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D ynam ics ofV iscoplastic D eform ation in A m orphous Solids
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W eproposea dynam icaltheory oflow-tem perature sheardeform ation in am orphoussolids.O ur

analysisisbased on m olecular-dynam icssim ulationsofa two-dim ensional,two-com ponentnoncrys-

talline system . These num ericalsim ulations revealbehavior typicalofm etallic glasses and other

viscoplasticm aterials,speci�cally,reversibleelasticdeform ation atsm allapplied stresses,irreversible

plasticdeform ation atlargerstresses,a stressthreshold abovewhich unbounded plasticow occurs,

and a strong dependence ofthe state ofthe system on the history ofpast deform ations. M icro-

scopicobservationssuggestthata dynam ically com pletedescription ofthem acroscopicstateofthis

deform ing body requires specifying,in addition to stress and strain,certain average features ofa

population oftwo-state shear transform ation zones. O urintroduction ofthese new state variables

into the constitutive equationsforthissystem isan extension ofearlierm odelsofcreep in m etallic

glasses.In thetreatm entpresented here,wespecializetotem peraturesfarbelow theglasstransition,

and postulate thatirreversible m otions are governed by localentropic uctuations in the volum es

ofthe transform ation zones. In m ost respects,our theory is in good quantitative agreem ent with

the rich variety ofphenom ena seen in the sim ulations.

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

This paper is a prelim inary report on a m olecular-
dynam ics investigation ofviscoplastic deform ation in a
non-crystalline solid. Itisprelim inary in the sense that
wehavecom pleted only theinitialstagesofourplanned
sim ulation project.The results,however,have led usto
a theoreticalinterpretation thatwebelieveispotentially
usefulas a guide for further investigations along these
lines. In whatfollows,we describe both the sim ulations
and the theory.
O uroriginalm otivation forthisprojectwasan inter-

estin thephysicsofdeform ationsnearthetipsofrapidly
advancing cracks, where m aterials are subject to very
largestressesand experiencevery high strain rates.Un-
derstanding thedissipativedynam icswhich occurin the
vicinity ofthe crack tip is necessary to constructa sat-
isfactory theory ofdynam ic fracture.[1]Indeed,we be-
lieve that the problem of dynam ic fracture cannot be
separated from the problem ofunderstanding the condi-
tionsunderwhich a solid behavesin a brittle orductile
m anner.[2{6]To undertakesuch a projectweeventually
shallneed sharperde�nitionsofthe term s\brittle" and
\ductile" than arepresently available;butweleavesuch
questionsto future investigationswhile we focuson the
speci�csofdeform ation in the absenceofa crack.
W ehavechosen tostudy am orphousm aterialsbecause

thebestexperim entson dynam icinstabilitiesin fracture
havebeen carried outin silica glassesand polym ers.[7,8]
W e know thatam orphousm aterialsexhibitboth brittle
and ductile behavior,often in ways that,on a m acro-
scopiclevel,look very sim ilarto deform ation in crystals.
[9]M ore generally,we are looking forfundam entalprin-
ciplesthatm ightpointustoward theoriesofdeform ation
and failure in broad classesofm acroscopically isotropic
solidswhere thinking ofdeform ation in term softhe dy-
nam ics ofindividualdislocations [2,3]is either suspect,

duetotheabsenceofunderlyingcrystallineorder,orsim -
ply intractable,due to the extrem e com plexity ofsuch
an undertaking.In thisway wehope thatthe ideaspre-
sented here willbe generalizable perhapsto som e poly-
crystalline m aterials or even single crystals with large
num bersofrandom ly distributed dislocations.

W e describe our num erical experim ents in Section
II. O ur working m aterial is a two-dim ensional, two-
com ponent,noncrystalline solid in which the m olecules
interact via Lennard-Jonesforces. W e purposely m ain-
tain oursystem atatem peraturevery farbelow theglass
transition. In the experim ents,we subjectthism aterial
to varioussequencesofpureshearstresses,during which
wem easurethem echanicalresponse.Thesim ulationsre-
veala rich variety ofbehaviorstypicalofm etallicglasses
[10{13]and otherviscoplasticsolids,[14]speci�cally:re-
versibleelasticdeform ationatsm allapplied stresses,irre-
versibleplasticdeform ation atsom ewhatlargerstresses,
a stress threshold above which unbounded plastic ow
occurs,and a strong dependence ofthe state ofthe sys-
tem on thehistory ofpastdeform ations.In addition,the
m olecular-dynam icsm ethod perm itsusto seewhateach
m olecule isdoing atalltim es;thus,we can identify the
places where irreversible m olecular rearrangem ents are
occurring.

O ur m icroscopic observations suggest that a dynam -
ically com plete description ofthe m acroscopic state of
this deform ing body requires specifying,in addition to
stress and strain,certain average features ofa popula-
tion ofwhatwe shallcall\sheartransform ation zones."
Thesezonesaresm allregions,perhapsconsisting ofonly
�ve or ten m olecules,in specialcon�gurations that are
particularly susceptibletoinelasticrearrangem entsin re-
sponse to shearstresses.W e arguethatthe constitutive
relations for a system ofthis kind m ust include equa-
tions of m otion for the density and internal states of
these zones;that is,we m ust add new tim e-dependent
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state variablesto the dynam icaldescription ofthis sys-
tem .[15,16]O urpictureofsheartransform ation zonesis
based on earlierversionsofthe sam e idea due to Argon,
Spaepen andotherswhodescribedcreepin m etallicalloys
in term sofactivated transitionsin intrinsically heteroge-
neousm aterials.[17{22]Thesetheories,in turn,drew on
previousfree-volum eform ulationsofthe glasstransition
by Turnbull,Cohen and othersin relating the transition
ratestolocalfree-volum euctuations.[20,23{25]Noneof
thosetheories,however,werem eantto describethelow-
tem perature behaviorseen here,especially the di�erent
kinds ofirreversible deform ationsthat occur below and
above a stressthreshold,and the history dependence of
the responseofthe system to applied loads.
W e presenttheory ofthe dynam ics ofsheartransfor-

m ation zones in Section III. This theory contains four
crucialfeatures that are not,so far as we know,in any
previous analysis: First, once a zone has transform ed
and relieved a certain am ountofshearstress,itcannot
transform again in thesam edirection.Thus,thesystem
saturates and,in the language ofgranular m aterials,it
becom es \jam m ed." Second,zones can be created and
destroyed atratesproportionalto therateofirreversible
plasticwork being doneon thesystem .Thisistheingre-
dientthatproducesa threshold forplastic ow;the sys-
tem can becom e\unjam m ed" when new zonesarebeing
created as fastas existing zonesare being transform ed.
Third,the attem ptfrequency istied to the noise in the
system ,which isdriven bythestrain rate.Thestochastic
natureoftheseuctuationsisassum ed to arisefrom ran-
dom m otionsassociated with thedisorderin thesystem .
And,fourth,the transition rates are strongly sensitive
to the applied stress.Itisthissensitivity thatproduces
m em ory e�ects.
Theresulting theory accountsform any ofthefeatures

of the deform ation dynam ics seen in our sim ulations.
However,it is a m ean �eld theory which fails to take
into accountany spatialcorrelationsinduced by interac-
tionsbetween zones,and therefore itcannotexplain all
aspects ofthe behavior that we observe. In particular,
them ean-�eld natureofourtheory precludes,atleastfor
the m om ent,any analysisofstrain localization orshear
banding.

II.M O LEC U LA R -D Y N A M IC S EX P ER IM EN T S

A .A lgorithm

O urnum ericalsim ulationshavebeen perform ed in the
spiritofpreviousinvestigationsofdeform ation in am or-
phous solids [26{29]. W e have exam ined the response
to an applied shearofa noncrystalline,two-dim ensional,
two-com ponentsolid com posed ofeither10,000or20,000
m olecules interacting via Lennard-Jones forces. O ur
m olecular dynam ics (M D) algorithm is derived from a
standard \NPT" dynam ics schem e [30],i.e. a pressure-

tem perature ensem ble,with a Nose-Hoovertherm ostat,
[31{33]and a Parinello-Rahm an barostat [34,35]m odi-
�ed to allow im position ofan arbitrary two-dim ensional
stresstensor.The system obeysperiodic boundary con-
ditions,and both the therm ostat and barostat act uni-
form ly throughoutthe sam ple.
O urequationsofm otion arethe following:

_rn =
pn

m n

+ [_"]� (rn � R0) (2.1)

_pn = Fn � ([_"]+ �[I])pn (2.2)

_� =
1

�2
T

(
Tkin

T
� 1) (2.3)

[�"]= �
1

�2
P

V

N kB T
([�av]� [�]) (2.4)

_L = [_"]� L (2.5)

Here, rn and pn are the position and m om entum of
the n’th m olecule,and Fn is the force exerted on that
m olecule by its neighborsvia the Lennard-Jonesinter-
actions. The quantities in brackets,e.g. [_"]or [�],are
two-dim ensionaltensors. T is the tem perature of the
therm alreservoir;V isthevolum eofthesystem (in this
case,thearea),and N isthenum berofm olecules.Tkin is
theaveragekineticenergyperm oleculedivided by Boltz-
m ann’sconstantkB .[�]isthe externally applied stress,
and [�av]is the average stress throughout the system
com puted to be

