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W e study a m odelof interacting particles in two dim ensions to address the relation between

crystal-crystaltransform ationsand pressure-induced am orphization.O n increasing pressureatvery

low tem perature,our m odelundergoes a m artensitic crystal-crystaltransform ation. The charac-

teristics ofthe resulting polycrystalline structure depend on defect density,com pression rate,and

nucleation and growth barriers. W e �nd two di�erentlim iting cases. In one ofthem the m arten-

site crystals,once nucleated,grow easily perpendicularly to the invariant interface,and the �nal

structure contains large crystals ofthe di�erent m artensite variants. Upon decom pression alm ost

every atom returnsto itsoriginalposition,and theoriginalcrystalisfully recovered.In thesecond

lim iting case,after nucleation the growth ofm artensite crystals is inhibited by energetic barriers.

The �nalm orphology in thiscase isthatofa polycrystalwith a very sm allcrystalsize. Thism ay

be taken to be am orphousifwe have only access(asexperim entally m ay be the case)to the angu-

larly averaged structure factor. However,this ‘X-ray am orphous’m aterialis anisotropic,and this

showsup upon decom pression,when itrecoverstheoriginalcrystallinestructurewith an orientation

correlated with the one it had prior to com pression. The m em ory e�ect ofthis X-ray am orphous

m aterialis a naturalconsequence ofthe m em ory e�ect associated to the underlying m artensitic

transform ation. W e suggest that this kind ofm echanism is present in m any ofthe experim ental

observationsofthem em ory glasse�ect,in which a crystalwith theoriginalorientation isrecovered

from an apparently am orphoussam ple when pressure isreleased.

PACS num bers:64.70.K b,61.50.K s,61.43.-j

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Several crystalline m aterials are known to becom e

am orphous under changes ofthe am bient pressure,1,2,3

and this m ay occur under com pression or decom pres-

sion. Am ong the m ostthoroughly studied cases,due to

itstechnologicalorgeophysicalim portance,we� nd H2O ,

SiO 2,G eO 2,AlPO 4 and otherisostructuralcom pounds.

Theoccurrenceofpressureinduced am orphization (PIA)

ischaracteristicof(although notlim ited to)tetrahedrally

coordinated m aterials.

The sim ple statem entthata m aterialbecom esam or-

phous under pressure covers a broad range ofdi� erent

experim entalsituationsand possibletheoreticalinterpre-

tations.Thesim plestpossibility isa crystallinem aterial

that transform s (upon change ofthe externalpressure)

to acom pletely am orphousstructurewhen a wellde� ned

transition pressureisreached.W ewillcallthispossibility

truePIA (TPIA).ThisstrictcaseofPIA isby no m eans

the only possible one. A reason for this is that typi-

cally PIA isclaim ed to occur(on an experim entalbasis)

when the obtained sam ple doesnotdisplay sharp X-ray

di� raction peaks.W ewillrefertothesesam plesas‘X-ray

am orphous’m aterial.A relatively largeam ountoflocal

ordercan stillbepresentin an X-ray am orphous.Forin-

stance,a polycrystalwith a su� ciently sm allcrystalsize

isan X-ray am orphousm aterial.An eventualtransition

from a single-crystalsam ple to this kind ofpolycrystal

should be considered,on an experim entalbasis,to be a

PIA transition.Thisisa second caseofPIA thatwewill

call‘weak’(W PIA).

Experim entally,W PIA orsom e variantsofitm ay be

the rule m ore than the exception. It is seen in m any

cases that am orphization occurs through a sequence of

transform ationsin which oneorm oreinterm ediatecrys-

talline phasescan be identi� ed. Forinstance,a crystal-

crystalpressureinduced transform ation wasshown tooc-

cur in �� quartz between 21 and 30 G pa4,5,6. The new

crystallinephases,quartzIIand a P 21=cphase,m ay be

interm ediate states in the path toward com plete am or-

phization,occurring at higher pressures. Yet,the � nal

am orphous m aterialm ay wellbe only an X-ray am or-

phousm aterial.

A com m on characteristic of both W PIA and TPIA

isthatthe starting crystalline sam ple becom esunstable

upon pressure.Thisinstability doesnottypically disap-

peariftem peratureisreduced.Thisisan indication that

in m ost,ifnotallcases,the m echanism sofPIA can be

discussed in the lim it ofT = 0. In this lim it,allstruc-

turaltransform ationsthatm ay eventually occurareofa

m echanicalnature,i.e.,thedisplacem entoftheparticles

during the transform ation is strictly guided by the ten-

dency ofthe system to m inim ize its m echanicalenergy.

In addition to being a sim plifying assum ption,the con-

sideration ofvanishingly sm alltem perature isconceptu-

ally im portant,asin thiscasestructuraltransform ations

are necessarily related to m echanicalinstabilities in the

system .W e notice thatalthough we willpresentallour
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analysisatT � 0,thisis in principle applicable also to

any tem perature below the glasstransition tem perature

Tg ofthe  uid phase,where di� usion e� ects are negli-

gible. W e only need to consider in this case that the

param eters ofthe m odelm ay depend on tem perature.

Since at T < Tg di� usive processes are alm ost totally

inhibited,any structuraltransition (in particular,PIA)

occurring in thistem peraturerangeisofa displacivena-

ture. This raises the question ofthe relation between

PIA and m artensitic transform ations.7 In fact,the dis-

cussion ofthe sim ilarities between PIA and m artensitic

transform ations is one ofthe m ain aim s ofthe present

paper.

There is also a long standing controversy about

whether PIA is of a m echanical or therm odynam ical

nature,2,8,9,10,11,12 and this in turn is related to the

two possible m echanism s ofm elting at higher tem per-

atures: m echanicalor therm odynam ical.13 Therm ody-

nam icalm elting im plies the growth of the  uid phase

when it starts to be m ore stable than the solid phase.

