by the condition τ_α = 100 s. The high-T regime of glass formation between T_A and T_c thus corresponds to a change of τ_α by about 4 orders of magnitude, and in the low-T regime, where the VFT equation is predicted from the GET to apply, τ_α changes by about 10 orders of magnitude. In addition to specific predictions for particular materials, we also see that the GET gives insight into general trends in glass formation of molecular fluids that are largely independent of the chemical nature of the material.

2.2 Molecular Dynamics Simulation

Our simulation study is based on a coarse-grained bead-spring model of polymers,^{135,136} where the chains are represented by a certain number of connected statistical segments (beads). Notably, the bead is generally not equivalent to the Kuhn segment, and the Kuhn length l_K must be measured in simulations.^{137} Neighboring beads along a chain are connected by the finitely extensible nonlinear elastic (FENE) potential,^{135,136}

U_{FENE}(r) = − 1 2 k_bR^2_0 ln [ 1 − ( r R_0

)_2] + 4ε [( σ r )_{12} − (σ r )_6] + ε, (8)

where r denotes the distance between two beads and ε and σ are the energy and length scales associated with the Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential. The first term of eq 8 extends to R_0, and the second term has a cutoff at 2^{1/6}σ. We use common choices for the parameters k_b and R_0, namely, k_b = 30ε/σ^2 and R_0 = 1.5σ. Interactions between all nonbonded pairs are described by a truncated-and-shifted LJ potential,

U_{LJ}(r) = 4ε [( σ r )_{12} − (σ r )_6] + C(r_{cut}), r < r_{cut}, (9)

where C(r_{cut}) is a constant to ensure that U_{LJ} varies smoothly to zero at the cutoff distance r_{cut}. We choose r_{cut} = 2.5σ to include attractive nonbonded interactions. Chain rigidity is controlled by an angular potential,^{138}

U_{bend}(θ) = −A sin^2(Bθ), 0 < θ < π/B, (10)

where the bond angle is given by θ = cos^{−1}[(b_j · b_{j+1})/(|b_j ||b_{j+1}|)] in terms of the bond vector b_j = r_j − r_{j−1} between two neighboring beads j and j − 1. The parameter associated with the rest angle is fixed at B = 1.5. We utilize A = 0ε and 6ε to study the effect of chain rigidity on polymer glass formation.

The number of beads in a single chain is M = 20 in our simulations, and the total bead number of the whole system is N = 8000 or 12000 for A = 0ε or 6ε. We describe all quantities and results from MD simulations in standard reduced LJ units. Specifically, length, time, temperature, and pressure are, respectively, given in units of σ, τ, ε/k_B, and ε/σ^3, where τ = √ m_bσ^2/ε with m_b being the bead mass. The reduced units may be roughly mapped to laboratory units, e.g., by taking the suggested choices of Baschnagel and coworkers,^{139} i.e., σ ≈ 5 × 10^{−10} m, ε/k_B ≈ 450 K, and m_b ≈ 60 g/mol. A reduced time of t = 1τ and a reduced pressure of P = 1ε/σ^3 then correspond approximately to 1 ps and 50 MPa, respectively. As a reference, the entanglement length is about M = 84 in a similar coarse-grained linear polymer melt without bending constraints at a number density of ρ = N/V = 0.85σ^{−3} and a temperature of T = 1.0ε/k_B.^{140} The chain length with 20 beads is well below the entanglement length, but long enough to be regarded as a polymer. Since quantitative comparisons between the GET and simulation is difficult at present, we chose a reasonable chain length to check the predictions qualitatively so that we can obtain simulation results for polymer melts within a reasonable amount of computational time. For a detailed discussion of the relationship between the simulation model and real polymers, the reader is recommended to ref 137, where mapping relations between the reduced and laboratory units have been provided for a wide range of commodity polymers by tuning the chain rigidity of the simulation model such that the number of Kuhn segments within the volume of a Kuhn length cube for the simulation model matches that for the target polymer.

The Large-scale Atomic/Molecular Massively Parallel Simulator (LAMMPS) molecular dynamics package^{141,142} is utilized to perform MD simulations in three dimensions under periodic boundary conditions, and a time step of Δt = 0.005τ is used to integrate the equations of motion. For each polymer system, we initially prepare an equilibrated melt system at constant P and T . The temperature is chosen to be sufficiently high so that the polymer melt can be equilibrated properly within our time window. This step requires us to first run simulations in the NP T ensemble, where the number density is determined from a production run of 10^5τ under the specified thermodynamic conditions after an equilibration of 10^5τ. Following the NP T simulations, the melt with the desired density is further equilibrated for a period of 2 × 10^5τ in the NV T ensemble, which is much longer than the longest relaxation time of the melt to ensure the proper equilibration of the polymer melt. The equilibrated melt is subsequently subjected to a cooling or heating process at a constant P at a rate of

10^{−4}ε/(k_Bτ), which enables us to obtain the density as a function of T . In our simulations, we focus on a T regime well above the glass transition temperature T_g so that our results are not complicated by the nonequilibirum effects associated with the glass state. Equilibrium properties are calculated in the NV T ensemble after the melt is further equilibrated for a period typically over 10 to 100 times longer than the segmental structural relaxation time τ_α determined from the self-intermediate scattering function (see more details in Section 3.4).

3 Results and Discussion

3.1 Interrelation between Thermodynamic Properties

We first focus on the basic thermodynamic properties predicted by the thermodynamic component of the GET, the LCT. To this end, we consider a melt of PP chains, where a single bending energy is adequate to describe the chain rigidity.^{77,79} In our calculations, the chain length is N_c = 8000, as defined by the number of repeating units in a single chain, which is typical of high molecular masses. This chain length lies in a mass range where the segmental dynamics and thermodynamic properties considered remain nearly unchanged with varying N_c. Our calculations for variable N_c also indicate that the main findings and conclusions remain the same for other N_c regarding the interrelations between thermodynamic properties and other results discussed below. Notably, the GET allows for direct computations of the characteristic temperatures of polymer glass formation, T_A, T_c, and T_g, whose positions are shown below in the T dependence of the properties as reference.

Figure 2 shows the T dependence of T s_c/k_B and u_c/k_B for varying ϵ for the PP melt having E_b/k_B = 600 K. Since the calculations are performed at zero pressure, the configurational enthalpy density is equal to the configurational internal energy density. The effect of pressure is discussed below. Concomitant with the dynamic slowing down upon cooling (Figure 1), we see that both T s_c and u_c decrease with decreasing T . In our previous works,^{77,79} we have analyzed the T dependence of s_c in detail. In particular, over a limited T range in the low-T

Figure 2: Temperature dependence of the thermodynamic properties of polymer glass formation predicted from the lattice cluster theory (LCT). Panels (a) and (b) correspond to the product of the temperature and configurational entropy density, T s_c/k_B, and the configurational internal energy density, u_c/k_B, for varying ϵ at zero pressure for polymer melts with the PP structure having N_c = 8000 and E_b/k_B = 600 K. The cross, triangle, and square symbols indicate the positions of T_A, T_c, and T_g, respectively. Dashed lines are linear fits in the T range between T_c and T_g.

regime of glass formation between T_c and T_g, a linear relation between T s_c/k_B and T holds with the slope K_T ,^{143}

T s_c/k_B = K_T (T/T_K − 1), T_g < T < T_c, (11)

where T_K is the Kauzmann temperature at which s_c is extrapolated to zero. Since K_T bears no direct relation to the strength of the T dependence of τ_α, we term this quantity the low T fragility parameter. Equation 11 is shown as dashed lines in Figure 2a. We may thus obtain T_K at which T s_c extrapolates to zero in Figure 2a, although the applicability of the thermodynamic theory below T_g is questionable, where glass materials are normally out of equilibrium and the approximations upon which the LCT are based also lead to uncertainty.

While extensive attention has been given to s_c in the past due to its central role in the entropy theory, we have not analyzed the other fundamental thermodynamic quantities before, such as u_c and h_c. Interestingly, Figure 2b indicates the linear dependence of u_c and h_c on T over a wide range of T , as described by the following equations,

u_c/k_B = K_{T,u}(T/T_K − 1) + u_{c,0}/k_B, (12) and h_c/k_B = K_{T,h}(T/T_K − 1) + h_{c,0}/k_B, (13)

where K_{T,u} and K_{T,h} are adjustable parameters and u_{c,0} and h_{c,0} are the extrapolated values of u_c and h_c at T_K . We checked that such a linear relationship of the T variation of u_c and h_c exists for polymer melts having variable chain rigidity, chain length, pressure, and monomer structure. Hence, the above equations are general relationships predicted from the LCT. This analysis evidently points to a close connection between T s_c, u_c, and h_c as well as between the thermodynamics and dynamics, as shown below. Note that u_{c,0} and h_{c,0} can be uniquely defined by the values to which these properties extrapolate at T_K , which ensures compatibility with the VFT relation in models assuming that the reciprocals of these configurational properties determine the apparent activation energy in cooled liquids. Based on this “consistency criterion”, we may then calculate u_{c,0} and h_{c,0} from the LCT.

Figure 3: Correlation between the configurational internal energy density, the configurational enthalpy density, and the configurational entropy density predicted from the LCT. Panels (a) and (b) show u_c/k_B and h_c/k_B versus T s_c/k_B for varying P for polymer melts with the PP structure having N_c = 8000 and ϵ/k_B = 200 K. Solid and dashed lines correspond to the results for E_b/k_B = 500 K and 800 K, respectively. The cross, triangle, and square symbols indicate the positions of T_A, T_c, and T_g, respectively.

The above observation immediately implies a strong correlation between T s_c, u_c, and h_c as T is varied. To illustrate this behavior, Figure 3 shows u_c/k_B and h_c/k_B versus T s_c/k_B for varying P . Here, the effect of chain rigidity is also considered. While curvature appears in the high-T regime near T_A, a feature that is less pronounced at higher P , a linear relationship is evident between T s_c and u_c or h_c in the T range between T_c and T_g. Curvature above

T_c is expected, since it is well established that the VFT relation no longer applies, or at least a different VFT expression is often fitted empirically, in this high-T regime of glass formation.^{144} The GET offers a precise alternative to the VFT equation for quantifying relaxation dynamics in the high-T regime of glass formation, but we do not dwell on this issue in the present paper, except to point out that the deviation from a linear scaling with T at elevated T is not necessarily a defect in the predicted relation between dynamics and thermodynamics.

The phenomenon in Figure 3, noted before from an experimental study of estimates of u_c and s_c by Caruthers and Medvedev,^{55} is a particular example of entropy-enthalpy compensation, a widely occurring phenomenon in measurements and simulations of the thermodynamics of condensed fluids as well as in the dynamics of condensed fluids in connection to the enthalpy and entropy of thermal activation.^{109,115,116,145,146,146–157} In summary, the LCT predicts that changes in the enthalpy and entropy in condensed systems tend to occur in a correlated fashion, a fact with numerous practical and scientific consequences.^{145,146,158–165} The entropy-enthalpy compensation effect is particularly prevalent in the thermodynamics of molecular binding at surfaces and has been repeatedly shown in this context based on the LCT framework.^{166–168} We will discuss this entropy-enthalpy compensation effect further below.

3.2 Thermodynamic Scaling of Thermodynamic Properties

We can provide further insight into the relation between the thermodynamics and dynamics by examining the scaling behavior of these properties under different fixed P conditions. In particular, numerous experimental and computational studies^{80–83} have established that most liquids seem to exhibit a remarkable, yet poorly understood, property termed “thermodynamic scaling” in which the structural relaxation time τ_α, and many other dynamic properties, can be expressed in terms of a “universal” reduced variable, T V^γ , where γ is a scaling exponent describing how T and V are linked to each other when either quantity is varied. In a previous work,^{41} we showed that this scaling relation can be derived by combining the Murnaghan equation of state^{169–171} with the GET. Thermodynamic scaling arises in the non-Arrhenius relaxation regime as a scaling property of the fluid configurational entropy density s_c, normalized by its value s^∗_c at the onset temperature T_A of glass formation, s_c/s^∗_c , so that a constant value of T V^γ corresponds to a reduced isoentropic fluid condition.

Figure 4: Test of thermodynamic scaling of the thermodynamic properties based on the LCT. Panels (a)–(c) show s^∗_c /s_c, u_c/k_B, and h_c/k_B versus 10^3ϕ^γ /T for varying P for polymer melts with the PP structure having N_c = 8000 and ϵ/k_B = 200 K. Solid and dashed lines correspond to the results for E_b/k_B = 500 K and 800 K, respectively. The cross, triangle, and square symbols indicate the positions of T_A, T_c, and T_g, respectively.

Figure 5: Test of thermodynamic scaling of the nonbonded potential energy based on the molecular dynamics (MD) simulations. Panels (a) and (b) show u_{nb} versus (ρσ^3)^γ ε/k_BT for varying P for A = 0ε and 6ε, respectively.

