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W e propose a dynam icaltheory of low —tem perature shear deform ation in am orphous solids. O ur
analysis isbased on m oleculardynam ics sin ulations of a tw o-dim ensional, tw o-com ponent noncrys-
talline system . These num erical sin ulations reveal behavior typical of m etallic glasses and other
viscoplasticm aterdals, speci cally, reversibb e elastic deform ation at am allapplied stresses, irreversible
plastic deform ation at larger stresses, a stress threshold above which unbounded plastic ow occurs,
and a strong dependence of the state of the system on the history of past defom ations. M icro-
scopic ocbservations suggest that a dynam ically com plete description of the m acroscopic state of this
deform Ing body requires specifying, in addition to stress and strain, certain average features of a
population of two-state shear transfomm ation zones. O ur introduction of these new state variables
nto the constitutive equations for this system is an extension of earlier m odels of creep in m etallic
glasses. In the treatm ent presented here, we specialize to tem peratures farbelow the glass transition,
and postulate that irreversible m otions are govemed by local entropic uctuations in the volum es
of the transfom ation zones. In m ost respects, our theory is In good quantitative agreem ent w ith

the rich variety of phenom ena seen in the sin ulations.

I. NTRODUCTION

This paper is a prelin lnary report on a m olecular—
dynam ics Investigation of viscoplastic deform ation in a
non-crystalline solid. It is prelin inary in the sense that
we have com pleted only the Initial stages of our planned
sin ulation proct. T he resuls, however, have led us to
a theoretical interpretation that we believe is potentially
usefiil as a guide for further investigations along these
lines. In what follow s, we describe both the sim ulations
and the theory.

O ur originalm otivation for this profct was an inter—
est in the physics ofdeformm ations near the tips of rapidly
advancing cracks, where m aterials are sub gct to very
large stresses and experience very high strain rates. Un—
derstanding the dissipative dynam ics which occur In the
vicinity of the crack tip is necessary t?' construct a sat—
isfactory theory of dynam ic fracture. lh] Indeed, we be-
lieve that the problem of dynam ic fracture cannot be
separated from the problem of understanding the condi-
tions under which a solid behaves in a brittlke or ductilke
m anner. [_21!{-'_6] To undertake such a progct we eventually
shall need sharper de nitions of the term s \brittle" and
\ductik" than are presently available; but we leave such
questions to future investigations while we focus on the
speci cs of deform ation in the absence of a crack.

W e have chosen to study am orphousm aterials because
the best experim ents on dynam ic instabilities in fracture
have been carried out in silica glasses and polym ers. E'j.;'_é]
W e know that am orphous m aterials exhdbit both brittle
and ductile behavior, offen in ways that, on a m acro-
scopic level, ook very sim ilar to deform ation in crystals.
'_ 1M ore generally, we are looking for fuindam ental prin—
ciplesthatm ight point us tow ard theories of deform ation
and failure In broad classes of m acroscopically isotropic
solids where thinking of deform ation in termm s of the dy—
nam ics of individual disbcations H,d] is either suspect,

due to the absence ofunderlying crystalline order, or sin —
ply Intractable, due to the extrem e com plexity of such
an undertaking. In this way we hope that the ideas pre-
sented here w ill be generalizable perhaps to som e poly—
crystalline m aterials or even single crystals with large
num bers of random Iy distribbuted dislocations.

_ W e descrbe our num erical experin ents in Section
If. Our working material is a two-din ensional, two-
com ponent, noncrystalline solid in which the m olecules
Interact via Lennard-Jdones forces. W e purposely m ain—
tain our system at a tem perature very farbelow the glass
transition. In the experin ents, we sub gct this m aterial
to various sequences of pure shear stresses, during w hich
wem easure them echanicalresponse. T he sin ulations re—
veala rich variety ofbehaviors typical ofm etallic glasses
f_l-C_i{:_l-Z_’;] and other viscoplastic solids, tl-ff] speci cally: re—
versible elastic deform ation at an allapplied stresses, irre—
versible plastic deform ation at som ew hat larger stresses,
a stress threshold above which unbounded plastic ow

occurs, and a strong dependence of the state of the sys—
tem on the history ofpast deformm ations. In addition, the
m olculardynam icsm ethod pem is us to see what each
m olcul is doing at all tin es; thus, we can identify the
places where irreversble m olecular rearrangem ents are
occurring.

O ur m icroscopic observations suggest that a dynam —
ically com plete description of the m acroscopic state of
this deform ing body requires specifying, in addition to
stress and strain, certain average features of a popula—
tion of what we shall call \shear transform ation zones."
T hese zones are an all regions, perhaps consisting of only

ve or ten m olecules, In special con gurations that are
particularly susceptible to nelastic rearrangem ents in re—
soonse to shear stresses. W e argue that the constitutive
relations for a system of this kind must include equa-
tions of m otion for the densiy and intemal states of
these zones; that is, we must add new tim edependent
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state variables to the dynam ical description of this sys—
tem . {15,:16 O ur picture of shear transfom ation zones is
based on earlier versions of the sam e idea due to A rgon,
Spaepen and othersw ho described creep in m etallic alloys
In temm s of activated transitions In intrinsically heteroge—
neousm aterials. h7{22] T hese theordes, In tum, drew on
previous freevolum e form ulations of the glass transition
by Tumbull, C chen and others In relating the transition
ratesto Jocal freevolum e uctuations. :_2-9"2-?3‘{2-5] N one of
those theories, how ever, were m eant to describe the low —
tem perature behavior seen here, especially the di erent
kinds of irreversible deform ations that occur below and
above a stress threshold, and the history dependence of
the response of the system to applied loads.

W e present theory of the dynam ics of shear transfor-
m ation zones in Section -]It T his theory contains four
crucial features that are not, so far as we know , In any
previous analysis: First, once a zone has transform ed
and relieved a certain am ount of shear stress, i cannot
transform again in the sam e direction. T hus, the system
saturates and, in the language of granular m aterials, i
becom es \Jamm ed." Second, zones can be created and
destroyed at rates proportionalto the rate of irreversble
plastic w ork being done on the system . T his is the Ingre—
dient that produces a threshold for plastic ow ; the sys—
tem can becom e \unamm ed" when new zones are being
created as fast as existing zones are being transform ed.
Third, the attem pt frequency is tied to the noise in the
system , which isdriven by the strain rate. T he stochastic
nature ofthese uctuations is assum ed to arise from ran-—
dom m otions associated w ith the disorder in the system .
And, fourth, the transition rates are strongly sensitive
to the applied stress. It is this sensitivity that produces
mem ory e ects.

T he resulting theory accounts form any ofthe features
of the defom ation dynam ics seen in our sim ulations.
However, it is a mean eld theory which fails to take
Into account any spatial correlations induced by interac—
tions between zones, and therefore it cannot explain all
aspects of the behavior that we observe. In particular,
them ean— eld nature of our theory preclides, at least for
the m om ent, any analysis of strain localization or shear
banding.

IT.MOLECULARDYNAM ICS EXPERIM ENTS
A . A lgorithm

O ur num erical sin ulations have been perform ed in the
spirdt of previous investigations of deform ation in am or-
phous solids f_ié{?%‘] W e have exam ined the response
to an applied shear of a noncrystalline, tw o-din ensional,
tw o-com ponent solid com posed ofeither 10,000 or 20,000
m okcules interacting via Lennard-dones forces. Our
m olecular dynam ics M D) algorithm_ is derived from a
standard \NP T " dynam ics schem e BO ie. a pressure—

tem peratu]:e ensam ble, with a N oseH oover themm ostat,
Bl-{'.33 and a Parhello-R ahm an barostat B4.35] m odi-
ed to allow In position of an arbitrary two-din ensional
stress tensor. T he system obeys periodic boundary con—
ditions, and both the them ostat and barostat act uni-
form Iy throughout the sam ple.
O ur equations of m otion are the follow ing:

L= S+ 4 R @1)
P =F, (M+ [Op 22)
L Jmy 223)
20T
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Here, r, and p, are the position and momentum of
the n’th m olecule, and F, is the force exerted on that
m olecule by its neighbors via the Lennard— Jones inter—
actions. The quantities in brackets, eg. "] or [ ], are
two-din ensional tensors. T is the tem perature of the
them al reservoir; V is the volum e of the system (in this
case, thearea), and N isthe num ber ofm olecules. Txi, is
the average kinetic energy perm olecule divided by B oltz—
m ann’s constant kg . [ ] is the extemally applied stress,
and [ v ] is the average stress throughout the system
com puted to be

j o
rnm'

T T

n m
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where F . is the i'th com ponent of the foroe between
particlesn andm ; rJ,, isthe j"th com ponent of the vec—
tor displacem ent between those particles; and V is the
volum e of the system . L is the locus of points w hich de-
scribe the boundary of the sinulation cell. W hile 2.3)
is not directly relevant to the dynam ics of the particles,
keeping track of the boundary is necessary in order to
properly calculate interm olecular distances in the peri-
odic cell.

