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W e use the shear transfom ation zone (ST Z) theory of dynam ic plasticity to study the necking
Instability in a two-dim ensional strip of am orphous solid. O ur Eulerian description of large-scale
deform ation allow s us to follow the instability far into the nonlnear regine. W e nd a strong
rate dependence; the higher the applied strain rate, the further the strip extends before the onset of
Instability. T hem aterialhardensoutside the necking region, but the description ofplastic ow w ithin
the neck is distinctly di erent from that of conventional tin e-independent theories of plasticity.
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Conventional descriptions of plastic deformm ation in
solids consist ofphenom enological rules ofbehavior, w th
qualitative distinctions between tim e-independent and
tin edependent properties, and sharply de ned yield cri-
terdia. P lasticiy, however, is an intrinsically dynam ic
phenom enon. P ractical theories of plasticity should con—
sist { not of intricate sets of rules { but of equations
ofm otion form aterial velocities, stress elds, and other
variables that m ight characterize intemal states of solids.
Roughly speaking, a theory of plasticity, especially for
an am orphous solid, should resem ble the N avierStokes
equation fora uid, with the pressure replaced by a stress
tensor, and the viscous forces replaced by a constitu-—
tive law relating the rate of plastic deform ation to the
stresses and intemal state variables. That constitutive
law should contain phenom enological constants, analo—
gous to the buk and shear viscosities, that are m easur-
able and, in principle, com putable from m olecular the-
ordes. Y ¥eld criteria, work hardening, hysteretic e ects,
and the lke would em erge naturally in such a form ula-
tion.

The goalofthe STZ (sheartransfom ation-zone) the-
ory of plasticity fi, @, d, 4, &, @, i1}, from its inception,
has been to carry out the above program . In this paper
we show how the ST Z theory describes a special case of
largescale yielding, speci cally, the necking nstability of
a strip ofm aterial sub gct to tensile loading. There is a
large literature on the necking problem . R eferences that
we have found particularly valiable inclide papers by
Hutchinson and Neal g], M M eeking and R ice f_S%], and
T vergaard and N eedlem an [_l-g] O ur purpose here is to
explore possibilities for using the ST Z theory to Investi-
gate a range of failure m echanisn s In am orphous solids,
possbly including fracture. W e are ablk to Pllow the
necking instability far into the nonlinear regim e where
the neck appears to be approaching plastic ailuire whilke
the outer regions of the strip becom e hardened and re—

maln Intact. W e nd that necking in the ST Z theory is
rate dependent; the Instability occurs at am aller strains
w hen the strip is Joaded slow ly. O ne especially in portant
elem ent of our analysis is our ability to Interpret ow and
hardening in tem s of the intemal ST Z variables.

Tom akethisproblem assin pleaspossble, we consider
here only strictly two-din ensional, am orphousm aterials.
By \strictly," we m ean that elastic and plastic digplace—
m ent rates are separately planar as In two-din ensional
m olecular dynam ics sinulations. The two-din ensional
ST Z-equations presented in this paper are based on ear-
lier work by Fak, Langer, and Pechenik 5'_7:, :_1-]_:, :_1-3] We
use Eulerdian coordinates in which, as in  uid dynam ics,
the variables x; denote the current physical positions of
m aterial elem ents. Let the system lie in the x; = x,
X, = y plane, and w rite the stress tensor in the fom :

5= P it S5 p= % xk » Where p is the pressure
and si; is the deviatoric stress { a traceless, sym m etric
tensor. In analogy to uid dynam ics, ket v; X;y;t) de-
note the m aterdal velocity at the physical position x;y
and tim e t. Then the acceleration equation is: [_l-j]

dvi _ @y _  Gp, @sy o
dt @Xj @Xi @Xj

Here, isthe density which, because we shallassum e a
very an all elastic com pressibility and volum e conserving
plasticity, we shall take to be a constant. The symbol
d=dt denotes the m aterial tin e derivative acting on a
scalar or a vector eld:

Vi i: @)

Our rstmain assum ption is that the rate ofdeform a—
tion tensor can be w ritten asthe sum of linearelastic and
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plastic contrbutions:
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is the two-dim ensional inverse com pressibility (or bulk
m odulus), and is the two-dim ensional P oisson ratio.
The symbolD =D t denotes the m aterial tin e derivative
acting on any tensor, say A 5:
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T he plastic part of the rate-ofdeform ation D }i)j.le‘St, like
Sij, is a traceless sym m etric tensor, thus the plastic de-
form ations are area-conserving. For present purposes,
we use a sin ple, quasilinear form of the ST Z theory in
w hich

last
DT = oayi )i

qij(s; )= sy 37 (6)
and ¢ isam aterialgoeci cconstant. T he traceless, sym —
m etric tensor ;5 is the intemalstate variablem entioned
earlier. Tt is proportionalto a directorm atrix that spec—
i esthe ordentation ofthe ST Zs; itsm agnitude isa m ea—
sure of the degree of their alignm ent. The equation of

motion for ;5 is:
D 4 1, .
Dt = i > Pkm Skm J  ijs (7)

T EqQ. (), plys{ very roughly { the rok ofthe \back
stress" or \hardening" param eter in conventionaltheories
ofplasticity 14,115, 116], amaprdi erence being that

em erges directly from a rate equation goveming the pop—
ulation of ST Zsand is, In principle, a directly m easurable
quantity E:,:_fj]. Ifthe second term on the right-hand side
ofEq. @rj) were m issing, then would be proportional
to the Integrated plastic strain. T his second term , how —
ever, which is produced by the creation and annihilation
0of ST Zs, is a crucial elem ent of the ST Z theory. Aswe
shallshow brie ybelow , thisterm producesthe exchange
of dynam ic stability between viscoelastic and viscoplas—
tic states that replaces the conventional assum ptions of
yield surfaces and other purely phenom enologicalrules of
behavior.

W ith one im portant exception, Egs. ('_6) and {j) con—
stitute a tensorial version of the original STZ theory
obtained by linearizing the stress dependence of the
rate factors and rescaling. Because of the linearization,

these equations do not properly describe m em ory e ects
present in the full theory that are im portant when the
system is unloaded or reloaded, but this will not a ect
our results until the system reaches the necking instabil-
ity. Only after the neck startsto ow plastically, causing
the hardened regions to unload, will we need the full
non-linear theory to detem ine if the observed behavior
is pertinent. W e have chosen the rescaling so that all
stresses and m oduli are expressed in units of the plastic
yield stress. W e also have assum ed that the localdensity
0f ST Zs is always at is equilbrium value so that we do
not need to solve an extra equation of m otion for that
eld (denoted by the symbol In earlier papers).

T he in portant exception aluded to above is the pres—
ence ofthe absolutevaluebarsin Eq. G'j.) . T he expression
Inside the bars isproportionalto the rate at w hich plastic
work is being done on the system , a quantiy which ap—
pears In the originaltheory asa non-negative factor in the
ST Z annihilation and creation rates. A negative value of
this quantity would be unphysical. ITn earlier studies of
spatially uniform system s, this quantity always rem ained
positive; however, we have observed negative values in
the present calculations. The absolute value prevents
such unphysical behavior and is consistent w ith the in—
tent of the originaltheory. W e em phasize, how ever, that
this tem contains som e of the principal assum ptions of
the ST Z theory. T here are other possibilities for it (see,
for exam ple, i:a*]) and, as yet, there isno rstprinciples
derivation.