Here, we extend our analysis to other thermodynamic properties, u_c and h_c. We first show in Figure 4a that s_c/s^∗_c exhibits the scaling property with smaller γ for stiffer chains, consistent with our previous study.^{172} This trend is also consistent with our simulation results of a coarse-grained polymer model, as discussed below. It is evident from Figure 4b,c that u_c obeys thermodynamic scaling, while h_c does not. We suggest that this is due to the fact that the additional “thermodynamic potential” P V contribution to h_c is not consistent with thermodynamic scaling.

Because the configurational thermodynamic properties are challenging to determine in simulations, here we consider a closely related quantity that is readily accessible from simulation, namely, the nonbonded potential energy, u_{nb} = U_{nb}/N. We see from Figure 5 that u_{nb} obeys thermodynamic scaling in our coarse-grained polymer model, which seems to support the finding of the GET for the configurational internal energy density. Notably, Caruthers and Medvedev^{55,56} suggested that the configurational internal energy might exhibit thermodynamic scaling and that this possibility should be investigated. We next turn to the mysterious parameter s^∗_c of the AG and GET models, whose significance was noted before by Johari^{58,59} as a basic thermodynamic parameter of relevance to the dynamics of GF liquids, but which is normally treated as an adjustable constant in attempts at comparing the AG theory to experiment. We again see the advantage of the LCT, which allows for the direct computation of s_c for a broad range of polymers under general thermodynamic conditions. We shall see that s^∗_c gives some important insights into the free energy surface governing the dynamics of polymeric GF liquids.

In the lattice model of polymer melts, the strength of the attractive interaction between the polymer segments is modulated by a square well-like potential where the depth of this potential is set by the well depth parameter, ϵ, and its range is set by the lattice spacing. The effect of this cohesive interaction parameter on the associated free energy surface can be appreciated from the variation of s^∗_c , the maximum in the configurational entropy density s_c that occurs at an elevated T where the material can freely access all the configurational minima and the dynamics is strongly stochastic. As noted in Section 1, we may expect that increasing the strength of the attractive component of the pair potential should modulate the topography of the many-body free energy surface. This is the essential concept in the energy renormalization method of obtaining more realistic coarse-grained intermolecular potentials, which modulates the magnitude of ϵ as a function of T to “correct” to the greatest extent

Figure 6: Dependence of the high temperature limit of the configurational entropy density on molecular and thermodynamic parameters predicted from the LCT in the limit of high polymer mass. Panels (a)–(c) show s^∗_c as a function ϵ, E_b, and P for polymer melts with the PP structure, respectively. Panel (d) shows s^∗_c as a function of the side-chain length n for different classes of polymers.

inaccuracies in the T dependence of s_c(T ) that arise from coarse-graining.^{173} We see from Figure 6a that s^∗_c calculated from the LCT in the limit of long chains monotonically increases with increasing ϵ. On the other hand, increasing the chain rigidity has the opposite effect of greatly reducing the number of minima in the energy surface, and hence, s^∗_c decreases as E_b is increased (Figure 6b), an obvious consequence of the reduction in the fluctuations in polymer shape. Perhaps less obviously, we find that increasing the applied pressure leads to an increase in s^∗_c (Figure 6c), while increasing the side-chain length n has the effect of reducing s^∗_c in different classes of polymer melts having the structure of poly(α-olefins). Here, we extend our analysis for polymer melts having the structure of PP to variable side-chain length n and variable relative rigidities of the backbone and side chains, a difference that has served to define general classes of polymers.^{77,79} In particular, we model different classes of polymers by choosing the bending energy parameters E_b/k_B and E_s/k_B for the backbone and

Figure 7: Dependence of the extent of collective motion at the glass transition temperature on molecular and thermodynamic parameters predicted from the LCT in the limit of high polymer mass. Panels (a)–(c) show z(T_g) as a function ϵ, E_b, and P for polymer melts with the PP structure, respectively. Panel (d) shows z(T_g) as a function of the side-chain length n for different classes of polymers.

side chains to be 200 K and 200 K for flexible polymers with relatively flexible side groups or F-F polymers, 200 K and 600 K for flexible polymers with relatively stiff side groups or F-S polymers, 600 K and 200 K for polymers having a relatively stiff backbone and flexible side groups or S-F polymers, and 600 K and 600 K for polymers having a relatively stiff backbone and relatively stiff side groups or S-S polymers, respectively. More generally, s^∗_c and other thermodynamic properties depend on the polymer mass, and the LCT allows for calculations of these corrections in a systematic fashion. As one might expect, these finite chain length effects track those of the characteristic temperatures of glass formation, including T_g. We will report elsewhere on this type of finite chain length effect on the thermodynamics and dynamics of polymer liquids based on both the GET and MD simulations. As a related matter, we mention that s^∗_c scales with the spatial dimension d as s^∗_c ∼ ln(d/2) in the limit of large d.^{174}

Varying molecular and thermodynamic parameters can also be expected to vary the “roughness” of the free energy surface, and this topographic attribute of the highly complex multidimensional surface can be quantified by the derivative of s^∗_c /s_c(T ) with respect to T , which is identified with the scale of collective motion in the AG^{32} and GET^{77,79} models, z(T ) = s^∗_c /s_c(T ). The differential variation of z(T ) provides a well-defined and sometimes observable “dynamic fragility index” that is not complicated by contributions of the high- T activation energy as in the case of the commonly estimated fragility parameters, m, the differential activation energy at T_g (eq 6), and the parameter D defined by the VFT equation (eq 5).^{175} Future work is required to understand the relation between this dynamic fragility index and the fragility parameters of both the high- and low-T regimes of glass formation, i.e., C_s and m.

Finally, we note that the magnitude of z(T ) at the various characteristic temperatures can be directly calculated from the GET. This quantity is defined to equal unity at the onset temperature T_A and increases monotonically towards a limiting value at T_g, below which it becomes difficult to equilibrate the material. We show z(T_g) as functions of ϵ, E_b, P , and n in Figure 7. We see that z(T_g) falls in a relatively narrow range between ≈ 3 and ≈ 5.5, so we tentatively judge that a “typical” value is 4 for z(T_g). A similar range for z(T_g) has been found by Johari,^{58} except for a couple of cases where z(T_g) was estimated to be as large as 10. Caruthers and Medvedev^{55} deduced that the ratio of the activation energies at T_A and T_g for 19 materials lies in a range between 2 and 7. Moreover, the magnitude of z(T_g) tends to be smaller in systems having a higher s^∗_c . Evidently, the greater density of minima helps reduce the necessity of collective motion in the liquid at low T . This general behavior is apparent in the T variation of s_c, as illustrated in ref 77, where we contrast the variation of a highly flexible polymer, characterized by a very strong type of glass formation, with that of a relatively stiff polymer exhibiting a relatively fragile glass formation. It is very helpful that the GET allows for the calculation of s^∗_c as a function of molecular and thermodynamic parameters, because this basic metrical parameter evidently encodes important information about the geometry of the free energy surface.

3.3 Transformation of the GET into Different “Equivalent” Thermodynamic Representations

Our discussion in Section 3.1 implies the presence of a direct relation between τ_α and the configurational thermodynamic properties, u_c or h_c, due to the interrelation between these properties and T s_c. To demonstrate this explicitly, Figure 8a–c shows log τ_α as a function of T s_c/k_B, u_c/k_B, and h_c/k_B, respectively. Surprisingly, we see that the relation between log τ_α and u_c is nearly independent of P . Further analysis indicates that the relationships between log τ_α and T s_c, u_c, and h_c can be described by VFT-like equations,

τ_α = τ_o exp ( D_sk_B T s_c ) , (14)

τ_α = τ_o exp ( D_uk_B u_c − u_{c,0} ) , (15) and τ_α = τ_o exp ( D_hk_B h_c − h_{c,0} ) , (16)

where τ_o = 10^{−13} s and D_s = (ΔG_o/k_B)(s^∗_c /k_B), as can be deduced from the AG relation in eq 4. The parameters D_u, D_h, u_{c,0}, and h_{c,0} can be determined from eqs 11–13. The data reduction based on the above equations is presented in Figure 8d–f. While eq 14 is a direct result of the entropy theory, eqs 15 and 16 are not readily anticipated.

The above result suggests deeper relations between the configurational thermodynamic properties. Motivated by our previous work,^{41} we can define the following reduced quantities,

δs_c ≡ s^∗_c /s_c − 1 = (s^∗_c − s_c)/s_c, (17)

δκ_T ≡ (κ_{T,A} − κ_T )/(κ_T − κ_{T,o}), (18)

Figure 8: Relationship between the thermodynamics and the dynamics predicted from the GET. Panels (a)–(c) show log τ_α versus T s_c/k_B, u_c/k_B, and h_c/k_B, respectively, for varying P for polymer melts with the PP structure having N_c = 8000 and ϵ/k_B = 200 K. Solid and dashed lines correspond to the results for E_b/k_B = 500 K and 800 K, respectively. The cross, triangle, and square symbols indicate the positions of T_A, T_c, and T_g, respectively. Panels (d)–(f) show the corresponding reduction based on eqs 14–16. Data are restricted to the T range above T_g. Filled and open symbols correspond to the results for E_b/k_B = 500 K and 800 K, respectively. Dashed lines indicate the equivalence of the two properties considered. δu_c ≡ (u_{c,A} − u_c)/(u_c − u_{c,o}), (19) and δh_c ≡ (h_{c,A} − h_c)/(h_c − h_{c,o}). (20) where κ_{T,A}, u_{c,A}, and h_{c,A} are the corresponding values of κ_T , u_c, and h_c at T_A and κ_{T,o}, u_{c,o}, and h_{c,o} are the corresponding values of κ_T , u_c, and h_c at the temperature at which s_c extrapolates to 0 as determined directly from the LCT. This leads to a proportional relation between δs_c and δκ_T , δu_c, or δh_c, as shown in Figure 9. Based on this transformation, it is readily shown that the reduced quantities normalized by the proportional factor exhibit thermodynamic scaling, since δs_c exhibits thermodynamic scaling. It should be noted that while we have some latitude in which thermodynamic property is used to relate to τ_α, s_c retains a particular significance because the reference temperature is defined by the limit at

Figure 9: Relationship between the configurational entropy density and other thermodynamic properties predicted from the LCT. (a) Reduced isothermal compressibility δκ_T , (b) reduced configurational internal energy density δu_c, and (c) reduced configurational enthalpy density δu_c versus reduced configurational entropy density δs_c for varying P for polymer melts with the PP structure having N_c = 8000 and ϵ/k_B = 200 K. Solid and dashed lines correspond to the results for E_b/k_B = 500 K and 800 K, respectively. The cross, triangle, and square symbols indicate the positions of T_A, T_c, and T_g, respectively.

which s_c(T ) extrapolates to zero. In this sense, s_c is a “special” thermodynamic property with regard to glass formation.

3.4 Thermodynamic Scaling of Segmental Relaxation Time, Extent of Cooperative Motion, and “Slow” β-Relaxation

We may extend the line of reasoning discussed above to develop theories of glass formation based on other thermodynamic properties. It is well known that the density ρ of GF materials often exhibits a linear T dependence over a wide T range above T_g,^{176} as for the other thermodynamic properties, so that the relaxation time can be modeled by the classical “free volume” expression, τ_α = τ_o exp ( D_ρρ ρ_0 − ρ ) , (21)

where D_ρ and ρ_0 are phenomenological parameters. We previously showed that the same argument leads to an expression that fits simulation observations very well.^{117,177} The same type of reasoning can be extended to other thermodynamic properties such as the isothermal compressibility, where the thermodynamic property serves as a surrogate for temperature. Of course, temperature has the advantage of relative simplicity, and we have chosen to represent all our results in terms of T to avoid the conceptual and technical problems associated with experimental estimates of s_c.

We may gain some insight into which thermodynamic properties might bear a more fundamental relation to dynamics, by checking which properties exhibit the property of thermodynamic scaling of the form exhibited by dynamical properties in relation to structural relaxation. In a previous work,^{41} we found that the isothermal compressibility does not obey this symmetry based on the GET and simulations. This lack of scaling is also found for the configurational enthalpy in our discussion above based on the GET. Hence, it is evident that some thermodynamic properties conform to thermodynamic scaling, while others do not. The lack of thermodynamic scaling of the isothermal compressibility κ_T implies that this type of scaling unfortunately does not arise from the intermolecular potential having a power-law form, which is the popular rationalization of this scaling.^{41} It is notable in this connection that the thermodynamic scaling exponent γ is highly variable in the GET model, and in our simulation estimates of certain thermodynamic properties, even though the pair potential is fixed by a form similar to an off-lattice square-well potential.^{41,172} We must then look for another origin of thermodynamic scaling in both the dynamics and thermodynamics of molecular liquids. At present, the origin of this apparently “universal” scaling property is frankly obscure.

Figure 10: Test of thermodynamic scaling of the shear modulus based on the MD simulations. Panels (a) and (b) show the glassy plateau and instantaneous shear modulus normalized by k_BT , corresponding to G_p/k_BT and G_∞/k_BT , versus (ρσ^3)^γ ε/k_BT for varying P for A = 0ε and 6ε, respectively.