Thisgrowth isheterogeneousand occursin thepresence

ofextended nucleation centers,such asgrain boundaries

or even the surface ofthe sam ple. Ifthese defects do

not exist(som ething that can be achieved in num erical

sim ulationsby the use ofsingle-crystallinesam pleswith

periodic boundary conditions), then the  uid phase is

notable to nucleate untilthe ultim ate m echanicalequi-

librium conditionsareviolated.Thisisknown asBorn’s

m echanicalstability criteria,and them elting m echanism

in this lim it is called m echanicalm elting. M echanical

m elting is hom ogeneous,as it a� ects the whole sam ple

atthe sam e tim e,and occursvery rapidly once the sta-

bility lim itisreached. Ithasbeen suggested thatthese

twom elting m echanism scan beextended todescribetwo

di� erentam orphization m echanism s.13

There are quite a few num erical m odels devised to

study PIA in di� erentm aterials. In som e cases,a thor-

ough description ofa particularm aterialispursued. In

this case,the m odels range from � rst principle density

functionalcalculations14,15 to m oleculardynam icssim u-

lations with di� erent pair-potentialinteractions.16,17,18

W ithin these m odels, PIA can be directly studied in

concrete system s such as H 2O or SiO 2. A m ore

qualitative approach is obtained by using core-softened

potentials,19,20 which proved to be very usefulfor the

study of water-like anom alies and polyam orphism in

tetrahedrally coordinated m aterials.21,22,23,24,25 Theaim

ofthis approach is not to carry out an analysis ofthe

propertiesofa speci� c m aterial,butto � nd outgeneral

trends and qualitative behaviors that shed light on the

propertiesofa largefam ily ofm aterials.Thisisthe ap-

proach thatwewillfollow here.

W e study here a two-dim ensionalm odelofidentical

particlesinteractingthrough asphericallysym m etrictwo

body potential. W e have recently shown that choos-

ing appropriately the interaction potential, the m odel

presentsTPIA upon pressurereleaseifwestartfrom the

stable high pressure phase.26 Here we analyze in detail

theW PIA thatoccurswhen weincreasepressurestarting

from the stable low pressure phase. W e show that this

transform ation is ofa m artensitic nature,and analyze

the nucleation and growth ofthe crystallitesofthe new

phase.Depending on detailsofthe potential,two di� er-

entextrem e possibilitiesoccur.In one ofthem ,the new

phase grows in large crystallites ofthe (three) di� erent

m artensitic variants,and crystallites grow perpendicu-

larly to the habitline ofthe m artensitictransform ation.

Thisisa caseofidealm artensitictransform ation.In the

otherlim iting case,thenew crystallitesnucleatebutcan

hardly grow. In this case,a W PIA scenario is realized.

The � nalsam pleisX-ray am orphous,butitconservesa

m em ory ofitsoriginalstarting con� guration.Thism em -

ory m anifestsupon pressurerelease:thesam plerecovers

(partially) the orientation it had prior to com pression.

W e discuss the characteristics ofthe interaction poten-

tialthatareresponsibleforthe di� erentbehavior.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we

present the m odeland details ofthe perform ed num er-

icalsim ulations. The idealm artensitic transform ation

is introduced in Sec. III. In Sec. IV,we describe the

m artensitictransform ation forthecasewhen low energy

barriers are involved in the growth process. The case

were this energy barriers are higher, which leads to a

W PIA,isdiscussed in Sec.V.Finally,Sec.VIcontains

som ediscussion and conclusions.

II. T H E M O D EL,N U M ER IC A L D ETA ILS A N D

EQ U ILIB R IU M P R O P ER T IES

W econsidera two-dim ensionalsystem ofparticles,in-

teracting through a specially devised isotropic, purely

repulsive pairwise potential. Its m ain characteristic

is the existence of two com peting distances r0 and

r1 > r0 at which neighbor particles prefer to be lo-

cated, depending on the applied pressure. This kind

of core-softened potentialhas been previously used to

study anom alouspropertiesoftetrahedrally coordinated

m aterials,21,22,24,25 and itwasrecently used to study the

TPIA casealso.26 TheinteractionpotentialV (r)between

two particles separated a distance r is explicitly given

by24,26

V (r) =
"

0:81
[8(r=a� 1:55)

2
+ 16(r=a� 1:55)

4
+

w(r=a� 2)
2
+ 0:81]forr< 2a (1)

= 0 forr> 2a

Here," and a � x the energy and length scales,and w is

a controlparam eterthatallowsusto change the height

oftheshoulderoftheinterparticlepotential(seeFig.1).

Neighborparticlespreferto be located on both sidesof

the shoulder,in the positions qualitatively indicated in

Fig.1 asr0 and r1.Sim ulation resultswillbe presented

m ainly forw = 6 and w = 10 to assessthe e� ectofthe

barrierheighton the m orphology ofthe m icrostructure
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obtained. Note that, although for w = 10 the curva-

ture ofthe interparticle potentialdoesnotchange sign,

the potentialgivesrise to two preferred distanceswhen

analyzing two-orthree-dim ensionalcon� gurations.

The system is sim ulated by standard m olecular dy-

nam icsin the NVT ensem ble.27,28 Thischoice allowsus

to survey allregions ofthe volum e-pressure curve,in-

cludingthosethatwould beunstablein constantpressure

sim ulations.W eperform sim ulationswith 9540particles,

with atim estep of�t= 0:01t0 (wheret0 = a
p
m ="isthe

tim e unit,m being the m assofeach particle). Pressure

and elasticconstantarecalculated along thesim ulations

using standard form ulas(see the Appendix fordetails).

W ealwaysuseperiodicboundaryconditions(PBC).This

isaparticularlyconvenientchoicewhen wewanttoavoid

the heterogeneousnucleation ofthe new phase. O n the

contrary,in thecasein which westudy theheterogeneous

nucleation,we introduce the nucleation centersby hand

in the crystallinestructure.The useofPBC in thiscase

doesnotim pose any strong additionalrestriction in the

possible transform ationsto be observed,asoursystem s

contain enough atom s to accom m odate essentially any

possiblenew phase,even using PBC.

The volum e ofthe system is changed at a � xed rate

during the sim ulation. Thischange isdone by rescaling

allcoordinatesoftheparticlesand sizeofthesim ulation

box. The volum e change rate is taken to be as low as

possible (within reasonablecom putationaltim e)to sim -

ulate a quasistatic process. However,it is ofcourse a

very large rate in physicalunits. Forinstance,a typical

volum echangerateweuseis10� 4t
� 1

0 ,and foran atom ic

particle (t0 � 10� 15s)thisim pliesa rate ofthe orderof

10� 2 perfem tosecond.

By rescaling down the velocities ofthe particles dur-

ingthesim ulation,tem peratureiskeptconstantatavery

sm allvalueoftheorderof10� 5"(wetaketheBoltzm ann

constantto beunity).Asthetransform ation processim -

plieslocalm echanicalinstabilities,there isa system atic

transform ation of potentialenergy into kinetic energy.