[�av]ij =
1

4V

X

n

X

m

F
i
nm r

j
nm ; (2.6)

where F i
nm is the i’th com ponent ofthe force between

particlesn and m ;rjnm isthej’th com ponentofthevec-
tor displacem ent between those particles;and V is the
volum eofthesystem .L isthe locusofpointswhich de-
scribe the boundary ofthe sim ulation cell. W hile (2.5)
isnotdirectly relevantto the dynam icsofthe particles,
keeping track ofthe boundary is necessary in order to
properly calculate interm olecular distances in the peri-
odiccell.
The additionaldynam icaldegreesoffreedom in (2.1-

2.5) are a viscosity �,which couples the system to the
therm alreservoir,and a strain rate, [_"]via which the
externally applied stress is transm itted to the system .
Note that [_"]induces an a�ne transform ation about a
reference pointR 0 which,withoutlossofgenerality,we
choose to be the origin ofour coordinate system . In a
conventionalform ulation,[�]would be equalto � P [I],
whereP isthepressureand [I]istheunittensor.In that
case,theseequationsofm otion areknown toproducethe
sam etim e-averaged equationsofstateasan equilibrium
NPT ensem ble.[30]By instead controllingthetensor[�],
including itso�-diagonalterm s,itispossible to apply a
shearstressto thesystem withoutcreating any preferred
surfaceswhich m ightenhancesystem -sizee�ectsand in-
terferewith observationsofbulk properties.Theapplied
stress and the strain-rate tensor are constrained to be
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sym m etric in orderto avoid physically uninteresting ro-
tationsofthe cell. Exceptwhere otherwise noted,allof
our num ericalexperim ents are carried out at constant
tem perature,with P = 0,and with the sam ple loaded
in uniform ,pure shear.
W ehavechosen thearti�cialtim econstants�T and �P

torepresentphysicalaspectsofthesystem .Assuggested
by Nose[31],�T isthetim efora sound waveto travelan
interatom icdistanceand,assuggested by Anderson [36],
�P isthe tim e forsound to travelthe sizeofthe system .

B .M odelSolid

The specialtwo-com ponentsystem thatwe have cho-
sen to study herehasbeen thesubjectofotherinvestiga-
tions[37{39]prim arily becauseithasa quasi-crystalline
ground state. The im portant point for our purposes,
however,isthatthissystem can be quenched easily into
an apparently stable glassy state. W hether this is ac-
tually a therm odynam ically stable glass phase is ofno
specialinterest here. W e care only that the noncrys-
tallinestatehasa lifetim ethatisvery m uch longerthan
the duration ofourexperim ents.
O ursystem consistsofm oleculesoftwo di�erentsizes,

which we call\sm all" (S)and \large" (L).The interac-
tionsbetweenthesem oleculesarestandard6-12Lennard-
Jonespotentials:

U��(r)= 4e��

��
a��

r

�12

�

�
a��

r

�6
�

(2.7)

wherethesubscripts�,� denoteS orL.W e choosethe
zero-energy interatom icdistances,a��,to be

aSS = 2sin(
�

10
); aL L = 2sin(

�

5
); aSL = 1; (2.8)

with bond strengths:

eSL = 1; eSS = eL L =
1

2
: (2.9)

For com putationale�ciency, we im pose a �nite-range
cuto� on thepotentialsin (2.7)by setting them equalto
zero forseparation distancesr greaterthan 2:5aSL.The

m assesare alltaken to be equal. The ratio ofthe num -
beroflarge m oleculesto the num berofsm allm olecules
ishalfthe golden m ean:

N L

N S

=
1+

p
5

4
: (2.10)

In the resulting system ,it is energetically favorable for
ten sm allm oleculestosurround onelargem olecule,orfor
�velargem oleculesto surround onesm allm olecule.The
highly frustrated nature ofthis system avoidsproblem s
oflocalcrystallization thatoften occurin twodim ensions
where the nucleation ofsingle com ponentcrystalline re-
gionsisdi�cultto avoid.Asshown by Lan�con etal[37],
thissystem goesthrough som ethinglikeaglasstransition
upon cooling from its liquid state. The glasstransition
tem peratureis0:3T0 wherekB T0 = eSL.Allthesim ula-
tionsreported here have been carried outata tem pera-
tureT = 0:001T0,thatis,at0.3% oftheglasstransition
tem perature.Thus,allofthephenom enato bediscussed
here take place ata tem perature very m uch lowerthan
the energiesassociated with the m olecularinteractions.
In order to start with a densely packed m aterial,we

have created our experim entalsystem s by equilibrating
a random distribution ofparticles under high pressure
atthelow tem peraturem entioned above.Afterallowing
thesystem torelax athigh pressure,wehavereduced the
pressure to zero and again allowed the sam ple to relax.
O ur m olecular dynam ics procedure perm its us to relax
the system only for tim es oforder nanoseconds,which
are not long enough for the m aterialto experience any
signi�cantam ountofannealing,especially atsuch a low
tem perature.
W ehaveperform ed num ericalexperim entson two dif-

ferent sam ples,containing 10,000 and 20,000 m olecules
respectively.Allofthesim ulation resultsshown arefrom
thelargerofthetwosam ples;thesm allersam plehasbeen
used prim arily to check thereliablility ofourprocedures.
W e have created each ofthese sam ples only once;thus
eachexperim entusingeitherofthem startswith precisely
thesam esetofm oleculesin precisely thesam epositions.
Aswillbecom eclear,thereareboth advantagesand un-
certainties associated with this procedure. O n the one
hand,we have a very carefully controlled starting point
foreach experim ent.O n theotherhand,wedo notknow
how sensitivethe m echanicalpropertiesofoursystem

M olecules ShearM odulus Bulk M odulus 2D Poisson Ratio Young’sM odulus

Sam ple 1 10,000 9.9 31 0.51 30

Sam ple 2 20,000 16 58 0.57 50

TABLE I. Sam ple Sizesand Elastic Constants
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m ight be to details ofthe preparation process,nor do
weknow whetherto expectsigni�cantsam ple-to-sam ple
variationsin the m olecularcon�gurations. To illustrate
these uncertainties,we show the elastic constantsofthe
sam ples in Table 1. The m oduliare expressed there in
unitsofeSL =a2SL.(NotethatthePoisson ratio fora two-
dim ensionalsystem hasan upperbound of1 ratherthan
0.5 as in the three-dim ensionalcase.) The appreciable
di�erences between the m oduliofsupposedly identical
m aterialstellusthatwem ustbevery carefulin drawing
detailed conclusionsfrom these prelim inary results.

C .Sim ulation R esults: M acroscopic O bservations

In allofournum ericalexperim ents,wehavetried sim -
ply to m im ic conventionallaboratory m easurem ents of
viscoplasticpropertiesofrealm aterials.The�rstofthese
is a m easurem ent ofstress at constant strain rate. As
weshallsee,thissupposedly sim plestoftheexperim ents
is especially interesting and problem atic for us because
it necessarily probes tim e-dependent behavior near the
plasticyield stress.
O urresults,fortwo di�erentstrain rates,areshown in

Figure1.Thestrain ratesareexpressed in unitspropor-
tionalto thefrequency ofoscillation aboutthem inim um
in the Lennard-Jones potential,speci�cally,in units of
!0 � (eSL=m a2SL)

1

2 ,where m isthe particle m ass.(The
actualfrequency forthe SL potential,in cyclespersec-
ond,is (3 � 21=3=�)!0 �= 1:2!0.) As usual,the sam ple
has been kept at constant tem perature and at pressure
P = 0.Atlow strain,the m aterialbehavesin a linearly
elasticm anner.Asthe strain increases,the response
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FIG .1. Shearstressvs.strain forstrainratesof10
�4

(solid lines) and 2 � 10
�4

(dotted lines). The thicker

lineswhich denotethesim ulation resultsexhibitboth lin-

earelastic behavioratlow strain and non-linearresponse

leading to yield at approxim ately �s = 0:35. The thin-

nercurvesarepredictionsofthetheory forthetwo strain

rates.Strainrate ism easured in unitsof(eS L =m a
2

S L )
1

2 .
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FIG .2. Shearstrain (open sym bols)vs.tim e forsev-

eralapplied shear stresses (solid sym bols). The stresses

have been ram ped up ata constantrate untilreaching a

m axim um value and then have been held constant. The

strain and stressaxesarerelated bytwicetheshearm odu-

lusso that,forlinearelasticresponse,theopen and closed

sym bolswould becoincident.Forlow stressesthesam ple

respondsin an alm ostentirely elastic m anner. Forinter-

m ediatestressesthesam pleundergoessom eplasticdefor-

m ation priorto jam m ing. In the case where the stressis

broughtabovetheyield stress,thesam ple deform sindef-

initely.Tim e ism easured in unitsof(m a
2

S L
=eS L )

1

2 .

becom es nonlinear,and the m aterialbegins to deform
plastically. Plastic yielding,thatis,the onsetofplastic
ow,occurswhen thestrain reachesapproxim ately0.7% .
Note that the stress does not rise sm oothly and m ono-
tonically in theseexperim ents.W epresum ethatm ostof
thisirregularity would averageoutin largersystem s.As
weshallsee,however,therem ay also bem oreinteresting
dynam icale�ectsatwork here.