The GET indicates that thermodynamic scaling has other subtle aspects that offer potential clues to the origin of this phenomenon. For example, s_c(T ) does not by itself exhibit this scaling, while the ratio s^∗_c /s_c(T ) does.^{41} Further, Leporini and coworkers^{178–180} have emphasized an aspect of this scaling relation that might be crucially important for its occurrence. They observed that this scaling arises in the glassy plateau G_p in the shear stress relaxation function divided by k_BT and in the mean-square displacement on a “caging” timescale on the order of a picosecond (i.e., the “Debye-Waller parameter” ⟨u^2⟩),^{179,180} and they further emphasized earlier arguments by Tobolsky^{181} that G_p was largely predominated by intermolecular interactions so that this property is related to the cohesive energy density of the liquid. Atomic motions not involving bond displacements clearly dominate the magnitude of ⟨u^2⟩, which Leporini and coworkers also found to be directly related to G_p in a universal way.^{179,180} We have confirmed these results in our own coarse-grained simulations of polymer fluids in Figure 10a. Following the works of Leporini and coworkers,^{179,180} the glassy plateau G_p is determined from the stress autocorrelation function,

G(t) = V k_BT ⟨σ_{xy}(t)σ_{xy}(0)⟩ (22)

where σ_{xy} is the off-diagonal component of the stress tensor and the brackets ⟨. . .⟩ denote the usual thermal average. We have utilized the multiple-tau correlator method of Ramírez et al.^{182} for the calculation of G(t). We then obtain the glassy plateau as G(t) evaluated at the caging time t = 1τ, G_p = G(t = 1τ), and the infinite frequency shear modulus is determined from the limit, G_∞ = G(t = 0).

The observation in Figure 10a leads us to consider how these observations might pertain to common thermodynamic properties, such as the configurational enthalpy and internal energy. A direct computation of the nonbonded potential energy u_{nb}, where the enthalpic contributions from the chemical bonds are not included by construction, indicates that this property indeed obeys thermodynamic scaling (Figure 5). Moreover, thermodynamic scaling is also found for the configurational internal energy calculated from the GET, as described above. We thus hypothesize that thermodynamic scaling only arises in molecular fluid properties of both a thermodynamic and dynamic nature in which bonded interactions are not prevalent. Consistent with this working hypothesis, direct computations from simulations of the bulk modulus B and the infinite frequency shear modulus G_∞, properties for which the bond interactions are clearly important, indicate that these properties do not follow thermodynamic scaling, as shown in our previous work^{41} for B and in Figure 10b for G_∞/k_BT , respectively. This possible rationale for the origin of thermodynamic scaling in terms of intermolecular interactions deserves further investigation, but we view this approach as promising.

It should be noted that it is sometimes possible to subject properties to linear transformations to obtain reduced properties that exhibit thermodynamic scaling even if the initial thermodynamic variable itself does not have this property, as indicated in Section 3.3. The absence of thermodynamic scaling by a given thermodynamic property, e.g., isothermal compressibility, does not by itself generally preclude the use of that thermodynamic property in describing the relaxation time or other dynamic property. For example, our previous work^{41} has shown based on the GET that the isothermal compressibility, which certainly does not exhibit thermodynamic scaling, can be subjected to a linear transformation relating this property to a reduced form of s_c, a quantity that exhibits thermodynamic scaling to a high degree of approximation. The ultimate test for the suitability of a theoretical model of the relaxation time or other dynamic property of interest must then be whether or not the predicted expression obeys thermodynamic scaling.

Since our interest in thermodynamic scaling derives from the apparent general occurrence of this scaling in experimental systems, we next consider a simulation “reality check” by examining the thermodynamic scaling of the segmental relaxation time τ_α for our coarsegrained model. As in our previous works, 120–124 τ_α is defined by the time at which the self-intermediate scattering function F_s(q, t) decays to 0.2, where the wavenumber is chosen to be q = 7.0σ^{−1} corresponding approximately to the first peak position of the static structure

Figure 11: Test of thermodynamic scaling of the structural relaxation time. (a) log τ_α versus 10^3ϕ^γ /T calculated from the GET for varying P for polymer melts with the PP structure having N_c = 8000 and ϵ/k_B = 200 K. Solid and dashed lines correspond to the results for E_b/k_B = 500 K and 800 K, respectively. The cross, triangle, and square symbols indicate the positions of T_A, T_c, and T_g, respectively. (b) log τ_α versus (ρσ^3)^γ ε/k_BT obtained from the MD simulations for varying P . Filled and open symbols correspond to the results for A = 0ε and 6ε, respectively.

factor. Both our calculations based on the GET and simulation results show that the T and ρ dependences of τ_α indeed conform to thermodynamic scaling in our model polymer melts having different chain rigidities for a range of P , as shown in Figure 11, where the scaling index γ is altered by chain rigidity. These results confirm those found in our previous paper^{41} reviewing the thermodynamic scaling phenomenon, and thus, are not surprising.

We are now in a position to test the consistency of the string model of the dynamics of GF liquids, a close conceptual relative of the GET model, with thermodynamic scaling. In Figure 12a, we show the fit of the same τ_α data to the string model of glass formation, following exactly the same method described elsewhere,^{120–124} where the accord is found to be excellent over the T range accessible to our simulations. This analysis yields as one of its outputs, which can be calculated independently of τ_α,^{77,183} an estimate of the scale of particle exchange collective motion L, relative to its value at the onset temperature T_A, i.e., L(T_A) ≡ L_A. The ratio, L/L_A, is the analog of the size of the CRR, z = s^∗_c /s_c(T ), of the GET model^{77} and should by consistency exhibit thermodynamic scaling. We see in Figure 12b that L/L_A indeed exhibits thermodynamic scaling. A previous simulation study of a similar coarse-grained polymer model^{61} confirmed the relation, L ∼ 1/S_c, to a good approximation,

Figure 12: Test of the string model of glass formation and thermodynamic scaling of the extent of cooperative motion based on the MD simulations. (a) String model description of the relationship between the structural relaxation time and the extent of cooperative motion. The dashed lines indicate ln(τ_α/τ_o) = ΔG_o(L/L_A)/k_BT , where the determinations of τ_o, ΔG_o, and T_A follow the method described elsewhere.^{120–124} (b) L/L_A versus (ρσ^3)^γ ε/k_BT for varying P . Filled and open symbols correspond to the results for A = 0ε and 6ε, respectively.

a basic premise on which the AG and GET models are based if z is identified with L/L_A.

It is also worth mentioning that, since the lowest temperatures accessible to our simulations

are close to T_c, L/L_A at T_c falls roughly in a range between 1.5 and 1.9 in our simulations

(Figure 12b), which is in line with the predictions of the GET (Figure 4a).

Figure 13: Test of thermodynamic scaling of the non-Gaussian parameter based on the MD simulations. Panels (a) and (b) show the peak time t^∗ and magnitude α^∗_2 of the non-Gaussian parameter versus (ρσ^3)^γ ε/k_BT for varying P . Filled and open symbols correspond to the results for A = 0ε and 6ε, respectively.

The GET is currently limited to making statements about the segmental relaxation time

in polymeric GF liquids, and there are evidently other dynamical properties that can be

measured, and which are of considerable interest in applications. In particular, recent stud-

ies have made the hypothesis that the JG β-relaxation time τ_{JG},^{90–92} the relaxation process of primary importance in the glass state, can be identified with the peak time t^∗ in the non-Gaussian parameter, α_2(t).^{184,185} This proposed relationship, which is still currently a hypothesis supported by simulation observations, has many testable implications, given the fact that intensive attention for both time scales has been given in previous studies of GF liquids. Because t^∗ has been observed computationally to exhibit a general “decoupling” scaling relationship,^{61,117,119,120} i.e., (t^∗/τ_f ) ∼ (τ_α/τ_f )^{1−ζ} , where τ_f is the “fast” β-relaxation time on the order of a picosecond, as in the case of the τ_{JG} experimentally^{186} and computationally,^{184,185} we may infer that t^∗ should also obey thermodynamic scaling, as confirmed in Figure 13a, where the thermodynamic scaling exponent γ is exactly the same as shown above for τ_α. We have previously shown that the “decoupling exponent” ζ and τ_f in our coarsegrained model are highly insensitive to pressure,^{119} so that t^∗ is predicted to be invariant when P and T are varied in such a way that τ_α is fixed in magnitude. This invariance relation is a commonly reported phenomenological feature of τ_{JG} in small-molecule liquids, where it has also been shown that both τ_{JG} and τ_α exhibit thermodynamic scaling,^{187–189} as we have found for t^∗ and τ_α. We note, however, that this “invariance relation” between τ_{JG} and τ_α no longer holds if the material is perturbed in such a way that the exponent ζ is altered, e.g., when molecular additives or nanoparticles are added to the GF material, thereby altering molecular packing and intermolecular cohesion so that the fragility of the GF liquid, and thus ζ, changes.^{190,191} In this situation, the magnitude of τ_{JG} and τ_α often shift in opposite directions with the additive. Additives that reduce packing frustration and thus fragility have the effect of increasing τ_{JG} in the T regime below T_g where this relaxation is normally measured, but τ_α is decreased. Such additives are “antiplasticizers”.^{130,192,193} Nanoparticle additives are particularly interesting in that their addition to polymer matrices can increase both fragility and ζ,^{194} which leads to smaller τ_{JG} and larger τ_α.^{195–197} The nanoparticle additives can thus achieve the reverse of “antiplasticization”, which must be distinguished from “plasticized” materials in which the additive does not alter ζ significantly so that both τ_α and τ_{JG} shift in the same direction by the additive, as in the case of the pressurization measurements mentioned above. There are a huge range of applications revolving around these fragility modifying additives.

We may also make some general statements about the activation energy of the JG βrelaxation process based on the decoupling relation between this relaxation time and τ_α and the activation energy of τ_α in relation to T_c or T_g discussed above, along with the magnitude of the scale of the collective motion, z(T_g). If we take the “typical” estimates of ΔH_o ≈ 10k_BT_g, z ≈ 4, and ζ ≈ 2/5,^{198} then we estimate the activation energy of the JG βrelaxation process to be approximately ΔH_{JG} ≈ 24k_BT_g. This estimate is very much in line with observations where the same prefactor has been estimated,^{199} although the prefactor is found to significantly fluctuate around this average value when many GF systems are considered.^{200}

The phenomenological relation implies that the string length also governs the T dependence of t^∗ and τ_{JG}. Many of our results then carry over to describe the “slow” β-relaxation time. This time normally scales with the lifetime of the mobile particle clusters,^{61,201} while τ_α scales with the average lifetime of the immobile particle clusters.^{61,201} By extension, the relaxation time t_χ associated with the 4-point susceptibility χ_4, which also scales with the lifetime of the immobile particle clusters,^{61,201} also obeys thermodynamic scaling. We checked that it is indeed the case in our simulations (data not shown).

Finally, we consider one of the most commonly studied, but perhaps least understood measures of dynamic heterogeneity in GF liquids, α_2(t). While the peak time t^∗ has been found to scale with the lifetime of mobile particles in both coarse-grained polymeric^{61} and Zr-Cu metallic GF materials,^{201} and its thermodynamic scaling noted above, the peak magnitude, α^∗_2 ≡ α_2(t^∗), has often been reported and interpreted abstractly as some kind of measure of the intensity of the dynamic heterogeneity in cooled liquids. Zhang and Douglas^{202} have argued that α^∗_2 provides a measure of mobility fluctuations through its relation to a 4-point velocity autocorrelation function, but this proposed relation requires further investigation. While α^∗_2 is simply zero by construction for Brownian particles, Odagaki and

Hiwatari^{203} have gained some insight into α^∗_2 by noting that this quantity is not zero for particles exhibiting jumping motions to a finite distance in the liquid where both theoretical and simulation studies of this type of diffusion process leads to the relation, α^∗_2 t^∗ = constant. The existence of a relation of this kind or a similar relation implies that α^∗_2 should also exhibit thermodynamic scaling, and we confirm in Figure 13b that this scaling holds to a high degree of approximation, even though the simple scaling α^∗_2 t^∗ breaks down below T_A where the fluid becomes dynamically heterogeneous and particle motion can no longer be described as simple diffusion. Curiously, we observe the specific approximate scaling relation at T < T_A, ln α^∗_2 ∼ 1/⟨u^2⟩ ∼ G_p/k_BT , whose specific physical meaning we do not currently understand. Thermodynamic scaling provides a guiding theoretical thread that we continue to follow.

