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Amorphous solids yield upon crossing a strain threshold, after an initial elastic response, when
subjected to mechanical deformation. The yielding process is characterized by local plastic events
leading to non-affine displacements, and their interactions. Despite the lack of long-range structural
order, these disordered materials exhibit long-range spatial correlations in the non-affine displace-
ment fields, which stems from the underlying elasticity. Measuring a correlation length scale in
deformed amorphous solids, during the plastic process, is a non-trivial challenge, often requiring an
ad-hoc definition of localized regions. In this paper, we introduce a novel computational approach
called the ”soft matrix” that enables systematic analysis of mechanical response of local regions
within a disordered solid. In this method, we subject the amorphous solid to a quasistatic shear and
allow a local region of interest to relax freely while allowing for elastic relaxation of the background.
The dependence of the yield strain upon the size of the probe region naturally reveals the exis-
tence of an intrinsic length scale (ζ) that governs the elasto-plastic properties, as observed in four
distinct model amorphous solids. This finding demonstrates the universality of this characteristic
length scale across a wide range of materials. We investigate the dependence of this length scale
on the material’s preparation history and find that ζ increases with better annealing. Furthermore,
the local mechanical properties measured within this framework provide more accurate estimates
compared to existing techniques. Our study paves the way for a comprehensive understanding of
amorphous solids and facilitates improved characterization and design of these materials.

I. INTRODUCTION

Amorphous solids are disordered systems which are
lacking long-range structural ordering. They encompass
a broad range of materials ubiquitous in our daily lives,
including colloids, foams, emulsions, granular matter as
well as metallic and silicate glasses [1]. When subjected
to an external load, such as shear deformation, they dis-
play an elastic response at low strain values and yield be-
yond a threshold strain [1–8]. Unlike the crystalline sys-
tems where defects are known to be careers of plasticity,
the physical mechanisms underlying the shear response of
an amorphous material still lacks a complete understand-
ing. The last two decades of research in theory and ex-
periments have revealed that the plasticity in amorphous
solids occurs through local non-affine displacements or
rearrangements resulting in the redistribution of elastic
stresses within the system [9–11]. Simulation works on
athermal systems performed under quasistatic shearing
conditions have shown that the displacement field ex-
hibits a quadrupolar symmetry resembling the Eshelby
inclusion model [11–14].

Amorphous materials exhibit structural and dynami-

cal heterogeneities [15]. In recent years, there has been a
growing interest in understanding the possible existence
of a characteristic length scale associated with the re-
laxation process in driven amorphous solids. This inter-
est stems from its impact on various aspects, including
shear start-up properties [7, 16–20], yielding mechanisms
[21–24], and flow heterogeneities [7, 18, 25–27]. Previ-
ously, static correlation lengths have been extracted us-
ing non-affine shear deformation protocols for colloidal
glasses and supercooled liquids [28–30], which demon-
strated that the measured lengthscale is highly depen-
dent on the applied shear deformation and likely de-
scribes the structural correlations in the initial config-
uration. Similar protocols have been employed to ex-
tract the correlation length in athermal colloidal sus-
pensions under steady-state flow with finite-rate shearing
[31], showing dependence on both shear strain and shear
rate. Based on ideas of non-local fluidization, a similar
dynamical correlation length has also been predicted and
measured [32–34]. However, a comprehensive compari-
son between the extracted correlation length and other
measures of static length scale that do not involve shear
deformation protocols, such as the point-to-set length
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scale[35], length scales obtained from finite-size scaling
of relaxation times [36], or minimum eigenvalues [37], is
lacking.

Despite the absence of a clear measure of the character-
istic length scale, various approaches have been proposed
and utilized to characterize the size of plastic events or
the number of particles involved in non-affine rearrange-
ments. These methods include analyzing structural prop-
erties (e.g., free volume [38], local ordering [39]) and
linear response measures (e.g., elastic moduli [40], soft
modes [41]). The frozen matrix method has recently
gained widespread use in computing local mechanical
properties, including yielding thresholds and viscoelas-
tic properties. Initially proposed for assessing local elas-
tic properties [42], this method involves allowing only
the specific ”target” local region of interest to relax in-
dependent of the background. Under external loading,
the entire system undergoes a uniform affine deforma-
tion, except that the local region is permitted to relax
freely, while the rest of the system is restricted from un-
dergoing non-affine relaxation. By analyzing the stress
response in the target region to the applied strain, the
local mechanical properties can be determined.