In alloftheotherexperim entsto bereported here,we
have controlled the stress on the sam ple and m easured
the strain. In the �rst ofthese,shown in Figure 2,we
have increased the stressto variousdi�erentvaluesand
then held itconstant.

In each oftheseexperim entalruns,thestressstartsat
zeroand increasesatthesam econstantrateuntilthede-
sired �nalstressisreached. The graphsshow both this
applied stress (solid sym bols) and the resulting strain
(open sym bols),asfunctionsoftim e,forthree di�erent
cases.Tim eism easured in thesam em olecular-vibration
units used in the previous experim ents,i.e. in units of
(m a2SL=eSL)

1

2 . The stressesand strain axes are related
by twice the shear m odulus so that,ifthe response is
linearly elastic,the two curves lie on on top ofone an-
other. In the case labelled (4 ),the �nalstressissm all,
and theresponseisnearly elastic.Forcases(� )and (2),
thesam pledeform splastically untilitreachessom e�nal
strain,atwhich itceasesto undergo furtherdeform ation
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FIG .3. Stress and strain vs. tim e for one particular

loadingwherethestresshasbeen ram ped up to�s = 0:25,

held for a tim e,and then released. Note that,in addi-

tion to theshearresponse,them aterialundergoesa sm all

am ountofdilation.
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FIG .4. Elastic and inelastic strain vs tim e for the

sam e sim ulation asthatshown in Figure 3.The inelastic

strain is found by subtracting the linearly elastic strain

from the totalstrain.Notethepartialrecovery ofthein-

elasticportion ofthestrain which occursduring and after

unloading.

on observabletim escales.(W ecannotruleoutthepossi-
bility ofslow creep atm uch longertim es.) In case (3 ),
forwhich the �nalstressisthelargestofthethree cases
shown,thesam plecontinuestodeform plastically atcon-
stantstressthroughoutthe duration ofthe experim ent.
W e concludefrom these and a num berofsim ilarexperi-
m entalrunsthatthereexistsa wellde�ned criticalstress
forthism aterial,below which itreachesa lim itofplastic
deform ation,thatis,it\jam s," and abovewhich itows
plastically. Because the stressisram ped up quickly,we
can seein curves(2)and (3 )ofFigure2 thatthereisa
separation oftim e scalesbetween the elastic and plastic

responses. The elastic response is instantaneous,while
the plastic response developsovera few hundred m olec-
ularvibrationalperiods. To see the distinction between
these behaviorsm ore clearly,we have perform ed experi-
m entsin which weload thesystem to a �xed,subcritical
stress,hold itthere,and then unload itby ram ping the
stressback down tozero.In Figure3,weshow thisstress
and theresulting totalshearstrain,asfunctionsoftim e,
for one ofthose experim ents. Ifwe de�ne the the elas-
ticstrain to bethestressdivided by twicethepreviously
m easured,as-quenched,shearm odulus,then wecan com -
pute the inelastic strain by subtracting the elastic from
the total. The result is shown in Figure 4. Note that
m ost,but not quite all,ofthe inelastic strain consists
ofnonrecoverableplastic deform ation thatpersistsafter
unloading to zero stress. Note also, as shown in Fig-
ure3,thatthesystem undergoesa sm alldilation during
thisprocess,and thatthisdilation appearsto haveboth
elasticand inelastic com ponents.

Using the sim ple prescription outlined above,wehave
m easured the �nalinelastic shearstrain asa function of
shearstress.Thatis,wehavem easured the shearstrain
oncethesystem hasceased todeform asin thesubcritical
casesin Figure 2,and then subtracted the elastic part.
Theresultsareshown in Fig.5.Asexpected,weseeonly
very sm allam ountsofinelastic strain atlow stress. As
thestressapproachestheyield stress,theinelasticstrain
appearsto divergeapproxim ately logarithm ically.

The �naltest thatwe have perform ed is to cycle the
system through loading,reloading,and reverse-loading.
As shown in Figure 6,the sam ple is�rstloaded on the
curve from a to b. The initialresponse is linearly elas-
tic, but, eventually, deviation from linearity occurs as
the m aterialbegins to deform inelastically. From b to
c,the stressisconstantand the sam ple continuesto de-
form inelastically untilreaching a �nalstrain atc.Upon
unloading,from c to d,the system does not behave in
a purely elastic m anner but,rather,recoverssom e por-
tion ofthestrain anelastically.W hileheld atzero stress,
thesam plecontinuestoundergoanelasticstrain recovery
from d to e.

W hen the sam ple isthen reloaded from e to f,itun-
dergoesm uch lessinelastic deform ation than during the
initialloading. From f to g the sam ple again deform s
inelastically,but by an am ountonly slightly m ore than
thepreviously recovered strain,returning approxim ately
to pointc. Upon unloading again from g to h to i,less
strain isrecovered than in thepreviousunloading from c

through e.

Itisduring reverseloading from ito k thatitbecom es
apparentthatthe deform ation history hasrendered the
am orphous sam ple highly anisotropic in its response to
further applied shear. The inelastic strain from ito k

is m uch greater than that from e to g,dem onstrating
a very signi�cantBauschingere�ect. The plastic defor-
m ation in the initialdirection apparently hasbiased the
sam plein such a way asto inhibitfurtherinelasticyield
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FIG .5. Final inelastic strain vs. applied stress for

stresses below yield. The sim ulation data (squares)have

been obtained by running the sim ulationsuntilalldefor-

m ation apparently had stopped. The com parison to the

theory (line)wasobtained by num erically integrating the

equations ofm otion for a period of800 tim e units,the

duration ofthe longestsim ulation runs.
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FIG . 6. Stress-strain trajectory for a m olecular-

dynam ics experim ent in which the sam ple has been

loaded,unloaded,reloaded,unloaded again,and then re-

verse-loaded,allat stresses below the yield stress. The

sm aller graph above shows the history ofapplied shear

stress with letters indicating identicaltim es in the two

graphs. The dashed line in the m ain graph is the theo-

reticalprediction forthe sam e sequence ofstresses.Note

thata sm allam ountofinelasticstrain recovery occursaf-

terthe�rstunloading in thesim ulation,butthatno such

behavioroccursin thetheory.Thus,thetheoreticalcurve

from c though h unloads,reloads and unloads again all

along the sam e line.

in the sam e direction,butthere isno such inhibition in
the reverse direction. The m aterial,therefore,m ust in
som e way have m icrostructurally encoded,i.e. partially
\m em orized," itsloading history.

D .Sim ulation R esults: M icroscopic O bservations

O ur num ericalm ethods allow us to exam ine what is
happening atthe m olecularlevelduring these deform a-
tions. To do this system atically, we need to identify
where irreversible plastic rearrangem entsare occurring.
M oreprecisely,wem ustidentify placeswherethem olec-
ulardisplacem entsarenon-a�ne,thatis,wherethey de-
viate substantially from displacem entswhich can be de-
scribed by a linearstrain �eld. O urm athem aticaltech-
nique for identifying regions ofnon-a�ne displacem ent
hasbeen described by oneofus(M LF)in an earlierpub-
lication.[40]Forcom pleteness,werepeatithere.
W e start with a set ofm olecular positions and sub-

sequentdisplacem ents,and com pute the closestpossible
approxim ation to a localstrain tensor in the neighbor-
hood ofany particular m olecule. To de�ne that neigh-
borhood,we de�ne a sam pling radius,which we choose
to be the interaction range,2:5aSL. The localstrain is
then determ ined by m inim izing the m ean square di�er-
ence between the the actualdisplacem entsofthe neigh-
boring m oleculesrelativeto the centralone,and therel-
ativedisplacem entsthatthey would haveifthey werein
a region ofuniform strain "ij.Thatis,wede�ne

D
2(t;�t)=

X

n

X

i

h

r
i
n(t)� r

i
0(t)�

X

j

(�ij + "ij)
�

r
j
n(t� �t)� r

j

0
(t� �t)

�i2

; (2.11)

wheretheindicesiand jdenotespatialcoordinates,and
the index n runs overthe m olecules within the interac-
tion range ofthe reference m olecule,n = 0 being the
reference m olecule. rin(t) is the i’th com ponent ofthe
position ofthen’th m oleculeattim et.W ethen �nd the
"ij which m inim izesD 2 by calculating:

X ij =
P

n
(rin(t)� r

i
0(t))�

(rjn(t� �t)� r
j

0
(t� �t)); (2.12)

Yij =
P

n
(rin(t� �t)� r

i
0(t� �t))�

(rjn(t� �t)� r
j

0
(t� �t)); (2.13)

"ij =
P

k
X ikY

� 1

jk
� �ij: (2.14)

The m inim um value ofD 2(t;�t) is then the localde-
viation from a�ne deform ation during the tim e interval
[t� �t;t].W e shallreferto thisquantity asD 2

m in.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG .7. Intensity plots of D
2

m in , the deviation from

a�ne deform ation,forvariousintervalsduring two sim u-

lations.Figures(a),(b)and (c)show deform ation during

one sim ulation in which the stress has been ram ped up

quickly to a valuelessthan theyield stressand then held

constant. Figure (a) shows deform ations over the �rst

10 tim e units,and �gure (b)overthe �rst30 tim e units.

