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Abstract

This paper develops a general data-driven approach to stochastic elastoplastic modeling that

leverages atomistic simulation data directly rather than by fitting parameters. The approach is

developed in the context of metallic glasses, which present inherent complexities due to their dis-

ordered structure. By harvesting statistics from simulated metallic glass shear response histories,

the material state is mapped onto a two-dimensional state space consisting of the shear stress and

the inelastic contribution to the potential energy. The resulting elastoplastic model is intrinsically

stochastic and represented as a non-deterministic dynamical map. The state space statistics pro-

vide insights into the deformation physics of metallic glasses, revealing that two state variables

are sufficient to describe the main features of the elastoplastic response. In this two-dimensional

state space, the gradually quenched metallic glass rejuvenates during the initial quasi-elastic shear-

ing, ultimately reaching a steady-state that fluctuates about a fixed point in the state space as

rejuvenation and aging balance.

Understanding and modeling plastic deformation of solids has been the focus of research

for more than a century [1–3]. In the context of single crystals, the bridge between the

microscopic defect scale and the macroscopic behavior is relatively well understood, lead-

ing to highly developed theories of crystal plasticity [4, 5]. Nonetheless, predictive plastic

modeling remains a challenge in materials that exhibit substantial amounts of structural

disorder. These include heavily dislocated crystals and polycrystals with small, potentially

nanometer-scale, grains. Amorphous solids exist at the ultimate limit of disorder. The lack

of any long-range order in these materials has stymied the formulation of widely applicable

constitutive theories with high predictive capacity. Addressing this deficiency would provide

tools to guide material and part design, as changes in composition and processing could be

fundamentally related to mechanical response through a validated multiscale modeling pro-

cedure. Here, we formulate a new approach to plasticity modeling in such materials that is

generalizable and can serve as a starting point for developing new methodologies.

The macroscale mechanism of the inelastic response of amorphous solids is driven by

very localized elementary events that include a few hundred atoms while the surrounding

material responds elastically. Although such events collectively accommodate the strain

of the macroscopic deformation exerted, they significantly vary from each other due to
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atomic-scale heterogeneity. Consequently, a physically meaningful large-scale description

of disordered solids needs to incorporate statistical information regarding sites of incipient

plasticity, whose position and structure is a priori unknown. One basic concept that has

been deployed in a number of multiscale approaches is to define statistically representative

volume elements (RVEs) [6, 7], which are carefully chosen units prototypical of the essential

physics of the material. An RVE is large enough if the results of increasing the cell size are

predictable from the structural response of the RVEs at the measured size; determination

of this minimal necessary size can be cumbersome [8, 9]. Generally, RVEs may be defined

from statistical data from simulations, experiments, or combinations of the two [10]. Having

defined an RVE, one aims at modeling the response of larger-scale structures by coarse-

graining these units so that the salient properties of the underlying physics are conserved or

by incorporating RVEs into finite element schemes on the Gauss integration point level [11].

Importantly, material response at scales above the RVE scale is treated deterministically.

That is, the stochastic nature of the underlying deformation mechanisms is not accounted

for.

This paper uses metallic glass (MG) as an exemplar for constructing a stochastic model

of a disordered solid. MGs are a reasonable starting point because they can be relatively

simple in their atomic-scale composition and bonding while they feature all the complexities

of structurally disordered solids. Due to their excellent physical and mechanical proper-

ties they have received tremendous attention in the literature [12–15], revealing particularly

high strength [16, 17], high toughness [18–20], and, in some notable instances, high fatigue

endurance [21, 22]. They have also shown some promise as materials for additive manu-

facturing applications [23]. While MGs can outperform classical crystalline metals in many

regards, they often fail in a quasi-brittle manner due to nano-scale strain localization and

the lack of longer length scale microstructural features able to redirect and distribute the

strain. Although several phenomenological models can predict aspects of MG behavior [24–

33], they are not able to capture the basic mechanisms of strain localization and failure

observed in experiments. In particular, quantitatively predicting the microstructural evolu-

tion during plastic flow remains a challenge. To address this, significant research activities

have focused on macro-scale engineering testing, mesoscale theory development, and simu-

lations conducted at the atomic scale, but the critical linkages between these scales remain

tentative [15].
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Atomistic methods, most notably molecular dynamics (MD) and athermal quasi-static

shear (AQS) simulations, have been used extensively to investigate MG mechanical response.