It is apparent from the discussion above that the thermodynamic scaling linking dynamic properties and specific thermodynamic properties exhibiting this scaling symmetry offers a powerful tool to understand the fundamental nature of models of GF liquids and the interrelation between relaxation processes of interest because they preserve this scaling property. As a final example of the thermodynamic-dynamic linkage of relevance to the dynamics of GF liquids, we make more comments regarding the JG β-relaxation process.^{90–92} Some authors have recently suggested that the relaxation in structural glasses, which is known to be dominated by the JG β-relaxation process, reflects a physical situation in which the dynamics of the material is dominated by a hierarchical energy landscape having an ultrametric structure, i.e., the potential energy are organized in nested levels like a Cayley tree in their topology, as identified earlier in spin glasses near this glass transition.^{204,205} The recent prediction of a Gardner transition in hard-sphere GF liquids at sufficiently high density is consistent with this point of view,^{206–208} but it has not yet been established that this Gardner phase exists in molecular fluids in three dimensions.^{207,209} This ultrametric structure of the energy landscape in glasses was identified long ago in pioneering work on spin glasses, where the energy landscape was also determined to have an ultrametric structure,^{210} and soon thereafter, this led to modeling of relaxation in glasses in terms of hopping processes in model ultrametric spaces.^{204} Models of this kind arrived at some important conclusions of relaxation occurring in such energy landscapes. Blumen and coworkers^{211,212} and Vainas^{213,214} have modeled the dynamics of systems constrained to ultrametric spaces and having random-walk type, where the relaxation time between different levels exactly obeys entropy-enthalpy compensation between the activation energy for “hopping” on the landscape and the entropy term in this model is governed by the branching index from one level of the energy landscape to another. This model also exhibits a nontrivial ergodic to ergodic transition at a characteristic temperature determined by the branching index of the hierarchical energy landscape at which the particle displacement changes from being transient to recurrent with an associated powerlaw relaxation at long times.^{184,215,216} This type of dynamical transition is central to the theory of glass formation of Odagaki.^{217} Intermittency of this kind is signaled by mobility and energy fluctuations having the form of colored noise.^{184,202,218} This type of long-time power-law relaxation is characteristic of the JG β-relaxation process, along with a prevalence for the entropy-enthalpy compensation between the activation energy and entropy of this relaxation process.^{146,155,156} Doliwa and Heuer^{219} obtained significant insight into the energy landscape origin of the entropy-enthalpy compensation by studying the escape time from initial metabasin states having prescribed potential energies where these initial states were identified from an inherent structure analysis of the potential energy surface. The activation energy for the escape from the metabasin increased with the magnitude of the metabasin energy, while the logarithm of the prefactor of the Arrhenius escape rate varied linearly with the activation energy governing the escape rate, corresponding to the classic entropy-enthalpy compensation.

We note that the universality of the organization of the energy landscape into well-defined tiers of energy associated with an ultrametric structure is not clear, however. The matter of the topological structure of the free energy landscape associated with real molecular GF liquids is an outstanding question that deserves a careful investigation, although the general concept that the dynamics at low T should be dominated by the topological structure of the free energy landscape seems to provide a reasonable qualitative perspective for understanding the dynamics in this low-T “glass” regime. An interesting aspect of the model of the JG β-relaxation in terms of diffusion on an ultrametric energy surface mentioned above is that the long-time power exponent, describing the power-law decay of relaxation on this structure arising from hopping diffusively on the nodes of this surface corresponding to energy minima, depends linearly on temperature. On the other hand, in the alternative plausible scenario in which the energy surface is taken to have a self-similar hierarchical in the form of fractal structure,^{220} such as a geometrical percolation cluster near the percolation threshold, a temperature independent power-law decay is obtained, as illustrated in the explicit calculations of Fujiawara and Yonezawa.^{221} An important property of percolation clusters in large dimensions, i.e., d > 6, is that the spectral dimension governing the probability of return to a point (state) on such a surface is exactly 4/3.^{222} This fact, which is even a reasonable approximation for d < 6 and for many other network structures,^{223} is important since the energy surface exists in a high dimensional space and the spectral dimension is normally highly dependent on spatial dimension. For example, the spectral dimension of an ordinary Euclidean lattice, such the cubic lattice, equals the spatial dimension in which it is embedded. It would appear from these models that we may learn essential information about the topological structure of the energy surface, such as its essential topological structure, from the temperature dependence of the long-time power law of the JG β-relaxation and the decay of the intermediate scattering function at low temperatures. While a linear temperature dependence of the power-law exponent describing the long-time decay of the β-relaxation has been observed in GF liquids,^{224,225} this exponent has also been shown to be nearly constant in others.^{184,225,226} From the discussion above, there is some variability in the qualitative topological structure of the complex energy landscapes of GF liquids. We discuss further evidence supporting the existence of a hierarchical energy landscape for some simulated liquids in the next section.

3.5 Implications of Thermodynamic-Dynamic Interrelations

If the dynamics of materials is related to the thermodynamic properties, then one might naturally expect such a relation to be inherent in the metrical properties of the energy landscape, beyond a consideration of the number of accessible minima in these surfaces as T or other thermodynamic variables are changed. This brings us back to the energy landscape description of liquids discussed in the introduction (Section 1) and ongoing work to render this qualitative picture quantitative. Most simulations have focused on the calculation of the configurational entropy of liquids by sampling the minima through a series of quenches to find the energy minima, as discussed in Section 1, and this procedure is usually performed at constant volume so that the method quantifies a potential energy surface rather than a free energy surface.

The methodology mentioned above provides no information about the energies of the saddle points of the energy surface, but it is currently possible to determine the “inherent structure” energies of the energy basins in the potential energy surface so that we can begin to develop quantitative metrologies of the landscape itself. In particular, it is possible to designate the energies of the potential minima and connections representing abstract connecting paths on this complex energy surface, a construct termed the “disconnectivity diagram”. Wales and coworkers^{227,228} and others^{229,230} have shown the value of this type of coarse-grained roadmap of the topology of the energy surface for understanding the dynamics of many-body systems, especially in the case of nanoparticles and small biological molecules where this type of analysis can be made rather thoroughly, and some analyses of GF liquids of relatively small system size have been performed based on this methodology.^{231–234} Yip and coworkers^{235,236} have introduced a clever method for constructing disconnectivity diagrams for relatively large systems based on MD simulations, time series analysis of potential fluctuations, and a “basin-filling algorithm” constructed so that calculations cover the whole potential energy surface. This type of analysis quantitatively confirms the hierarchical nature of the energy landscape organized into well-defined “tiers” in which the minima have a similar energy with connections between these tiers having a tree-like structure reminiscent of the model of the energy surface by a Cayley tree, a model hyperbolic structure that can be represented readily on a lattice to enable analytic calculations. This type of hierarchical structure has been studied for many years in the context of the dynamics of proteins,^{237,238} but this type of potential energy structure is apparently rather common in the dynamics of condensed materials. This type of structure then allows for the study of metrical properties of the energy surface, such as the energy spacing between the tiers and branching index describing the connections between the tiers that are not specific to any given material system. This type of analysis is ongoing and promises to be very fruitful in illuminating the relationship between the energetics of these energy surfaces and the dynamics.

While no doubt useful, the highly schematic representation of the energy surface of manybody systems does not do justice to the high dimensional nature of these surfaces. This type of representation also does not address the complex structure and variable dimensionality of the saddle point regions through which connections between the energy minima occur. In the fluid regime, the trajectories in phase space describing the evolution of the material system spend most of their time in these saddle regions, so we must also be concerned with the energetics of these regions and the unstable collective modes associated with these unstable critical points of the energy surface.^{239,240} In a fluctuating “random surfaces” of this kind, one naturally expects the saddle points to be geometrically nested between the energy minima^{241} so that these structures should likewise exhibit a hierarchy of “quantized” levels. Indeed, recent computational studies of model GF liquids aimed at quantifying the energies of the saddle points by energy minimization methods have suggested such a general structure that establishes a clear link to thermodynamic properties. In particular, the estimated average energy of the saddles was found by a number of groups for a range of model GF liquids^{242–245} to increase linearly with the order k of the saddle where energy is measured with respect to the energy minimum, inherent structure energy, to which the saddles are related. Interestingly, anelastic measurements on metallic glass materials over a large frequency range have revealed direct evidence for a “quantized” activation energy spectrum for the secondary β-relaxation in these materials.^{246,247}

The energy landscapes found numerically for various simulated GF liquids indeed exhibit a remarkably general structure, resembling superficially the well-known energy level spacing characteristic of quantum harmonic oscillator. It seems also relevant to point out here that many-body dynamical systems have been observed to exhibit a classical analog of zero-point energy^{248–251} associated with the emergence of an energy threshold, where the dynamic of the material first exhibits ergodic or “stochastic” dynamics rather than integrable or “regular” motion.^{36,252} The interesting implications of this type of dynamical transition to foundational problems in physics have recently been reviewed by Carati et al.^{253}

Importantly, for the purposes of the present paper, the level spacing ΔE between these tiers of the energy surface by this metric was found to be ΔE ≈ 10k_BT_c, suggesting a direct link between the energy landscape structure and the thermodynamics of the fluid, a point which we amplify on below. We thus get the first hints of how the dynamics of liquids might be encoded in the metrical properties of their energy surfaces. It must be admitted at this stage that the energy minimization calculations required to determine the saddle points are much more difficult than the determination of the energy minima. Doye and Wales^{254,255} have shown that many of the sampled “saddles” in the simulation studies, just mentioned, were actually inflection points instead. Angelani et al.^{256} and others^{257} have “qualified” the earlier analysis by calling these characteristic points of the energy surface “quasi-saddles”, where they further argue that the qualitative conclusions made in their earlier work should remain intact, regardless of this numerical difficulty. Wales and Doye^{255} have shown how to overcome this numerical difficulty in finding the saddle points uniquely by a general analysis of regularities in the energetic values of the saddle points, but this method has so far not been attempted to reproduce the findings of Angelani et al.^{256}

At this point, it is worth pointing out the potential importance of the higher-order saddles in relation to the emergence of collective particle motion in the form of strings. Keyes and coworkers^{258} have argued that dimensionality of the saddles or their “order” bears a direct relationship to the emergence of collective motion in the material. In particular, reduction of the saddle degree should cause a focusing of the motion, akin to water flowing through a canyon, so that number of particles moving collectively should be proportional to reduction of the saddle degree, an argument which, if validated, would provide a possible energy landscape explanation of the emergence of string-like collective motion and the essential tenet of the AG theory that such collective motion should dominate the dynamics of liquids at low temperatures, where such collective exchange events become necessary to reach the higher energetic regions on the surface required to achieve large changes in configurational structure.

Parisi and coworkers^{259} adapted the interesting, if somewhat technically problematic, analysis of Angelani et al.^{256} and Broderix et al.,^{245} to a higher level by repeating the analysis of these authors and using this framework to tentatively estimate the barrier height between energy minima in the potential energy minima as a function of the energy density of the fluid, a quantity directly related to T . Encouragingly, their analysis led to qualitatively similar results for the temperature dependence of the average activation barrier height to the independent analysis by Yip and coworkers^{235,236} mentioned above. This work seems to indicate that the energy barrier height varies with energy density, and thus temperature, well above T_c, and thus T (see Figure 1 in ref 259 for the specific relation between energy density and T ), but it saturates to a constant value at much higher T whose value is less than half the barrier height at T_c. The simulations also suggest that the barrier height saturates to a constant value at low T , as Yip and coworkers^{235,236} have concluded. Overall, the barrier height for the model GF liquid was found with T by a factor of about 4. Angelani et al.^{256} also inferred that the activation energy ΔH for diffusion estimated near T_c was generally close to be ΔH(T_c) ≈ 2ΔE for a range of soft-sphere liquids. Since the activation energy at T_c has been found experimentally to be normally twice its value at T_A,^{260,261} this correlation implies the suggestive relation, ΔH_o ≈ ΔE. The GET also indicates that the activation energy at T_c is generally about twice its high temperature value,^{77,79} ΔH_o. Numerous studies have established that ΔH_o can be estimated by thermodynamic properties,^{112,116,153} so this provides the necessary link between thermodynamics and dynamics within the GET model. In the GET, ΔH_o is for simplicity approximated by ΔH_o ≈ 6k_BT_c, which is based on the empirical observation for a range of fluids and is consistent with the estimate of Angelini et al.^{256} based on the landscape analysis. Once ΔH_o is prescribed by thermodynamic information in the GET, the theory can make predictions of the structural relaxation time based on purely thermodynamic information.

Importantly, the type of analysis above not only emphasizes the existence of activated transport above T_c, which is something denied in some models of liquid relaxation,^{48} but it also indicates a specific energy landscape interpretation of this quantity. This picture of activated transport and the origin of collective motion in many-body systems clearly deserve further investigation.

4 Summary

While the search for a fully predictive and theoretical satisfying model of the dynamics of glass-forming liquids that explains how the thermodynamics of these materials relate to their dynamics is still illusive, we have strived in the present work to at least understand the interrelation between thermodynamic properties proposed to be of interest in relation to the dynamics of liquids in various proposed models of the dynamics based on a general thermodynamic framework, the lattice cluster theory. After revealing a close interrelation between the configurational entropy, enthalpy, and internal energy, we have shown that the generalized entropy theory of glass formation can be recast into “equivalent” model expressions for the segmental relaxation time expressed in terms of alternative thermodynamic properties. While the configurational entropy has some theoretical aspects that favor this thermodynamic property over others, the difficulty of its experimental determination is definitely a drawback of this property so that other more readily measured properties provide useful practical alternatives in applications.

