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Topological defects in non-reciprocal active solids with odd elasticity
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We study topological defects in active solids whose microscopic interactions violate Maxwell-
Betti reciprocity (MBR). Broken MBR arises in active solids whenever the linear response between
microscopic displacements and (non-conservative) forces is asymmetrical. In the continuum, broken
MBR yields an asymmetric (or odd) elastic modulus tensor that modifies the interaction between
dislocations, even reversing the stability of otherwise bound pairs. Such odd elastic moduli can
also arise in reciprocal systems with conservative microscopic forces if pre-stress is present. Beyond
continuum theories, isolated dislocations can also become motile due to microscopic work cycles
active at dislocation cores that compete with conventional Peach-Koehler forces caused, for example,
by ambient torque densities. We perform molecular dynamics simulations isolating active plastic
processes and discuss their experimental relevance to solids composed of spinning particles and

robotic metamaterials.

Topological defects are local singularities in an or-
der parameter with global consequences for large scale
behavior [IH9]. In active systems, topological defects
exhibit distinctive properties such as self-propulsion or
non-reciprocal interactions [I0H3I]. In the study of crys-
talline defects, it is often assumed that a potential en-
ergy governs the interactions between the constituent
particles. This assumption, however, need not hold in
driven and active solids. For example, Fig. shows a
non-conservative interaction force, i.e. one in which the
work done between any two configurations depends on
the path taken. Such an interaction necessarily breaks
the symmetry of the linear response matrix between force
and displacement known as Maxwell-Betti reciprocity
(MBR) [32435]. In the continuum limit, microscopic in-
teractions that violate MBR give rise to odd elasticity,
elasticity in which the major symmetry of the elastic
modulus tensor is broken. [36, B7]. Violation of MBR
allows cycles of deformation (both microscopically or
macroscopically) over which net work is extracted, e.g.
the contour C in Fig. [[h. Recent experimental stud-
ies have reported signatures of odd elasticity in solids
made of spinning embryos [3§] and colloids [30], and odd
elasticity has been engineered into robotic metamateri-
als [39, 40].

Crystallography without Mazwell-Betti reciprocity— In
general, deforming a solid object requires work. If X,
denotes the solid’s mechanical degrees of freedom, the
reactive forces F, are defined via the relationship dW =
FaodX,, where dW is the work done due to the move-
ment dX,,. For example, if X, represents displacements,
rotations, or strains, then F, represents linear forces,
torques, or stresses, respectively. The function F,(X)
can be linearized to obtain F, = Fo+ M,3X3s, where Fo
denotes the force present before deformation and M, is
a linear response matrix. If M,g is symmetric (M5 =
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Mpg.), then we say that the medium obeys MBR and dW
can be integrated to obtain W = FOX,, + 1 X, M,sX;5. If
M, is not symmetric, then the work function dW is not
integrable. This implies that the system must have an
internal source of energy since cycles can be performed
in which the system returns to its initial configuration,
but net work has been expended [41].

For a crystalline solid, the degrees of freedom are the
positions of individual particles x = (x1,X2,...,XnN).
The traditional theory of crystallography is predicated on
the existence of a potential V(x) such that the forces are
given by F, = —gx—‘z. An experimentally relevant [29}-
131, 138, [42-147] counterexample are pairwise interactions
of the form [4§]

~

F(r)=Fl(rt-F'(r)é (1)

where r is the relative coordinate between two interacting
particles, and ¢ = —e-t, and € is the totally antisymmet-
ric tensor. To see how broken MBR fundamentally alters
the mechanics of solids, try solving the equation for force
balance F,(x) = 0 in the presence of topological defects.
If a potential V' (x) exists, it will generically have a lo-
cal minimum constituting a solution to the force-balance
equation. However, without a potential, it is not clear
whether a static defect solution will even exist.

Continuum theory— In the continuum, the deforma-
tion of a crystal is captured by a displacement field u;(r).
Topological defects are singularities that force u;(r) to
become multi-valued. For example, Fig. [Ib shows a dis-
location, defined by the vector b; such that

% aiujdri = bj (2)
~

where 7 is a counterclockwise contour enclosing the de-
fect (See S.I. §S2 for point defects and disclinations [38]).
We now make two assumptions: first that the microscopic
interactions locally conserve linear momentum, in which
case the forces can be expressed as the divergence of a


mailto:vitelli@uchicago.edu

a. - - w %X %_ % b.
F
-~ X%
[ Xk
/ *
xiVs
A _
¢ =03 d Veff ,\/
Standard
stable point
-2 -1 1 2 Ty
e. 4=15 f. Vet | ——
- Modified
. stable point
.\\l
- T =I5
g 3 h Veft /\
- —0\/—0——0—0—> Te