Figure (c)showsthesam e state asin (b),butwith D
2

m in

com puted only for deform ations that took place during

the preceeding 1 tim e unit.In Figure (d),the initialsys-

tem and the tim e interval(10 units) are the sam e as in

(a),butthestresshasbeen applied in theoppositedirec-

tion. The gray scale in these �gures has been selected

so that the darkest spots identify m olecules for which

jD m in j� 0:5aS L .

FIG .8. Close-up pictureofasheartransform ation zone

beforeand afterundergoingtransform ation.M oleculesaf-

tertransform ation areshaded according to theirvaluesof

D
2

m in using the sam e gray scale as in Figure 7. The di-

rection ofthe externally applied shearstressisshown by

thearrows.Theovalsareincluded solely asguidesforthe

eye.

W ehavefound thatD 2
m in isan excellentdiagnosticfor

identifying localirreversible sheartransform ations.Fig-
ure7 containsfourdi�erentintensity plotsofD 2

m in fora
particularsystem asitisundergoingplasticdeform ation.
Thestresshasbeen ram ped up to j�sj= 0:12in thetim e
interval[0,12]and then held constantin an experim ent
analogousto thatshown in Figure 2.Figure 7(a)shows
D 2
m in fort= 10,�t= 10.Itdem onstratesthatthenon-

a�nedeform ationsoccurasisolated sm allevents.In (b)
weobservethesam esim ulation,butfort= 30,�t= 30;
thatis,wearelooking ata latertim e,butagain wecon-
siderrearrangem entsrelativeto the initalcon�guration.
Now itappearsthattheregionsofrearrangem enthavea
largerscale structure. The pattern seen here looks like
an incipientshearband. However,in (c),where t= 30,
�t= 1,we again considerthislatertim e butlook only
atrearrangem entsthathave occurred in the preceeding
shorttim e interval. The eventsshown in this�gure are
sm all,dem onstrating that the pattern shown in (b) is,
in fact,an aggregation ofm any localevents. Lastly,in
(d),weshow an experim entsim ilarin allrespectsto (a)
exceptthatthe sign ofthe stresshasbeen reversed. As
in (a), t = 10, �t = 10,and again we observe sm all
isolated events.However,these eventsoccurin di�erent
locations,im plying a direction dependence ofthe local
transform ation m echanism .
Next we look at these processes in yet m ore detail.

Figure 8 isa close-up ofthe m olecularcon�gurationsin
the lowerleft-hand partofthe largestdark clusterseen
in Figure 7(c),shown just before and justafter a shear
transform ation. During this event, the cluster of one
large and three sm allm olecules has com pressed along
the top-left/bottom -right axis and extended along the
bottom -left/top-right axis. This deform ation is consis-
tentwith theorientation oftheapplied shear,which isin
the direction shown by the arrowson the outside ofthe
�gure.Notethatthisrearrangem enttakesplacewithout
signi�cantly a�ecting the relative positionsofm olecules
in theim m ediateenvironm entofthetransform ingregion.
Thisisthetypeofrearrangem entthatSpaepen identi�es
asa\ow defect." [20]Asm entioned in theintroduction,
weshallcalltheseregions\sheartransform ation zones."

III.T H EO R ET IC A L IN T ER P R ETA T IO N O F T H E

M O LEC U LA R -D Y N A M IC S EX P ER IM EN T S

A .B asic H ypotheses

W e turn now to ourattem ptsto develop a theoretical
interpretation ofthephenom ena seen in thesim ulations.
W eshallnotinsistthatourtheory reproduceeverydetail
oftheseresults.In fact,thesim ulationsarenotyetcom -
pleteenough to telluswhethersom eofourobservations
aretruly generalpropertiesofthem odelorareartifacts
ofthe ways in which we have prepared the system and
carried outthenum ericalexperim ents.O urstrategy will
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be,�rst,tospecify whatwebelievetobethebasicfram e-
work ofa theory,and then to determ ine which speci�c
assum ptions within this fram ework are consistent with
the num ericalexperim ents.
There are several features of our num erical experi-

m ents that we shallassum e are fundam entally correct
and which,therefore,m ust be outcom es ofour theory.
Theseare:(1)Ata su�ciently sm all,�xed load,i.e.un-
dera constantshearstresslessthan som evalue thatwe
identify as a yield stress,the system undergoes a �nite
plasticdeform ation.Theam ountofthisdeform ation di-
vergesas the loading stressapproachesthe yield stress.
(2)Atloading stressesabovetheyield stress,thesystem
owsvisco-plastically.(3)Theresponseofthesystem to
loading is history-dependent. Ifit is loaded,unloaded,
and then reloaded to the sam e stress,itbehavesalm ost
elastically during the reloading,i.e. itdoesnotundergo
additionalplastic deform ation. O n the otherhand,ifit
is loaded,unloaded,and then reloaded with a stress of
theoppositesign,itdeform ssubstantiallyin theopposite
direction.
O urtheory consistsofa setofrate equationsdescrib-

ing plastic deform ation. These include an equation for
the inelastic strain rate as a function ofthe stress plus
othervariablesthatdescribetheinternalstateofthesys-
tem . W e also postulate equations ofm otion for these
state variables. Deform ation theoriesofthistype are in
the spirit ofinvestigations by E.Hart [15]who,to the
bestofourknowledge,wasthe �rstto arguein a m ath-
em atically system atic way that any satisfactory theory
ofplasticity m ustinclude dynam icalstate variables,be-
yond juststressand strain. A sim ilarpointofview has
been stressed by Rice.[16]O uranalysisisalsoinuenced
by the use ofstate variables in theories offriction pro-
posed recently by Ruina,Dieterich,Carlson,and others.
[41{46]
O urpictureofwhatishappeningatthem olecularlevel

in thesesystem sisan extension oftheideasofTurnbull,
Cohen,Argon,Spaepen and others.[17{21,23{25]These
authorspostulated thatdeform ation in am orphousm ate-
rialsoccursatspecialsiteswhere the m oleculesareable
to rearrange them selves in response to applied stresses.
As described in the preceding chapter,we do see such
sitesin oursim ulations,and shalluse these sheartrans-
form ation zonesasthe basisforouranalysis. However,
we m ust be carefulto state as precisely as possible our
de�nition ofthese zones,because we shalluse them in
waysthatwerenotconsidered by the previousauthors.
O neofthem ostfundam entaldi�erencesbetween pre-

vious work and ours is the fact that our system is ef-
fectively atzero tem perature. W hen itisin m echanical
equilibrium , no changes occur in its internalstate be-
cause there is no therm alnoise to drive such changes.
Thus the sheartransform ation zonescan undergo tran-
sitionsonly when the system isin m otion. Because the
system isstronglydisordered,theforcesinduced bylarge-
scale m otionsatthe position ofany individualm olecule
m ay benoisy.Theseuctuating forcesm ay even look as

ifthey have a therm alcom ponent.[47]The therm ody-
nam ic analogy (therm alactivation ofsheartransform a-
tionswith tem peraturebeing som efunction oftheshear
rate)m ay be an alternative to (oran equivalentof)the
theory to be discussed here. However,it is beyond the
scopeofthe presentinvestigation.
O urnexthypothesisisthatsheartransform ation zones

are geom etrically identi�able regions in an am orphous
solid. That is,we assum e that we could | at least in
principle| look ata pictureofany oneofthecom puter-
generated statesofoursystem and identify sm allregions
that are particularly susceptible to inelastic rearrange-
m ent. As suggested by Fig. 8,these zones m ight con-
sist ofgroups offour or m ore relatively loosely bound
m olecules surrounded by m ore rigid \cages." But that
speci�c picture is notnecessary. The m ain idea is that
som esuch irregularitiesarelocked in on tim escalesthat
are very m uch longer than m olecular collision tim es.
That is not to say that these zones are perm anent fea-
turesofthe system on experim entaltim e scales.O n the
contrary,the tendency ofthesezonesto appearand dis-
appear during plastic deform ation willbe an essential
ingredientofourtheory.
W e suppose further that these shear transform ation