While a complete review is not possible here, we note that early investigations characterized

local structural fluctuations in MG [34–36]. Based upon further work, Falk and Langer

motivated mechanical constitutive equations from the hypothesis that a point defect, the

shear transformation zone (STZ), controls MG deformation [37, 38]. Subsequent investiga-

tions studied localization and failure modes and the dependence of mechanical response on

thermal history [39–46] as well as composition [47–50]. More recent advances have investi-

gated glass response in terms of energy landscapes [51, 52] and the physical underpinnings

of mechanical transitions [53] in ways that take advantage of new methods for equilibrating

glass structures in silico [54].

Much atomistic simulation work has focused on correlating aspects of atomic-scale prop-

erties with deformation. Detailed structural investigations revealed that certain topological

bonding units correlate with deformation [55]. Other analyses were able to correlate deforma-

tion with the most mobile atoms participating in eigenmodes associated with low-frequency

vibrations in the phonon density of states [56–59], which were shown to correlate with

topological bonding measures [60]. Machine-learned short-range structural measures have

been used to identify “soft spots” correlated with deformation events in both simulated and

experimental systems [59, 61, 62]. Thermal vibrations and non-linearities in atomic-scale

response have also shown some predictive capacity for anticipating sites of plastic rearrange-

ment [63–65]. Recent studies have further revealed that certain topological defects in the

low frequency eigenmodes may be directly related to STZs [66, 67].

The question of how best to formulate a constitutive theory of MG deformation response

motivates many of these investigations. In the past, we have pursued the construction

of such models in the form of continuous and deterministic partial differential equations,

most notably the effective temperature STZ theory [37, 38, 68–72]. Hinkle et al. [71] and

Kontolati et al. [72] previously devised methods to relate such theories to atomistic studies.

We have found that, in many instances, such continuous, differentiable representations are

not able to provide a satisfying mathematical description of the inherently discontinuous

stochastic dynamics of the MG. Here we instead draw upon a wide range of literature on

elasto-plastic modeling [73–77], recently reviewed by Nicolas et al. [78], to motivate an

approach we will refer to as a stochastic evolution elastoplastic model (SEEM). In doing so,
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FIG. 1. (a) Athermal quasistatic shear stress vs. strain response of the simulated model of a

Cu64Zr36 glass; (b) Athermal quasistatic potential energy vs. strain response of this same model.

we start from the empirical observation common to many such models that deformation in

amorphous materials arises from intermittent stress drops. Our approach is closely related

to two recent advances, the StEP model [79], an elasto-plastic model based on the evolution

of “softness” obtained via machine learning, and a recent effort to draw close comparisons

between one particular elastoplastic model and atomistic simulations of amorphous solids

subjected to shear by comparing the evolution of their glassy landscapes [80]. The most

salient distinguishing feature of our approach is that, rather than proposing an elastoplastic

formulation based on a physically motivated ansatz, we directly harvest data from atomistic

simulations to statistically characterize the response of a sheared Cu64Zr36 glass.

A typical stress–strain curve obtained from an AQS protocol consists of a punctuated

sequence of elastic branches, as shown in Fig. 1. Increasing the strain along an elastic branch

eventually induces a mechanical instability, noticeable in a discontinuous sudden jump in

the potential energy U and a corresponding release in shear stress τ [81]. Along any given

elastic branch, the shear stress is defined by the differential relation τ(γ) = 1
V

dU
dγ
, where

V denotes the volume of the simulation cell. Hence, the potential energy change during a

strain increment ∆γ may be expressed

∆U = U(γ +∆γ)− U(γ)

= V

∫ γ+∆γ

γ

τ(γ′)dγ′ +∆Upl . (1)

If we assume that the shear modulus G is constant during one strain step, the corresponding
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shear stress change is written

∆τ = τ(γ +∆γ)− τ(γ)

= G∆γ −∆τpl . (2)

The first terms on the right-hand side of Eqs. (1) & (2) describe the changes in potential

energy and stress due to elastic work, and the second terms are related to the plastic re-

arrangements during the strain interval resulting in the release of elastic energy. In such

a formulation, all thermodynamically irreversible processes are attributed to these plastic

events during which the stress drops.

For the sake of generality, we rewrite (1) & (2) in a matrix form in terms of the stress

and the structural state of the system X, where X = {X1, . . . , XM} captures all M relevant

degrees of freedom independent of stress. The shear modulus G may also be dependent on

the structural state X. This results in the expression
τ(γ +∆γ)− τ(γ)

X1(γ +∆γ)−X1(γ)
...

XM(γ +∆γ)−XM(γ)

 =


G(X)∆γ

0
...

0

+

n∑
i=1


−∆τpl,i

∆X1,i

...

∆XM,i

 . (3)

The second term on the right-hand side sums over n, which denotes the number of plastic

events during the strain interval.