T he additional dynam ical degrees of freedom in C2 .]1—
2.3) are a viscosity , which couples the system to the
them al reservoir, and a strain rate, ['] via which the
extemally applied stress is tranam itted to the system .
Note that ["] induces an a ne transform ation about a
reference point R ¢ which, w ithout loss of generality, we
choose to be the origin of our coordmate system . In a
conventional form ulation, [ ]would be equalto P [I],
whereP isthepressure and [I]isthe unit tensor. In that
case, these equations ofm otion are known to produce the
sam e tin e-averaged equations of state as an equilbriim
NPT ensemble. f_S-C_)'] By Instead controlling the tensor [ ],
Including its o -diagonaltem s, it is possble to apply a
shear stress to the system w ithout creating any preferred
surfaces w hich m ight enhance system -size e ects and In—
terfere w ith observations ofbulk properties. T he applied
stress and the strain—rate tensor are constrained to be



sym m etric in order to avoid physically uninteresting ro—
tations of the cell. E xoegpt where otherw ise noted, all of
our num erical experin ents are carried out at constant
tem perature, with P = 0, and w ith the sam ple loaded
In uniform , pure shear.

W e have chosen the arti cialtin e constants t and »p
to represent physicalaspects ofthe system . A s suggested
by N ose BL], ¢ isthe tin e ora sound wave to travelan
Interatom ic distance and, as suggested by A nderson BG

p Isthe tim e for sound to travel the size of the system .

B .M odelSolid

T he special two-com ponent system that we have cho—
sen to study here hasbeen the sub fct of other investiga—
tions Ej {:_3-9‘] prin arily because it has a quasicrystalline
ground state. The inportant point for our purposes,
how ever, is that this system can be quenched easily into
an apparently stable glassy state. W hether this is ac—
tually a them odynam ically stable glass phase is of no
special interest here. W e care only that the noncrys—
talline state has a lifetin e that is very m uch longer than
the duration of our experim ents.

O ur system consists ofm olecules oftwo di erent sizes,
which we call \sm all" (S) and \large" (L). The interac-
tionsbetw een thesem oleculesare standard 6-12 Lennard—
Jones potentials:

a 12 a 6

r r

U (= 4e — 2.7)

where the subscripts , denoteS orL.W e choose the

zero-energy interatom ic distances, a , to be
agg = 2sin(—); app = 2sin(=); asy =1; @28
ss (10) LL (5) SL 2.8)
w ith bond strengths:
ey = 1; es=e = 51 2.9)

For com putational e ciency, we inpose a niterange
cuto on the potentials n (:_2;7:) by setting them equalto
zero for ssparation distances r greater than 2:5as1, . The

m asses are all taken to be equal. T he ratio of the num -
ber of large m olecules to the num ber of an allm olecules
is half the golden m ean:

—-— = : (2.10)

In the resulting system , it is energetically favorable for
ten am allm olecules to surround one largem olculg, or for
ve largem olecules to surround one sm allm olecule. T he
highly frustrated nature of this system avoids problem s
of Iocalcrystallization that often occur In two dim ensions
w here the nucleation of single com ponent crystalline re—
gions isdi cul to avoid. A s shown by Lancoon et al L$_-7_i,
this system goesthrough som ething like a glass transition
upon cooling from its liquid state. The glass transition
tem perature is 03Ty where kg T = €5y, . A llthe sinula—
tions reported here have been carried out at a tem pera—
ture T = 0:001 Ty, that is, at 03% ofthe glass transition
tem perature. T hus, allofthe phenom ena to be discussed
here take place at a tam perature very much lower than
the energies associated w ith the m olecular interactions.

In order to start wih a densely packed m aterial, we
have created our experin ental system s by equilbrating
a random distribution of particles under high pressure
at the low tem perature m entioned above. A fter allow Ing
the system to relax at high pressure, we have reduced the
pressure to zero and again allowed the sam ple to relax.
O ur m olecular dynam ics procedure pem its us to relax
the system only for tim es of order nanoseconds, which
are not long enough for the m aterial to experience any
signi cant am ount of annealing, especially at such a low
tem perature.

W e have perform ed num erical experin ents on two dif-
ferent sam ples, containing 10,000 and 20,000 m olecules
regpectively. A llofthe sin ulation results shown are from
the lJargerofthe tw o sam ples; the an aller sam ple hasbeen
used prin arily to check the reliablility of our procedures.
W e have created each of these sam ples only once; thus
each experim ent using eitherofthem startsw ith precisely
the sam e set ofm olecules In precisely the sam e positions.
A sw illbecom e clear, there are both advantages and un-
certainties associated w ith this procedure. On the one
hand, we have a very carefully controlled starting point
for each experim ent. O n the otherhand, we do not know
how sensitive the m echanical properties of our system

TABLE I. Sam ple Sizes and E lastic C onstants

M olecules| Shear M odulus|Bulk M odulus| 2D P oisson R atio|Young’s M odulus|
Sampl 1|| 10,000 9.9 31 051 30 |
Sampk 2| 20,000 16 58 057 50 |



m ight be to details of the preparation process, nor do
we know whether to expect signi cant sam ple-to-sam ple
variations in the m olecular con gurations. To illistrate
these uncertainties, we show the elastic constants of the
sam ples in Tabl 1. The m oduli are expressed there in
units ofesy, =aZ, . (N ote that the P oisson ratio fora two-
din ensional system has an upper bound of1 rather than
05 as In the threedin ensional case.) The appreciable
di erences between the m oduli of supposedly identical
m aterials tellus that we m ust be very carefil in draw ing
detailed conclusions from these prelin nary results.

C .Sim ulation R esults: M acroscopic O bservations

In allofour num erical experin ents, we have tried sim —
ply to m in ic conventional laboratory m easurem ents of
viscoplasticproperties ofrealm aterials. The rstofthese
is a m easurem ent of stress at constant strain rate. As
we shall see, this supposedly sin plest of the experin ents
is especially Interesting and problem atic for us because
it necessarily probes tin e-dependent behavior near the
plastic yield stress.

O ur resuls, ortwo di erent strain rates, are shown in
F jgure:;I: . The strain rates are expressed in units propor-
tionalto the frequency of oscillation about the m inim um
In the Lennard-Jdones potential, speci cally, in units of

'y (&1 =m aﬁL)%,wherem is the particke m ass. (The
actual frequency for the SL potential, in cycles per sec—
ond, is 3 23= )1y = 12!4) Asusual, the samplk

has been kept at constant tem perature and at pressure
P = 0. At low strain, the m aterialbehaves in a linearly
elastic m anner. A s the strain Increases, the response
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FIG .1. Shear stress vs. strain for strainrates of 10 *

(sold Ines) and 2 10 * (dotted lines). The thicker
lines which denote the sim ulation resultsexhbi both lin—
ear elastic behavior at low strain and non-linear response
leading to yield at approxin ately s = 0:35. The thin-
ner curves are predictions of the theory for the two strain
rates. Strainrate ism easured In units of (esy=m aéL )% .
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FIG .2. Shear strain (open symbols) vs. tin e for sev—

eral applied shear stresses (solid symbols). The stresses
have been ram ped up at a constant rate until reaching a
maximum valie and then have been held constant. The
strain and stress axes are related by tw ice the shearm odu-
lus so that, for linear elastic response, the open and closed
sym bols would be coincident. For low stresses the sam ple
responds in an alm ost entirely elastic m anner. For inter-
m ediate stresses the sam ple undergoes som e plastic defor-
m ation prior to pmm Ing. In the case where the stress is
brought above the yield stress, the sam ple deform s indef-
Initely. Tim e ism easured In units of m a§L=e5L )% .

becom es nonlinear, and the m aterial begins to defom
plastically. P lastic yielding, that is, the onset of plastic

ow , occursw hen the strain reaches approxin ately 0.7% .
N ote that the stress does not rise an oothly and m ono—
tonically in these experim ents. W e presum e that m ost of
this irreqularity would average out In larger system s. A's
we shall see, how ever, therem ay also be m ore interesting
dynam icale ects at work here.