zones are two-state system s. That is,in the absence of
any deform ation ofthecageofm oleculesthatsurrounds
them ,they are equally stable in either oftwo con�gu-
rations. Very roughly speaking,the m olecular arrange-
m ents in these two con�gurations are elongated along
one orthe other oftwo perpendicular directions which,
shortly,weshalltaketo becoincidentwith theprincipal
axesofthe applied shearstress.The transition between
onesuch stateand theotherconstitutesan elem entaryin-
crem entofshearstrain.Notethatbistability isthenatu-
ralassum ption here.M orethan twostatesofcom parable
stability m ightbepossiblebutwould haverelatively low
probability. A crucialfeature ofthese bistable system s
isthatthey can transform back and forth between their
two statesbutcannotm akerepeated transform ationsin
onedirection.Thusthereisa naturallim itto how m uch
shearcan takeplaceatone ofthese zonesso long asthe
zonerem ainsintact.
W e now consideran ensem ble ofsheartransform ation

zonesand estim atetheprobability thatany oneofthem
willundergo a transition at an applied shear stress �s.
Because the tem peratures at which we are working are
so low thatordinary therm alactivation isirrelevant,we
focus our attention on entropic variations of the local
freevolum e.O urbasicassum ption isthatthetransition
probability is proportionalto the probability that the
m olecules in a zone have a su�ciently large excess free
volum e,say�V �,in which torearrangethem selves.This
criticalfree volum e m ustdepend on the m agnitude and
orientation ofthe elastic deform ation ofthe zonethatis
caused by the externally applied stress,�s.
At this point,our analysisborrowsin its generalap-

proach,butnotin itsspeci�cs,from recentdevelopm ents
in the theory ofgranular m aterials [48]where the only
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extensivestatevariableisthevolum e
.W hatfollowsis
a very sim ple approxim ation which,atgreatlossofgen-
erality,leadsusquickly to the resultthatwe need. The
free volum e,i.e. the volum e in excess ofclose packing
thatthe particleshaveavailableform otion,isroughly


� N v0 � N vf; (3.1)

where N is the totalnum ber ofparticles,vf is the av-
eragefree volum e perparticle,and v0 isthe volum e per
particlein an idealstateofrandom densepacking.In the
dense solids ofinterest to us here,vf � v0,and there-
forev0 isapproxim ately theaveragevolum eperparticle
even when the system is slightly dilated. The num ber
ofstatesavailableto thissystem isroughly proportional
to (vf=h)N ,where h is an arbitrary constant with di-
m ensions ofvolum e | the analog ofPlanck’s constant
in classicalstatisticalm echanics | that plays no role
otherthan to providedim ensionalconsistency.Thusthe
entropy,de�ned here to be a dim ensionlessquantity,is

S(
;N ) �= N ln
�
vf

h

�

�= N ln

�

� N v0

N h

�

: (3.2)

The intensivevariableanalogousto tem peratureis�:

1

�
�
@S

@

�=

1

vf
: (3.3)

O uractivation factor,analogousto theBoltzm ann factor
fortherm ally activated processes,istherefore

e
� (� V

�
=�) �= e

� (� V
�
=vf ): (3.4)

A form ula like (3.4) appears in various places in the
earlier literature.[17,23{25]There is an im portant dif-
ference between itsearlieruse and the way in which we
are using it here. In earlier interpretations,(3.4) is an
estim ateoftheprobability thatany given m oleculehasa
large enough free volum e nearitto be the site atwhich
a therm ally activated irreversibletransition m ightoccur.
In ourinterpretation,(3.4)playsm orenearly the roleof
thetherm alactivation factoritself.Ittellsussom ething
aboutthecon�gurationalprobability fora zone,notjust
fora singlem olecule.W hen m ultiplied by thedensity of
zonesand a ratefactor,aboutwhich weshallhavem ore
to say shortly,it becom es the transform ation rate per
unitvolum e.
Notewhatishappening here.O ursystem isextrem ely

non-ergodicand,even when itisundergoing appreciable
strain,does notexplore m ore than a very sm allpartof
its con�guration space. Apartfrom the m olecularrear-
rangem ents that take place during plastic deform ation,
the only chance that the system has for com ing close
to any state ofequilibrium occursduring the quench by
which itisform ed initially.Because we controlonly the
tem perature and pressure during that quench,we m ust
useentropicconsiderationsto com putetherelativeprob-
abilities ofvarious m olecular con�gurations that result
from it.

Thetransitionsoccurring within sheartransform ation
zonesare strains,and therefore they m ust,in principle,
be described by tensors.Forpresentpurposes,however,
wecan m akesom esim plifyingassum ptions.Asdescribed
in ChapterII,ourm olecular-dynam icsm odelissubject
only to a uniform ,pureshearstressofm agnitude�s and
ahydrostaticpressureP (usually zero).Therefore,in the
principal-axissystem ofcoordinates,thestresstensoris:

[�]=

�

� P �s
�s � P

�

: (3.5)

O ur assum ption is that the shear transform ation zones
arealloriented alongthesam epairofprincipalaxes,and
thereforethatthe strain tensorhasthe form :

["]=

�

"d "s

"s "d

�

: (3.6)

where "s and "d are the shearand dilationalstrainsre-
spectively. The totalshear strain is the sum ofelastic
and inelastic com ponents:

"s = "
el
s + "

in
s : (3.7)

Byde�nition,theelasticcom ponentisthelinearresponse
to the stress:

"
el
s =

�s

2�
; (3.8)

where� isthe shearm odulus.
In a m ore generalform ulation,we shallhave to con-

sidera distribution oforientationsofthe sheartransfor-
m ation zones. That distribution willnotnecessarily be
isotropic when plastic deform ations are occurring,and
very likely the distribution itselfwillbea dynam icalen-
tity with itsown equationsofm otion.O urpresentanal-
ysis,however,is too crude to justify any such levelof
sophistication.
Thelastofourm ain hypothesesisan equation ofm o-

tion forthe densitiesofthe sheartransform ation zones.
Denote the two statesofthe sheartransform ation zones
by thesym bols+ and � ,and letn� bethenum berden-
sitiesofzonesin thosestates.W e then write:

_n� = R � n� � R� n� � C1 (�s _"
in
s )n� + C2 (�s _"

in
s ):

(3.9)

Here,the R � are the ratesatwhich � statestransform
to� states.Thesem ustbeconsistentwith thetransition
probabilitiesdescribed in the preceding paragraphs.
The lasttwo term sin (3.9)describe the way in which

the population ofsheartransform ation zoneschangesas
the system undergoes plastic deform ation. The zones
can beannihilated and created | asshown by theterm s
with coe�cientsC 1 and C2 respectively | atratespro-
portionalto the rate �s _"ins atwhich irreversible work is
beingdoneon thesystem .Thislastassum ption issim ple
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and plausible,butitisnotstrictlydictated bythephysics
in any way thatwecan see.A caveat:In certain circum -
stances,when the sam pledoeswork on itsenvironm ent,
�s _"ins could be negative,in which case the annihilation
and creation term sin (3.9)could produce resultswhich
would notbe physically plausible. W e believe thatsuch
statesin ourtheory aredynam ically accessibleonly from
unphysicalstarting con�gurations. In related theories,
however,thatm ay notbe the case.
Itisim portantto recognize thatthe annihilation and

creation term s in (3.9) are interaction term s,and that
they have been introduced here in a m ean-�eld approx-
im ation. That is,we im plicitly assum e that the rates
atwhich sheartransform ation zonesareannihilated and
created depend only on the rate at which irreversible
work is being done on the system as a whole,and that
thereisno correlation between theposition atwhich the
work isbeing doneand the place wherethe annihilation
or creation is occurring. This is in fact notthe case as
shown by Fig. 7(b),and is possibly the weakestaspect
ofourtheory.
W ith theprecedingde�nitions,thetim erateofchange

ofthe inelasticshearstrain, _"ins ,hastheform :

_"ins = Vz �" [R + n+ � R� n� ]; (3.10)

where Vz is the typicalvolum e ofa zone and �" is the
increm entoflocalshearstrain.