In experim ents,this re ects an increase ofthe tem per-

ature ofthe system . Here the kinetic energy excess is

taken awaythrough them entioned velocityrescalingpro-

cedure.

W eem phasizethattheuseofatwo-dim ensionalsystem

is dictated by the sim plicity ofthe sim ulation and also

oftheinterpretation ofthe results.W hile weexpectthe

sam equalitative kind ofresultsto reappearin fullthree

dim ensionalsystem s,the com putationaltim e increases

noticeably,and the adequateidenti� cation ofthephases

becom es m uch m ore involved. Note that in a previous

work ithasbeen shown thatthe num berofequilibrium

solid phasesnoticeably increaseswhen passing from two

to three dim ensions,29 then adding to the com plexity of

the three-dim ensionalcase.

O ne ofthe m oststriking propertiesofparticlesinter-

acting through the potentialdescribed in the previous

section isthatthe stable crystalline ground state isnot

necessarilythetriangularlattice.In fact,although atlow
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FIG .1: Pairwise core-softened interparticle potentialused

in the presentwork [from Eq. (1)]. The distances r0 and r1

are schem atically shown.

(high)pressurestheground stateofthesystem isatrian-

gularstructure with a lattice param eteraround r1 (r0),

atinterm ediatepressureslowerenergycon� gurationscan

be obtained thathave som e ofits� rstneighborsatdis-

tances� r0,and som eothersat� r1.By increasing the

pressure,the con� guration to which the low density tri-

angular(LDT)structure isexpected to transform isthe

chainlike(CH)structure.21 Thisisthetransition thatwe

willbe m ostly interested in,and we willanalyze it for

two di� erentvaluesofw,nam ely w = 10 and w = 6.W e

willseethattherearenoticeabledi� erencesbetween the

two cases.

III. T H E ID EA L M A R T EN SIT IC

T R A N SFO R M A T IO N

W e willstudy the behavior ofthe LDT phase upon

volum e reduction. The LDT-CH transform ation adm its

a naturaldescription asa m artensitic transform ation as

depicted in Fig. 2. In this description,the LDT corre-

spondstotheaustenitephase,and theCH tothem arten-

sitephase.Upon volum ereduction,them artensitephase

becom esstableabovetheequilibrium transition pressure

P e.Two structurescan coexistatthispressure,nam ely

a LDT structure with lattice param eter re [Fig. 2(a)],

and a CH structure (corresponding to an oblique two-

dim ensionalBravaislattice)with param etersre0,r
e
1,and

�e [Fig. 2(b)]. To m inim ize the interface energy atthe

equilibrium pressure,the two structures have to m atch

along a particularline,called the invariantline orhabit

line (habit plane in three dim ensions, line AB in Fig.

2).Thislineisdeterm ined from thecondition thatboth

phasesare unstrained away from it.7 A relativerotation

ofthe two phasesisnecessary in orderto de� ne the in-

variantline.The orientation ofthe invariantline can be

easily evaluated given the param etersofthe m artensite
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TABLE I: Structuralparam eters at the LD T-CH equilib-

rium point(see Fig. 2 for de�nitionsofthe crystallographic

param eters),alongwith thepressureand volum evaluesatthe

m echanicalinstability.The angles�
e
and �

e
correspond to a

relative rotation ofthe two phasesand a reference angle be-

tween the invariantline and the LD T structure,respectively

(see Fig.2).

Param eter w = 6 w = 10

P
e
a
2
=" 4.83 8.55

v
e
=a

2
(LD T) 3.01 2.74

r
e
=a(LD T) 1.86 1.78

v
e
=a

2
(CH) 2.29 2.38

r
e

0=a(CH) 1.25 1.37

r
e

1=a(CH) 1.93 1.87

�
e
(CH) 71.07 68.56

�
e
(CH) 1.46 1.65

�
e
(CH) 5.47 9.43

P
c
a
2
=" 6.38 9.34

v
c
=a

2
2.76 2.64

and the austenite phase. The structuralparam eters of

the austenite (LDT)and m artensite (CH)phasesatthe

equilibrium pressurearegiven in Table I.

The idealtransform ation between the LDT and CH

structures does not im ply bond breaking,which m eans

that each particle conservesthe sam e � rst neighbors in

thetwo phases.Thisim pliesm icroscopicm em ory in the

sense that each localneighborhood transform s back to

exactly the originalcon� guration upon decom pression.

Furtherm ore,this im plies that after a cyclic LDT-CH-

LDT transform ation,the originalstructure is recovered

with the sam e initialorientation. This property is di-

rectly related to theshapem em ory e� ectofm artensites.

Ifan invariantlineseparatingthetwocoexistingphases

hasform ed atthe transform ation pressure,the transfor-

m ation can proceed as volum e is reduced by reaccom -

m odating particles of the austenite close to the inter-

faceto � tinto thesitesofthem artensite.30 Theadvance

ofthe interface occursthrough the lateralm ovem entof

thestepsthatform the interface,and attheequilibrium

pressure it im plies the surm ounting of an energy bar-

rier. Then,at T = 0 a sm alloverpressure is necessary

to clim b this energy barrier. As we willsee,this ideal

growth m echanism in the direction perpendicularto the

invariant line becom es m ore com plicated when strains

are involved,and dependsstrongly on the heightofthe

barrierforthetransform ation between theausteniteand

m artensitephases.

IV . N U C LEA T IO N A N D G R O W T H IN T H E

C A SE O F A LO W {EN ER G Y B A R R IER

Thepreviousidealdescription ofthem artensitictrans-

form ation can di� er from the actualway in which the

m artensite nucleatesand growsfrom the pure austenite

phase in a realsituation. In this section,we study this

r
e

[0,1]

[1,0]

LDT

(a)

r
0

e

r
1

e
β e

[0,1]

[1,0]

CH

(b)

A

B φe

θ
e

LDT

CH

(c)

FIG .2: Ideal(a) LD T and (b) CH structures. The lat-

ticeparam eterand thecrystallographic directionsareshown,

together with the perfect and distorted hexagonalunit. (c)

Interphase between the LD T and CH structures at equilib-

rium . The invariant line AB is rotated �
e
with respect to

the LD T structure. The [1;0]direction ofthe CH structure

is rotated �
e
with respect to the [1;0]direction ofthe LD T

structure.