The frozen matrix method has been widely utilized in
various studies on amorphous solids [43–49]. However,
in all cases, the size of the target region is chosen in an
ad-hoc manner, and the background material is not al-
lowed to undergo any relaxation and is made rigid - hence
frozen. Although this approach provides reasonable es-
timates of the local yield stability distribution, it tends
to overestimate the local yield stress and elastic modulus
significantly due to the presence of a rigid background
[43, 44, 46, 48]. This overestimation can have an impact
on the predictability of local plastic events and the cor-
relations between them. Additionally, the frozen matrix
method does not enable the extraction of the length scale
associated with the plastic event.

In this study, we introduce a novel approach called the
”Soft matrix method” to investigate the local mechani-
cal properties, as described in the following section. This
method builds upon the original proposition of the frozen
matrix approach and it actually provides us a route to
extract a characteristic length scale ζ in various types
of amorphous materials, overcoming the limitations im-
posed by rigid or periodic boundary conditions [50, 51].
We observe that this length scale is influenced by the ag-
ing conditions of the material, and we demonstrate that
it exhibits scale-free power law behavior when studying
larger sub-systems. Consequently, this length scale pro-
vides a natural solution to the question of appropriate
coarse-graining length, serving two main purposes: (a)
enabling accurate computation of local mechanical prop-
erties crucial for understanding the yielding phenomenon
and providing inputs for mesoscale modeling of amor-
phous materials and (b) facilitating comparisons between
this length scale and other measures of static length scale
in disordered systems.

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. Soft Matrix Methodology. (a) Schematic demon-
strating the soft matrix method. The sub-system (central
blue box) is subjected to unconstrained relaxation, whereas
the background (surrounding pink region) relaxes with a con-
straint imposed by the spring tether (see text for details).
(b.) Snapshot from 2D BMLJ (65:35) simulation illustrating
the soft matrix: plastic event is confined to subsystem, while
the background is allowed to elastically relax. Here X is the
shearing direction, and Y is the gradient direction. (bottom)
Variation of stress (σ) as a function of strain (γ) for (c) fixed
subsystem size (Ls = 10a) and varying k value and (d) fixed
k value (k = 10ǫ/a2) and varying subsystem size Ls.

II. SOFT MATRIX METHOD

In this approach, within a system having linear dimen-
sion L, we choose a local region having size Ls, whose
mechanical properties we plan to measure. The rest of
the system from hereon will be referred to as the back-
ground. The mechanical response of the solid is probed
via the athermal quasi-static shear (AQS) protocol (see
Methods). The entire system is first subjected to a simple
shear deformation of magnitude δγ ≈ 10−5, and hence
an affine displacement is imposed on all particles in the
system. Post deformation, the system is subjected to re-
laxation or energy minimization, and here we introduce
an essential improvement over the existing frozen matrix
method [43–46] which is key to extracting the hetero-
geneity length scale ζ. Unlike the frozen matrix method,
during the energy minimization, the background can re-
lax by affine rearrangements, but no plastic events are
permitted in the background. On the other hand, the
sub-system is allowed to relax without any constraints.
Hence we term the procedure a soft matrix method. We
implement this partial relaxation of the background by
adding an additional spring force of the type Fr = −kr,
before minimization. Here the spring constant k is a tun-
able parameter determining the coefficient of restoring
force, and r is the displacement of a background particle



3

0 10 20 30 40
0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05
∆γ

y

0 5 10 15 20 25
0

0.05

0.1

0 10 20 30 40
Ls (a)

0

0.005

0.01

0.015

∆γ
y

0 10 20
Ls (a)