B .Speci�c A ssum ptions

W e turn now to the m ore detailed assum ptions and
analyses that we need in order to develop our general
hypothesesinto a testable theory.
According to ourhypothesisabouttheprobabilitiesof

volum euctuations,weshould writethetransition rates
in (3.9)in the form :

R � = R 0 exp

�

�
�V �(� �s)

vf

�

: (3.11)

The prefactor R 0 is an as-yet unspeci�ed attem pt fre-
quency for these transform ations. In writing (3.11),we
have used the assum ed sym m etry ofthe system to note
that,if�V �(�s)isthe required excessfree volum efora
(+ ! � )transition,then theappropriatefreevolum efor
thereversetransition m ustbe�V �(� �s).W eadoptthe
convention thata positiveshearstressdeform sa zonein
such away thatitenhancestheprobability ofa(+ ! � )
transition and decreases the probability ofa (� ! + )
transition.Then �V �(�s)isa decreasing function of�s.
Before going any furtherin specifying the ingredients

ofR 0,�V �,etc.,it is usefulto recastthe equations of
m otion in the following form .De�ne

ntot � n+ + n� ; n� � n� � n+ ; (3.12)

and

C(�s)�
1

2

�

exp

�

�
�V �(�s)

vf

�

+ exp

�

�
�V �(� �s)

vf

��

;

S(�s)�
1

2

�

exp

�

�
�V �(�s)

vf

�

� exp

�

�
�V �(� �s)

vf

��

:

(3.13)

(Forconvenience,and in ordertobeconsistentwith later
assum ptions, we have suppressed other possible argu-
m ents ofthe functions C(�s) and S(�s).) Then (3.11)
becom es:

_"ins = R 0 Vz �"
h

ntotS(�s)� n� C(�s)
i

: (3.14)

Theequationsofm otion forn� and ntot are:

_n� =
2_"ins
Vz �"

�

1�
�s n�

�� n1

�

; (3.15)

and

_ntot =
2�s _"ins
Vz �"��

�

1�
ntot

n1

�

; (3.16)

where �� and n1 arede�ned by

C1 �
2

Vz �"n 1 ��
; C2 �

1

Vz �"��
: (3.17)

From (3.16),we see that n1 is the stable equilibrium
value ofntot so long as �s _"ins rem ains positive. �� is a
characteristic stress that,in certain cases,turns out to
bethe plasticyield stress.Asweshallsee,weneed only
theaboveform oftheequationsofm otion to deducethe
existenceoftheplasticyield stressand to com putesom e
elem entary propertiesofthe system .
The interesting tim e-dependent behavior of the sys-

tem ,however,dependssensitively on the as-yetunspec-
i�ed ingredients ofthese equations. Consider �rst the
ratefactorR 0.O urzero-tem peraturehypothesisim plies
thatR 0 should bezero whenevertheinelasticshearrate
_"ins and the elastic shear rate _"els = _�s=2� both vanish.
Accordingly,we assum ethat

R 0
�= �

1=2
�

(_"els )
2 + (_"ins )

2
�1=4

; (3.18)

where � isa constantthatwe m ustdeterm ine from the
num ericaldata. Note that � contains both an attem pt
frequencyandastatisticalfactorassociatedwith them ul-
tiplicityoftrajectoriesleadingfrom onestatetotheother
in an activezone.[49]
W e can o�er only a speculative justi�cation for the

right-hand side of(3.18). The rearrangem entsthat oc-
curduringirreversiblesheartransform ationsarethosein
which m oleculesdeviate from the trajectoriesthatthey
would follow if the system were a continuous m edium
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undergoing a�ne strain. Ifwe assum e thatthese devia-
tionsare di�usive,and thatthe a�ne deform ation over
som e tim e intervalscales like the strain rate,then the
non-a�netransform ation ratem ustscalelikethesquare
rootofthea�nerate.(Di�usivedeviationsfrom sm ooth
trajectorieshavebeen observeddirectlyin num ericalsim -
ulationsofsheared foam s,[47]butonly in theequivalent
ofourplastic ow regim e.) In (3.18),wefurtherassum e
thatthe elasticand inelastic strain ratesareincoherent,
and thus write the sum ofsquares within the brackets.
In what follows,we shallnot be able to test the valid-
ity of(3.18)with any precision.M ostprobably,theonly
properties ofim portance to us for presentpurposes are
the m agnitude ofR 0 and the factthatitvanisheswhen
the shearratesvanish.
Finally,weneed to specify theingredientsof�V � and

vf.For�V �,wechoosethe sim ple form :

�V �(�s)= V
�

0 exp(� �s=��) (3.19)

where V �

0 is a volum e, perhaps of order the average
m olecularvolum ev0,and �� hasthedim ensionsofashear
m odulus. The right-hand side of(3.19)sim ply reects
the fact that the free volum e needed for an activated
transition willdecrease ifthe zone in question isloaded
with a stress which coincides with the direction ofthe
resulting strain. W e choose the exponentialratherthan
a linear dependence because it m akes no sense for the
increm entalfreevolum eV �

0 to benegative,even forvery
largevaluesofthe applied stresses.
Irreversibility entersthetheory via a sim pleswitching

behaviorthatoccurswhen the�s-dependenceof�V � in
(3.19)issostrongthatitconvertsa negligably sm allrate
at�s = 0 to a large rate atrelevant,non-zero valuesof
�s.Ifthishappens,then zonesthathaveswitched in one
direction underthe inuence ofthe stresswillrem ain in
thatstatewhen the stressisrem oved.
In the form ulation presented here,we consider vf to

be constant.Thisiscertainly an approxim ation;in fact,
asseen in Figure 3,the system dilatesduring shearde-
form ation. W e have experim ented with versionsofthis
theory in which the dilation plays a controlling role in
the dynam icsvia variationsin vf. W e shallnotdiscuss
theseversionsfurtherbecausethey behaved in waysthat
werequalitatively di�erentfrom whatweobserved in our
sim ulations.Thedi�erencesarisefrom feedback between
inelasticdilation and ow which occurin thesedilational
m odels,and apparently not in the sim ulations. A sim -
ple com parison ofthe quantities involved dem onstrates
that the assum ption that vf is approxim ately constant
is consistentwith our other assum ptions. Ifwe assum e
thattheincrem entin freevolum eatzero stressm ustbe
oforderthe volum e ofa sm allparticle,V �

0 � v0 � 0:3,
and then look ahead and use our best-�t value for the
ratio V �

0 =vf � 14:0 (see Section IIID, Table II), we
�nd vf � 0:02. Since the change in free volum e due
to a dilationalstrain "d is �v f = "d=�,where � is the
num berdensity,and "d < 0:2% forallshearstressesex-
ceptthose very closeto yield,itappearsthat,generally,

�v f � "d v0 � vf. Even when "d = 1% , the value
observed in our sim ulations at yield,the dilationalfree
volum eisonly aboutthe sam easthe initialfree volum e
estim ated by thisanalysis.
Asa�nalstep in exam iningtheunderlyingstructureof

theseequationsofm otion,wem akethefollowing scaling
transform ations:

2� "ins
��

� E;
n�

n1
� �;

ntot

n1
� �;

�s

��
� �: (3.20)

Then we�nd:

_E = �E F (�;�;�); (3.21)

_� = 2F (�;�;�)(1� ��); (3.22)

_�= 2F (�;�;�)�(1� �); (3.23)

where

F (�;�;�)= R 0 [�S(�)� �C(�)]; (3.24)

and:

C(�)=
1

2

�

exp(�
V �

0

vf
e
� A � )+ exp(�

V �

0

vf
e
A � )

�

;

S(�)=
1

2

�

exp(�
V �

0

vf
e
� A � )� exp(�

V �

0

vf
e
A � )

�

: (3.25)

Here,

A �
��

��
; �E �

2� Vz �"n 1

��
: (3.26)

Theratefactorin (3.18)can be rewritten:

R 0 = ~�
1

2

�

_�2 + _E2
� 1

4

; (3.27)

where

~� �
��

2�
�: (3.28)

C .SpecialSteady-State Solutions

Although in generalwem ustusenum ericalm ethodsto
solve the fully tim e dependent equations ofm otion,we
can solvethem analytically forspecialcasesin which the
stress� isheld constant. Note thatnone ofthe results
presented in this subsection,apart from (3.35),depend
on ourspeci�c choiceofthe ratefactorR 0.
There are two specially im portant steady-state solu-

tions atconstant�. The �rstofthese is a jam m ed so-
lution in which _E = 0,that is F (�;�;�) vanishes and
therefore:
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� = �
S(�)

C(�)
= �T (�); (3.29)

where

T (�)� 1� 2

�

1+ exp

�

2
V �

0

vf
sinh(A �)

�� � 1

: (3.30)

Now supposethat,instead ofincreasing thestressata
�niterateaswehavedonein ournum ericalexperim ents,
we letitjum p discontinuously | from zero,perhaps|
to itsvalue � attim e t= 0.W hile � isconstant,(3.22)
and (3.23)can be solved to yield:

1� �(t)

1� �(0)
=

1� ��(t)

1� ��(0)
; (3.31)

where �(0) and �(0) denote the initialvalues of�(t)
and �(t)respectively.Sim ilarly,wecan solve(3.21)and
(3.22)forE(t)in term sof�(t)and obtain a relationship
between the bias in the population of defects and the
changein strain,

E(t)= E(0)+
�E

2�
ln

�
1� ��(0)

1� ��(t)

�

: (3.32)

Com bining (3.29),(3.31) and (3.32),we can determ ine
the change in strain prior to jam m ing. That is,for �
su�ciently sm allthat the following lim it exists,we can
com pute a �nalinelastic strain Ef:

Ef � lim
t! 1

E(t)=

E(0)+
�E

2�
ln

�

1+ �
T (�)�(0)� �(0)

1� �T (�)

�

: (3.33)