FIG. 1. Odd elasticity modifies dislocation interactions
and their stability. a. A particle at point x; exerts a force
F on a particle at point x2. This force is nonconservative, so
nonzero work is done along the closed cycle C. b. A disloca-
tion is defined by a Burgers vector b that represents the offset
from what would otherwise be a closed loop . c-d. An or-
ange dislocation is held stationary while a second anti-aligned
dislocation is free to move along its glide plane subject to the
Peach-Koehler force (red arrows). When |A/B]| < 1, the free
dislocation has two stable points located along rays forming
an angle /4 with the glide plane. The effective potential Veg
as a function of the horizontal (r5) and vertical (ry) distance
between the dislocations. e-f. When A/B > 1, the rightmost
stable equilibrium moves outward beyond 7/4. g-h. When
A/B = oo, only one stable equilibrium position exists and
the shaded region is an unstable basin.

stress tensor Fj(r) = 0,0,;(r) (see Ref. [28] for a treat-
ment of dislocations that lifts this assumption). Second,
we assume that the stress can be approximated via a lin-
car relationship o4 = 07; + CijmnOmun, where Cijpmn is
the elastic modulus tensor and U?j represents a nonvan-
ishing pre-stress.

In 2D isotropic solids, the stress-strain relationship is
summarized by the pictorial equation [36]:
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See the S.I. §S1B for standard tensor notation and Ref.
[43] for a similar depiction of the viscosity tensor. In
Eq. , po and 71y are the ambient pressure and torque
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FIG. 2. Dislocation motility powered by active work

cycles at dislocation cores. a. Three transverse interac-
tions F (purple), Fih, (teal), and Fj- (orange), with the
neighbor shells highlighted by grey lines. Inset: A hexago-
nal lattice with first and second neighbor shells highlighted.
b. Particles are arranged in a free floating circular cluster with
a single dislocation located at the center, and the dislocation
motion is tracked as function of time. Simulation are per-
formed with clusters of radius R = 50 (dashed) and R = 100
(solid). See Supplemental Movie S1. ¢. Bonds crossing the
glide plane of a dislocation are highlighted. Hue indicates
the bond’s position in real space (blue:left, red: right). The
opacity indicates the length of the bond (nearest neighbors
darkest). d. The highlighted bonds are plotted with their
bases aligned. As the dislocation moves one unit cell to the
right, each bond translates to its neighbor to the right in
the diagram. The collective motion of the tops of the bonds
traces out a contour C (black dashed). The gray arrows de-
pict the interaction force field. See Supplemental Movie S2.
e. The interaction Fj- is varied by changing the location § of
its peak. Pink indicates smaller 6 and green indicates larger
§. For each value of 4, the dislocation’s position is tracked as
a function of time. f. The magnitude of the Peach-Koehler
force fF¥ and the active core force £ as a function of the
peak position §. The vertical lines represent the values of §
used in the simulation. Notably, the change in direction of
dislocation motion coincides with the crossover between f¢°*°
and fF¥.

density associated with .. The matrix in Eq. cor-
responds to Cijm, and has three diagonal components,
the bulk (B), shear (i), and rotational (I') moduli, as
well as three off-diagonal moduli I'; A, and K°. Un-
like force and displacement, the Cauchy stress o;; and



displacement gradient 0,,u,, are not exact energy conju-
gate pairs to nonlinear order [49H53]. In the presence of
a pre-stress a?j, the precise condition for Maxwell-Betti
reciprocity is Cijmn = Crmnij Where

C~’mnij = Cijmn + U?jémn - O—Enjain (4)
Here, C’ijmn the linear response matrix relating O, uy,
to the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress S;;, see S.I. §51A. For
the moduli in Eq. , the condition for Maxwell-Betti

reciprocity reads
2K°=A—- A =27 (5)

This means that nonvanishing antisymmetric (i.e. odd)
moduli, such as K°, can arise in solids with 75 # 0 even
if MBR holds and the microscopic force is locally conser-
vative, e.g. F(r) o< + (see S.I. §S1D). In this case, A
and K can be detected from static stress-strain measure-
ments, but the work they generate during strain cycles
must be cancelled by 9. When 79 # 0 one can cycli-
cally extract energy by performing a 27 rotation of the
medium. If the pre-stress vanishes (pg = 79 = 0), MBR
requires the matrix in Eq. be symmetric.
Microscopics—It is useful to relate the macroscopic
moduli in Eq. (3)) to the microscopic transverse interac-
tions in Eq. (1). Linearizing about the lattice spacing
a, one obtains Fl(r) = F(‘)| — k(r —a) and F1(r) =
Fg — k%(r — a). The resulting moduli for an hexago-

I
nal lattice read B ~ ‘ég(k—i—?), A= @(ka+%)’
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a
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S.I. §51C and Ref. [28]. The forces in Eq. depend
only on r, and therefore cannot contribute to I' and
A which couple to solid body rotations. However, I’
and A can arise in response to external fields or inter-
actions with a substrate [8], see S.I. §S1D for examples.

a

), and K° = %(k“—ﬁ), see

Moreover, FA' and Fj§- contribute to a pre-stress in the

. . 0 _ . .
medium: o;; = —podi; + To€;j, which consists of an am-

bient pressure py = \/§FO” /a and an ambient torque den-
sity 70 = v/3F3/a. Finally, we note that the modulus A
arises whenever the torque density 7 = €;;0;;/2 couples
to local dilation Q;u; = dp/py, namely A = g—;po. We
henceforth set A = I' = 0, see S.I. §52C for a general
treatment.