In all of the other experin ents to be reported here, we
have controlled the stress on the sam ple and m easured
the strain. In the st of these, shown In Figure .%., we
have Increased the stress to various di erent values and
then held it constant.

In each ofthese experin ental runs, the stress starts at
zero and Increases at the sam e constant rate untilthe de—
sired nal stress is reached. T he graphs show both this
applied stress (solid symbols) and the resulting strain
(open sym bols), as functions of tim e, for three di erent
cases. T In e ism easured in the sam em olecularvibration
units used in the previous experim ents, ie. in units of
tna%, =esy)? . The stresses and strain axes are related
by twice the shear m odulus so that, if the response is
linearly elastic, the two curves lie on on top of one an—
other. In the case labelled 4 ), the nal stress is sn all,
and the response isnearly elastic. Forcases ( ) and @),
the sam ple deform s plastically until  reachessome nal
strain, at which it ceases to undergo firther deform ation



1.5 iy 5
A4 Y Shear Strain
1 0.40
1.0
= 1 0.30
= G—© Shear Stress 4
& g
) -
© 1 0202
0.5
1 0.10
58 %Dilational Strain
0.0 & L L L ! 0.00
0.0 100.0 200.0 300.0 400.0 500.0
Time
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loading where the stresshasbeen rampedup to s = 025,
held for a tim e, and then released. Note that, in addi-
tion to the shear response, them aterialundergoes a sn all
am ount of dilation.
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FIG.4. Elhstic and inelastic strain vs tin e for the

sam e sin ulation as that shown in Fjgure'é. The inelastic
strain is found by subtracting the linearly elastic strain
from the total strain. N ote the partial recovery of the In—
elastic portion ofthe strain which occurs during and after
unloading.

on observable tin escales. W e cannot rule out the possi-
bility of slow creep at much longer tines.) In case (3),
for which the nalstress is the largest of the three cases
show n, the sam ple continues to deform plastically at con—
stant stress throughout the duration of the experim ent.
W e conclide from these and a num ber of sin ilar experi-
m ental runs that there exists a wellde ned critical stress
forthism aterial, below which it reachesa lin it ofplastic
deform ation, that is, it \Jam s," and abovewhich i ows
plastically. Because the stress is ram ped up quickly, we
can see In curves (2) and (3) ofFjgure::a’ that there isa
separation of tim e scales between the elastic and plastic

regoonses. The elastic response is Instantaneous, whilke
the plastic response develops over a f&w hundred m olec—
ular vibrational periods. To see the distinction between
these behaviors m ore clkarly, we have performm ed experi-
m ents in which we load the system toa xed, subcritical
stress, hold i there, and then unload it by ram ping the
stressback down to zero. In Fjgure:_'q’,we show this stress
and the resulting total shear strain, as functions oftin e,
for one of those experim ents. If we de ne the the elas—
tic strain to be the stress divided by tw ice the previously
m easured, asquenched, shearm odulus, then we can com —
pute the mnelastic strain by subtracting the elastic from

the total. The resuk is shown in Figure 4. Note that
m ost, but not quite all, of the inelastic strain consists
of nonrecoverable plastic deform ation that persists after
unloading to zero stress. Note also, as shown in Fig—
ure -'_3, that the system undergoes a an alldilation during
this process, and that this dilation appears to have both
elastic and inelastic com ponents.

U sing the sin pl prescription outlined above, we have
m easured the nalinelastic shear strain as a finction of
shear stress. T hat is, we have m easured the shear strain
once the system hasoceased to deform as in the subcritical
cases in Figure -'_ﬁ, and then subtracted the elastic part.
The resultsare shown In FJg:_E; A sexpected, we see only
very am all am ounts of inelastic strain at lIow stress. A s
the stress approaches the yield stress, the inelastic strain
appears to diverge approxin ately logarithm ically.

The naltest that we have perform ed is to cycle the
system through loading, reloading, and reverse-loading.
As shown In Fjgure:_é, the sam pk is rst loaded on the
curve from a to b. The niial resoonse is linearly elas—
tic, but, eventually, deviation from lineariy occurs as
the m aterial begins to deform melastically. From b to
c, the stress is constant and the sam ple continues to de—
form inelastically untilreachinga nalstrain at c. Upon
unloading, from ¢ to d, the system does not behave in
a purely elastic m anner but, rather, recovers som e por—
tion ofthe strain anelastically. W hilk held at zero stress,
the sam ple continues to undergo anelastic strain recovery
from d to e.

W hen the sam pl is then reloaded from e to f, i un—
dergoes m uch less inelastic deform ation than during the
niial loading. From f to g the sampl again deformm s
nelastically, but by an am ount only slightly m ore than
the previously recovered strain, retuming approxin ately
to point ¢. Upon unlbading again from g to h to i, less
strain is recovered than in the previousunloading from c
through e.

Tt is during reverse loading from ito k that i becom es
apparent that the deform ation history has rendered the
am orphous sam pl highly anisotropic in its response to
further applied shear. The inelastic strain from ito k
is much greater than that from e to g, dem onstrating
a very signi cant Bauschinger e ect. The plastic defor-
m ation in the mnitial direction apparently has biased the
sam ple In such a way as to inhibit further inelastic yield
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dynam ics experin ent in which the sample has been
loaded, unloaded, reloaded, unloaded again, and then re-
verse-loaded, all at stresses below the yield stress. The
an aller graph above show s the history of applied shear
stress w ith letters indicating identical tim es In the two
graphs. The dashed line in the m ain graph is the theo—
retical prediction for the sam e sequence of stresses. N ote
that a an allam ount of inelastic strain recovery occurs af-
ter the rst unloading in the sim ulation, but that no such
behavior occurs in the theory. T hus, the theoretical curve
from c though h unloads, reloads and unloads again all
along the sam e line.

in the sam e direction, but there is no such inhibition in
the reverse direction. The m aterial, therefore, m ust in
som e way have m icrostructurally encoded, ie. partially
\m em orized," is loading history.

D . Sim ulation R esults: M icroscopic O bservations

O ur num erical m ethods allow us to exam Ine what is
happening at the m olecular level during these deform a—
tions. To do this system atically, we need to identify
w here irreversible plastic rearrangem ents are occurring.
M ore precisely, we m ust ddentify places w here the m olec—
ulardisplacem ents are non-a ne, that is, where they de—
viate substantially from displacem ents which can be de-
scribed by a linear strain  eld. O ur m athem atical tech—
nique for identifying regions of non-a ne displacem ent
hasbeen described by one ofus M LF) in an earlier pub—
Tication. Eld] For com pleteness, we repeat it here.