processusing the potentialin Fig. 1 with w = 10. O n

increasing pressure,the low density triangularstructure

becom estherm odynam ically unstable againstthe chain-

like structure beyond P e. However,asthis transform a-

tion is � rst order,at T = 0 the perfect LDT structure

survives in a m etastable state at higher pressures until

it� nally becom esm echanically unstable.Forthecaseof

a perfect (without defects) starting sam ple,we callthe

instability pressure P c (and the corresponding speci� c

volum e vc). The m echanicalstability lim it corresponds

tothevalueofpressureatwhich oneofthenorm alm odes

(phonons)oftheoriginalstructure� rstdestabilizes.The

calculation ofthephonon structureofthetriangularlat-

tice isstraightforward.Forourm odelpotentialEq. (1)

interactionswith second and furtherneighborsareiden-

tically zero,and the stability condition can be written
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as

@2V

@r2
+
3

r

@V

@r
> 0; (2)

whereristhenearestneighbordistanceofthetriangular

lattice. At the instability pressure P c,three equivalent

shearphonon branchesbecom ezero energy.They corre-

spond toshearphononsin thethreeequivalentdirections

[0;1],[1;0],and [� 1;1](Fig. 2). Note that,due to the

lack ofnext nearest neighbors interactions,the phonon

branch along thesedirectionsisofthetype� sin(k),and

atP c the wholephonon branch becom esdispersionless.

Thefactthatthedestabilization isinitiated by a shear

phonon is consistent with an analysis in term s ofBorn

inequalities31. In fact, condition (2) is equivalent to

the generalization ofBorn stability criteria to stressde-

pendentconditions32,33 in the static (zero tem perature)

lim it. In two dim ensions,the Born stability criteria es-

tablish that a system is stable if the stress dependent

shearm odulusG 0= (C11 � C12)=2� P ispositive33.For

the zero tem perature caseG 0=
p
3=4[V 00(r)+ 3V 0(r)=r]

(see Appendix),and then the Born stability criteria re-

duce to condition (2).

The results ofnum ericalsim ulation [Fig. 3(a)]con-

� rm the previous analysis. Starting from a perfect tri-

angularstructure atzero tem perature,once the system

reachestheinstability volum evc,thetriangularcon� gu-

ration destabilizesand a new stablecon� guration should

em erge. The evolution of the stress dependent shear

m odulus upon volum e decrease is shown in Fig. 3(b),

whereitisclearthatitvanishesatthem echanicalinsta-

bility point.

The consideration ofa perfectsam ple withoutdefects

is im portant in order to realize the equivalence ofthe

m echanicalinstability lim itwith thevanishing oftheen-

ergy ofa phonon m ode.M oreover,in the presentcaseit

alsocoincideswith thevanishingofan elasticconstant(a

long wavelength elasticconstant),becauseofthelack of

interactionsto nextnearestneighbors.34 Butcertainly,a

defectfreesam pleisnottypically encountered in experi-

m ents.Itisim portantto realizethateven tiny am ounts

ofdefectscan produceim portantchangesin thetrigger-

ing ofthetransform ation.Forinstance,a singlevacancy

can destabilize the lattice atpressuresm uch lowerthan

P c.Thiswasshown already in the case ofTPIA,26 and

itisalso true here. The evolution ofpressure upon vol-

um e decrease for a lattice with a single vacancy is also

shown in Fig.3(a).W e see thata single vacancy isable

to destabilize the originaltriangular lattice without es-

sentially any pressureovershooting.Note,however,that

theinclusion ofasinglevacancy hasnoappreciablee� ect

on thevaluesoftheshearm oduluspriortothetransition

[Fig.3(b)].Thism eansthateven in thepresenceoftiny

am ountsofdisorder,the exam ination ofthe elastic con-

stants(oreven ofthe whole phonon spectrum ) willnot

indicate the approach to the instability point. In fact,

the instability occurs because ofthe destabilization of

localized m odescloseto the defect,which haveno e� ect

8 8.5 9 9.5

P a
2
/ε

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

v
/a

2

0 1 2 3 4 5

G’ a
2
/ε

P
e

P
c

v
c

(a) (b)

FIG .3: (a)Volum e-pressure curvesforw = 10.The dotted

line is the analytic expression for the evolution ofthe LD T

structure ifthisrem ainsstable,and the thin continuousline

m arkstheequilibrium transition to theCH structureand the

subsequent evolution of this structure. The full and open

sym bols correspond to sim ulations with and without a va-

cancy in theoriginalsam ple.Verticaldashed arrowsindicate

the com pression-decom pression paths. (b) Evolution ofthe

stressdependentshearm odulusG
0
= (C 11 � C 12)=2� P upon

decom pression for w = 10. The dotted line is the analytical

result for G
0
evaluated for the perfect triangular lattice (see

theAppendix).Notehow in thedefectfreecase,theapproach

to the transition point(v ! v
c
)issignaled by the vanishing

ofthe stressdependentshearm odulus.

on thespectrum ofthe(extended)phonons.Theabsence

ofm acroscopic e� ects signaling the approach to the in-

stability isusually associated to therm ally activated � rst

ordertransitions. W e see thata sim ilarphenom enology

occurs here in the absence oftherm al uctuations,and

within a scenario ofa transition driven only by m echan-

icalinstabilities.

In Fig. 4,a sequence ofsnapshotsis shown to follow

the m orphology ofthe transform ed regions in the case

in which a singlevacancy ispresentin a m onocrystalline

sam ple.W ecan seethatthe� rstinstability producesthe

collapseofadjacentrowsofparticles,around the defect.

These collapses generate three platelets that propagate

out ofthe vacancy [Fig. 4(a)]. The collapse directions

in thethreeplateletsaredi� erent,and arerelated to the

threedi� erentvariantsofthem artensitictransform ation.

In thisstage,the m artensite crystallitesare com pressed

in the longitudinaldirection,in orderto m atch the lat-

tice param eterofthe originaltriangularstructure.30 In

a subsequent stage [Fig. 4(b),(c)],the new crystallites

reaccom m odate to take the form ofwedge shaped crys-

tallites,with the interface between the m artensite and

austenitephasebeing very closeto theidealhabitlineof

thetransform ation.Then upon furthercom pression [Fig.

4(c-e)]the crystallitesgrow perpendicularly to thehabit

line,very m uch asdescribed fortheidealcasein thepre-
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FIG .4: (Color online)Snapshotsofthe system with w = 10

corresponding to:(a)v=a
2
= 2:7,(b)v=a

2
= 2:6,(c)v=a

2
=

2:5,(d)v=a
2
= 2:4,(e)v=a

2
= 2:3,on com pression,and (f)

v=a
2
= 2:8 afterdecom pression from thecon�guration in (e).