Additionally, we assume that the number of plastic events n during the strain interval

(γ, γ + ∆γ) may be described by a Poisson distribution characterized by the state of the

system, i.e. τ and X, so long as the interval is sufficiently small that this state does not

appreciably vary [82]. Since the strain interval ∆γ can be chosen to be arbitrarily small,

we will further simplify our numerical model by choosing an interval sufficiently small that

the probability, p = λ∆γ, of an event in any interval may be assumed to be much less than

unity, where λ is a rate parameter describing the mean number of plastic events per unit

strain. Equivalently, the probability of multiple plastic events in a single strain increment
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is vanishingly small. In this limit, the Poisson distribution of n may be approximated by a

Bernoulli distribution, and (3) can be simplified to
τ(γ +∆γ)− τ(γ)

X1(γ +∆γ)−X1(γ)
...

XM(γ +∆γ)−XM(γ)

 ≈


G(X)∆γ

0
...

0

+

Θ [r − λ(τ,X)∆γ]


−∆τpl,α

∆X1,α

...

∆XM,α

 . (4)

Here Θ is the Heaviside step function, and r is a uniformly distributed random number on

the interval from zero to one. The subscript α is used to label each plastic event, which is

assumed to be unique.

The remaining challenge is to determine the changes in the stress and structural state

of the system, i.e., the matrix on the far right side of (4), and the rate of these changes

λ. In the most general model, these depend on τ and X1, . . . , XM . While the literature

on avalanche-like events in sheared disordered systems [80, 83] provides evidence that drops

in both energy and stress during plastic events may be well-described by truncated power-

law distributions, we will avoid making this assumption. Rather, we will directly harvest

the statistics of plastic events by drawing from our database to inform our elasto-plastic

modeling.

As a first step toward building a SEEM equivalent of our atomistic system, we begin

by assuming that it is possible to characterize the state of the SEEM with only two state

variables, τ , and a single structural parameterX1. The potential energy per atom, u ≡ U/N ,

has been used in prior work to quantify important aspects of glass structure in atomistic

simulations and has been related to the concept of the glass effective temperature [39, 71,

72, 84]. We choose X1 to be the inelastic potential energy per atom that we obtain by

subtracting the elastic energy from the potential energy. This choice is made because the

resulting quantity is physically meaningful and independent of the stress. The resulting

expression for X1 is

X1 = u − u0 − uel(τ) , (5)

7



where u0 is an arbitrary reference energy chosen for convenience to be approximately the

stress-free potential energy per atom of our most deeply quenched glass, and uel is the elastic

energy per atom, a function of the shear stress τ ,

uel =
Ωτ 2

2G0

[
1

G/G0

+

(
τ

τA

)2

+

(
τ

τB

)4
]

. (6)

Here, we approximate the elastic energy density with a truncated Taylor expansion, including

only even terms to reflect the symmetry of the relationship between the elastic energy and

the shear stress. Ω ≡ V/N is an inverse number density, i.e., the average volume per atom.

We can further approximate this expression to reflect the fact that the shear modulus, G,

depends on the structural state, X1,

uel ≈
Ωτ 2

2G0

[
1

1−X1/uA
+

(
τ

τA

)2

+

(
τ

τB

)4
]

. (7)

The first term in the brackets of (7) arises from our empirical observation that the linear

elastic modulus G decreases with increasing X1. This effect is quantified by extracting the

parameters G0 and uA from the stress–strain response for shear strains of less than 2%, as

shown in Fig. S1 in the supporting information. We obtain estimates of τA and τB by fitting

them to the loading data from a large 400 000-atom AQS simulation to avoid the stochastic

variations present in the smaller atomistic models. The complete details of the fitting are

provided in Sec. D in the supporting information, and the fitted values of the parameters are

given in Table I. The resulting relation between the structural state X1 and the potential

energy U and stress τ can be expressed in an approximate closed form as

X1 ≈
u − u0 − Ωτ2

2G0

[
1 +

(
τ
τA

)2

+
(

τ
τB

)4
]

1 + Ωτ2

2G0uA

. (8)

During the shear deformation protocol, every sample visits many states (X1, τ). Although

this two-state variable model is an over-simplification, the process of generating and analyz-

ing the results is interesting and informative. In doing so, we provide a baseline from which

one could undertake iterative refinements to generate more adequate SEEMs that consider

additional degrees of freedom in X. These might, for example, be chosen based on physical

intuition or by using machine learning techniques to optimally identify candidate degrees of

freedom orthogonal to those in less refined iterations of the model.
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Parameter Fitted value

uA 0.101 ± 0.002

eV/atom

G0 25.90± 0.06 GPa

τA 8.4± 0.5 GPa

τB 2.90± 0.03 GPa

TABLE I. The parameters used to calculate X1 and their fitted values.