0

0.0002

0.0004

0.0006

0.0008

(a) 2D BMLJ (b) 3D Soft-Rep

(c) 3D SiO2 (d) 3D
 Metallic Glass

FIG. 2. Measuring characteristic length scale. Rela-
tive yield strain ∆γy as a function of subsystem size Ls for
four different models: (a) 2D BMLJ (b) 3D Soft-Rep (c) 3D
SiO2 and (d) 3D Metallic glass. The open symbols are data
obtained from the soft matrix method. The opaque symbols
are from the frozen matrix method. Different symbols corre-
spond to different system sizes. The thick dashed line is the
exponential fit, and the thin dashed line is just a guide to the
eye.

from its reference position, taken to be the position after
applying the step of affine displacement.
We test out the soft matrix method via extensive nu-

merical simulations using the 2D BMLJ model and
later apply our understanding to study three other model
amorphous solids, namely 3D Soft-Rep, 3D SiO2, and
3D Metallic Glass. See Methods for further details. All
the simulations were carried out using LAMMPS molec-
ular dynamics package [52].
In Fig.1, we show (a) schematic and (b) actual simula-

tion configurations for the 2D BMLJ model with L = 90a
and the number of particles N = 10000. Here a repre-
sent the unit length scale. The background region (pink
in Fig.1a)) is subjected to additional restoring force dur-
ing the relaxation with an appropriate k value such that
(almost) no irreversible plastic motion is observed in the
background particles. In Fig.1(b), the colored particles
in the sub-system relax with both affine and non-affine
displacement and can involve in plastic events. The color
bar is based on the magnitude of displacement.

III. SHEAR STARTUP RESPONSE - FIRST
PLASTIC EVENT

In Fig.1(c), we show the load curves (shear stress σ vs.
applied strain γ) for a range of k values at a fixed sub-
system size (Ls = 10a) for the 2D BMLJ model. For a

chosen sample, prepared by the standard quench protocol
(see Methods), we initially perform an AQS simulation of
the entire system and obtain the bulk stress-strain curve
(load curve), via which we recognise the first local yield-
ing event (referred to herein as the first plastic event)
and also identify the spatial location of the event as well
as the particles participating in the yielding event (see
Methods). We construct a sub-box of linear length Ls

around the first plastic event and perform the partial
relaxation of the surrounding. The bulk load curve cor-
responds to k = 0. In Fig.1(c), we show that with an
increase in chosen k values, the system’s shear modulus
increases, as clearly observed via an increase in the slope
of the stress-strain curve, which implies that the system
becomes more and more rigid. Further, with increasing
k, the first plastic event is also delayed and occurs at a
higher strain value; thereby the local yield stress value
also increases. As k → ∞, we should reach the frozen
matrix limit, and that is consistent with our observed
trend of larger yield stress and larger strain thresholds
with increasing k.

In the current work, we are primarily interested in de-
termining the heterogeneity length scale ζ. Hence, for
further analysis, we fix the value of k by the following two
competing requirements: (i) k should be small enough so
that the probe itself does not significantly alter the local
mechanical properties of the system, and (ii) k should be
large enough such that (almost) no plasticity occurs in
the background system during the stress relaxation. We
verify (i) by monitoring the bulk modulus and pressure,
which remain unchanged for a range of k values. For
condition (ii), we monitor the displacement in the sub-
system and surrounding and find that for appropriate
k values, the background shows no large displacements.
(See SI for further details).

Having the fixed k, we now examine the effect of sub-
system size Ls on the load curve, specifically on the
yielding strain. In Fig. 1(d) we show load curves for
k = 10 ǫ/a2 for varying Ls. The solid black line repre-
sents the load curve for an unconstrained system which
shows a yield strain of γy ≈ 0.002 at the first plastic
event. With varying Ls, the initial linear response does
not show much variation, but we observe a systematic
change in local yield strain γy and local yield stress σy.
With the increase in Ls, γy and σy decrease. Approach-
ing Ls → L, we recover the unconstrained load curve.
We find similar features in the other three model sys-
tems that we have studied. In each case, the value of
k was fixed according to the above-prescribed protocol.
One can rationalise the increasing yield stress and strain
with decreasing Ls in terms of interface effects, with the
background curtailing the motion of particles in the sub-
system and hence increasing the barrier height for the
first plastic event. However, we find a more interesting
observation when we look at the variation of γy with Ls,
which we discuss below.
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IV. A CHARACTERISTIC LENGTH SCALE ζ