To understand the transition betw een viscoelastic and
viscoplastic behaviors at the yield stress, and the role
played by the state variable , it iseasiestto ook rstat
auniform system under pure shear. Letsyyx = syy = 5,
Sxy = 0, xx = yv = o+ xy = 0; and consider a
situation in which s is held constant. Egs. z_ﬂ) and i'j)
becom e

"= o (s ) @8)
s ); 9)

where " isthe totalstrain rate. At s= 1, these equations
exhibit an exchange of stability between the non- ow ing
steady-state solution wih "= 0, = s fors< 1 and

the owing solution with "6 0, = l=sfors> 1. As

explained In earlier publications, the steady-state system

is\7am m ed" or \hardened" in the direction ofthe applied
stress fors< 1 ;whereas, fors> 1, new ST Zs are being
created as fast as existing ones transform , and there is a
nonzero plastic strain rate.

Our goal now is to see how this exchange of stabil-
ity occurs in a dynam ic, spatially nonuniform siuation.
Consider a rectangk w ith straight gripsat x = L (t).
The upper and Iower surfaces, aty = Y ;t), are free
boundaries. W e assum e sym m etry about both the x and
y axes so that we need to consideronly the rst quadrant
of the system . O n the free upper boundary, the relation



between the m aterial velocities and the m otion of the
surface is

Y Y
@@_t = vy X;Y;0 v X;Y;0) ¢
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W e also m ust specify stress conditions on this surface:

Y(D
nn = = (1+Ym)3:2; nt = 0:

11)

Here, isthe surfacetension, isthe curvature, and the
subscripts n and t denote nom aland tangential com po—
nents respectively. The grips at x = L (t) m ove out—
ward at a predetermm ined strain rate, =L = ; thus

L;y;0) = L for0< y < Y L;t). Note that we
do not constrain vy along this edge; we allow the grip to
slide in the y direction.

W e wish to study how the shape of the upper surface,
Y x;t), changes as the grips on the sides are m oved out—
ward at various strain rates . Rather than trying to
track this surface through the m ost generalpossible de—
formm ations, we assum ethat Y (x;t) rem ains single valued
and sin ply m ake a change of variables:

X . _ Y

0’ Y 0

12)

W e then transm Egs. 41.), ), and @), and the bound-
ary conditions Cl() and Cll) into equations ofm otion or
the velocity, the stress, the state variable , and them ov—
ing boundary Y , allexpressed as functionsof , andt.
W e solve these equations In the xed square 0 < < 1,
0< < 1.

In all of the calculations described here, we have used

=1, = 100,K = 300, and = 0:d. Our iniial
conditions are L (0) = 4 and Y (x;0) = (x), where

)= 00lexp( 8%%) isa sm alldeform ation that breaks
translational symm etry. W e chose two values for 4: 01
(hard) and 0.3 (soft), and tw o values forthe strain rate
0.01 (fast) and 0.001 (slow). The tin e taken sound
waves to cross the system is approxin ately L =
0#4. This is an aller than the characteristic tin e scale for
plastic deform ation, which we have scaled to uniy, and is
much an aller than the actualtin e scales that we observe
forour relatively sm allpulling rates . T hus, our system
is elastically quasistationary, and the precise value of
is not Im portant.

W ehave solved these equationson a xed, non-uniform
80 20gridin ; space, using the in plicit di erential-
algebraic solverD A SPK Il8 In orderto suppressnum er—
ical instabilities, we have added a am allviscostty r?wv;
to the right-hand side of the acceleration equation (r_]:),
and have sest = 0d.

F jg.:]: show s nitialand nalshapes of sam ples under-
going tensile tests for four di erent com binations of the
two param eters and ¢ as indicated. For clarity, we
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FIG.1l: Initial and nal shapes of the m aterial in four nu-—

m erical tensile tests: (@) o = 01, = 0001 () o = 0i,
=001 ) o= 03, = 0001 d) o= 03, = 001.
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FIG .2: The engineering stress ~xx at the grip plotted against
the engineering strain % for the four cases shown in Fjg.:]:.
The big circle m arks the state whose intemal properties are
shown in Fjg.:_il.