The property of “thermodynamic scaling” has been found to be a powerful tool for discriminating which thermodynamic properties are most correlated with changes in the dynamics, which in turn raises the question of why some thermodynamic properties follow this scaling while others do not. The investigation of this scaling has led us to propose that the thermodynamic properties of molecular fluids dominated by intermolecular interactions rather than bond interactions exhibit this scaling property, a working hypothesis that provides some direction in developing new relationships interrelating dynamical properties as well as thermodynamic properties in the same “class”. As another important result, the combination of the lattice cluster theory, generalized entropy theory, and molecular dynamics simulation has allowed us to leverage our understanding of the structural relaxation time in relation to thermodynamic properties to offer insights into dynamical properties such as the Johari-Goldstein β-relaxation process. Altogether, our analysis is broadly consistent with the hypothesis of the existence of deep interrelations between the dynamics and thermodynamics of glass-forming liquids, a thread that we continue to follow in new directions.

Acknowledgement

W.-S.X. acknowledges the support from the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 22222307 and 21973089). X.X. acknowledges the support from the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 21873092 and 21790341). W.-S.X. gratefully acknowledges HZWTECH for providing computation facilities. W.-S.X. and X.X. are grateful to Dr. Teng Lu for help with numerical calculations conducted on SunRising-1 computing environment, where a portion of the simulations in this work was done. This research also used resources of the Network and Computing Center at Changchun Institute of Applied Chemistry, Chinese Academy of Sciences.

References

(1) Maxwell, J. C. On the Dynamical Theory of Gases. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. 1867, 157, 49–88.

(2) Jeans, J. An Introduction to the Kinetic Theory of Gases; Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009.

(3) Alder, B. J.; Gass, D. M.; Wainwright, T. E. Studies in Molecular Dynamics. VIII. The Transport Coefficients for a Hard-Sphere Fluid. J. Chem. Phys. 1970, 53, 3813–3826.

(4) Chapman, S.; Cowling, T. G. The Mathematical Theory of Non-Uniform Gases; Cambridge University Press, London, 1939.

(5) Hirschfelder, J. O.; Curtiss, C. F.; Bird, R. B. Molecular Theory of Gases and Liquids;

John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1954.

(6) The central quantity linking the dynamics to the thermodynamics in dilute gases within the classical Enskog theory is the “compressibility factor”, Z = P V/(P V )_o − 1, where P is the external pressure and V is the volume and (P V )_o corresponds to the idealized gas limit. This measure of fluid compressibility is proportional to the collision frequency at all densities and in all spatial dimensions for hard spheres.^{262} This quantity, at least for hard spheres, can be interpreted geometrically in terms of a kind of dynamical free volume defined by the region explored by the center of the particles in the cage arising from surrounding particles.^{263–267} The Debye-Waller parameter ⟨u^2⟩ determined from the mean-square particle displacement apparently describes the mean-square size of these complicated shaped “rattle volumes”.^{268} The compressibility factor is closely related to the excess entropy relative to the gas, the primary thermodynamic property emphasized by Rosenfeld^{269} in his semi-empirical modeling relating the dynamics of low-density fluids to their thermodynamics.

(7) Rosenfeld, Y. A quasi-universal scaling law for atomic transport in simple fluids. J.

Phys.: Condens. Matter 1999, 11, 5415–5427.

(8) Dzugutov, M. A universal scaling law for atomic diffusion in condensed matter. Phys.

Rev. A 1996, 381, 137–139.

(9) Jakse, N.; Pasturel, A. Excess Entropy Scaling Law for Diffusivity in Liquid Metals.

Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 20689.

(10) Dyre, J. C. Perspective: Excess-entropy scaling. J. Chem. Phys. 2018, 149, 210901.

(11) Bell, I. H. Probing the link between residual entropy and viscosity of molecular fluids and model potentials. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2019, 116, 4070–4079.

(12) Born, M.; Huang, K. Dynamical Theory of Crystal Lattices; Oxford University Press, London, 1954.

(13) Venkataraman, G.; Feldkamp, L. A.; Sahni, V. C. Dynamics of Perfect Crystals; MIT Press, Cambridge, 1975.

(14) Kiely, E.; Zwane, R.; Fox, R.; Reilly, A. M.; Guerin, S. Density functional theory predictions of the mechanical properties of crystalline materials. CrystEngComm 2021, 23, 5697–5710.

(15) Lucretius, In Great Books of the Western World; Hutchins, R. M., Ed.; Encyclopaedia Britannica, Inc.: Chicago, 1952; Book I.

(16) Robertson, R. E. Theory for the Plasticity of Glassy Polymers. J. Chem. Phys. 1966, 44, 3950–3956.

(17) Batschinski, A. J. Untersuchungen über die innere Reibung der Flüssigkeiten. Z. Phys.

Chem. 1913, 84U, 643–706.

(18) Doolittle, A. K. Studies in Newtonian Flow. I. The Dependence of the Viscosity of Liquids on Temperature. J. Appl. Phys. 1951, 22, 1031–1035.

(19) Fox Jr., T. G.; Flory, P. J. Second-Order Transition Temperatures and Related Properties of Polystyrene. I. Influence of Molecular Weight. J. Appl. Phys. 1950, 21, 581–591.

(20) Fox, T. G.; Flory, P. J. Further Studies on the Melt Viscosity of Polyisobutylene. J.

Phys. Chem. 1951, 55, 221–234.

(21) Cohen, M. H.; Turnbull, D. Molecular Transport in Liquids and Glasses. J. Chem.

Phys. 1959, 31, 1164–1169.

(22) Turnbull, D.; Cohen, M. H. Free-Volume Model of the Amorphous Phase: Glass Transition. J. Chem. Phys. 1961, 34, 120–125.

(23) Ferry, J. D. Viscoelastic Properties of Polymers; Wiley, New York, 1980.

(24) Hildebrand, J. H.; Lamoreaux, R. H. Fluidity: A General Theory. Proc. Natl. Acad.

Sci. U. S. A. 1972, 69, 3428–3431.

(25) Goldstein, M. Some Thermodynamic Aspects of the Glass Transition: Free Volume, Entropy, and Enthalpy Theories. J. Chem. Phys. 1963, 39, 3369–3374.

(26) Goldstein, M. On the Temperature Dependence of Cooperative Relaxation Properties in Glass-Forming Liquids—Comment on a Paper by Adam and Gibbs. J. Chem. Phys. 1965, 43, 1852–1853.

(27) Berthier, L.; Tarjus, G. Critical test of the mode-coupling theory of the glass transition.

Phys. Rev. E 2010, 82, 031502.

(28) Janssen, L. M. C.; Reichman, D. R. Microscopic Dynamics of Supercooled Liquids from First Principles. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2015, 115, 205701.

(29) Janssen, L. M. C.; Mayer, P.; Reichman, D. R. Generalized mode-coupling theory of the glass transition: schematic results at finite and infinite order. J. Stat. Mech. 2016, 2016, 054049.

(30) Janssen, L. M. C. Mode-Coupling Theory of the Glass Transition: A Primer. Front.

Phys. 2018, 6, 97.

(31) Luo, C.; Robinson, J. F.; Pihlajamaa, I.; Debets, V. E.; Patrick Royall, C.; Janssen, L.

M. C. Many-body correlations are non-negligible in both fragile and strong glassformers. arXiv:2208.11037, 2022.

(32) Adam, G.; Gibbs, J. H. On the Temperature Dependence of Cooperative Relaxation Properties in Glass-Forming Liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 1965, 43, 139–146.

(33) Goldstein, M. Viscous Liquids and the Glass Transition: A Potential Energy Barrier Picture. J. Chem. Phys. 1969, 51, 3728–3739.

(34) Singh, M.; Agarwal, M.; Dhabal, D.; Chakravarty, C. Structural correlations and cooperative dynamics in supercooled liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 2012, 137, 024508.

(35) Banerjee, A.; Sengupta, S.; Sastry, S.; Bhattacharyya, S. M. Role of Structure and Entropy in Determining Differences in Dynamics for Glass Formers with Different Interaction Potentials. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2014, 113, 225701.

(36) Simonazzi, R.; Tenenbaum, A. Anomalous fluctuations in low-temperature molecular dynamics simulations. Phys. Rev. E 1996, 54, 964–967.

(37) Sutherland, W. XXXVI. A new periodic property of the elements. London, Edinburgh Dublin Philos. Mag. J. Sci. 1890, 30, 318–323.

(38) Sutherland, W. V. A kinetic theory of solids, with an Experimental Introduction.

London, Edinburgh Dublin Philos. Mag. J. Sci. 1891, 32, 31–43.

(39) Sutherland, W. XXIX. A kinetic theory of solids, with an experimental introduction.

London, Edinburgh Dublin Philos. Mag. J. Sci. 1891, 32, 215–225.

(40) Sutherland, W. LXIII. A kinetic theory of solids, with an experimental introduction.

London, Edinburgh Dublin Philos. Mag. J. Sci. 1891, 32, 524–553.

(41) Douglas, J. F.; Xu, W.-S. Equation of State and Entropy Theory Approach to Thermodynamic Scaling in Polymeric Glass-Forming Liquids. Macromolecules 2021, 54, 3247–3269.

(42) Sutherland, W. LXXV. A dynamical theory of diffusion for non-electrolytes and the molecular mass of albumin. London, Edinburgh Dublin Philos. Mag. J. Sci. 1905, 9, 781–785.

(43) Onsager, L. Viscosity and particle shape in colloid solutions. Phys. Rev. 1932, 40, 1028.

(44) Stillinger, F. H.; Weber, T. A. Hidden structure in liquids. Phys. Rev. A 1982, 25, 978–989.

(45) Stillinger, F. H.; Weber, T. A. Packing Structures and Transitions in Liquids and Solids. Science 1984, 225, 983–989.

(46) Sciortino, F. Potential energy landscape description of supercooled liquids and glasses.

J. Stat. Mech. 2005, 2005, P05015.

(47) Sastry, S. The relationship between fragility, configurational entropy and the potential energy landscape of glass-forming liquids. Nature 2001, 409, 164–167.

(48) Sastry, S.; Debenedetti, P. G.; Stillinger, F. H. Signatures of distinct dynamical regimes in the energy landscape of a glass-forming liquid. Nature 1998, 393, 554–557.

(49) Heuer, A. Exploring the potential energy landscape of glass-forming systems: from inherent structures via metabasins to macroscopic transport. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 2008, 20, 373101.

(50) Wales, D. J. Exploring Energy Landscapes. Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 2018, 69, 401– 425.

(51) Gibbs, J. H.; DiMarzio, E. A. Nature of the Glass Transition and the Glassy State. J.

Chem. Phys. 1958, 28, 373–383.

(52) Bestul, A. B.; Chang, S. S. Excess Entropy at Glass Transformation. J. Chem. Phys.

1964, 40, 3731–3733.

(53) Kincaid, J. F.; Eyring, H.; Stearn, A. E. The Theory of Absolute Reaction Rates and its Application to Viscosity and Diffusion in the Liquid State. Chem. Rev. 1941, 28, 301–365.

(54) Glasstone, S.; Laidler, K. J.; Eyring, H. The Theory of Rate Processes: The Kinetics of Chemical Reactions, Viscosity, Diffusion and Electrochemical Phenomena; International chemical series; McGraw-Hill Book Company: Incorporated, 1941.

(55) Caruthers, J. M.; Medvedev, G. A. Quantitative model of super-Arrhenian behavior in glass forming materials. Phys. Rev. Materials 2018, 2, 055604.

(56) Medvedev, G. A.; Caruthers, J. M. A Quantitative Model of Super-Arrhenian Behavior in Glass-Forming Polymers. Macromolecules 2019, 52, 1424–1439.

(57) Zhao, X.; Simon, S. L. A model-free analysis of configurational properties to reduce the temperature- and pressure-dependent segmental relaxation times of polymers. J. Chem. Phys. 2020, 152, 044901.

(58) Johari, G. P. A resolution for the enigma of a liquid’s configurational entropy-molecular kinetics relation. J. Chem. Phys. 2000, 112, 8958–8969.

(59) Johari, G. P. Contributions to the entropy of a glass and liquid, and the dielectric relaxation time. J. Chem. Phys. 2000, 112, 7518–7523.

(60) Goldstein, M. Viscous liquids and the glass transition. V. Sources of the excess specific heat of the liquid. J. Chem. Phys. 1976, 64, 4767–4774.

(61) Starr, F. W.; Douglas, J. F.; Sastry, S. The relationship of dynamical heterogeneity to the Adam-Gibbs and random first-order transition theories of glass formation. J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138, 12A541.

(62) Vogel, H. The law of the relationship between viscosity of liquids and the temperature.

Phys. Z. 1921, 22, 645–646.

(63) Fulcher, G. S. Analysis of recent measurements of the viscosity of glasses. J. Am.

Ceram. Soc. 1925, 8, 339–355.

(64) Tammann, G.; Hesse, W. Die Abhängigkeit der Viscosität von der Temperatur bie unterkühlten Flüssigkeiten. Z. Anorg. Allg. Chem. 1926, 156, 245–257.

(65) Miller, A. Excess Thermodynamic Quantities in Linear Polymer Liquids. Macromolecules 1970, 3, 674–677.