In Fig. 2, we show the variation of relative yield strain
∆γy with the sub-system size Ls for the four different
models of amorphous solids. The relative yield strain
∆γy is defined as the deviation of γy from the bulk value:
∆γy = γy(Ls)− γy(L) where γy(L) is the yield strain for
the bulk system (k = 0). The data shown in Fig. 2
corresponds to poorly aged samples, and we obtain the
average ∆γy over multiple initial configurations as well as
different system sizes (whenever possible). All four sys-
tems show ∆γy decreases exponentially as we increase
the size of the probing zone Ls, suggesting the existence
of a characteristic length scale. The exponential fit func-
tion a0 exp(−Ls/ζ) is shown as dashed lines. Here the fit
parameter a0 represents the limiting value of the relative
yield strain in the limit of zero sub-system size, and ζ
is the estimated value of the characteristic heterogene-
ity length scale intrinsic to each model system. In 2D
BMLJ and 3D Soft-rep models, which have short-range
interactions, our fit finds ζ ≈ 5a. Interestingly, this is
similar in magnitude to values often assumed in the liter-
ature for local rheological measurements in similar mod-
els [40, 44, 46], where it is interpreted as the length scale
below which Hooke’s law for linear continuum elasticity
breaks down. For the first time, we have provided the
rationality of this choice by directly extracting an intrin-
sic scale via the proposed soft matrix method. For 3D
SiO2 and 3D Metallic glass, we find ζ to be ≈ 12a and
≈ 8a respectively. The higher values in these models are
possibly due to the long-range nature of inter-particle
interactions, unlike the Lennard-Jones-type models typi-
cally studied. In Fig.2, we also show corresponding data
obtained using the frozen method for the purpose of com-
parison. It is important to note that at small sub-system
lengths, the stress shows a significant increase for the
frozen matrix method, indicating the influence of how the
background relaxation is modeled. This rise is expected
to depend on the system size, and in larger system sim-
ulations, the impact of the interface will diminish, which
is what we observe. Thus, we argue that this approach is
not suitable for accurately extracting any characteristic
scale which is much less than system size.

V. AGE DEPENDENCE OF CHARACTERISTIC
LENGTH SCALE, ζ

After extracting the characteristic length scale from
the exponential relationship between the local yield
strain and the probe window size, we now investigate
the influence of the preparation protocol on this length
scale.
It is well known that the mechanical response varies

dramatically with the increasing age of the amorphous
solid samples [2, 20, 53–55]. For example, a poorly
aged or annealed sample often shows more homogeneous
ductile-like yielding behavior, while a well-aged or ultra-
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FIG. 3. Age dependence. (a) Relative yield strain as a
function of subsystem size for different ages of the initial sam-
ple (shown for 2D BMLJ). The inset has the same data in
log-linear scale, for selected ages. Dashed lines represent fits
to exponential functions, from which respective characteristic
length ζ is extracted. (b) Characteristic length ζ as a function
of energy of the initial state (i.e. at zero strain), Uinit; note
that Uinit decreases with an increase in age. The dashed line
is a guide to the eye.

stable glassy sample exhibit heterogeneous brittle-like
yielding via shear banding [20, 21, 56]. Thus it is es-
sential to understand how the characteristic length scale
that we obtained using our soft-matrix method depends
on the sample age or annealing history, which is presented
here for 2D BMLJ glass. We study samples quenched by
infinite cooling rate (obtained by energy minimization
of configurations generated at different initial tempera-
tures TW to instantaneous inherent structures) as well
as the ones prepared via finite cooling rate Γ [57]. We
then compute the ∆γy(Ls) via the soft matrix method
protocol - see Fig. 3 (a) main panel; note that we have
scaled the abscissa by the age-dependent fit parameter a0
for better clarity. We find that ∆γy has a slower decay
with Ls, for increasing age of the system. The exponen-
tial nature of ∆γy(Ls) is clearly shown in the inset of
Fig. 3 (a), via linear-log scale. Therefore, it is evident
that with increasing age, the characteristic length scale
increases significantly The extracted ζ as a function of
the energy of the sample at zero strain is shown in Fig.
3 (b); lower energy of the initial state indicates higher
age of the sample. We see that the value ζ ≈ 5a oc-
cur only for a range of the poorly aged sample, and ζ
systematically increases with an increase in age. Hence
our analysis clearly suggests that any measure of local
mechanical properties should consider the ζ dependence
with age. Further work needs to be done to understand
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the functional form of the age dependence on ζ.