The right-hand side of (3.33), for E(0) = �(0) = 0,
should beatleastarough approxim ation fortheinelastic
strain asa function ofstressasshown in Figure 5.
The preceding analysis is our m athem aticaldescrip-

tion ofhow thesystem jam sdueto thetwo-statenature
of the shear transform ation zones. Each increm ent of
plasticdeform ation correspondsto thetransform ation of
zonesaligned favorably with theapplied shearstress.As
the zonestransform ,the biasin theirpopulation | i.e.
�| grows.Eventually,allofthefavorablyaligned zones
thatcan transform atthegiven m agnitudeand direction
ofthe stresshave undergone theirone allowed transfor-
m ation,� hasbecom elargeenough to causeF in (3.24)
to vanish,and plastic deform ation com esto a halt.
The second steady-state is a plastically owing solu-

tion in which _E 6= 0 but _� = _� = 0. From (3.22) and
(3.23)weseethatthiscondition requires:

� =
1

�
; � = 1: (3.34)

Thisleadsusdirectly to an equation forthe strain-rate
atconstantapplied stress,

_E = ~� �E2
�

S(�)�
1

�
C(�)

�2

: (3.35)

This owing solution arises from the non-linear annihi-
lation and creation term sin (3.9). In the owing state,
stressesarehigh enough thatsheartransform ation zones
arecontinuously created.A balance between the rateof
zone creation and the rate oftransform ation determ ines
the rateofdeform ation.
Exam ination of (3.22) and (3.23) reveals that the

jam m ed solution (3.29) is stable for low stresses,while
theowingsolution (3.34)isstableforhigh stresses.The
crossover between the two solutions occurs when both
(3.29)and (3.34)aresatis�ed.Thiscrossoverde�nesthe
yield stress�y,which satis�esthe condition

1

�y

= T (�y): (3.36)

Note that the argum ent of the logarithm in (3.33)
diverges at � = � y. Note also that, so long as
(2V �

0 =vf)sinh(A�y) � 1,(3.36) im plies that �y
�= 1.

Thisinequality iseasily satis�ed forthe param etersdis-
cussed in thefollowing subsection.Thusthedim ensional
yield stress �y is approxim ated accurately by �� in our
originalunitsde�ned in (3.20).

D .Param eters ofthe T heory

Thereare�veadjustablesystem param etersin ourthe-
ory: ��, Vz �"n 1 , �, V�0 =vf, and ��. In addition, we
m ust specify initial conditions for E, �, and �. For
allcases ofinterest here,E(0) = �(0) = 0. However,
�(0)= n tot(0)=n1 isan im portantparam eterthatchar-
acterizesthe as-quenched initialstate ofthe system and
which rem ainsto be determ ined.
Totestthevalidityofthistheory,wenow m ust�nd out

whetherthereexistsa setofphysically reasonablevalues
of these param eters for which the theory accounts for
all(oralm ostall)ofthe wide variety oftim e-dependent
phenom ena seen in them olecular-dynam icsexperim ents.
O urstrategy hasbeen to startwith rough guessesbased
on our understanding ofwhat these param eters m ean,
and then to adjustthese valuesby trialand errorto �t
whatwe believe to be the crucialfeaturesofthe exper-
im ents. W e then have used those valuesofthe param e-
tersin the equationsofm otion to check agreem entwith
other num ericalexperim ents. In adjusting param eters,
we have looked for accurate agreem ent between theory
and experim entin low-stresssituationswhereweexpect
theconcentration ofactivesheartransform ation zonesto
below;and wehaveallowedlargerdiscrepanciesnearand
abovetheyield stresswherewesuspectthatinteractions
between thezonesm ay invalidateourm ean-�eld approx-
im ation.O urbest-�tparam etersareshown in TableII.
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Param eter Value

�� 0.32

Vz �"n 1 5:7%

� 50.0

V
�

0 =vf 14.0

�� 0.25

ntot(0)=n1 2.0

TABLE II. Values of param eters for com parison to

sim ulation data

The easiest param eter to �t should be �� because it
should be very nearly equalto the yield stress.Thatis,
itshould be som ewherein therange0.30-0.35 according
to the data shown in Fig.5. Note that we cannot use
(3.33)to �t the experim entaldata near the yield point
because both the num ericalsim ulations and the theory
tellus that the system approaches its stationary state
in�nitely slowly there. M oreover,we expectinteraction
e�ects to be im portant here. The solid curve in Fig.5
isthetheoretically predicted strain found by integrating
the equationsofm otion for800 tim e units,the duration
ofthelongestofthesim ulation runs.Thedownward ad-
justm entof��,from itsapparentvalueofabout0.35toits
best-�tvalue of0.32,hasbeen m ade on the basisofthe
latter tim e-dependent calculations plus evidence about
the e�ectofthisparam eterin otherpartsofthe theory.
NextweconsiderVz �"n 1 ,adim ensionlessparam eter

which correspondstotheam ountofstrain thatwould oc-
curifthe density ofzoneswereequalto the equilibrium
concentration (ntot = n1 ) and if allthe zones trans-
form ed in the sam e direction in unison.Alternatively,if
the localstrain increm ent �" is about unity,then this
param eter is the fraction ofthe volum e ofthe system
thatisoccupied by sheartransform ation zones.In either
way oflooking atthisquantity,ourbest-�tvalueof5.7%
seem ssensible.
The param eter� isa rate which isroughly the prod-

uctofan attem ptfrequency and a statisticalfactor.The
only system -dependentquantity with the dim ensionsof
inversetim eisthem olecularvibrationalfrequency,which
we have seen is oforderunity. O urbest-�t value of50
seem s to im ply that the statisticalfactor is m oderately
large which,in turn,im pliesthatthe sheartransform a-
tion zonesarefairly com plex,m ulti-m oleculestructures.
Lacking any �rst-principles theory of this rate factor,
however,wecannotbe con�dentaboutthisobservation.
O ur�rstrough guessfora valueofV �

0 =vf com esfrom
the assum ption that�V � m ustbe aboutone m olecular
volum e in the absence ofan externalstress,and thatvf
is likely to be about a tenth ofthis. Thus our best-�t
valueof14.0 isreassuringly closeto whatweexpected.
The param eter ��, a m odulus that characterizes the

sensitivity of�V � to the applied stress,isespecially in-
teresting.O urbest-�tvalueof0.25 isalm osttwo orders
ofm agnitude sm aller than a typicalshear m odulus for

these system s. This m eans that the shear transform a-
tions are induced by relatively sm allstresses or,equiv-
alently,the internalelastic m odes within the zones are
very soft. This conclusion is supported quite robustly
by our�tting procedure. Alternative assum ptions,such
as controlby variations in the average free volum e vf

discussed earlier,producequalitatively wrong picturesof
the tim e dependentonsetofplasticdeform ation.
Finally,we consider �(0) = n tot(0)=n1 ,the ratio of

the initalzone density to the equilibrium zone density.
This param eter characterizesthe transientbehavioras-
sociated with theinitialquench;thatis,itdeterm inesthe
as-quenched system ’s�rstresponseto an applied stress.
W ecan learn som ething aboutthisparam eterby looking
atlaterbehavior,i.e.thenextfew segm entsofahystere-
sis loop like that shown in Figure 6. If,as is observed
there,the loop narrowsafterthe �rstleg,then we know
that there was an excess ofshear transform ation zones
in the as-quenched system ,and thatthisexcesswasre-
duced in theinitialdeform ation.An initialexcessm eans
�(0)> 1,consistentwith ourbest-�tvalueof2.0.

E.C om parisons betw een T heory and Sim ulations

W e now illustratethe degreeto which thistheory can
| and cannot| accountforthephenom ena observed in
the num ericalexperim ents.
Figure 9 sum m arizesone ofthe principalsuccessesof

the theory,speci�cally, its ability to predict the tim e-
dependent onset ofplastic 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 ulationsasfunctionsoftim e. In each sim ulation the
stress is ram ped up at the sam e controlled rate, held
constant for a period oftim e,and then ram ped down,
again at the sam e rate. In the lowest curve the stress
reaches a m axim um of 0.1 in our dim ensionless stress
units (eSL =a2SL), in the m iddle curve 0.2, and in the
highest 0.3. 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 sm all
value of �� quoted above. The detailed shapes ofthese
curvesatthetopsoftheram ps,where _�s dropsabruptly
to zero,provide som e qualitative supportforourchoice
oftheratedependenceofR 0 in (3.18).Asshown in Fig-
ure5 and discussed in thepreceding subsection,the�nal
inelastic strains in these ram p-up experim ents are also
predicted adequately by the theory.
The situation is di�erent for the unloading phases of

these experim ents,thatis,during and afterthe periods
when the stresses are ram ped back down to zero. The
theoreticalstrain ratesshown in Figure9vanish abruptly
atthebottom softheram psbecauseourtransform ation
ratesbecom e negligably sm allatzero stress.In the two
experim entalcurvesforthehigherstresses,however,the
strain continuesto decreasefora shortwhile afterthe
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FIG .9. Strain vs. tim e for sim ulations in which the

stresshasbeen ram ped up ata controlled rateto stresses

of0.1,0.2 and 0.3,held constant,and then ram ped down

to zero (solid lines).Thedashed linesarethecorrespond-

ing theoreticalpredictions.