We generate a statistical database of the MG response behavior by harvesting stress drops

and structural state changes from events across all visited state points. For each visited state

(X1, τ), Fig. 2 shows, per 0.1% strain, (a) the average probability of a plastic event, (b) the

average change in inelastic potential energy ∆X1 per plastic event , and (c) the average

change in the shear stress ∆τ per plastic event. The discretization of the state space is

chosen to be 20× 20. It is clear from the figures that all three of these quantities are highly

correlated and that events become more frequent at high stress and large X1, inducing an

increase in the inelastic potential energy of the structure and triggering a net drop in stress.

It is worth noting that some regions of the state space are never visited in our training data,

particularly at high values of X1 for both high and low values of stress.

We note that ∆τ and ∆X1 may both be either positive or negative. Obviously, ∆τ

is positive during elastic loading and negative during a plastic event. The change in the

inelastic potential energy is positive during events that result in structurally less stable

states, sometimes referred to as ”rejuvenating”. A negative change in the inelastic potential

energy refers to aging events that result in structurally more stable states [85]. Figure 2(d)

shows the resulting dynamical map of the mean flow taking into account the change in

the state per unit shear strain, i.e.,
(

dX1

dγ
, dτ
dγ

)
. Such a map can be used to estimate the

nullclines in ∆τ and ∆X1 and to indicate the mean flow of the system through the state

space during shear. The presence of an attractor is evident in the mean flow at the point

where rejuvenation and aging events balance such that the net stress drop per unit strain

precisely counters the elastic loading.

The SEEM we propose is stochastic by construction. In the following, we describe the

required data set to perform equation-free integration runs, i.e., the Markov chain of jumps

9
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FIG. 2. (a) Number of plastic events per strain increment divided by the total number of states

harvested in every bin; (b) average inelastic potential energy change per plastic event; (c) average

stress change per plastic event; (d) dynamic map of the gradient of inelastic potential energy change

and stress change (dX1
dγ , dτdγ ).

from each state (τ (i), X
(i)
1 ) at shear strain γi to a subsequent state (τ (i+1), X

(i+1)
1 ) at shear

strain γi+1 = γi +∆γ. An essential feature of the SEEM is that the probability of an event

at a particular state (X1, τ) is determined by the simulation data collected. The average

number of stress drops at particular states per 0.01% strain is presented in Figure 2(a). This

determines the probability of a plastic event occurring during a strain increment, i.e., λ∆γ

in (4). Figure 3(a) shows the evolution of one shear deformation response in the (X1, τ)-

space by the black dotted line superimposed on the state space colored by the number of

stress drops analyzed in the statistical data set. The most populated state, which lies in

the steady-state region, is represented in Figure 3(b) by a two-dimensional histogram of
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FIG. 3. (a) Trajectory of an example of an (X1, τ)-evolution during deformation and total number

of plastic events per strain at every state; (b) total number of plastic events depending on inelastic

potential energy change ∆X1 and stress drop size ∆τ in the most highly sampled state of the

yielding region.

stress drop events recorded within this region of state-space. Each such event contributes

to the value of this histogram at its corresponding stress drop magnitude ∆τ and change in

inelastic potential energy ∆X1. The vertical dashed orange line denotes the ∆X1 = 0 axis

and separates aging from rejuvenating events. While aging events are somewhat uniformly

distributed over the negative region of ∆X1, the rejuvenating events are constrained to sit

inside a linear boundary. This boundary describes the limit at which all elastic energy is

converted into structural energy and, hence, no elastic energy is dissipated as heat. For

events precisely on this boundary, the event would be ideally reversible, and the change in

entropy ∆S = 0.

Having described this single histogram (one of the approximately 400 histograms that

comprise the database for our model), we now discuss how to perform the equation-free

forward stepping from (X
(j)
1 , τ (j)) to (X

(j+1)
1 , τ (j+1)), which corresponds to a strain increment

from γj to γj+1 = γj + ∆γ. We start from an initial state (X0
1 , 0). Using the value of

λ associated with this region of the state space, derived from the data in Fig. 2(a), we

apply (4) to determine if a plastic event is triggered. If an event is not triggered, we evaluate
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FIG. 4. Comparison of the inelastic potential energy results (a) and the stress–strain results (b)

using the equation-free model (solid blue curve) and the atomistic simulation (dashed orange curve)

starting from the same initial state. The X1 values for the simulation are calculated using Eq. 8.

the subsequent stress value τ (j+1) = τ (j) + G(Xj
1)∆γ using the relation between G and X1

derived in the supplementary information section (see Fig. S1); the inelastic potential energy

remains unaltered X
(j+1)
1 = Xj

1 . If an event is triggered, the histogram in the corresponding

bin at state (X
(j)
1 , τ (j)) is sampled to select the stress drop magnitude and inelastic potential

energy change during this strain interval.