VI. LARGE LENGTH SCALE BEHAVIOUR -
BEYOND ζ.

The macroscopic response of amorphous solids shows
long-range elastic correlations [11] and power law
avalanche statistics in the steady state [50]. Via nu-
merical simulations done using periodic boundary con-
ditions, it has been shown that, in the steady state,
the finite size dependence of the average strain interval
between two stress drops has the following behaviour:
〈∆γ〉 ∼ N−β = L−βd, where d is the dimension, and the
exponent β ≃ 0.7 [50]. One would thus expect that in
2D, the average strain interval for the first plastic drop
should go as 〈γy〉 ∼ L−1.4. We test whether this be-
haviour can be recovered at large sizes of the sub-box,
for which we have utilized large system size soft matrix
simulations (N = 125K; L = 360) and obtained aver-
age yield strain as a function of Ls. In Fig.4, we show
the yield strain variation with changing Ls for the 2D
BMLJ model (in a poorly aged sample) using two differ-
ent system sizes (L = 90 and L = 320). We observe two
interesting features. Firstly, with the increase in Ls, the
average yield strain, γy(Ls), crosses over from an expo-
nential behaviour to a power law dependence having an
exponent around 1.57. The crossover length is around

10a. Secondly, we find that in the limit of Ls → L/2,
γy deviates from power law and seems to saturate, which
likely originates from the effects due to periodic bound-
ary condition. These observations highlight effectiveness
of our the proposed soft-matrix in not only extracting
the inherent length scale associated with sheared amor-
phous solids but also reproducing the large length scale
behaviour. The power law exponent from our fit is not
very off from the expected value [50], but we note that
the soft elastic confinement employed in our method is
different from the standard periodic boundary condition.
This might affect the power-law exponent, which is an in-
teresting direction for future investigations. Also, finite
size effects cannot be ruled out. One needs to be suffi-
ciently far away from the cross-over length scale to sup-
press all the effects of the underlying length scale. Hence
for well annealed samples, one should go to larger system
sizes to extract the same power-law exponent. Further
it has been recently pointed out [51] that the asymptotic
power-law behaviour with an exponent close to β ≃ 0.7
can only be obtained at system sizes much larger for well
annealed (ultra stable) glasses than currently accessible
via computer simulation. Further studies across various
models in different dimensions might shed more light on
this puzzle.

VII. LOCAL MECHANICAL PROPERTIES

After extracting the characteristic length scale ζ us-
ing the soft matrix method, we employ this approach
to determine the local yield threshold and local elastic
modulus µi. The local yield threshold (X) is defined as
X = σi

y − σi
0, where σi

y and σi
0 are the yield stress and

zero strain stress at the local region i, whose linear size
is of the order of ζ. The local storage modulus µi is
obtained from the slope of the local load curve.
In Fig.5(a), we show for the 3D Soft-Rep system (us-

ing N = 97556, L = 42a and k = 100), the probability
distribution function P(X) (inset) and cumulative dis-
tribution function F(X) (main panel) obtained from soft
matrix as well as frozen matrix method [58]. We find that
the frozen matrix not only overestimates the yield thresh-
old, which would be expected, but also the functional be-
haviour is different. The fit lines in Fig.5(a) correspond
to Weibull distribution F (X) = 1− exp[−(X/s1)

s2 ] with
scale parameter s1 being 1.9 (soft matrix) and 1.5 (frozen
matrix). The shape parameter s2, which is associated
with the instantaneous yield rate [59, 60], varies by a
factor of 3, with s2 = 2.3 (soft matrix) and s2 = 6.2
(frozen matrix). Examining the implications of these dif-
ferences on the mesoscale modeling results (where P(X)
is a key input) would be an interesting aspect to explore.
In the Fig.5(b), we show P (µ), the distribution of lo-