stresseshavestopped changing.O urtheory seem storule
out any such recovery ofinelastic strain at zero stress;
thus we cannot account for this phenom enon except to
rem ark thatitm usthave som ething to do with the ini-
tialstateoftheas-quenched system .Asseen in Figure6,
no such recovery occurswhen the system is loaded and
unloaded a second tim e.
In Figure 6, we com pare the stress-strain hysteresis

loop in thesim ulation (solid line)with thatpredicted by
thetheory (dashed line).Apartfrom the inelasticstrain
recovery after the �rstunloading in the sim ulation,the
theory and the experim ent agree wellwith one another
at least through the reverse loading to point k. The
agreem entbecom eslessgood in subsequentcyclesofthe
hysteresisloop,possibly becauseshearbandsareform ing
during repeated plastic deform ations.
In thelastofthetestsoftheorytobereported here,we

haveadded in Figure1 twotheoreticalcurvesforstresses
asfunctionsofstrain atthetwo di�erentconstantstrain
rates used in the sim ulations. The agreem ent between
theory and experim entisbetterthan weprobably should
expectforsituationsin which thestressesnecessarily rise
to valuesatorabovethe yield stress.M oreover,the va-
lidity ofthe com parison isobscured by the large uctu-
ationsin the data,which we believe to be due prim arily
to sm allsam plesize.
Am ong the interesting features ofthe theoreticalre-

sultsin Figure1 arethe peaksin thestressesthatoccur
just prior to the establishm ent ofsteady-states at con-
stant stresses. These peaks occur because the internal
degrees offreedom ofthe system ,speci�cally �(t) and
�(t),cannotinitially equilibrate fastenough to accom o-
date the rapidly increasing inelastic strain. Thus there
isa transientsti�ening ofthem aterialand a m om entary
increase in the stress needed to m aintain the constant

strain rate. This kind ofe�ect m ay in part be the ex-
planation for som e ofthe oscillations in the stress seen
in the experim ents. In a m ore speculative vein,we note
that this is our �rst direct hint ofthe kind ofdynam ic
plasticsti�ening thatisneeded in orderto transm ithigh
stresses to crack tips in brittle fracture. The orders of
m agnitudeofthe tim e scalesareeven roughly the sam e.
Thestrain ratesused here,and thosethatoccurnearthe
tips ofbrittle cracks,are both ofthe order of107 per
second.

IV .C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

The m ost striking and robust conclusion to em erge
from this investigation,in our opinion, is that a wide
rangeofrealistic,irreversible,viscoplasticphenom enaoc-
cur in an extrem ely sim ple m olecular-dynam ics m odel
| a two-dim ensional, two-com ponent, Lennard-Jones
am orphoussolid atessentially zero tem perature.An al-
m ost equally striking conclusion is that a theory based
on thedynam icsoftwo-statesheartransform ation zones
isin substantialagreem entwith theobserved behaviorof
thism odel.Thistheory hassurvived severalquantitative
testsofitsapplicability.
W estated in ourIntroduction thatthisisaprelim inary

report.Both thenum ericalsim ulationsand thetheoreti-
calanalysisrequirecarefulevaluation and im provem ents.
M ostim portantly,thework sofarraisesm any im portant
questionsthatneed to be addressed in future investiga-
tions.
The �rst kind ofquestion pertains to our m olecular-

dynam icssim ulations:Aretheyaccurateand repeatable?
W e believe that they are good enough for present pur-
poses,butwerecognizethattherearepotentially im por-
tant di�culties. The m ost obvious ofthese is that our
sim ulations have been perform ed with very sm allsys-
tem s;thus,size e�ectsm ay be im portant. Forexam ple,
the fact that only a few shear transform ing regions are
active at any tim e m ay account for abrupt jum ps and
other irregularities som etim es seen in the sim ulations,
e.g. in Figure 1. W e have perform ed the sim ulations
in a periodic cellto elim inate edge e�ects.W e also have
tried to com pare results from two system s ofdi�erent
sizes,although only the results from the larger system
arepresented here.Unfortunately,com parisonsbetween
any two di�erent initialcon�gurations are di�cult be-
cause of our inability, as yet, to create reproduceable
glassy starting con�gurations(a problem 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 arecom m on to both system scan beused
asa guidefortheoreticalinvestigations.
Asnoted in Section IIB and in Table,ourtwosystem s

had quite di�erent elastic m oduli. (Rem arkably,their
yield stresseswerenearly identical.Itwould beinterest-
ingtolearnwhetherthisisarepeatableand/orphysically
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im portant phenom enon.) The discrepancy between the
elastic propertiesofthe two system sleadsus to believe
that,in future work,we shallhave to learn how to con-
trolthe initialcon�gurationsm ore carefully,perhapsby
annealing the system safterthe initialquenches. Unfor-
tunately,straightforward annealing attem peratureswell
below the glasstransition isnotyetpossible with stan-
dard m olecular-dynam icsalgorithm s,which can sim ulate
tim esonly up to abouta m icrosecond forsystem softhis
size even with today’s fastest com puters. M onte Carlo
techniquesoraccelerated m olecular-dynam icsalgorithm s
m ay eventually be usefulin thise�ort.[50{52]An alter-
nativestrategy m ay besim ply to look atlargernum bers
ofsim ulations.
By far the m ost di�cult and interesting questions,

however,pertain to our theoreticalanalysis. Although
Figures7 and 8 providestrong evidencethatirreversible
shear transform ations are localized events,we have no
sharp de�nition ofa\sheartransform ation zone." Sofar,
wehaveidenti�ed thesezonesonly afterthefact,thatis,
only by observing where the transform ationsare taking
place.Isitpossible,atleastin principle,toidentify zones
beforethey becom e active?
O neingredientofa betterde�nition ofsheartransfor-

m ation zoneswillbe a generalization to isotropic am or-
phoussystem sin both two and threedim ensions.Aswe
noted in ChapterIII,ourfunctionsn� (t)should beten-
sor quantities that describe distributions over the ways
in which the individualzones are aligned with respect
to the orientation ofthe applied shear stress. W e be-
lieve that this is a relatively easy generalization;one of
us(M LF)expectsto reporton work along theselinesin
a laterpublication.
O ur m ore urgent reason for needing a better under-

standing of shear transform ation zones is that, with-
outsuch an understanding,we shallnotbe able to �nd
�rst-principlesderivations ofseveral,as-yetpurely phe-
nom enological,ingredients of our theory. It m ight be
useful,forexam ple,to be ableto startfrom them olecu-
larforceconstantsand calculatethe param etersV �

0 and
�� that occur in the activation factor (3.19). These pa-
ram eters,however,seem to have clearphysicalinterpre-
tations;thuswe m ightbe satis�ed to deduce them from
experim ent.In contrast,theconceptually m ostchalleng-
ing and im portantterm saretheratefactorin (3.18)and
theannihilation and creation term sin (3.9),wherewedo
noteven know whatthe functionalform soughtto be.
Calculating the rate factorin (3.18),ora correctver-

sion ofthatequation,isclearly avery fundam entalprob-
lem in nonequilibrium statisticalphysics. So far as we
know,there are no studies in the literature that m ight
help uscom pute the force uctuationsinduced atsom e
site by externally driven deform ationsofan am orphous
m aterial. Nor do we know how to com pute a statisti-
calprefactor analogous,perhaps,to the entropic factor
that convertsan activation energy to an activation free
energy.[49]W edoknow,however,thatthatentropicfac-
torwilldepend strongly on the sizeand structureofthe

zonethatisundergoing the transform ation.
As em phasized in Chapter III,the annihilation and

creation term sin (3.9)describeinteraction e�ects.Even
within the fram ework ofour m ean-�eld approxim ation,
we do not know with any certainty what these term s
should be.O urassum ption thatthey areproportionalto
the rateofirreversiblework isby no m eansunique.(In-
deed,we have tried otherpossibilitiesin related investi-
gationsand have arrived atqualitatively sim ilarconclu-
sions.) W ithout knowing m ore about the nature ofthe
sheartransform ation zones,it willbe di�cult to derive
such interaction term sfrom �rstprinciples.
A better understanding ofthese interaction term s is

especially im portant because these are the term s that
willhave to be m odi�ed when we go beyond the m ean-
�eld theory to account for correlationsbetween regions
undergoingplasticdeform ations.W eknow from oursim -
ulationsthattheactivezonesclustereven atstressesfar
below the plastic yield stress;and we know thatplastic
yield in realam orphousm aterialsisdom inated by shear
banding. Thus,generalizing the presentm ean-�eld the-
ory to one which takes into account spatialvariations
in the densitiesofsheartransform ation zonesm ustbe a
high priority in thisresearch program .
Finally,wereturn briey to thequestionswhich m oti-

vated thisinvestigation:How m ightthedynam icale�ects
describedhere,whichm ustoccurin thevicinityofacrack
tip,controlcrack stability and brittle/ductile behavior?
Aswehaveseen,ourtheoreticalpictureofviscoplasticity
does allow large stresses to be transm itted,at least for
shorttim es,through plastically deform ing m aterials. It
should beinteresting to seewhathappensifweincorpo-
ratethispictureinto theoriesofdynam icfracture.
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