W e start wih a set of m olecular positions and sub-—
sequent displacem ents, and com pute the closest possible
approxin ation to a local strain tensor In the neighbor-
hood of any particular m okcule. To de ne that neigh-
borhood, we de ne a sam pling radius, which we choose
to be the interaction range, 2:5as1 . The local straln is
then determm ined by m Inim izing the m ean square di er-
ence between the the actual displacem ents of the neigh—
boring m olecules relative to the centralone, and the rel-
ative displacem ents that they would have if they were In
a region of uniform strain ";5. That is, we de ne

X X h ,
D%@; t) = L 5o
X ’ i,

(5+"5) e v Be v o o; @a11)

w here the Indices i and j denote spatial coordinates, and
the index n runs over the m olecules w thin the Interac—
tion range of the reference m olecule, n = 0 being the
reference m olecule. rj (t) is the ith com ponent of the
position ofthenth molecule at tine t. W e then nd the
";; which m inin izes D ? by calculating:

P . .
Xiy= @GO 50O
We v B v); ©12)
P . )
Yiy= g N pt )
Qe v Be v); @13)
P 1
"ij = k X j_ijk ij . (2 .14)

The m ninum valie of D ? (t; t) is then the local de—
viation from a ne deform ation during the tin e Interval
ft  t t]l. W e shall refer to this quantity asD 2 ;.
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FIG .7. Intensity plots of D2, , the deviation from

a ne defom ation, for various Intervals during two sim u—
lations. Figures (@), (o) and (c) show deform ation during
one sinulation In which the stress has been ram ped up
quickly to a value less than the yield stress and then held
constant. Figure (@) shows deform ations over the rst
10 tim e units, and gure () over the rst 30 tin e units.
Figure (c) show s the sam e state as in (o), but with D,ﬁ in
com puted only for deform ations that took place during
the preceeding 1 tin e unit. In Figure (d), the niial sys—
tem and the tin e interval (10 units) are the sam e as In
(@), but the stress hasbeen applied In the opposie direc—
tion. The gray scal in these gures has been selected
so that the darkest spots identify m olecules for which
j:) m in j OZSas L o«

FIG . 8. C loseup picture ofa shear transform ation zone
before and after undergoing transform ation. M olecules af-
ter transform ation are shaded according to the'jr values of
D,ﬁ in Using the sam e gray scale as in Fjgurelj. The di-
rection of the extemally applied shear stress is shown by
the arrow s. T he ovals are Inclided sokly as guides for the
eye.

W ehave found thatD 2 ; isan excellent diagnostic for
dentifying local irreversble shear transfom ations. F ig—
ure ] contains four di erent intensity plots ofD 2, fora
particular system as it isundergoing plastic deform ation.
The stresshasbeen ramped up to j sj= 012 in thetime
Interval 0,12] and then held constant in an experin ent
analogous to that shown In Figure -'_2 . Figure ::/:(a) show s
D2, Prt= 10, t= 10. I dem onstrates that the non—
a ne defom ations occur as isolated sn allevents. In (©)
w e observe the sam e sim ulation, but fort= 30, t= 30;
that is, we are looking at a later tim e, but again we con—
sider rearrangem ents relative to the inital con guration.
Now it appears that the regions of rearrangem ent have a
larger scale structure. The pattem seen here looks like
an Incipient shear band. However, in (c), where t = 30,

t= 1, we again consider this later tim e but look only
at rearrangem ents that have occurred in the preceeding
short tin e interval. The events shown in this gure are
an all, dem onstrating that the pattem shown in () is,
In fact, an aggregation of m any local events. Lastly, in
d), we show an experin ent sin ilar in all respects to @)
except that the sign of the stress has been reversed. A s
n @), t= 10, t= 10, and again we observe sn all
isolated events. H ow ever, these events occur in di erent
Jocations, in plying a direction dependence of the local
transform ation m echanian .

Next we look at these processes in yet m ore detail.
Figure g is a closeup of the m olecular con gurations in
the Iower lefi-hand part of the largest dark cluster seen
In Figure :_1 (©), shown jist before and jist after a shear
transform ation. During this event, the cluster of one
large and three sm all m olecules has com pressed along
the top-Jeft/bottom +ight axis and extended along the
bottom —eft/top—+right axis. This defomm ation is consis—
tent w ith the ordentation ofthe applied shear, which isin
the direction shown by the arrow s on the outside of the

gure. N ote that this rearrangem ent takes place w thout
signi cantly a ecting the relative positions of m olecules
In the In m ediate environm ent ofthe transform ing region.
T his is the type of rearrangem ent that Spaepen identi es
asa\ ow defect." K_Z-(_):] A sm entioned in the introduction,
we shall call these regions \shear transfomm ation zones."

ITII.THEORETICAL INTERPRETATION OF THE
M OLECULARDYNAMICS EXPERIM ENTS

A .Basic H ypotheses

W e tum now to our attem pts to develop a theoretical
Interpretation of the phenom ena seen in the sim ulations.
W e shallnot insist that ourtheory reproduce every detail
ofthese resuls. In fact, the sin ulations are not yet com —
plete enough to tell us w hether som e of our cbservations
are truly general properties of the m odel or are artifacts
of the ways in which we have prepared the system and
carried out the num erical experin ents. O ur strategy w ill



be, rst, to specify what we believe to be the basic fram e~
work of a theory, and then to determ ine which speci ¢
assum ptions w ithin this fram ework are consistent w ith
the num erical experin ents.

There are several features of our num erical experi-
m ents that we shall assum e are fundam entally correct
and which, therefore, m ust be outcom es of our theory.
Thess are: (1) Ata su ciently small, xed load, ie. un-—
der a constant shear stress less than som e value that we
dentify as a yield stress, the system undergoes a nie
plastic deform ation. T he am ount of this deform ation di-
verges as the loading stress approaches the yield stress.
(2) At loading stresses above the yield stress, the system

ow s viscoplastically. (3) T he response ofthe system to
loading is history-dependent. If it is loaded, unloaded,
and then reloaded to the sam e stress, it behaves aln ost
elastically during the reloading, ie. it does not undergo
additional plastic deform ation. O n the other hand, if it
is Joaded, unloaded, and then reloaded w ith a stress of
the opposite sign, it deform s substantially in the opposite
direction.

O ur theory consists of a set of rate equations describ-
Ing plastic deform ation. These Inclide an equation for
the inelastic strain rate as a function of the stress plus
other variables that describe the internal state of the sys—
tem . W e also postulate equations of m otion for these
state variables. D eform ation theordes of this type are in
the spirit of investigations by E . Hart [15] who, to the
best of our know ledge, was the rst to argue In a m ath-
em atically system atic way that any satisfactory theory
of plasticity m ust lnclide dynam ical state variables, be—
yond jist stress and strain. A sim ilar point of view has
been stressed by R ice. [_1-§] Ouranalysisisalso in uenced
by the use of state variables in theordes of friction pro—
p_osec_i‘reoen‘dy by Ruina, D jeterich, C arlson, and others.
kitdel

O urpicture ofwhat ishappening at them olecular level
In these system s is an extension ofthe ideas ofTumbuJJ,
Cohen, A rgon, Spaepen and others. tl7{21-,,'23{.'25] These
authorspostulated that deform ation in am orphousm ate—
rials occurs at special sites where the m olecules are ablke
to rearrange them selves in response to applied stresses.
A s described in the preceding chapter, we do see such
sites in our sin ulations, and shall use these shear trans—
form ation zones as the basis for our analysis. H owever,
we must be careful to state as precisely as possible our
de nition of these zones, because we shall use them in
w ays that were not considered by the previous authors.

O ne ofthe m ost fundam entaldi erences between pre—
vious work and ours is the fact that our system is ef-
fectively at zero tem perature. W hen it is In m echanical
equilbriim , no changes occur in is intemal state be-
cause there is no them al noise to drive such changes.
T hus the shear transfom ation zones can undergo tran-—
sitions only when the system is In m otion. Because the
system is strongly disordered, the foroes induced by large—
scale m otions at the position of any Individualm olcule
m ay be noisy. These uctuating forcesm ay even look as

if they have a them al com ponent. [_4-_7.] T he them ody—
nam ic analogy (themm al activation of shear transform a—
tions w ith tem perature being som e function of the shear
rate) m ay be an altemative to (or an equivalent of) the
theory to be discussed here. However, it is beyond the
scope of the present investigation.

O urnext hypothesis is that shear transform ation zones
are geom etrically identi abl regions in an am orphous
solid. That is, we assum e that we could | at Jeast in
principle | look at a picture ofany one ofthe com puter—
generated states of our system and identify sm all regions
that are particularly susceptible to inelastic rearrange-
ment. As suggested by Fig. 'g, these zones m ight con—
sist of groups of four or m ore relatively loosely bound
m olecules surrounded by m ore rigid \cages." But that
speci ¢ picture is not necessary. The m ain idea is that
som e such irreqularities are locked In on tin e scales that
are very much longer than m olecular collision tim es.
That is not to say that these zones are pem anent fea-
tures of the system on experin entaltin e scales. On the
contrary, the tendency of these zones to appear and dis-
appear during plastic deform ation will be an essential
Ingredient of our theory.