cal storage modulus along with a Gaussian fit. Unlike
the frozen matrix method, which perturbs the elasticity
of the background drastically, the soft matrix method
allows for having the background elasticity close to the
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FIG. 5. Local Mechanical Properties. (a.) Distribution
of local yield stress threshold (X = σy − σ0) for 3D soft-rep
model (poorly aged), comparing the soft matrix (circle) with
frozen matrix (square) methods. Inset shows the probability
distribution P(X), and the main figure show the cumulative
distribution F(X). The fit lines are drawn using Weibull dis-
tribution (see main text for details). (b.) Distribution of
local shear modulus (µ) for 3D soft-rep model (poorly aged)
comparing the two methods, shown along with Gaussian fits
(using lines). Also marked is the bulk shear modulus (green
triangle).

unconstrained bulk value and hence P (µ) is distributed
around the bulk value of the storage modulus (marked by
green upper triangle in Fig.5(b)), which is measured from
the slope of the load curve obtained from unconstrained
simulations.
In conclusion, the soft matrix method introduced in

this study not only enables the extraction of the length
scale ζ, but also provides improvements over the frozen
matrix approach in terms of estimating local mechanical
properties.

VIII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have devised a numerical technique for measur-
ing local mechanical properties in amorphous solids. La-
belled as the “soft matrix method”, we have utilized it
to successfully extract the characteristic length scale as-
sociated with plastic events or non-affine displacements
occurring during the deformation process. Our approach
provides an opportunity to explore the local mechanical
response within a purely elastic background. By applying
this method to four different models of amorphous solids,

covering a wide range of materials, we have demonstrated
the universal existence of this intrinsic length scale. Fur-
thermore, we show that this length scale increases with
the age of the sample, indicating its dependence on the
preparation history. Importantly, our method allows us
to accurately estimate the local yield threshold and local
elastic modulus, greatly improving upon the accuracy of
the existing frozen matrix method.

A natural question that arises from our results is the
origin of the characteristic length scale, ζ, in the mate-
rial. The simplest interpretation is that ζ corresponds to
the spatial scale over which local plastic relaxations are
devoid of any interfacial effects; i.e. it captures the intrin-
sic scale over which the first localized irreversible event
would occur in a bulk system under mechanical loading.
Thereby, it also relates to the spatial scale beyond which
interference from other plastic events would come into
play leading to screening of power-law correlations, as
has been proposed recently [61]. Previous studies have
extensively explored the concept of an intrinsic static
correlation length scale associated with a putative amor-
phous order in supercooled liquids and glasses [15]. In the
context of shear amorphous solids, similar length scales
have been extracted using non-affine shear deformation
protocols [28–31]. However, a comprehensive comparison
with other measures of static length scale that do not in-
volve shear deformation protocols, such as the point-to-
set length scale [35], length scale derived from finite size
scaling of relaxation times [36], and minimum eigenvalues
[37], is currently lacking. It is expected that these dif-
ferent measures of static length scale in the supercooled
liquid regime are proportional to each other [62].

Our work offers an opportunity to compare and investi-
gate various length scales, shedding light on the origin of
such correlations. The observed increase in ζ with better
annealing is consistent with the corresponding increase
in the static correlation length obtained through analy-
sis of non-affine displacement fields or finite size scaling
of different observables in supercooled liquids. It also
resembles the increase in the typical distance between
soft spots as inferred from the measured number den-
sity of quasi-localized modes [63, 64]. However, with-
out a detailed comparison, it is not immediately evident
whether the length scale ζ obtained using the soft matrix
method is identical to these other length scales, although
it is highly likely that ζ is closely related to the length
scale of quasi-localized modes. The connection to the
static length scale of glass transition as determined by
the point-to-set method is not apparent unless we assume
that the point-to-set length scale and the length scale de-
rived from finite size scaling of minimum eigenvalues are
fundamentally the same [62].