O nly collapsed particles are shown joined by segm ents,with

three di�erent colors to identify the three di�erent variants

ofthe m artensite (intactaustenite isnotplotted forclarity).

Thestarting system containsa singlevacancy attheposition

wherethethreedi�erentvariantsstartnucleatingin (a).Note

thatperiodic boundary conditionsare used.

vious Section. The � nalstate ofthe system (when the

whole sam plehastransform ed to the m artensitic phase)

consistsofa polycrystallinesam plewith thethreedi� er-

entorientation ofthe possible variants[Fig.4(e)].Note

from Fig. 3(a),that after nucleation,pressure has re-

m ained essentially constant during the whole transfor-

m ation from the LDT to the CH structure,at a value

slightly largerthan theequilibrium value.Thisvaluere-

 ectstheoverpressureneeded tokeep thetransform ation

proceeding.

Ifthe volum e ofthe system is increased back start-

ing from thesam plecom pletely in them artensiticphase,

upon com plete pressure release essentially any particle

in the system returnsto itsoriginalposition,in which it

hasexactly thesam eneighborsasbeforecom pression.In

particular,thisim pliesthattheoriginalm onocrystalline
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FIG .5: Evolution oftheaveraged structurefactorS(k)with

decreasing volum efortheLD T-CH transform ation with w =

10 (the curvesare vertically displaced,forclarity). D i�erent

curvescorrespond to the con�gurationsin Fig.4 (a)-(e).

FIG .6: Two-dim ensional(upper) and angularly averaged

(lower)structurefactorsofthecon�guration in Fig.4(e),and

ofthe con�guration obtained by quenching from the m eltat

the sam e density. In the top,the two-dim ensionalstructure

factorsofthepolycrystallineCH structure(left)and quenched

am orphous structure (right) are shown. In the lower �gure,

bold and thin lines correspond to the averaged S(k) for the

polycrystalline CH and quenched am orphous structures,re-

spectively.Thereisa clearcrystalinity observablein the�rst

case, even ifwe look only at the radialstructure function.

Thissam ple should be characterized aspolycrystalline.
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austenitesam pleisreobtained,with thesam eorientation

asin thestarting con� guration.35 Thisisnota surprise,

since it is in the essence ofthe shape m em ory e� ect of

m artensites. It can be seen in Fig. 3(a) that the re-

turn occurswith a noticeable hysteresiswith respectto

com pression.Thishysteresisisaconsequenceoftheindi-

vidualhysteresisofpairsofneighborparticleson passing

between the two equilibrium distances,and can be used

to quantify the energy dissipated during a com pression-

decom pression cycle.

Now wewantto discusshow the transform ation m an-

ifests when we observe the di� raction patterns of the

structures. In Fig. 5 we show the angularly averaged

structurefactorS(k)correspondingto thecon� gurations

in Fig.4(a)-(e).Itispossibleto seehow som echaracter-

isticpeaksofthe LDT structureprogressively disappear

whilenew peaksappearthatcorrespond totheCH struc-

ture.A broadening ofthepeaksisalso apparent,due to

the � nite size ofthe crystallites in the new con� gura-

tion. This broadening however is not large enough to

considerthe sam pleasX-ray am orphous.By com paring

thestructurefactorofthisstructurewith thatofasam ple

obtained by quenchingfrom them eltatthesam edensity

(Fig.6),we� rstobservethatthetwo-dim ensionalstruc-

ture factordisplaysclearevidence ofthe polycrystalline

characterofthe sam ple.Buteven ifwelook only atthe

radialstructurefactor,therearem uch sharperpeaksfor

oursam ple com pared to the quenched liquid. Then the

con� guration in Fig.4(e)can becorrectlyidenti� ed from

itsstructurefactorasa polycrystallinesam ple.

V . B LO C K ED G R O W T H FO R LA R G E EN ER G Y

B A R R IER

In the presentsection,we willstudy the m odi� cation

broughtupon by a changeoftheparam eterw ofthepo-

tential. The value used here isw = 6. In principle,the

sam edescription ofthe idealm artensitictransform ation

isvalid alsoin thiscase.Thevalueofthecrystallographic

param etersare given in Table I. In Fig. 7(a),we show

the volum e-pressure evolution ofthe volum e controlled

com pression forw = 6.O pen sym bolscorrespond to the

starting sam ple without defects. The sim ulation shows

thatthe system rem ainsin the triangularstructure un-

tilthe m echanicalstability lim it(P c;vc)isreached.O n

the contrary,the sam plewith a singlevacancy beginsto

transform when localm echanicalinstabilitiesoccur,be-

fore reaching the m echanicalstability lim it.The behav-

iorofthestressdependentshearm odulusforthepresent

case,with and withoutthevacancy,isshown in Fig.7(b).

Thephenom enology up tohereisvery sim ilartothecase

ofthe previoussection. However,im portantdi� erences

appearwhen we look atthe m orphology ofthe sam ples

and the structure factors. W e again focus on the case

ofa system with a single vacancy. In Fig. 8,snapshots

ofthe system as volum e is decreased are shown. As in

the previouscase,the � rstelem entsofthe new phase to

FIG .7: (a) Volum e-pressure curvesfor w = 6. The dotted

line isthe expected evolution ofthe LD T structure,and the

thin continuouslinem arkstheequilibrium transform ation to

the CH structure and the subsequent evolution ofthe new

structure. The fulland open sym bols correspond to sim ula-

tionswith and withouta vacancy in theoriginalsam ple.Ver-

ticaldashed arrows indicate the com pression-decom pression

paths. (b) Evolution ofthe stress dependentshear m odulus

G
0
= (C 11 � C 12)=2� P upon decom pression forw = 6.The

dotted line correspondsto G
0
evaluated from theinteratom ic

potential(see the Appendix). P
c
and v

c
are given by the

vanishing ofthe stress dependent shear m odulus in (b) (see

Table I).

be nucleated arethe plateletsstarting atthe position of

the vacancy.Butcontrary to the previouscase,they do

notrearrangeto generatean interfacealong a habitline.

Asthe growth processin these conditionsim pliesm uch

higheroverpressure,thegrowth rem ainsm ostly blocked,

and upon furthercom pression nucleation ofnew platelets

throughoutthesam pleoccurs.New and old plateletsin-

teract elastically,and deform each other,generating at

theend a structurethatin spiteofbeing m artensitically

related to the originalone,containscrystallitesthatare

extrem ely sm all.