(66) Cangialosi, D.; Alegría, A.; Colmenero, J. Relationship between dynamics and thermodynamics in glass-forming polymers. EPL 2005, 70, 614–620.

(67) Martinez, L.-M.; Angell, C. A. A thermodynamic connection to the fragility of glassforming liquids. Nature 2001, 410, 663–667.

(68) Huang, D.; McKenna, G. B. New insights into the fragility dilemma in liquids. J.

Chem. Phys. 2001, 114, 5621–5630.

(69) Mei, B.; Zhou, Y.; Schweizer, K. S. Experimental Tests of a Theoretically Predicted Noncausal Correlation between Dynamics and Thermodynamics in Glass-forming Polymer Melts. Macromolecules 2021, 54, 10086–10099.

(70) Mei, B.; Zhou, Y.; Schweizer, K. S. Experimental test of a predicted dynamicsstructure-thermodynamics connection in molecularly complex glass-forming liquids. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2021, 118, e2025341118.

(71) Varotsos, P.; Alexopoulos, K. Decisive importance of the bulk modulus and the anharmonicity in the calculation of migration and formation volumes. Phys. Rev. B 1981, 24, 904–910.

(72) Varotsos, P.; Alexopoulos, K. Calculation of diffusion coefficients at any temperature and pressure from a single measurement. I. Self diffusion. Phys. Rev. B 1980, 22, 3130–3134.

(73) Khonik, V. A.; Mitrofanov, Y. P.; Lyakhov, S. A.; Vasiliev, A. N.; Khonik, S. V.;

Khoviv, D. A. Relationship between the shear modulus G, activation energy, and shear viscosity η in metallic glasses below and above T_g: Direct in situ measurements of G and η. Phys. Rev. B 2009, 79, 132204.

(74) Sjögren, L. Temperature dependence of viscosity near the glass transition. Z. Phys. B - Condensed Matter 1990, 79, 5–13.

(75) Foreman, K. W.; Freed, K. F. Lattice Cluster Theory of Multicomponent Polymer Systems: Chain Semiflexibility and Specific Interactions. Adv. Chem. Phys. 1998, 103, 335–390.

(76) Xu, W.-S.; Freed, K. F. Lattice cluster theory for polymer melts with specific interactions. J. Chem. Phys. 2014, 141, 044909.

(77) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Sun, Z.-Y. Polymer Glass Formation: Role of Activation Free Energy, Configurational Entropy, and Collective Motion. Macromolecules 2021, 54, 3001–3033.

(78) Pazmiño Betancourt, B. A.; Hanakata, P. Z.; Starr, F. W.; Douglas, J. F. Quantitative relations between cooperative motion, emergent elasticity, and free volume in model glass-forming polymer materials. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2015, 112, 2966–2971.

(79) Dudowicz, J.; Freed, K. F.; Douglas, J. F. Generalized Entropy Theory of Polymer Glass Formation. Adv. Chem. Phys. 2008, 137, 125–222.

(80) Roland, C. M.; Hensel-Bielowka, S.; Paluch, M.; Casalini, R. Supercooled dynamics of glass-forming liquids and polymers under hydrostatic pressure. Rep. Prog. Phys. 2005, 68, 1405–1478.

(81) Roland, C. M. Relaxation Phenomena in Vitrifying Polymers and Molecular Liquids.

Macromolecules 2010, 43, 7875–7890.

(82) Roland, C. M. Viscoelastic Behavior of Rubbery Material; Oxford, New York, 2011.

(83) Grzybowski, A.; Paluch, M. In The Scaling of Relaxation Processes; Kremer, F., Loidl, A., Eds.; Springer, New York, 2018.

(84) Hoover, W. G.; Gray, S. G.; Johnson, K. W. Thermodynamic Properties of the Fluid and Solid Phases for Inverse Power Potentials. J. Chem. Phys. 1971, 55, 1128–1136.

(85) Gnan, N.; Schrøder, T. B.; Pedersen, U. R.; Bailey, N. P.; Dyre, J. C. Pressure-energy correlations in liquids. IV. “Isomorphs” in liquid phase diagrams. J. Chem. Phys. 2009, 131, 234504.

(86) Heyes, D. M.; Dini, D.; Costigliola, L.; Dyre, J. C. Transport coefficients of the Lennard-Jones fluid close to the freezing line. J. Chem. Phys. 2019, 151, 204502.

(87) Boisvert, G.; Lewis, L. J.; Yelon, A. Many-Body Nature of the Meyer-Neldel Compensation Law for Diffusion. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1995, 75, 469–472.

(88) Kürpick, U. Self-diffusion on (100), (110), and (111) surfaces of Ni and Cu: A detailed study of prefactors and activation energies. Phys. Rev. B 2001, 64, 075418.

(89) Ryu, S.; Kang, K.; Cai, W. Entropic effect on the rate of dislocation nucleation. Proc.

Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2011, 108, 5174.

(90) Johari, G. P.; Goldstein, M. Viscous Liquids and the Glass Transition. II. Secondary Relaxations in Glasses of Rigid Molecules. J. Chem. Phys. 1970, 53, 2372–2388.

(91) Johari, G. P.; Goldstein, M. Viscous Liquids and the Glass Transition. III. Secondary Relaxations in Aliphatic Alcohols and Other Nonrigid Molecules. J. Chem. Phys. 1971, 55, 4245–4252.

(92) Johari, G. P. Intrinsic mobility of molecular glasses. J. Chem. Phys. 1973, 58, 1766– 1770.

(93) Flory, P. J. Thermodynamics of High Polymer Solutions. J. Chem. Phys. 1941, 9, 660–661.

(94) Huggins, M. L. Solutions of Long Chain Compounds. J. Chem. Phys. 1941, 9, 440. (95) Huggins, M. L. Some Properties of Solutions of Long-chain Compounds. J. Phys.

Chem. 1941, 46, 151–158.

(96) Novikov, V. N.; Sokolov, A. P. Universality of the dynamic crossover in glass-forming liquids: A “magic” relaxation time. Phys. Rev. E 2003, 67, 031507.

(97) Raman, C. V. A Theory of the Viscosity of Liquids. Nature 1923, 111, 532–533. (98) Andrade, E. The Viscosity of Liquids. Nature 1930, 125, 309–310. (99) Ewell, R. H. The Reaction Rate Theory of Viscosity and Some of its Applications. J.

Appl. Phys. 1938, 9, 252–269.

(100) Schmidtke, B.; Petzold, N.; Kahlau, R.; Hofmann, M.; Rössler, E. A. From boiling point to glass transition temperature: Transport coefficients in molecular liquids follow three-parameter scaling. Phys. Rev. E 2012, 86, 041507.

(101) Schmidtke, B.; Hofmann, M.; Lichtinger, A.; Rössler, E. A. Temperature Dependence of the Segmental Relaxation Time of Polymers Revisited. Macromolecules 2015, 48, 3005–3013.

(102) Struik, L. C. E. On the van Krevelen/Hoftyzer relationship for the high-temperature limiting viscosities of polymer melts. Polymer 1997, 38, 1477–1479.

(103) Madge, E. W. The Viscosities of Liquids and Their Vapor Pressures. J. Appl. Phys.

1934, 5, 39–41.

(104) Iwashita, T.; Nicholson, D. M.; Egami, T. Elementary Excitations and Crossover Phenomenon in Liquids. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2013, 110, 205504.

(105) Frenkel, Y. I. Kinetic Theory of Liquids; Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1946.

(106) Qun-Fang, L.; Yu-Chun, H.; Rui-Sen, L. Correlation of viscosities of pure liquids in a wide temperature range. Fluid Phase Equil. 1997, 140, 221–231.

(107) Macías-Salinas, R.; García-Sánchez, F.; Hernández-Garduza, O. Viscosity model for pure liquids based on Eyring theory and cubic EOS. AIChE J. 2003, 49, 799–804.

(108) Borodin, O. Relation between Heat of Vaporization, Ion Transport, Molar Volume, and Cation-Anion Binding Energy for Ionic Liquids. J. Phys. Chem. B 2009, 113, 12353–12357.

(109) Kauzmann, W.; Eyring, H. The Viscous Flow of Large Molecules. J. Am. Chem. Soc.

1940, 62, 3113–3125.

(110) Tabor, D. Micromolecular processes in the viscous flow of hydrocarbons. Phil. Mag.

A 1988, 57, 217–224.

(111) Bershtein, V. A.; Egorov, V. M.; Egorova, L. M.; Ryzhov, V. A. The role of thermal analysis in revealing the common molecular nature of transitions in polymers. Thermochim. Acta 1994, 238, 41–73.

(112) Zhang, W.; Starr, F. W.; Douglas, J. F. Activation free energy gradient controls interfacial mobility gradient in thin polymer films. J. Chem. Phys. 2021, 155, 174901.

(113) Dienes, G. J. Frequency Factor and Activation Energy for the Volume Diffusion of Metals. J. App. Phys. 1950, 21, 1189–1192.

(114) Brown, A. M.; Ashby, M. F. Correlations for diffusion constants. Acta Metallurgica 1980, 28, 1085–1101.

(115) Hanakata, P. Z.; Douglas, J. F.; Starr, F. W. Interfacial mobility scale determines the scale of collective motion and relaxation rate in polymer films. Nat. Commun. 2014, 5, 4163.

(116) Hanakata, P. Z.; Pazmiño Betancourt, B. A.; Douglas, J. F.; Starr, F. W. A unifying framework to quantify the effects of substrate interactions, stiffness, and roughness on the dynamics of thin supported polymer films. J. Chem. Phys. 2015, 142, 234907.

(117) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Freed, K. F. Influence of Cohesive Energy on Relaxation in a Model Glass-Forming Polymer Melt. Macromolecules 2016, 49, 8355–8370.

(118) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Freed, K. F. Stringlike Cooperative Motion Explains the Influence of Pressure on Relaxation in a Model Glass-Forming Polymer Melt. ACS Macro Lett. 2016, 5, 1375–1380.

(119) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Freed, K. F. Influence of Pressure on Glass Formation in a Simulated Polymer Melt. Macromolecules 2017, 50, 2585–2598.

(120) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Xu, X. Molecular Dynamics Study of Glass Formation in Polymer Melts with Varying Chain Stiffness. Macromolecules 2020, 53, 4796–4809.

(121) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Xia, W.; Xu, X. Investigation of the Temperature Dependence of Activation Volume in Glass-Forming Polymer Melts under Variable Pressure Conditions. Macromolecules 2020, 53, 6828–6841.

(122) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Xu, X. Role of Cohesive Energy in Glass Formation of Polymers with and without Bending Constraints. Macromolecules 2020, 53, 9678– 9697.

(123) Yang, Z.; Xu, X.; Xu, W.-S. Influence of Ionic Interaction Strength on Glass Formation of an Ion-Containing Polymer Melt. Macromolecules 2021, 54, 9587–9601.

(124) Xu, X.; Xu, W.-S. Melt Properties and String Model Description of Glass Formation in Graft Polymers of Different Side-Chain Lengths. Macromolecules 2022, 55, 3221– 3235.

(125) Xu, X.; Douglas, J. F.; Xu, W.-S. Influence of Side-Chain Length and Relative Rigidities of Backbone and Side Chains on Glass Formation of Branched Polymers. Macromolecules 2021, 54, 6327–6341.

(126) Angell, C. A. Why C1 = 16–17 in the WLF equation is physical—and the fragility of polymers. Polymer 1997, 38, 6261–6266.

(127) Williams, M. L.; Landel, R. F.; Ferry, J. D. The Temperature Dependence of Relaxation Mechanisms in Amorphous Polymers and Other Glass-forming Liquids. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1955, 77, 3701–3707.

(128) Angell, C. A. Relaxation in liquids, polymers and plastic crystals - strong/fragile patterns and problems. J. Non-Cryst. Solids 1991, 131-133, 13–31.

(129) Blodgett, M. E.; Egami, T.; Nussinov, Z.; Kelton, K. F. Proposal for universality in the viscosity of metallic liquids. Sci. Rep. 2015, 5, 13837.

(130) Riggleman, R. A.; Douglas, J. F.; de Pablo, J. J. Tuning polymer melt fragility with antiplasticizer additives. J. Chem. Phys. 2007, 126, 234903.

(131) Zhang, H.; Srolovitz, D. J.; Douglas, J. F.; Warren, J. A. Grain Boundaries Exhibit the Dynamics of Glass-Forming Liquids. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2009, 106, 7735–7740.

(132) Douglas, J. F.; Pazmino Betancourt, B. A.; Tong, X.; Zhang, H. Localization model description of diffusion and structural relaxation in glass-forming Cu–Zr alloys. J. Stat. Mech.: Theory Exp. 2016, 054048,.

(133) Mahmud, G.; Zhang, H.; Douglas, J. F. Localization model description of the interfacial dynamics of crystalline Cu and Cu_{64}Zr_{36} metallic glass films. J. Chem. Phys. 2020, 153, 124508.

(134) Pazmiño Betancourt, B. A.; Starr, F. W.; Douglas, J. F. String-like collective motion in the α- and β-relaxation of a coarse-grained polymer melt. J. Chem. Phys. 2018, 148, 104508.