show the complete strip although only the the behav—
jor of the upper right quarter was com puted. The nal
shapes were arbitrarily chosen at the tin e when the en—
giheering stresses at the grips were roughly half of their
peak values (see Fig.d) . T here is a necking instability in
all our cases, but i occurs at greater strain for the faster
pulls. This rate dependence is also apparent in Fig. -'_2:!,
which show s the engiheering stress at the center of the
grip, ~xx L;0;8) = xx L;0;0)Y @;0)=Y L;0) asa func-
tion ofthe engineering strain %, = L () L O)FL ) for
all four cases (rememberthat xx = s p,and s syx).
T hus, although the \sofiness" param eter , controls the
overall plastic response of the m aterial, the onset of the
necking Instability is controlled by the applied strain rate.
To see what is happening Intemally, we show in Fjgg
graphsofsand ( xx ) along the centerline ofthe strip
(the x-axis) forcase (@) In FJgn_Z shortly after the sam ple
is starting to neck. A ccording to Eq. (@), the plastic ow
rate isproportionalto s . O utside the necking region,
s = 1; thus the system in this region has hardened
and defom s only elastically. Inside the necking region,
however, s rises well above unity and becom es anall
Here the system has com e close to steady-state ow on
the = l=sbranch of stationary solutions ofEq. (9;5 .
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FIG .3: Thedeviatoric stress s, and , along the x-axis. This

pjctul.’e corresponds to case (@) indicated by the big circle in
Fig.d shortly after the sam ple is starting to neck.

T his intemal structure of the ST Z picture of necking
dynam icsm akes it clear that the strain-rate dependence
shown In Fjgs.'ZL' and:_z! is caused by the com petition be—
tween the rate of elastic loading and the rate at which
hardening occurs, the latter being govemed by the equa—
tion ofm otion for ,Eq. (7'_5 . W hen the lobading is slow,

grow salong w ith the stress s, and there is little plastic

ow anyw here until the stress exceeds the yield stress in
the necking region. In the opposite lim i, when the load—
Ing is fast, rem ains appreciably an aller than s for a
longer tin e during w hich the m aterial undergoes plastic
deform ation everyw here. It would be usefil to test this
prediction of the ST Z theory by m easuring necking, say,
In am orxphousm etals. W e presum e that various ingredi-
ents ofthe 111 ST Z theory, such as stressdependent rate
factors and other features that have been ignored here,
would be needed to t experim entaldata quantitatively,
and that we would leam much about the theory from
such an e ort.

N ote that the behavior shown in F ig.d isquite di erent
from that predicted by conventional, tin e-independent
plasticity theory, In which there would be a plastic zone
w ith s = 1 inside the neck, that is, s would rem ain at the
yield stress. W e have found no evidence that this con—
ventional behavior occurs in the sim ulations presented
here, even for the am allest pulling soeeds. For cavita—
tion, the ST Z theory predicts a conventionalplastic zone
around a grow ing hole when the grow th rate is very slow
Ef].) O nce the Instability sets in, the developm ent of the
neck is govemed by the elastic energy already stored in
the strip. W e have con m ed this feature of late-stage
necking dynam ics by perform ing num erical experim ents
In which we stop the m otion of the grips, that is, hold
them =xed, at various tin es after the neck has started to
form but wellbefore i has grown appreciably. W e nd
that so long as the stored elastic energy is large enough,
stopping the rem ote loading in this way has aln ost no
e ect on the nedk; it continues to grow just as before,
driven by the elastic unloading.

T he behavior described in the last sentence { necking
driven by stored elastic energy { looks In m any ways lke
fracture, although necking di ers from ordinary fracture
In that the stress concentration that triggers the insta—
bility is due to narrow ing of the strip as a whole rather
than to a localized defect on jist one surface. N everthe—
Jess, the behaviors shown n F Jg-f: (and other, laterstage
results not shown here) suggest the onset of a localized,
propagating failire m echanisn . In order to study the
connection betw een necking and fracture In adequate de—
tail we believe that we shall need to use the ull STZ
theory and to in prove our num erical resolution.
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