W e suppose further that these shear transform ation
zones are two-state system s. That is, In the absence of
any deform ation of the cage ofm olecules that surrounds
them , they are equally stable in either of two con gu-
rations. Very roughly speaking, the m olecular arrange—
ments in these two con gurations are elongated along
one or the other of two perpendicular directions which,
shortly, we shall take to be coincident w ith the principal
axes of the applied shear stress. T he transition between
one such state and the other constitutes an elem entary in—
crem ent of shear strain. N ote that bistability isthe natu-—
ralassum ption here. M ore than tw o states of com parable
stability m ight be possible but would have relatively low
probability. A crucial feature of these bistable system s
is that they can transform back and forth between their
tw o states but cannot m ake repeated transform ations in
one direction. T hus there is a naturallim it to how much
shear can take place at one of these zones so Iong as the
zone rem ains intact.

W e now consider an ensem ble of shear transform ation
zones and estin ate the probability that any one of them
w ill undergo a transition at an applied shear stress 5.
Because the tem peratures at which we are working are
so low that ordinary them alactivation is irrelevant, we
focus our attention on entropic variations of the local
free volum e. O ur basic assum ption is that the transition
probability is proportional to the probability that the
molecules In a zone have a su ciently large excess free
volme,say V ,Inwhich to rearrangethem selves. This
critical free volum e m ust depend on the m agnitude and
orientation of the elastic deform ation of the zone that is
caused by the extemally applied stress, 5.

At this point, our analysis borrow s In its general ap—
proach, but not in its speci cs, from recent developm ents
n the theory of granular m aterials 48] where the only



extensive state variable isthe volume .W hat ollow s is

a very sin ple approxim ation which, at great loss of gen—
erality, leads us quickly to the resul that we need. The
free volum e, ie. the volum e in excess of close packing
that the particles have available for m otion, is roughly

N vy N %; 3.1)

where N is the total num ber of particles, v¢ is the av-
erage free volum e per particle, and vy is the volum e per
particle in an idealstate ofrandom densepacking. In the
dense solids of interest to us here, ve vy, and there—
fore vy is approxin ately the average volum e per particle
even when the system is slightly dilated. The number
of states available to this system is roughly proportional
to @e=h)¥, where h is an arbitrary constant with di-
m ensions of volum e | the analog of P Janck’s constant
In classical statistical m echanics | that plys no rok
other than to provide din ensional consistency. T hus the
entropy, de ned here to be a din ensionless quantity, is

Ve N vy
S(;N)=Nh — =N nh —— : 32)
h N h

T he intensive variable analogous to tem perature is

1 @s 1
- === 33)
@ Ve

O ur activation factor, analogousto the Bolzm ann factor
for them ally activated processes, is therefore

e =e (V =ve), 3 4)

A formula lke gz{) appears In various places in the
earlier literature. 7,:23{.'25 There is an in portant dif-
ference between its earlier use and the way in which we
are using it here. In earlier interpretations, d3 4 is an
estin ate of the probability that any given m olecule hasa
large enough free volum e near it to be the site at which
a them ally activated irreversible transition m ight occur.
In our Interpretation, {_3-;2{) playsm ore nearly the role of
the them alactivation factor itself. Tt tells us som ething
about the con gurationalprobability fora zone, not jast
for a singlem olecule. W hen m ultiplied by the density of
zones and a rate factor, about which we shallhave m ore
to say shortly, i becom es the transform ation rate per
unit volum e.

N ote w hat ishappening here. O ur system is extrem ely
non-ergodic and, even when i is undergoing appreciable
strain, does not explore m ore than a very sm all part of
its con guration space. Apart from the m olecular rear—
rangem ents that take place during plastic deform ation,
the only chance that the system has for com ing close
to any state of equilbriim occurs during the quench by
which i is form ed initially. Because we controlonly the
tem perature and pressure during that quench, we must
use entropic considerations to com pute the relative prob—
abilities of various m olecular con gurations that result
from it.

T he transitions occurring w thin shear transform ation
zones are strains, and therefore they m ust, In principle,
be described by tensors. For present purposes, how ever,
wecanm ake ‘som e sin plifying assum ptions. A sdescribed
In Chapter -]:[ our m oleculardynam ics m odel is sub fct
only to a umﬁ)rm , pure shear stress ofm agnitude ¢ and
a hydrostaticpressureP (usually zero). T herefore, J'n the
principalaxis system of coordinates, the stress tensor is:

[ 1= : 33)

O ur assum ption is that the shear transfom ation zones
are alloriented along the sam e pair ofprincipalaxes, and
therefore that the strain tensor has the form :

r= 00 3.6)
d

where "y and "y are the shear and dilational strains re—
spectively. The total shear strain is the sum of elastic
and inelastic com ponents:

"= vv:l_l_ vvi—n . 3.7)

By de nition, the elastic com ponent isthe linear response
to the stress:

el = 2—5; 338)
where isthe shearm odulus.

In a m ore general form ulation, we shall have to con—
sider a distrdbbution of ordentations of the shear transfor-
m ation zones. That distribution w ill not necessarily be
isotropic when plastic deform ations are occurring, and
very lkely the distrbution itself w illbe a dynam icalen—
tity with its own equations ofm otion. O ur present anal-
ysis, however, is too crude to Justify any such level of
sophistication .

T he Jast ofourm ain hypotheses is an equation ofm o—
tion for the densities of the shear transform ation zones.
D enote the two states of the shear transform ation zones
by the symbols+ and ,and ltn be the numberden—
sities of zones In those states. W e then w rite:

n =R n R n Cl(sﬂ;“)n +C2(s'jé“):
3.9)
Here, the R are the rates at which states transform

to  states. Thesem ustbe consistent w ith the transition
probabilities describbed in the preceding paragraphs.
The last two term s in (3.9) descrbe the way in which
the population of shear transformm ation zones changes as
the system undergoes plastic deform ation. The zones
can be annihilated and created | as shown by the tem s
w ith coe clents C ; and C, respectively | at rates pro—
portionalto the rate " at which irreversble work is
being done on the system . T his Jast assum ption is sin ple



and plausible, but it isnot strictly dictated by the physics
n any way that we can see. A caveat: In certain circum —
stances, when the sam ple does work on its environm ent,

s"" could be negative, in which case the annihilation
and creation temm s in {_3-;9}) could produce results which
would not be physically plausble. W e believe that such
states in our theory are dynam ically accessible only from
unphysical starting con gurations. In related theordes,
how ever, that m ay not be the case.

Tt is In portant to recognize that the annihilation and
creation temm s in @:ﬁ) are interaction temm s, and that
they have been introduced here in a m ean—- eld approx—
In ation. That is, we In plicitly assum e that the rates
at which shear transform ation zones are annihilated and
created depend only on the rate at which irreversble
work is being done on the system as a whole, and that
there is no correlation betw een the position at which the
work is being done and the place where the annihilation
or creation is occurring. This is In fact not the case as
shown by Fig. -'_'Z(b), and is possbly the weakest aspect
of our theory.

W ih the preceding de nitions, the tin e rate of change
of the inelastic shear strain, ", has the fom :

'_';n =V, "R, ny

R n 1; (3.10)

where V, is the typical volum e of a zone and " is the
Increm ent of Iocal shear strain.

B .Speci c A ssum ptions

W e tum now to the more detailed assum ptions and
analyses that we need In order to develop our general
hypotheses into a testable theory.

A coording to our hypothesis about the probabilities of
volum e uctuations, we should w rite the transition rates
n (3.9) in the om :

Vo

Ve

s)

R = Rj exp (311)

The prefactor Ry is an asyet unspeci ed attem pt fre-
quency for these transform ations. In w riting {_3;1_]:), we

have used the assum ed sym m etry of the system to note

that, if V  ( §) is the required excess free volum e for a

+ ! ) transition, then the appropriate free volum e for
the reverse transition mustbe V ( ;). W e adopt the

convention that a positive shear stress deform s a zone In

such a way that it enhances the probability ofa + ! )
transition and decreases the probability ofa ( ! +)
transition. Then V ( 5) isa decreasing function of 5.