O n very general grounds, since our polycrystalline

structurehasvery sm allcrystallites,a broadening ofthe

characteristic peaks ofthe azim uthally averaged X-ray

pattern is expected.36 There is a continuous crossover

howeverfrom this‘broadened peaks’scenario,to one in

which no sharp peaksare observed.In the lastcase the

sam pleshould becharacterized asX-rayam orphous.But

even in thiscaseitcan possessspeci� ccrystalcharacter-

istics,and in particularitm ay conserve a structuralre-

lation with the parentstructure thatwillm anifestupon

decom pression.

In Fig. 9,we show angularly averaged structure fac-

torscorresponding to thecon� gurationsshown in Fig.8

(a)-(e).Again,thepeaksoftheLDT structuredisappear

whilereducing thevolum e,buttheintensity ofthepeaks

corresponding to the CH structure ism uch weakerthan
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FIG .8: (Color online) Snapshots ofthe volum e controlled

sim ulation ofthe system with w = 6 corresponding to: (a)

v=a
2
= 2:95,(b)v=a

2
= 2:8,(c)v=a

2
= 2:6,(d)v=a

2
= 2:3,

(e) v=a
2
= 2:1, on com pression, and (f) v=a

2
= 3:05 on

decom pression from v=a
2
= 2:1. O nly collapsed particles

are shown joined by segm ents,with three di�erent colors to

identify the three di�erentvariantsofthe m artensite (intact

austeniteisnotplotted forclarity).Thestarting system con-

tainsasinglevacancy attheposition wherethethreedi�erent

variantsstartnucleating in (a).Notethatperiodic boundary

conditionsare used.

in the w = 10 case. In Fig. 10 the two-dim ensionalX-

ray di� raction patternsofthe structureobtained from a

single crystalLDT sam ple,and an am orphousstructure

obtained byquenchingfrom them elt(with thesam eden-

sity),are shown. W e see thatthe two-dim ensionalpat-

tern ofthesam pleobtained by com pression possessesan

angularstructure rem iniscentofthe originalcrystalori-

entation (in fact,this structure willbe responsible for

a ‘m em ory e� ect’when the sam ple isdecom pressed,see

below).However,ifourstarting sam ple isalready poly-

crystalline,asisusually the case experim entally,the X-

ray pattern isby de� nition isotropic.In thatcaseallthe

inform ation availableistheradialX-raypattern.Thean-

gularlyaveragedS(k)areshown atthebottom ofFig.10.

O n the basisofthe S(k)function,the com pressed sam -

ple cannot be clearly distinguished from that obtained
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FIG . 9: Evolution of the averaged structure factor S(k)

with decreasing volum efortheLD T-CH transform ation with

w = 6. Each curvescorrespond to the con�gurations in Fig.

8 (a)-(e).

by quenching from the m elt. Thissam ple isthen X-ray

am orphous.Thus,wehavehereasam plethathasW PIA.

Thefactthatthissam pleisX-ray am orphous,butstill

haswithin its structure som e inform ation ofthe parent

crystallinephasefrom which itwasobtained m ay be re-

lated to the so-called m em ory glass e� ect (M G E).The

M G E was � rst identi� ed in AlPO4 berlinite,37,38 and

then it was recognized to occur in a variety ofm ateri-

alssuch asSnI4 and LiK SO 4.
2 Thee� ectconsistsin the

am orphization ofa sam ple underpressure,and the suc-

cessive recovery ofa crystalline sam ple,with the sam e

originalorientation upon decom pression. In the follow-

ing, som e characteristics of the M G E for the present

m odelsystem arestudied.

The com plete v � P curvesduring volum e controlled

com pression-decom pression cyclesare shown in Fig. 11

for di� erent values of the � nalvolum e reached, vm in.

The � nalcon� gurations after the cycling are shown in

Fig. 12. Allthe snapshots correspond to a recovered

volum e of v=a2 = 3:05. Shown are the defects intro-

duced by the cycling,corresponding to sm allregionsof

thedi� erentm artensiticvariants.Sm alldotscorrespond

to theposition oftheparticles.O n a directexam ination

oftherecovered structures,itisseen thatthesystem has

a tendency to recuperate its originalorientation upon

decom pression. A closer inspection shows that the re-

covered LDT structure retains its initialorientation for

high vm in,but becom es polycrystalline for lower vm in,

losing the ‘m em ory’ofthe initialorientation.

Itisconvenientto have a single param eterthatm ea-

sures the degree ofm em ory ofthe structure. W e take

thisparam eterto be W ,de� ned as

W =
1

36N

X

j

Re

2

4
X

k;k0

e
6i(� jk � � jk0)

3

5 ; (3)
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FIG .10: Com parison ofthe structure factor corresponding

to the sam ple obtained in the LD T-CH transform ation [Fig.

8(e)]with a quenched am orphousstructure atthe sam e den-

sity.In the top the two-dim ensionalstructure factorsforthe

polycrystalline CH structure (left) and quenched am orphous

structure (right) are shown. The angular averaged S(k) is

plotted at the bottom for the polycrystalline CH structure

(bold continuous line) and quenched am orphous structure

(thin continuousline).

FIG .11: v � P com pression-decom pression cycles for di�er-

ent values ofthe �nalvolum e reached. From bottom to top

vm in=a
2
goesfrom 1:6 to 2:6,in stepsof0:1.D otted and thin

continuouslinesasin Fig.7.

wherek and k0arethenearestneighborsofparticlejbe-

foreand afterthecom pression-decom pression cycle,and

�jk(k0) isthe angle between ~rk(k0) � ~rj and an arbitrary

reference direction. In particular,itcan be seen thatif

thesam plereturnsexactly to itsinitialcon� guration,we

getW = 1. O n the otherhand,ifthe � nallocalorien-

tations in the sam ple are com pletely uncorrelated with

the originalones,then W = 0.W e take asthe reference

volum etocom puteW thevaluev=a2 = 3:05and theplot

ofW asa function ofthem inim um volum evm in reached

during com pression is seen in Fig. 13. W e see in fact,

thatthisnum berisclosetooneforvm in=a
2 > 2,whereas

itisessentially zerowhen vm in=a
2 < 1:9.Them em ory of

thesystem islostcontinuouslywhen vm in becom eslower,

butnotetheinterestingfactthatforvm in = 2:1,in which

thereisno LDT phaseleftin thecom pressed sam ple(see

Fig.8),thevalueofW isstillclearly di� erentfrom zero.