(135) Kremer, K.; Grest, G. S. Dynamics of entangled linear polymer melts: A moleculardynamics simulation. J. Chem. Phys. 1990, 92, 5057–5086.

(136) Grest, G. S.; Kremer, K. Molecular dynamics simulation for polymers in the presence of a heat bath. Phys. Rev. A 1986, 33, 3628–3631.

(137) Everaers, R.; Karimi-Varzaneh, H. A.; Fleck, F.; Hojdis, N.; Svaneborg, C. Kremer–Grest Models for Commodity Polymer Melts: Linking Theory, Experiment, and Simulation at the Kuhn Scale. Macromolecules 2020, 53, 1901–1916.

(138) Hsu, H.-P.; Kremer, K. A coarse-grained polymer model for studying the glass transition. J. Chem. Phys. 2019, 150, 091101.

(139) Baschnagel, J.; Kriuchevskyi, I.; Helfferich, J.; Ruscher, C.; Meyer, H.; Benzerara, O.;

Farago, J.; Wittmer, J. P. Glass transition and relaxation behavior of supercooled polymer melts: An introduction to modeling approaches by molecular dynamics simulations and to comparisons with mode-coupling theory. Polymer Glasses 2016, 55–105.

(140) Grest, G. S. Communication: Polymer entanglement dynamics: Role of attractive interactions. J. Chem. Phys. 2016, 145, 141101.

(141) Plimpton, S. Fast Parallel Algorithms for Short-Range Molecular Dynamics. J. Comput. Phys. 1995, 117, 1–19.

(142) LAMMPS web page: http://lammps.sandia.gov. The present work utilized the version released on 12/12/2018.

(143) Sengupta, S.; Karmakar, S.; Dasgupta, C.; Sastry, S. Breakdown of the Stokes-Einstein relation in two, three, and four dimensions. J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138, 12A548.

(144) Novikov, V. N.; Sokolov, A. P. Qualitative change in structural dynamics of some glass-forming systems. Phys. Rev. E 2015, 92, 062304.

(145) Liu, L.; Guo, Q.-X. Isokinetic Relationship, Isoequilibrium Relationship, and Enthalpy-Entropy Compensation. Chem. Rev. 2001, 101, 673–696.

(146) Psurek, T.; Soles, C. L.; Page, K. A.; Cicerone, M. T.; Douglas, J. F. Quantifying Changes in the High-Frequency Dynamics of Mixtures by Dielectric Spectroscopy. J. Phys. Chem. B 2008, 112, 15980–15990.

(147) Yelon, A.; Movaghar, B.; Branz, H. M. Origin and consequences of the compensation (Meyer-Neldel) law. Phys. Rev. B 1992, 46, 12244–12250.

(148) Dyre, J. C. A phenomenological model for the Meyer-Neldel rule. J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys. 1986, 19, 5655–5664.

(149) Bondi, A. Notes on the Rate Process Theory of Flow. J. Chem. Phys. 1946, 14, 591–607.

(150) Moore, W. R. Viscosity-Temperature Relationships for Dilute Solutions of High Polymers. Nature 1961, 191, 1292–1293.

(151) Barrer, R. M. Viscosity of pure liquids. I. Non-polymerised fluids. Trans. Faraday Soc.

1943, 39, 48–59.

(152) Varshni, Y. P.; Srivastava, S. N. Viscosity of Normal Paraffins. Proc. Phys. Soc. 1959, 73, 153–159.

(153) Jeong, C.; Douglas, J. F. Mass dependence of the activation enthalpy and entropy of unentangled linear alkane chains. J. Chem. Phys. 2015, 143, 144905.

(154) Douglas, J. F.; Ishinabe, T. Self-avoiding-walk contacts and random-walk selfintersections in variable dimensionality. Phys. Rev. E 1995, 51, 1791–1817.

(155) Anopchenko, A.; Psurek, T.; VanderHart, D.; Douglas, J. F.; Obrzut, J. Dielectric study of the antiplasticization of trehalose by glycerol. Phys. Rev. E 2006, 74, 031501.

(156) Cicerone, M. T.; Douglas, J. F. β-Relaxation governs protein stability in sugar-glass matrices. Soft Matter 2012, 8, 2983–2991.

(157) Pazmiño Betancourt, B. A.; Douglas, J. F.; Starr, F. W. Fragility and cooperative motion in a glass-forming polymer-nanoparticle composite. Soft Matter 2013, 9, 241– 254.

(158) Gilli, P.; Ferretti, V.; Gilli, G.; Borea, P. A. Enthalpy-entropy compensation in drugreceptor binding. J. Phys. Chem. 1994, 98, 1515–1518.

(159) Fujimoto, D.; MacFarlane, W. A.; Rottler, J. Energy barriers and cooperative motion at the surface of freestanding glassy polystyrene films. J. Chem. Phys. 2020, 153, 154901.

(160) Alberding, N.; Austin, R. H.; Chan, S. S.; Eisenstein, L.; Frauenfelder, H.; Gunsalus, I. C.; Nordlund, T. M. Dynamics of carbon monoxide binding to protoheme. J. Chem. Phys. 1976, 65, 4701–4711.

(161) Crine, J. A new analysis of the results of thermally stimulated measurements in polymers. J. Appl. Phys. 1989, 66, 1308–1313.

(162) Dragan, A. I.; Read, C. M.; Crane-Robinson, C. Enthalpy–entropy compensation: the role of solvation. Eur. Biophys. J. 2017, 46, 301–308.

(163) Nanzai, Y.; Konishi, T.; Ueda, S. Structural transition in poly(methyl methacrylate) due to large deformation at temperatures below the equilibrium second-order transition temperature. J. Mater. Sci. 1991, 26, 4477–4483.

(164) del Val, J.; Colmenero, J.; Lacabanne, C. Compensation laws and phase segregation in polymer blends. Solid State Commun. 1989, 69, 707–711.

(165) Komatsuka, T.; Nagai, K. Temperature Dependence on Gas Permeability and Permselectivity of Poly(lactic acid) Blend Membranes. Polym. J. 2009, 41, 455–458.

(166) Dudowicz, J.; Freed, K. F.; Douglas, J. F. Theory of competitive solvation of polymers by two solvents and entropy-enthalpy compensation in the solvation free energy upon dilution with the second solvent. J. Chem. Phys. 2015, 142, 214906.

(167) Dudowicz, J.; Douglas, J. F.; Freed, K. F. Mixtures of two self- and mutuallyassociating liquids: Phase behavior, second virial coefficients, and entropy-enthalpy compensation in the free energy of mixing. J. Chem. Phys. 2017, 147, 064909.

(168) Dudowicz, J.; Douglas, J. F.; Freed, K. F. Lattice theory for binding of linear polymers to a solid substrate from polymer melts. II. Influence of van der Waals interactions and chain semiflexibility on molecular binding and adsorption. J. Chem. Phys. 2019, 151, 124709.

(169) Murnaghan, F. D. The Compressibility of Media under Extreme Pressures. Proc. Natl.

Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 1944, 30, 244–247.

(170) Murnaghan, F. D. Finite Deformation of an Elastic Solid; John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1951.

(171) Fernández Guillermet, A. Thermodynamic Properties of the Generalized Murnaghan Equation of State of Solids. Int. J. Thermophys. 1995, 16, 1009–1026.

(172) Xu, W.-S.; Freed, K. F. Thermodynamic scaling of dynamics in polymer melts: Predictions from the generalized entropy theory. J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138, 234501.

(173) Xia, W.; Hansoge, N. K.; Xu, W.-S.; Jr., F. R. P.; Keten, S.; Douglas, J. F. Energy renormalization for coarse-graining polymers having different segmental structures. Sci. Adv. 2019, 5, eaav4683.

(174) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Freed, K. F. Entropy Theory of Polymer Glass-Formation in Variable Spatial Dimension. Adv. Chem. Phys. 2016, 161, 443–497.

(175) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Xia, W.; Xu, X. Understanding Activation Volume in Glass- Forming Polymer Melts via Generalized Entropy Theory. Macromolecules 2020, 53, 7239–7252.

(176) Barlow, A. J.; Erginsav, A.; Lamb, J. Viscoelastic Relaxation of Supercooled Liquids.

II. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 1967, 298, 481–494.

(177) Xu, W.-S.; Douglas, J. F.; Freed, K. F. Influence of Cohesive Energy on the Thermodynamic Properties of a Model Glass-Forming Polymer Melt. Macromolecules 2016, 49, 8341–8354.

(178) Puosi, F.; Leporini, D. Communication: Correlation of the instantaneous and the intermediate-time elasticity with the structural relaxation in glassforming systems. J. Chem. Phys. 2012, 136, 041104.

(179) Puosi, F.; Chulkin, O.; Bernini, S.; Capaccioli, S.; Leporini, D. Thermodynamic scaling of vibrational dynamics and relaxation. J. Chem. Phys. 2016, 145, 234904.

(180) Bernini, S.; Puosi, F.; Leporini, D. Thermodynamic scaling of relaxation: insights from anharmonic elasticity. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 2017, 29, 135101.

(181) Tobolsky, A. V. Properties and Structure of Polymers; Wiley, New York, 1960.

(182) Ramírez, J.; Sukumaran, S. K.; Vorselaars, B.; Likhtman, A. E. Efficient on the fly calculation of time correlation functions in computer simulations. J. Chem. Phys. 2010, 133, 154103.

(183) Pazmiño Betancourt, B. A.; Douglas, J. F.; Starr, F. W. String model for the dynamics of glass-forming liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 2014, 140, 204509.

(184) Zhang, H.; Wang, X.; Yu, H.-B.; Douglas, J. F. Fast dynamics in a model metallic glass-forming material. J. Chem. Phys. 2021, 154, 084505.

(185) Zhang, H.; Wang, X.; Yu, H.-B.; Douglas, J. F. Dynamic heterogeneity, cooperative motion, and Johari–Goldstein β-relaxation in a metallic glass-forming material exhibiting a fragile-to-strong transition. Eur. Phys. J. E 2021, 44, 56.

(186) Beiner, M.; Ngai, K. L. Interrelation between Primary and Secondary Relaxations in Polymerizing Systems Based on Epoxy Resins. Macromolecules 2005, 38, 7033–7042.

(187) Capaccioli, S.; Kessairi, K.; Prevosto, D.; Lucchesi, M.; Rolla, P. A. Correlation of structural and Johari–Goldstein relaxations in systems vitrifying along isobaric and isothermal paths. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 2007, 19, 205133.

(188) Ngai, K. L.; Habasaki, J.; Prevosto, D.; Capaccioli, S.; Paluch, M. Thermodynamic scaling of α-relaxation time and viscosity stems from the Johari-Goldstein β-relaxation or the primitive relaxation of the coupling model. J. Chem. Phys. 2012, 137, 034511.

(189) Shahin Thayyil, M.; Ngai, K.; Prevosto, D.; Capaccioli, S. Revealing the rich dynamics of glass-forming systems by modification of composition and change of thermodynamic conditions. J. Non-Cryst. Solids 2015, 407, 98–105.

(190) Ediger, M. D.; Harrowell, P.; Yu, L. Crystal growth kinetics exhibit a fragilitydependent decoupling from viscosity. J. Chem. Phys. 2008, 128, 034709.

(191) Douglas, J. F.; Pazmiño Betancourt, B. A.; Tong, X.; Zhang, H. Localization model description of diffusion and structural relaxation in glass-forming Cu-Zr alloys. J. Stat. Mech. 2016, 5, 054048.

(192) Riggleman, R. A.; Douglas, J. F.; de Pablo, J. J. Antiplasticization and the elastic properties of glass-forming polymer liquids. Soft Matter 2010, 6, 292–304.

(193) Riggleman, R. A.; Yoshimoto, K.; Douglas, J. F.; de Pablo, J. J. Influence of Confinement on the Fragility of Antiplasticized and Pure Polymer Films. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 97, 045502.

(194) Starr, F. W.; Douglas, J. F. Modifying Fragility and Collective Motion in Polymer Melts with Nanoparticles. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2011, 106, 115702.

(195) Sanz, A.; Wong, H. C.; Nedoma, A. J.; Douglas, J. F.; Cabral, J. T. Influence of C60 fullerenes on the glass formation of polystyrene. Polymer 2015, 68, 47–56.

(196) Wong, H. C.; Sanz, A.; Douglas, J. F.; Cabral, J. T. Glass formation and stability of polystyrene–fullerene nanocomposites. J. Mol. Liq. 2010, 153, 79–87.

(197) Ding, Y.; Pawlus, S.; Sokolov, A. P.; Douglas, J. F.; Karim, A.; Soles, C. L. Dielectric Spectroscopy Investigation of Relaxation in C60-Polyisoprene Nanocomposites. Macromolecules 2009, 42, 3201–3206.

(198) Douglas, J.; Leporini, D. Obstruction model of the fractional Stokes–Einstein relation in glass-forming liquids. J. Non-Cryst. Solids 1998, 235-237, 137–141.

(199) Kudlik, A.; Tschirwitz, C.; Benkhof, S.; Blochowicz, T.; Rössler, E. Slow secondary relaxation process in supercooled liquids. EPL 1997, 40, 649–654.