Before going any further in specifying the Ingredients

ofRg, V ,etc, it isuseful to recast the equations of
m otion in the ollow ng form . De ne

Niee O +n ; n n n 312)

and

10

C(s)

exp + exp _—

exp

(313)
(For convenience, and in order to be consistent w ith later
assum ptions, we have suppressed other possble argu—

m ents of the finctions C( 5) and S ( 5)) Then (.1I)
becom es:

h i
" =RoV, NetS(s) n C(yg) : (3.14)
The equations ofm otion forn and n, are:
2"3'11 n
n = —— 1 = ; (3.15)
V, " n;
and
2 nin n
Nior = S —s 1 tot ; (3.16)
VZ " nip
where andn; arede ned by
C 2 ; C ! 3417)
1 VZ nw n 1 4 2 VZ "

From (3.4), we see that n; is the stable equilbbrium
value of nior SO ong as ¢ ’j;“ ram ains positive. isa
characteristic stress that, in certain cases, tums out to
be the plastic yield stress. A swe shall see, we need only
the above form ofthe equations ofm otion to deduce the
existence ofthe plastic yield stress and to com pute som e
elem entary properties of the system .

The interesting tin e-dependent behavior of the sys—
tem , how ever, depends sensitively on the asyet ungoec—
i ed ingredients of these equations. Consider rst the
rate factorR ¢ . O ur zero-tem perature hypothesis in plies
that R g should be zero w henever the inelastic shear rate
" and the elastic shear rate "¢ = _ =2 both vanish.
A ccordingly, we assum e that

el\2 in 2 1=4
")+ (M) ;

Ro = 1=2

(3.18)
where is a constant that we m ust determm ine from the
num erical data. Note that contains both an attem pt
frequency and a statisticalfactorassociated w ith them ul-
tiplicity oftra ctories leading from one state to the other
n an active zone. t_éli}:]

We can o er only a speculative justi cation for the
right-hand side of {3:1:3) . The rearrangem ents that oc—
cur during irreversible shear transfom ations are those in
which m olecules deviate from the tra fctordes that they
would follow if the system were a continuous m edium



undergoing a ne strain. If we assum e that these devia—
tions are di usive, and that the a ne deformm ation over
som e tin e interval scales lke the strain rate, then the
non-a ne transform ation rate m ust scale like the square
root ofthe a ne rate. O i usive deviations from gn ooth
tra ectorieshave been observed directly in num ericalsin —
ulations of sheared foam s, gj] but only in the equivalent
ofourplastic ow regine.) In 8.18), we further assume
that the elastic and inelastic strain rates are lncoherent,
and thus w rite the sum of squares w ithin the brackets.
In what Pllow s, we shall not be able to test the valid-
ity of 8.1§) w ith any precision. M ost probably, the only
properties of in portance to us for present purposes are
the m agniude of Ry and the fact that it vanishes when
the shear rates vanish.

F inally, we need to specify the ingredientsof V' and

ve.For V ,we choose the simpl fom :
\% ( s) = VO exp( s= ) (3.19)
where V, is a volume, perhaps of order the average

m olecularvolum e vy, and hasthe dim ensionsofa shear
m odulus. The right-hand side of @-;fg) sin ply re ects
the fact that the free volum e needed for an activated
transition w ill decrease if the zone in question is loaded
with a stress which coincides w ith the direction of the
resulting strain. W e choose the exponential rather than
a linear dependence because it m akes no sense for the
ncrem ental free volum e V) to be negative, even for very
large values of the applied stresses.

Trreversbility enters the theory via a sin ple sw itching
behaviorthat occurswhen the s—dependenceof V. In
@ .191) is so strong that it convertsa negligably an all rate
at s = 0 to a large rate at relevant, non—zero values of

s . Ifthishappens, then zones that have sw itched in one
direction under the in uence of the stress will rem ain In
that state when the stress is rem oved.

In the form ulation presented here, we consider v to
be constant. T his JS certainly an approxin ation; in fact,
as seen In Figure -3 the system dilates during shear de—
form ation. W e have experim ented w ith versions of this
theory In which the dilation plays a controlling role in
the dynam ics via variations In v¢ . W e shall not discuss
these versions further because they behaved in ways that
w ere qualitatively di erent from what we cbserved in our
sim ulations. The di erences arise from feedback betw een
nelastic dilation and ow which occur in these dilational
m odels, and apparently not in the sinulations. A sin —
ple com parison of the quantities involved dem onstrates
that the assum ption that ve is approxin ately constant
is consistent w ith our other assum ptions. If we assum e
that the increm ent in free volum e at zero stressm ust be
of order the volum e of a am all partick, V,, % 03,
and then look ahead and use our best- t value for the
ratio V, =v¢ 140 (see Section'IIID, Tablk|IlD, we

nd ve 0:02. Since the change in free volum e due
to a dilational strain "g is Vv ¢ "4= , where is the
num ber density, and "4 < 02% for all shear stresses ex—
cept those very close to yield, it appears that, generally,

11

Vg "W Vo ve. Even when "g = 1%, the valie
observed In our sin ulations at yield, the dilational free
volum e is only about the sam e as the initial free volum e
estin ated by this analysis.

A sa nalstep In exam Ining the underlying structure of
these equations ofm otion, we m ake the ollow ing scaling
transform ations:

nin

2
= B, — ;e = (3.20)
n; nj
Then we nd:
E=EF ( i) 321)
—=2F (; ;)@ )i (322)
2F (; ;) (@ )i (323)
w here
F(; 7 )=R o[S() CcC()l; (324)
and
1
C()= = exp( e ® )+exp( € ) ;
2 Ve Ve
1 vV
S()= = exp( —2e® ) exp(-2& ) : (325
2 Ve Ve
Here,
2 V "
A —; z 0 3.26)
T he rate factor in {':8) can be rew ritten:
L T
Ro= ~2 2+ E? (327)
w here
~ (328)

C . Special Steady-State Solutions

A Yhough in generalwem ust use num ericalm ethods to
solve the fully tim e dependent equations of m otion, we
can solve them analytically for special cases in which the
stress is held constant. N ote that none of the resuls
presented in this subsection, apart from {3:3:3), depend
on our speci ¢ choice of the rate factorR g .

There are two specially In portant steady-state solu—
tions at constant . The rst ofthese isa pmmed so—
ution In which B== 0, that isF ( ; ; ) vanishes and
therefore:



S()

c()

T () (329)

w here

v
T() 1 21l+exp 2-2shh@ ) (3.30)
V;

£

Now suppose that, Instead of increasing the stressat a
nite rate aswe have done In our num erical experin ents,
we ket i jum p discontinuously | from zero, per.ha;_3§J
to tsvalie attinet= 0.W hile isconstant, (322)
and (323) can be solved to yield:

(©)

_ ©)
o 1 O

i (331)

where (0) and (0) denote the initial values of (t)
and_ (t) respectively. Sin ilarly, we can solve (Zf-_él:] and
@;2_2) forE (t) In tem sof (t) and obtain a relationship
between the bias in the population of defects and the
change in strain,

0)

332
© ( )

E
E®=EQ)+ 2—]1'1

Combining 329), 831) and B3%), we can detem ine
the change In strain prior to pmm ing. That is, for
su ciently am all that the follow ing lin it exists, we can
com pute a nal inelastic strain Ef :

Ef I E()=
t! 1
E T
EQ+ —h 1+ 0o O (333)
2 1 T()
The right-hand side of 833), HrE©) = () = 0,

should be at least a rough approxin ation forthe inelastic
strain as a function of stress as shown in F igure :_5

T he preceding analysis is our m athem atical descrip—
tion ofhow the system -pm s due to the two-state nature
of the shear transfomm ation zones. Each increm ent of
plastic deform ation corresponds to the transform ation of
zones aligned favorably w ith the applied shear stress. A s
the zones transfom , the bias in their population | ie.

| grow s. Eventually, allofthe favorably aligned zones
that can transform at the given m agnitude and direction
of the stress have undergone their one allow ed transfor-
m ation, hasbecom e large enough to causeF in (Zg.ééz]
to vanish, and plastic deform ation com es to a halt.