Despite the aforementioned limitations, it is note-
worthy that the characteristic length scale ζ obtained
through the soft matrix method exhibits remarkable sim-
ilarity to the coarse-graining length scales reported in
various studies on elasto-plastic models. These models
often define an appropriate coarse-graining scale, typi-
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cally around 5 in suitable units, to denote the size of
elementary meso-block beyond which the propagation of
plasticity occurs via the Eshelby kernel [40, 44–47, 49].
It is interesting to observe that in order to study the ef-
fect of ageing or annealing in these elasto-plastic models,
systematically increasing the coarse-graining length scale
is often required to achieve a comparable correspondence
with microscopic simulations [51]. Hence, it appears that
the length scale derived from the soft matrix method may
serve as the desired length scale for the development of a
robust mesoscopic elasto-plastic model capable of incor-
porating ageing or annealing effects in a more fundamen-
tal manner.
Overall, our work provides valuable insights into the

behavior of amorphous solids at a local level, enhancing
our understanding of their macroscopic properties and
paving the way for improved mesoscale models required
for material design.

IX. METHODS

The four different models studied in this work are as fol-
lows.
(1.) 2D BMLJ: Binary Mixture (65:35) of Lennard-
Jones particles is a well-studied model glass forming sys-
tem [65], whose mechanical properties are well char-
acterised. Two different system size were considered,
N=10K and 125K, at a reduced density ρ = 1.2. The
scales of A-A interactions within the model provide the
units for length (a), energy (ǫ).
(2.) 3D Soft-rep: A system of 10% polydisperse soft
spheres interacting via the WCA potential [66], is a typi-
cal colloidal model in 3D. At a volume fraction of φ = 0.7,
system size of N=1K, 5K, 10K and 100K considered. the
particle has an average diameter of a (unit length), mass
m (unit mass), and energy ǫ (unit mass).
(3.) 3D SiO2: Most common molecular glass is mod-
eled using the VSP modified BKS potential of 1:2 bi-
nary mixture of silicon and oxygen atoms [67]. Sys-
tem sizes of N = 13824, 46656 particles at a density of
ρ = 2.8 gm/cm3 are considered. In this model unit length
is aSi−O, unit energy ǫSi−O and unit mass mSi.
(4.) 3D Metallic Glass: A metallic glass system
Cu64.5Zr35.5 alloy using the embedded atom model
(EAM) [68]. System sizes N = 50000, 100000 par-
ticles are considered at zero pressure. The units of
length, mass, and energy are expressed in angstroms,
grams/mole, and electron volts (eV), respectively. The
lengths are scaled in terms of the diameter of Cu (2.56
angstroms).

A. Sample preparation protocol

For 2D BMLJ and 3D Soft-rep systems, equilibrium
NVT MD simulations were performed at T = 5.0 ǫ/kB
with ρ = 1.2 and φ = 0.7 respectively and equilibrated

configurations were quenched to T = 0.01 at cooling
rates Γ varying from 10−2 to 10−6. These configura-
tions were then subjected to potential energy minimiza-
tion protocol (FIRE or Conjugate gradient, CG). For 3D
Silica, configurations were equilibrated by NVT MD sim-
ulations at T ≈ 3100K and ρ = 2.8gm/cm3 followed
by instantaneous quench via potential energy minimiza-
tion (CG). For 3D metallic glass, NPT MD simulations
were performed at zero pressure and at temperatures
T = 1100, 1200, 1300K to equilibrate the system. Then
configurations were quenched to T = 300K at cooling
rates Γ = 1010, 1011, 1012K/s followed by potential en-
ergy minimization by CG. In each model and cooling
rate, a minimum of 10 to a maximum of 250 samples
were prepared. The shear stress σ is computed from the
off-diagonal term of the virial stress tensor, using the
Irving-Kirkwood form [66].

B. Shearing protocol

We probe the mechanical response using the Athermal
Quasi-static Shear (AQS) protocol [69]. In this proce-
dure, an elementary shear strain δγ ∼ O(10−5 − 10−6)
is applied to a sample by the uniform affine deformation
rule: x

′

i = x
′

i + δγ yi, y
′

i = yi, z
′

i = zi to all particles i.
Following this step, the system is relaxed using an energy
minimization technique (FIRE or CG). This sequence of
deformation followed by minimization is thereafter con-
tinued. Here we chose the δγ such that in most of the
samples we find only a single plastic event within the in-
cremental strain window. The maximum applied strain
γmax was chosen such that at least one plastic event oc-
curs within γmax. In all our simulations, X is the shearing
direction, Y is the gradient direction and Z is the vortic-
ity direction.