(200) Ngai, K. L.; Capaccioli, S. Relation between the activation energy of the Johari- Goldstein β relaxation and T_g of glass formers. Phys. Rev. E 2004, 69, 031501.

(201) Zhang, H.; Zhong, C.; Douglas, J. F.; Wang, X.; Cao, Q.; Zhang, D.; Jiang, J.-Z. Role of string-like collective atomic motion on diffusion and structural relaxation in glass forming Cu-Zr alloys. J. Chem. Phys. 2015, 142, 164506.

(202) Zhang, H.; Douglas, J. F. Glassy interfacial dynamics of Ni nanoparticles: Part I colored noise, dynamic heterogeneity and collective atomic motion. Soft Matter 2013, 9, 1254–1265.

(203) Odagaki, T.; Hiwatari, Y. Gaussian–to–non-Gaussian transition in supercooled fluids.

Phys. Rev. A 1991, 43, 1103–1106.

(204) Ogielski, A. T.; Stein, D. L. Dynamics on Ultrametric Spaces. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1985, 55, 1634–1637.

(205) Palmer, R. G.; Stein, D. L.; Abrahams, E.; Anderson, P. W. Models of Hierarchically Constrained Dynamics for Glassy Relaxation. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1984, 53, 958–961.

(206) Geirhos, K.; Lunkenheimer, P.; Loidl, A. Johari-Goldstein Relaxation Far Below T_g:

Experimental Evidence for the Gardner Transition in Structural Glasses? Phys. Rev. Lett. 2018, 120, 085705.

(207) Berthier, L.; Biroli, G.; Charbonneau, P.; Corwin, E. I.; Franz, S.; Zamponi, F. Gardner physics in amorphous solids and beyond. J. Chem. Phys. 2019, 151, 010901.

(208) Dennis, R. C.; Corwin, E. I. Jamming Energy Landscape is Hierarchical and Ultrametric. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2020, 124, 078002.

(209) Scalliet, C.; Berthier, L.; Zamponi, F. Absence of Marginal Stability in a Structural Glass. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2017, 119, 205501.

(210) Mézard, M.; Parisi, G.; Sourlas, N.; Toulouse, G.; Virasoro, M. Nature of the Spin- Glass Phase. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1984, 52, 1156–1159.

(211) Blumen, A.; Klafter, J.; Zumofen, G. Relaxation behaviour in ultrametric spaces. J.

Phys. A: Math. Gen. 1986, 19, L77–L84.

(212) Kohler, G. H.; Blumen, A. Random walks on ultrametric spaces: mean and variance of the range. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 1991, 24, 2807–2819.

(213) Vainas, B. A kinetic compensation effect on a hierarchical tree. J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys. 1988, 21, L341–L343.

(214) Vainas, B. Enthalpy-entropy compensation on a finite-size hierarchical tree. J. Phys.:

Condens. Matter 1991, 3, 3941–3944.

(215) Douglas, J. F. Integral equation approach to condensed matter relaxation. J. Phys.:

Condens. Matter 1999, 11, A329–A340.

(216) DOUGLAS, J. F. Applications of Fractional Calculus in Physics; pp 241–330, DOI:

10.1142/9789812817747_0006.

(217) Odagaki, T. Glass Transition Singularities. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1995, 75, 3701–3704.

(218) Zhang, H.; Douglas, J. F. Glassy interfacial dynamics of Ni nanoparticles: Part II Discrete breathers as an explanation of two-level energy fluctuations. Soft Matter 2013, 9, 1266–1280.

(219) Doliwa, B.; Heuer, A. Energy barriers and activated dynamics in a supercooled Lennard-Jones liquid. Phys. Rev. E 2003, 67, 031506.

(220) Charbonneau, P.; Kurchan, J.; Parisi, G.; Urbani, P.; Zamponi, F. Fractal free energy landscapes in structural glasses. Nat. Commun. 2014, 5, 3725.

(221) Fujiwara, S.; Yonezawa, F. Monte Carlo Simulations of Anomalous Relaxation in Percolating Systems. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1995, 74, 4229–4232.

(222) Kozma, G.; Nachmias, A. The Alexander-Orbach conjecture holds in high dimensions.

Invent. Math. 2009, 178, 635–654.

(223) Alexander, S.; Orbach, R. Density of states on fractals: “fractons”. J. Phys. (Paris) Lett. 1982, 178, 625–631.

(224) Tao, N. J.; Li, G.; Cummins, H. Z. Self-similar light-scattering spectra of β relaxation near the liquid-glass transition. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1991, 66, 1334–1337.

(225) Surovtsev, N. V.; Wiedersich, J. A. H.; Novikov, V. N.; Rössler, E.; Sokolov, A. P.

Light-scattering spectra of fast relaxation in glasses. Phys. Rev. B 1998, 58, 14888– 14891.

(226) Surovtsev, N. V.; Wiedersich, J. A. H.; Duval, E.; Novikov, V. N.; Rössler, E.;

Sokolov, A. P. Light scattering spectra of fast relaxation in B2O3 glass. J. Chem. Phys. 2000, 112, 2319–2324.

(227) Wales, D. J. Energy Landscapes: Applications to Clusters, Biomolecules and Glasses;

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2004.

(228) Wales, D.; Miller, M.; Walsh, T. Archetypal energy landscapes. Nature 1998, 394, 758–760.

(229) Krivov, S. V.; Karplus, M. Free energy disconnectivity graphs: Application to peptide models. J. Chem. Phys. 2002, 117, 10894–10903.

(230) Rylance, G. J.; Johnston, R. L.; Matsunaga, Y.; Li, C.-B.; Baba, A.; Komatsuzaki, T.

Topographical complexity of multidimensional energy landscapes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2006, 103, 18551–18555.

(231) Middleton, T. F.; Wales, D. J. Energy landscapes of some model glass formers. Phys.

Rev. B 2001, 64, 024205.

(232) García, A. E.; Blumenfeld, R.; Hummer, G.; Krumhansl, J. A. Multi-basin dynamics of a protein in a crystal environment. Physica D 1997, 107, 225–239.

(233) Evans, D. A.; Wales, D. J. Free energy landscapes of model peptides and proteins. J.

Chem. Phys. 2003, 118, 3891–3897.

(234) Krivov, S. V.; Karplus, M. Hidden complexity of free energy surfaces for peptide (protein) folding. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2004, 101, 14766–14770.

(235) Kushima, A.; Lin, X.; Li, J.; Eapen, J.; Mauro, J. C.; Qian, X.; Diep, P.; Yip, S.

Computing the viscosity of supercooled liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 2009, 130, 224504.

(236) Kushima, A.; Lin, X.; Yip, S. Commentary on the temperature-dependent viscosity of supercooled liquids: a unified activation scenario. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 2009, 21, 504104.

(237) Frauenfelder, H.; McMahon, B. H.; Austin, R. H.; Chu, K.; Groves, J. T. The role of structure, energy landscape, dynamics, and allostery in the enzymatic function of myoglobin. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2001, 98, 2370–2374.

(238) Hofmann, C.; Aartsma, T. J.; Michel, H.; Köhler, J. Direct observation of tiers in the energy landscape of a chromoprotein: A single-molecule study. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2003, 100, 15534–15538.

(239) Seeley, G.; Keyes, T. Normal-mode analysis of liquid-state dynamics. J. Chem. Phys.

1989, 91, 5581–5586.

(240) Madan, B.; Keyes, T.; Seeley, G. Normal mode analysis of the velocity correlation function in supercooled liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 1991, 94, 6762–6769.

(241) Freund, I. Saddles, singularities, and extrema in random phase fields. Phys. Rev. E 1995, 52, 2348–2360.

(242) Angelani, L.; Di Leonardo, R.; Ruocco, G.; Scala, A.; Sciortino, F. Saddles in the Energy Landscape Probed by Supercooled Liquids. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2000, 85, 5356– 5359.

(243) Angelani, L.; Ruocco, G.; Sampoli, M.; Sciortino, F. General features of the energy landscape in Lennard-Jones-like model liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 2003, 119, 2120–2126.

(244) Angelani, L.; De Michele, C.; Ruocco, G.; Sciortino, F. Saddles and softness in simple model liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 2004, 121, 7533–7534.

(245) Stratt, R. The relationship between the elastic constants and the instantaneous normal modes of liquids. Int. J. Thermophys. 1997, 18, 899–907.

(246) Ju, J.; Atzmon, M. A comprehensive atomistic analysis of the experimental dynamicmechanical response of a metallic glass. Acta Mater. 2014, 74, 183–188.

(247) Lei, T. J.; Rangel DaCosta, L.; Liu, M.; Wang, W. H.; Sun, Y. H.; Greer, A. L.;

Atzmon, M. Shear transformation zone analysis of anelastic relaxation of a metallic glass reveals distinct properties of α and β relaxations. Phys. Rev. E 2019, 100, 033001.

(248) Cercignani, C.; Galgani, L.; Scotti, A. Zero-point energy in classical non-linear mechanics. Phys. Lett. A 1972, 38, 403–404.

(249) Galgani, L.; Scott, A. Planck-like Distributions in Classical Nonlinear Mechanics.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 1972, 28, 1173–1176.

(250) Benettin, G.; Vecchio, G. L.; Tenenbaum, A. Stochastic transition in two-dimensional Lennard-Jones systems. Phys. Rev. A 1980, 22, 1709–1719.

(251) Bocchieri, P.; Valz-Gris, F. Ergodic properties of an anharmonic two-dimensional crystal. Phys. Rev. A 1974, 9, 1252–1256.

(252) Bocchieri, P.; Scotti, A.; Bearzi, B.; Loinger, A. Anharmonic Chain with Lennard- Jones Interaction. Phys. Rev. A 1970, 2, 2013–2019.

(253) Carati, A.; Galgani, L.; Giorgilli, A. The Fermi–Pasta–Ulam problem as a challenge for the foundations of physics. Chaos 2005, 15, 015105.

(254) Doye, J. P. K.; Wales, D. J. Saddle points and dynamics of Lennard-Jones clusters, solids, and supercooled liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 2002, 116, 3777–3788.

(255) Wales, D. J.; Doye, J. P. K. Stationary points and dynamics in high-dimensional systems. J. Chem. Phys. 2003, 119, 12409–12416.

(256) Angelani, L.; Di Leonardo, R.; Ruocco, G.; Scala, A.; Sciortino, F. Quasisaddles as relevant points of the potential energy surface in the dynamics of supercooled liquids. J. Chem. Phys. 2002, 116, 10297–10306.

(257) Shah, P.; Chakravarty, C. Potential-Energy Landscapes of Simple Liquids. Phys. Rev.

Lett. 2002, 88, 255501.

(258) Madan, B.; Keyes, T. Unstable modes in liquids density of states, potential energy, and heat capacity. J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98, 3342–3350.

(259) Grigera, T. S.; Cavagna, A.; Giardina, I.; Parisi, G. Geometric Approach to the Dynamic Glass Transition. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2002, 88, 055502.

(260) Ngai, K. L. Modification of the Adam-Gibbs Model of Glass Transition for Consistency with Experimental Data. J. Phys. Chem. B 1999, 103, 5895–5902.

(261) Douglas, J. F.; Dudowicz, J.; Freed, K. F. Does equilibrium polymerization describe the dynamic heterogeneity of glass-forming liquids? J. Chem. Phys. 2006, 125, 144907.

(262) Lue, L. Collision statistics, thermodynamics, and transport coefficients of hard hyperspheres in three, four, and five dimensions. J. Chem. Phys. 2005, 122, 044513.

(263) Hoover, W. G.; Ashurst, W. T.; Grover, R. Exact Dynamical Basis for a Fluctuating Cell Model. J. Chem. Phys. 1972, 57, 1259–1262.

(264) Hoover, W. G.; Hoover, N. E.; Hanson, K. Exact hard-disk free volumes. J. Chem.

Phys. 1979, 70, 1837–1844.

(265) Reiss, H.; Hammerich, A. D. Hard spheres: scaled particle theory and exact relations on the existence and structure of the fluid/solid phase transition. J. Phys. Chem. 1986, 90, 6252–6260.

(266) Sastry, S.; Truskett, T. M.; Debenedetti, P. G.; Torquato, S.; Stillinger, F. H. Free volume in the hard sphere liquid. Mol. Phys. 1998, 95, 289–297.

(267) Sastry, S.; Corti, D. S.; Debenedetti, P. G.; Stillinger, F. H. Statistical geometry of particle packings. I. Algorithm for exact determination of connectivity, volume, and surface areas of void space in monodisperse and polydisperse sphere packings. Phys. Rev. E 1997, 56, 5524–5532.

(268) Starr, F. W.; Sastry, S.; Douglas, J. F.; Glotzer, S. C. What Do We Learn from the Local Geometry of Glass-Forming Liquids? Phys. Rev. Lett. 2002, 89, 125501.

(269) Rosenfeld, Y. Relation between the transport coefficients and the internal entropy of simple systems. Phys. Rev. A 1977, 15, 2545–2549.

Graphical TOC Entry