Allthe m em ory ofthe system here can be associated to

thepreferred orientation ofthecrystalsoftheCH phase,

which in turn occursbecauseofthem artensiticnatureof

the LDT-CH transition. As forthis volum e the sam ple

isX-ray am orphous,thisisan exam pleofM G E.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied a two dim ensionalm odelat T = 0

that displays a pressure driven m artensitic transform a-

tion between a triangularstructure (the austenite)with

rotationalC6 sym m etry,and a chain like structure (the

m artensite)with a lower(C2)rotationalsym m etry.The

m artensitephase can be considered to be obtained from

theaustenitethrough a com pression in onedirection and

an expansion in the perpendiculardirection.The trans-

form ation occurs with an appreciable volum e change.

Thisisnaturalsincepressure(which couplestovolum ein

thefreeenergy)isthedrivingforceofthetransform ation.

The transition does not spontaneously occur at the

equilibrium transform ation pressure because an energy

barrierexists.An excesspressureisneeded totriggerthe

transform ation.Defectsin the originalcrystallinestruc-

ture produce the appearance of‘reaction paths’which

have (atthe equilibrium pressure)relatively low energy

barriers. These barriers vanish with a relatively low

overpressure, triggering the transition. The necessary

overpressurein the presence ofdefectsistypically m uch

sm aller than that needed to destabilize the defect free

structure. W e have shown in particular, that vacan-

ciesarevery e� ective in favoring the nucleation ofthree

plateletsrelated to the three variantsofthe m artensite,

which are however elastically distorted with respect to

the idealm artensite. W e callthem pseudo-m artensitic

crystals.30

After the nucleation of pseudo-m artensite platelets,

two di� erent evolutions were observed. In one case,

the pseudo-m artensiticplatelets� nd the way to becom e

wedge shaped crystallites ofthe true m artensitic struc-

ture.In thisprocess,theinternalstressofthem artensite
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG .12: (Coloronline)Snapshotsofthesystem asrecovered from thecom pression-decom pression cyclesshown in Fig.11.All

the snapshotscorrespond to a �nalvolum e ofv=a
2
= 3:05.The m inim um volum esreached are (a)v=a

2
= 2:4,(b)v=a

2
= 2:2,

(c) v=a
2
= 2:0 and (d) v=a

2
= 1:8. D i�erent colors indicate particles collapsed along each ofthe directions ofthe possible

m artensitic variants. D ots corresponding to the position ofthe particles are shown in order to identify the appearance of

polycrystallinity.

relaxes,and theinterfacebetween austeniteand m arten-

site becom es very nearly the idealinvariant line ofthe

transform ation.Thesewedgeshaped crystalsgrow upon

volum edecrease,untilthewholesam pleconsistsofacol-

lection ofcrystallitesofthethreedi� erentvariantsofthe

m artensite,and no austenite rem ains. In this case,the

� nalsizeofthecrystallitesisexpected to depend m ainly

on thedensity ofdefectsin thesystem and thecom pres-

sion rate,since there are no otherim portantlim itations

to m artensite growth. In principle, very large crystal

sizescan be obtained in sam pleswith low concentration

ofdefectsdriven atvery a low com pression rates.



11

1.5 2 2.5

v
min

/a
2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

W

1.5 2 2.5
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

FIG .13: The param eterW de�ned in Eq.(3)asa function

of the m inim um volum e vm in reached in the com pression-

decom pression cyclesshown in Fig.11.

In a second case,the conversion ofpseudo-m artensite

to true m artensite is strongly inhibited. In this case,

upon com pression,new platelets of pseudo-m artensitic

structure nucleate,that interact with preexisting ones.

The structure obtained when the austenite has com -

pletely disappeared ism uch m oredisordered than in the

previouscase,and in particular,the � nalcrystallite size

in this case is expected to rem ain ofthe order offew

interatom ic distances. In som e cases,the angularly av-

eraged di� raction pattern ofthe� nalstructurem ay well

be taken by that ofan am orphous structure. W e have

called this phenom enon weak pressure induced am or-

phization.Thisisnotatruepressureinduced am orphiza-

tion sincethe� nalstructurehasa ‘m em ory’ofitsparent

crystalthat is observable,for instance,in the fulltwo-

dim ensionaldi� raction pattern. Upon decom pression of

thissam ple,a defective crystalisobtained,which,how-

ever,hasaconsistenttendencytobeoriented in thesam e

form astheoriginalparentcrystal.Thisisa description

ofthe‘m em ory glasse� ect’(M G E),observed in di� erent

experim entalsituations.

Thetwodi� erentbehaviorswereobtained by changing

theparam etersoftheinterparticlepotential.Concretely,

theeasy growth ofthem artensitewasobserved when the

barrier between the two possible interparticle distances

wassm all,whereasinhibited growth wasobserved when

thisbarrierwashigher.

Although the present m odelis not aim ing to repro-

ducethe characteristicsofa speci� c realsystem with its

com plex interactions,som e sim ilarities concerning PIA,

m artensitic transform ation and the M G E,m ay be ad-

dressed between thissim ple m odelsystem and realsys-

tem s.

As we neglect tem perature e� ects in our m olecular

dynam ics sim ulation, the transform ation between the

austeniteand m artensitephasesisofam echanicalnature

(and thisshould bequalitatively correctforany T < Tg).

Thism eansthattheausteniteisdriven intoam etastable

region,untilam echanicalinstability lim itisreached,and

them artensitestartstonucleatespontaneously.Notethe

im portant fact (already present in our previous results

in26)thatonce nucleated,the interface between the two

phases can propagate spontaneously,and this propaga-

tion,which occursessentiallyatthesound velocity,isnot

lim ited by thedi� usivity oftheparticlesin anyofthetwo

bulk phases(which iszerohere).In thecaseofdefectfree

sam plesthem echanicalinstability oftheausteniteissig-

naled bythesofteningofaphonon m ode.However,in the

presenceofdefectsthe � rstm echanicalinstability corre-

spondsto localized m odesaround thedefects,and there-

fore itisnotobservable in the phonon spectrum . Thus,

ourpresentand previous26 resultsreinforceourview that

PIA isa m echanicaltransition,i.e. alwaystriggered by

m echanicalinstabilities. W e � nd thatdefectscan cause

the transition pressure to be depressed to a value very

closeto the idealtherm odynam icalequilibrium pressure

between thetwophases.W erecognizehowever,thatthis

resultcan be notuniversalbutsystem dependent. The

relevance ofdefects density in lowering the am orphiza-

tion pressure wasrecently experim entally highlighted,39

although whethertheam orphization pressureapproaches

the extrapolated m elting line upon introduction ofm ore

defectsisnotclear.The experim entalevidence ofam or-

phization occurring neartheextrapolated m elting linein

som e system sisatthe base ofa ‘therm odynam ical’sce-

narioforPIA asdirectly related tothe‘therm odynam ical

m elting’m echanism athighertem peratures.W eseethat

thisevidence isalso fully com patible with a m echanical

m echanism .