C. Plastic event or Yielding

To detect the plastic event or the yielding event, we
measure the largest non-affine displacement in the sys-
tem. The displacement is computed from two minimized
configurations (separated by the elementary strain δγ)
and defined as ∆z2max(γ) = max[zi(γ+δγ)−zi(γ)]

2 where
zi(γ) is the coordinate of a particle i in the direction per-
pendicular to shear (gradient direction in 2D and vortic-
ity direction in 3D). By studying the corresponding drops
in stress and the potential energy, we put a threshold on
∆z2max, to identify the occurrence of the event; ∆z2max is
model dependent. We have also verified this identifica-
tion via the back-shear protocol [46] and we find that our
method provides an excellent balance between sensitivity
of detection and computational efficiency. More details
are provided in SI.
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FIG. 6. Evolution with strain Stress σ and potential en-
ergy U evolve with applied strain. Jumps in these quanti-
ties observed as the system show local yielding due to plastic
events, hence non-affine displacement captured by maximum
displacement measure. This data is for 2D BMLJ model and
poorely aged sample

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Detecting plastic events

In Fig. 6 we show the evolution of the system’s shear
stress (σ), potential energy (U) as well as the Maximum
displacement with applied strain γ, for 2D BMLJ. Here
we have considered the displacement in Y since the shear-
ing direction is along X. In 3D systems, we consider Z,
the vorticity direction. Clearly the jumps in the σ and
U is signed in term of kinks in the displacement. In or-
der to differentiate the signal from the background noise,
we compute the distribution of these displacements and
is shown in Fig. 7. It is quite evident that we have a
bimodal distribution and we take conservative estimate
for the threshold to recognize the plastic event as 0.01.
This threshold is robust for varying ages of the sample.
We carry out this analysis for other models to obtain the
appropriate thresholds.

Plastic events in subsystem with elastic back-

ground : We perform the above analysis in the soft
matrix as well wherein only a subsystem is allowed to
have plastic events. Even though the bimodality of the
displacement distribution is coarsened (see Fig. 8), the
threshold for the plastic event is quite evident and rec-
ognize the events accurately (see Fig. 9).

Choice of k value in soft matrix

In the soft matrix method we allow the sub-system to
relax completely without any constraint and the back-
ground is allowed relax affinely. This is achieved by ad-
dition of a spring potential with a sprint constant k. The
choice of k is made such that (1.) no large displacement
occur in the background but also (2.) do not alter the
system’s mechanical properties. In the Fig. 10 we show
(for 2D BMLJ) the maximum displacement measured in
the subsystem (left) and the full system (right), including
the subsystem. For k=2 and k=5, we find that relative
large displacement are occurring in the surround and not
in the subsystem. But with the increase the k, these
events in the surrounding are curbed. In the Fig. 11 we
show curvature of the PE profile (vs. γ) before the plas-
tic event, the storage module (from the slope of σ vs γ
before the plastic event) as well as the pressure difference
∆P = Pk − Pk=0 for varying k values. These quantities
are computed for the full system with soft matrix back-
ground. We find that for a range of k values (k¡=20),
these measures do change and are simliar to bulk value
(dashed line in Fig. 11). Hence k = 10 is a good estimate
which satisfy both the criterion defined above. Similar
protocols are followed for other models.
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FIG. 7. Maximum displacement distribution Top plot
show the raw data of maximum displacement and bottom its
distribution. This data is for 2D BMLJ model and poorely
aged sample
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FIG. 8. Maximum displacement distribution in soft
matrix Top plot show the raw data of maximum displace-
ment and bottom its distribution, within the subsystem. This
data is for 2D BMLJ model and poorely aged sample with a
subsystem size of Ls = 16.
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FIG. 10. k dependence on events inside and outside the sub-system Maximum displacement measure discussed in the
text is computed for various k values, in the subsystem (left) and the full system (right) as a function of strain. The plastic
event is signalled by the jump in the measure. Increasing the value of k, events occur only within the subsystem. This is for
the 2D BMLJ system.
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