The second steady-state is a plastically ow ing solu-
tion n which &6 0Obut —= —= 0. From (8 ._22:) and
@:2:3) we see that this condition requires:

(3.34)

T his leads us directly to an equation for the stran-rate
at constant applied stress,

12

1
Z5() =c()

~E

(3.35)

This owing solution arises from the non-linear annihi-
Jation and creation termm s in {_5;1). In the owing state,
stresses are high enough that shear transfom ation zones
are continuously created. A balance between the rate of
zone creation and the rate of transform ation determ ines
the rate of deform ation.

Exam ination of $22) and (23) reveals that the
pmmed solution (329) is stable for low stresses, while
the owing solution (8.34) isstable orhigh stresses. The
crossover between the two solutions occurs when both
B29) and (3.34) are satis ed. This crossoverde nes the
yield stress , which satis es the condition

1

T (y): (3.36)

y

Note that the argument of the lgarithm i (3.33)
diverges at Note also that, so lbng as
@V, =ve)sinh@ ) 1, {33¢) implies that 1.
T his Inequality is easily satis ed for the param eters dis—
cussed in the follow ing subsection. T hus the din ensional
yield stress  is approxim ated accurately by in our
origihalunits de ned in B20).

= v

D .Param eters of the T heory

Thereare veadijistable system param etersin ourthe—
ory: ,V, "n;, ,V,=ve, and In addition, we
must specify iniial conditions for E, , and For
all cases of Interest here, E(0) = (0) = 0. However,

0) = n ot (0)=n; isan In portant param eter that char-
acterizes the asquenched initial state of the system and
which rem ains to be detem nned.

To test the validiy ofthistheory, wenow m ust nd out
w hether there exists a set of physically reasonable values
of these param eters for which the theory acocounts for
all (or aln ost all) of the w ide variety of tin edependent
phenom ena seen In the m oleculardynam ics experin ents.
O ur strategy hasbeen to start w ith rough guesses based
on our understanding of what these param eters m ean,
and then to adjist these values by trialand error to t
what we believe to be the crucial features of the exper—
In ents. W e then have used those values of the param e-
ters in the equations ofm otion to check agreem ent w ith
other num erical experin ents. In adjusting param eters,
we have looked for accurate agreem ent between theory
and experin ent In low -stress situations where we expect
the concentration of active shear transform ation zones to
be Iow ; and w e have allow ed Jarger discrepanciesnearand
above the yield stress w here we suspect that interactions
betw een the zonesm ay invalidate ourm ean— eld approx-
in ation. O ur best- t param eters are shown in Tablke :I_.F



P aram eter Valie
032
Ve, "n 1 5%
500
VO =Vf 14.0
025
Neot (0)=n1 20

TABLE II.
sin ulation data

Values of param eters for com parison to

The easiest parameter to t should be  because i
should be very nearly equalto the yield stress. That is,
it should be som ew here In the range 0.30-0.35 according
to the data shown In Fig. E Note that we cannot use
@:3:3) to t the experim ental data near the yield point
because both the num erical sin ulations and the theory
tell us that the system approaches its stationary state
In niely slow Iy there. M oreover, we expect interaction
e ects to be Inportant here. The solid curve in Fjg.g
is the theoretically predicted strain found by integrating
the equations ofm otion for 800 tim e units, the duration
of the longest of the sim ulation runs. T he downward ad—
Justm ent of , from isapparent value ofabout 0.35 to its
best- t value of 0.32, has been m ade on the basis of the
latter tim edependent calculations plus evidence about
the e ect of this param eter in other parts of the theory.

NextweconsiderV, "n ; ,adin ensionlessparam eter
w hich correspondsto the am ount of strain that would oc—
cur if the density of zones were equal to the equilbrium
concentration (ot = np ) and if all the zones trans—
form ed In the sam e direction in unison. A fematively, if
the Iocal strain ncrement " is about uniy, then this
param eter is the fraction of the volum e of the system
that is occupied by shear transform ation zones. In either
way of Jooking at this quantity, ourbest- t value 0o£5.7%
seem s sensible.

The param eter is a rate which is roughly the prod-
uct of an attem pt frequency and a statistical factor. The
only system -dependent quantity with the din ensions of
nverse tin e isthem olecularvibrational frequency, which
we have seen is of order uniy. O ur best- t value of 50
seam s to In ply that the statistical factor is m oderately
large which, in tum, Im plies that the shear transform a—
tion zones are fairly com plex, m ultim olecule structures.
Lacking any rstprinciples theory of this rate factor,
how ever, we cannot be con dent about this cbservation.

Our st rough guess for a value ofV, =v¢ com es from
the assum ption that V  must be about one m olecular
volum e In the absence of an extemal stress, and that ve
is lkely to be about a tenth of this. Thus our best-t
value 0f 14 .0 is reassuringly close to what we expected.

The param eter , a modulus that characterizes the
sensitivity of V. to the applied stress, is especially in—
teresting. O ur best- t value o£ 025 is aln ost two orders
of m agnitude am aller than a typical shear m odulus for
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these system s. This m eans that the shear transform a—
tions are induced by relatively sm all stresses or, equiv—
alently, the Intemal elastic m odes w ithin the zones are
very soft. This conclusion is supported quite robustly
by our tting procedure. A temative assum ptions, such
as control by vardations in the average free volum e ve
discussed earlier, produce qualitatively w rong pictures of
the tin e dependent onset of plastic deform ation.
Finally, we consider (0) = not (0)=n; , the ratio of
the Inial zone density to the equilbrium zone density.
T his param eter characterizes the transient behavior as-
sociated w ith the initialquench; that is, it determ inesthe
asquenched system ’s rst response to an applied stress.
W e can lam som ething about this param eter by looking
at laterbehavior, ie. the next few segm ents ofa hystere—
sis loop like that shown in Figure -'_6 If, as is observed
there, the loop narrow s after the rst leg, then we know
that there was an excess of shear transform ation zones
In the asquenched system , and that this excess was re—
duced in the nitialdeform ation. An initialexcessm eans
(0) > 1, consistent w ith our best—- t value of2 0.

E .Com parisons between T heory and Sim ulations

W e now illustrate the degree to which this theory can
| and cannot | account forthe phenom ena observed in
the num erical experin ents.

Figure :_Q sum m arizes one of the principal successes of
the theory, speci cally, its ability to predict the tim e-
dependent onset of plastic deform ation over a range of
applied stresses below the yield stress. The solid lines
In the Figure show the shear strains in three di erent
sim ulations as functions of tin e. In each sim ulation the
stress is ram ped up at the sam e controlled rate, held
constant for a period of tin e, and then ram ped down,
again at the sam e rate. In the lowest curve the stress
reaches a maxinum of 0.1 In our din ensionless stress
units (eSL=a§L), in the middle curve 02, and in the
highest 03. The dashed lines show the predictions of
the theory. The excellent agreem ent during and after
the ram p-up is our m ost direct evidence for the sanall
value of quoted above. The detailed shapes of these
curves at the tops ofthe ram ps, where _5 drops abruptly
to zero, provide som e qualitative support for our choice
ofthe rate dependence ofRy in (3.1§).A s shown i Fig-
u]:e:_f'z and discussed in the preceding subsection, the nal
nelastic strains In these ram p-up experin ents are also
predicted adequately by the theory.

T he situation is di erent for the unloading phases of
these experim ents, that is, during and after the periods
when the stresses are ram ped back dolwn to zero. The
theoretical strain rates shown in F igureid vanish abruptly
at the bottom s of the ram ps because our transform ation
rates becom e negligably an all at zero stress. In the two
experin ental curves for the higher stresses, how ever, the
strain continues to decrease for a short whilk after the
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FIG.9. Strain vs. tin e POr simulations in which the
stress has been ram ped up at a controlled rate to stresses
0f0.1, 02 and 0.3, held constant, and then ram ped down
to zero (solid lines). T he dashed lines are the correspond-—
ing theoretical predictions.

stresses have stopped changing. O urtheory seem sto rule
out any such recovery of inelastic strain at zero stress;
thus we cannot account for this phenom enon except to
rem ark that it m ust have som ething to do w ith the ini-
tialstate ofthe asquenched system . Asseen In Fjgure-'_é,
no such recovery occurs when the system is loaded and
unloaded a second tim e.