A transform ation rem iniscentofourm artensitictrans-

form ationwith easygrowthoccursbetween thehigh pres-

sure phasesofG aPO 4. In thiscase,the low-cristobalite

phaseofG aPO 4 transform stoaCm cm structureon pres-

sure loading.40,41 The transform ation is ofa displacive

nature, and the m echanism consists of a fourfold-to-

sixfold coordination change ofthe gallium coordination

shell.40 The peaks ofthe polycrystalare clearly identi-

� ed,which indicatesa large crystalsize. In view ofthe

resultspresented here,itcould be interesting to exploit

the m artensitic point ofview in analyzing this kind of

pressureinduced transform ation.

O n the other hand, the transform ation in the case

of blocked growth is in line with investigations of

the high pressure transform ations of AlPO 4 and the

M G E.42,43,44,45,46 W hat was � rst viewed as a true

PIA with M G E, was later identi� ed as a crystal-

crystalpressure-induced transform ation between a berli-

niteAlPO 4 structureand a Cm cm polycrystallinestruc-

ture with very sm allcrystalsize,i.e.,in ourlanguage,a

W PIA.Carefully donem oleculardynam icssim ulations43

and X-ray experim ents44 have identi� ed som e peaks of

theX-ray di� raction patternsofthehigh pressurephase

ascorrespondingtotheCm cm structure.In addition,re-

centwork hasbeen devoted to establish thatthe Cm cm
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structure is the stable one at high pressures,46 but lit-

tleisknown aboutthem echanism ofthetransform ation.

In view ofthe sim ilaritiesbetween the M G E in ourtwo-

dim ensionalm odeland in the AlPO 4 case,we suggest

thatM G E occurssim ply asa consequence ofthe am or-

phization being only ofthe weak type,instead ofa true

one. Furtherm ore,we speculate that the m echanism of

the berlinite-Cm cm transform ation in AlPO 4 could be

very sim ilar to the m echanism of the low cristobalite-

Cm cm transform ation in G aPO 4. However,the growth

oftheCm cm structureovertheberlinitephaseofAlPO 4

could be inhibited by energetic barriers,leading to the

polycrystalwith very sm allcrystalsize.

To conclude, we notice how the present m odel, al-

though highly sim pli� ed and not representing any par-

ticularrealsystem ,capturesm uch ofthephenom enology

observed in a variety ofrealcases.Assuch,itisan im -

portanttheoreticaltoolto guidetheanalysisofconcrete

cases.W eexpecttobeabletogofurtherin thisdirection

in the future.
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A P P EN D IX A :ST R ESS D EP EN D EN T ELA ST IC

C O N STA N T S A N D T H EIR STA T IC LIM IT

Fluctuation form ulasforstress-freeelasticconstantsin

the NVT ensem blearegiven by33

Cijkl =
2N kT

V
(�ij�jk + �ik�jl)�

� (hPijPkli� hPijihPkli)+ B ijkl; (A1)

where N isthe num berofparticles,k isthe Boltzm ann

constant,T isthetem peratureand V isthevolum eofthe

system . The brackets,h:::i,denotes ensem ble averages.

Pij arethe com ponentsofthe pressuretensorgiven by

Pij =
1

V

0

@
X

�

p(i)�p(j)�

m �

�
X

�< �

V 0(r�� )

r��
r(i)�� r(j)��

1

A ;

(A2)

with �and � particlerunning indexes,p (i)� them om en-

tum ofthe particle � (with m assm �)in the idirection,

and r�� the distancebetween particles,with com ponent

r(i)�� in the idirection.Finally,

B ijkl =
1

V
h
X

�< �

 

V 00(r�� )

r2
��

�
V 0(r�� )

r3
��

!

�

� r(i)�� r(j)�� r(k)�� r(l)�� i: (A3)

Here, V 0(r) and V 00(r) correspond to � rst and second

derivativesofthe interaction potentialenergy atr.

Consider the static (zero tem perature) lim it. In this

lim itone hasto consideronly the perfectcrystalstruc-

ture without any therm al uctuation. In this case the

� rstterm ofEq.(A1),proportionalto the tem perature,

vanishes. The second term ,which m easures the  uctu-

ation ofthe pressure tensor,vanishes too. Besides,the

term containing the m om entum ofthe particles in Eq.

(A2)iszero,and Cijkl = B ijkl. Then,in thislim it,the

calculation oftheelasticconstantisstraightforward,and

instead ofusingthecom plete uctuation form ulas,which

needsan ensem ble average to be perform ed,we use the

staticlim itEq.(A3)calculated overa given sam ple.

Letusconsider,forinstance,the calculation ofC12 in

a triangularstructureoflatticeparam eterrwith nearest

neighborsinteractionsonly.

C12 =
1

2V

NX

�;�= 1

�

V
00
(r�� )�

V 0(r�� )

r��

�
r2
(x)��

r2
(y)��

r2
��

=
1

2V

�

V
00
(r)�

V 0(r)

r

�
1

r2

NX

�= 1

4

�
r

2

�2
 p

3

2
r

! 2

=
1

2V

�

V
00
(r)�

V 0(r)

r

�

N
3

4
r
4

=

p
3

4

�

V
00
(r)�

V 0(r)

r

�

; (A4)

where we used N =V = 2=(
p
3r2). Analogously we ob-

tained

C11 =
3

4

p
3

�

V
00
(r)�

V 0(r)

r

�

; (A5)

and

P = �
p
3
V 0(r)

r
: (A6)

Thestressdependentshearm odulusisgiven by

G
0
=
C11 � C12

2
� P =

p
3

4

�

V
00
(r)+ 3

V 0(r)

r

�

: (A7)

Then,the condition ofvanishing stressdependentshear

m oduluscoincideswith condition (2)in the staticlim it.
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