The black dotted line in Figure 3(a) shows the result of one SEEM deformation run. After

an initial stage of a nearly elastic response corresponding to a vertical trajectory, the system

experiences jumps that increase the inelastic potential energy, i.e., rejuvenating events. This

continues until the system approaches the steady-state attractor, at which point increases

and decreases in inelastic potential energy, i.e., rejuvenating and aging events, balance.

Generally, the system may start from any point in the (X1, τ)-space and will ultimately

achieve a steady state stochastically exploring the region near this point in the state-space.

Figure 4 compares the results from a SEEM run with the results using the conventional

AQS simulation. Figure 4(a) presents the evolution of the first state-variable, i.e., the

inelastic potential energy, with respect to strain. Both results exhibit qualitatively similar

behavior, an initial phase during which rejuvenation dominates and a second phase during

which rejuvenating and aging balance. Figure 4(b) presents the evolution of the second

state variable, i.e., the shear stress, with respect to shear strain. Our 4000 atom system’s
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behavior is captured surprisingly well by the SEEM with only two dynamical parameters.

Nonetheless, some limits of the SEEM are evident in the resulting data. Figure 5 presents

the average state-space flow of the (X1, τ)-evolution of the material initiated from structures

with different cooling rates. Lower cooling rates correspond to lower initial values of X1.

A crucial effect of the cooling rate on the (X1, τ)-evolution is that, with the increasing

cooling rate, the stress peak value decreases. Notably, we see that the model prediction

necessarily has the property that the trajectories in state-space do not cross one another.

By construction, if two model trajectories intersect, they must converge since the location in

the state-space fully determines the future behavior of the system. However, we see that the

data directly derived from AQS simulations does not have this property. This provides direct

evidence that this two-parameter state-space is insufficient to fully capture the behavior of

this glassy system and that additional state variables are needed.

FIG. 5. Comparison of the mean results of the average (X1, τ) results applying different sets of

cooling rates using the equation-free model (solid blue curve) and the classical molecular simulation

(dashed orange curve). X1 is calculated for the simulation using Eq. 8.

We conclude that SEEM presented in this paper represents many of the complex stochas-

tic features of a disordered high-dimensional system with only two state variables represented

by the stress and the inelastic potential energy. The model is purely data-driven and builds

on statistics harvested from direct atomistic simulation. The results point to the possibility
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of reducing a complex high-dimensional system to a description in a small number of state

variables. Clearly, a significant advantage of the SEEM is the vastly increased computational

speed that makes this methodology attractive for incorporation into multiscale frameworks.

At the same time, we see that due to the high degree of dimension reduction not all physical

features of the MG system are captured. It will be interesting to rigorously define additional

state variables orthogonal to τ and X1 that allow for iteratively improved descriptions of

MG systems.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The mechanical system from which we harvest the data is a well-established binary MG-

forming system. We prepare independent samples of a Cu64Zr36 glass by simulated quenching

at nine different cooling rates. For the description of the atomic interaction, we used the

embedded atom method [86]. The simulation cell is cubic with a length of 39.88 Å containing

4000 atoms. The quenching protocols were performed using a Nosé–Hoover thermostat [87].

To prepare the samples, the temperature of the system was first held constant at 2500K

for 0.5 ns to reach equilibrium. It was then cooled to 1400K at a rate of 1011Ks−1. During

this cooling process, the system stays in equilibrium since the relaxation time is relatively

short at this high temperature. To achieve uncorrelated samples, the velocities of the atoms

were resampled at 1400K following a Boltzmann distribution and further relaxed for 100 ps.

Finally, the samples were quenched to 100K with cooling rates of 2x×1010Ks−1, where x =

1, 2 . . . , 10. Subsequently, a mechanically stable static structure, i.e., an inherent structure,

was found by minimizing the potential energy until a force tolerance of 2× 10−4 eV/Å was

achieved. Fifty samples were generated for each of the nine cooling rates. AQS was then

imposed on each sample by successively relaxing the system to an inherent structure in the

potential energy landscape using the conjugate gradient method after imposing shear strain

increments of 10−5 [88]. The system was sheared until a maximum strain value of 0.5. To

harvest the required data for our equation-free model, the potential energy and the stress

evolution of the inherent structures at each strain state were recorded for further processing.
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