In Figure :_é, we com pare the stressstrain hysteresis
loop iIn the sim ulation (solid line) w ith that predicted by
the theory (dashed line). Apart from the inelastic strain
recovery after the rst unloading in the sin ulation, the
theory and the experim ent agree well w th one another
at least through the reverse loading to point k. The
agreem ent becom es less good in subsequent cycles of the
hysteresis loop, possibly because shearbands are form ing
during repeated plastic deform ations.

In the last ofthe tests oftheory to be reported here, we
have added in F jgure:_]: tw o theoretical curves for stresses
as fiunctions of strain at the two di erent constant strain
rates used In the sinulations. The agreem ent between
theory and experin ent is better than we probably should
expect for situations in which the stresses necessarily rise
to values at or above the yield stress. M oreover, the va—
lidity of the com parison is obscured by the large uctu-
ations in the data, which we believe to be due prim arily
to am all sam ple size.

Am ong the Interesting features of the theoretical re—
sultsin F jgure:g: are the peaks In the stresses that occur
Just prior to the establishm ent of steady-states at con—
stant stresses. These peaks occur because the intemal
degrees of freedom of the system , speci cally () and

(t), cannot Initially equilbrate fast enough to accom o-
date the rapidly increasing inelastic strain. Thus there
is a transient sti ening of the m aterialand a m om entary
Increase in the stress needed to m aintain the constant
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strain rate. This kind of e ect may In part be the ex—
planation for som e of the oscillations in the stress seen
In the experim ents. In a m ore speculative vein, we note
that this is our rst direct hint of the kind of dynam ic
plastic sti ening that is needed in order to tranam it high
stresses to crack tips in brittle fracture. The orders of
m agnitude of the tin e scales are even roughly the sam e.
T he strain ratesused here, and those that occurnear the
tips of brittle cracks, are both of the order of 10’ per
second.

IV.CONCLUDING REM ARKS

The most strikking and robust conclision to em erge
from this Investigation, In our opinion, is that a wide
range of realistic, irreversible, viscoplastic phenom ena oc—
cur In an extrem ely sinple m oleculardynam ics m odel
| a two-din ensional, two-com ponent, Lennard-dones
am orphous solid at essentially zero tem perature. An al-
m ost equally striking conclusion is that a theory based
on the dynam ics of tw o-state shear transform ation zones
is In substantialagreem ent w ith the observed behavior of
thism odel. T histheory has survived severalquantitative
tests of is applicability.

W e stated in our Introduction that this isa prelin inary
report. Both the num erical sin ulations and the theoreti-
calanalysis require carefulevaluation and in provem ents.
M ost in portantly, the work so far raisesm any in portant
questions that need to be addressed In future nvestiga—
tions.

The rst kind of question pertains to our m olecular-
dynam ics sin ulations: A re they accurate and repeatable?
W e believe that they are good enough for present pur-
poses, but we recognize that there are potentially in por—
tant di culties. The m ost obvious of these is that our
sin ulations have been performed with very small sys—
tem s; thus, size e ects m ay be In portant. For exam ple,
the fact that only a few shear transform ing regions are
active at any tin e m ay account for abrupt jim ps and
other irregularities som etin es seen In the sim ulations,
eg. In Figure :_]: W e have perform ed the sin ulations
In a periodic cell to elin nate edge e ects. W e also have
tried to com pare results from two system s of di erent
sizes, although only the results from the larger system
are presented here. Unfortunately, com parisons betw een
any two di erent iniial con gurations are di cult be-
cause of our inabiliy, as yet, to create reproduceable
glassy starting con gurations (@ problm which we shall
discuss next). However, we have seen qualitatively the
sam e behavior In both system s, and assum e that phe-
nom ena which are comm on to both system s can be used
as a guide for theoretical investigations.

A snoted in Section IIB and in Table , ourtwo system s
had quite di erent elastic m oduli. Rem arkably, their
yield stresseswere nearly identical. Tt would be interest—
ing to leam w hether this isa repeatable and/orphysically



In portant phenom enon.) The discrepancy between the
elastic properties of the two system s leads us to believe
that, n future work, we shall have to Jeam how to con—
trolthe iniial con gurationsm ore carefully, perhaps by
annealing the system s after the initial quenches. Unfor-
tunately, straightforw ard annealing at tem peratures well
below the glass transition is not yet possble w ith stan—
dard m oleculardynam ics algorithm s, which can sin ulate
tin es only up to about a m icrosecond for system s ofthis
size even w ith today’s fastest com puters. M onte Carlb
techniques or acoelerated m olecular-dynam ics algorithm s
m ay eventually be usefil in this e ort. t_SQ‘{:_S@'] An alter
native strategy m ay be sin ply to look at larger num bers
of sim ulations.

By far the most di cul and interesting questions,
how ever, pertain to our theoretical analysis. A though
F jgures-rj and:g provide strong evidence that irreversible
shear transform ations are localized events, we have no
sharp de nition ofa \shear transform ation zone." So far,
we have identi ed these zones only after the fact, that is,
only by observing where the transform ations are taking
place. Isitpossble, at keast In principle, to identify zones
before they becom e active?

O ne ingredient of a better de nition of shear transfor-
m ation zones w illbe a generalization to isotropic am or-
phous system s In both two and three dim ensions. Aswe
noted in Chapter ITI, our functionsn (t) should be ten—
sor quantities that describe distribbutions over the ways
In which the individual zones are aligned w ith respect
to the ordentation of the applied shear stress. W e be-
lieve that this is a relatively easy generalization; one of
us M LF') expects to report on work along these lines in
a later publication.

Our m ore urgent reason for needing a better under-
standing of shear transfom ation zones is that, w ith-
out such an understanding, we shallnot be able to nd

rst-principles derivations of several, asyet purely phe—
nom enological, ingredients of our theory. It m ight be
usefu], for exam ple, to be able to start from the m olecu—
lar force constants and calculate the param eters V, and
that occur In the activation factor (13 1§ T hese pa—
ram eters, however, seem to have clear physical interpre—
tations; thus we m ight be satis ed to deduce them from
experim ent. In contrast, the conceptually m ost dlaJJeng—
ing and in portant tem s are the rate factor in (8 1§ and
the annihilation and creation term s in C_3_9|), wherewe do
not even know what the functional form s ought to be.

Calculating the rate factor in (3.1§), or a correct ver—
sion ofthat equation, is clearly a very fiindam entalprob—
Jem iIn nonequilbrium statistical physics. So far aswe
know , there are no studies in the literature that m ight
help us com pute the force uctuations induced at som e
site by extemally driven deform ations of an am orphous
m aterial. Nor do we know how to com pute a statisti-
cal prefactor analogous, perhaps, to the entropic factor
that converts an activation energy to an activation free
energy. {_éfgi] W e do know , how ever, that that entropic fac—
tor w ill depend strongly on the size and structure of the
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zone that is undergoing the transform ation.

A s emphasized in Chapter III, the annihilation and
creation tem s in B 9} ) describe interaction e ects. Even
w ithin the fram ework of our m ean— eld approxin ation,
we do not know with any certainty what these tem s
should be. O ur assum ption that they are proportionalto
the rate of irreversble work is by no m eans unique. (In—
deed, we have tried other possbilities in related investi-
gations and have arrived at qualitatively sim ilar concli—
sions.) W ithout know Ing m ore about the nature of the
shear transform ation zones, it will be di cult to derive
such interaction termm s from rst principles.

A Dbetter understanding of these Interaction temm s is
egoecially in portant because these are the temm s that
w ill have to be m odi ed when we go beyond the m ean-

eld theory to account for correlations between regions
undergoing plastic deform ations. W e know from our sin —
ulations that the active zones cluster even at stresses far
below the plastic yield stress; and we know that plastic
yield In realam orphousm aterials is dom inated by shear
banding. Thus, generalizing the present m ean— eld the-
ory to one which takes into account spatial variations
In the densities of shear transform ation zonesmust be a
high priority in this research program .

F inally, we retum brie y to the questions which m oti-
vated this investigation : How m ight the dynam icale ects
described here, w hich m ust occur in the vicinity ofa crack
tip, control crack stability and brittle/ductile behavior?
A swe have seen, our theoretical picture of viscoplasticity
does allow large stresses to be tranam itted, at least for
short tin es, through plastically deform ing m aterials. It
should be Interesting to see what happens if we incorpo—
rate this picture Into theories of dynam ic fracture.
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