Continuum solutions—As described in S.I. §S2C, we
directly solve 0;0,;(r) = 0 together with Egs. (2)) to ob-
tain displacement field solutions that, in the continuum,
are static. For the dislocation, we find

1+v
2

1—v

(7-b)

log(r)e-b—

1
Udis) = {¢b +
2

— " log(r) b + (- ) 4] } (6)

where r and ¢ are polar coordinates about the defect.

Here, we assume that the elastic stresses fall off to a?j

as r — oo. The elastic properties enter only through
two dimensionless parameters. The first is the famil-
iar Poisson’s ratio, v, whose value is modified by A and
K°, see S.I. §S2C. The second coefficient is a purely non-
reciprocal odd ratio [36]

o — BK° — Ap
(B +p) + Ko(A+ K°)

(7)

Qualitatively, the effect of v° in Eq. (6] is to globally
rotate the local axis of shear deformation by an angle da

1 2v°
da = —3 arctan(m) (8)

See Fig. S5-S6 for an illustration and numerical valida-
tion. Similar results are derived for isolated disclina-
tions and point defects in S.I. §52B. Unbound disclina-
tions have been observed in recent experimental stud-
ies [38] of spinning embryos interacting via transverse
forces, cf. Eq. .

Continuum theory of dislocation interactions— The
modified stress field alters dislocation interactions. Con-
sider first the work done in quasistatically moving a
test dislocation a distance dX; through a pre-existing

(pre) Pre)

stress field o;;" " obeying aial(] = 0. Regardless of

the material’s constitutive properties, the work done by
the pre-existing stresses (i.e., either the pre-stress O'?j
or stresses induced by strains existing prior to the in-

troduction of the test dislocation) is given by the well
known Peach-Koehler (PK) formula éW = fP¥5X,,,

where fPK = emicrg)re)bj (see S.I. §S3A for a deriva-
tion). For example, in the presence of a pre-existing
(pre)

torque density o, = Te;5, two dislocations of oppo-
site Burgers vector +b will experience equal and oppo-
site forces fF® = F71b; [28], similar to the force expe-
rienced by a charge dipole in an external electric field.
By contrast, the interaction between two dislocations is
obtained from the PK force f¥ experienced by the test
dislocation as a result of the stress field generated by the
other. In Fig. [Ie-h, we illustrate the classic calculation
of the interactions between two antiparallel dislocations.
The modulus A provides a nontrivial modification to this
result:

7 = L 2y e,y an) (9

mrd
Here, fPX is the Peach-Koehler force projected onto the
glide plane of the dislocation. (Dislocations are typi-
cally constrained to move along their glide planes, see
S.I. §S3C). When A = 0, the dislocations obey the classic
result: their separation vector forms an angle 7/4 with
respect to their glide planes [2 [54]. When 0 < A/B < 1,
the mechanically stable positions remain the same while
their basins of attraction change. When A/B > 1, the
right equilibrium point moves out beyond the /4 an-
gle. When A/B — oo, the rightmost basin becomes al-
together unstable. Moreover, in S.I. §53B, we show that
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FIG. 3. Active plasticity in odd elastic media. a-c. The compression of a solid beam with a standard LJ interactions
of strength €. d-f. The same numerical experiment with the addition of transverse lubrication forces of magnitude . See
Supplemental Movies S3-4. (a., d.) show the per-particle stress, resolved on the [11] and [11] glide planes and summed,
immediately prior to the first dislocation nucleation. (b., e.) After significant plastic deformation, we color particles by the
cumulative number of neighbor changes in their first coordination shell (Ngwap). (c., f.) The average number of first neighbor
shell changes (Ngwap) in the vicinity of the lower-left- and lower-right-hand corners as a function of strain. The strain is Ah/h
where h is the height of the beam. g. The critical strain at first nucleation for the bottom left-hand (green) and right-hand
(pink) corners. h. A disk of particles interacting via radial and transverse LJ forces is subject to compression (negative
dilation). At higher compression, a torque density is induced throughout the cluster which drives dislocation motion via the

PK force. See the S.I. §S5 for additional simulation details.

when the Burgers vectors are not parallel, the disloca-
tion interactions are non-reciprocal in the sense of being
non-mutual: their forces are not equal and opposite.

Dislocation motion— While the continuum theory pro-
vides insights at long lengths scales, whether and in what
directions dislocations actually move depends sensitively
on microscopic details. To illustrate this fact we perform
overdamped molecular dynamics simulations of particles
interacting with a radial force F!l(r) given by a standard
Lennard-Jones (LJ) force and three different realizations
of the transverse force F*(r) in Eq. . see Fig. l
When an isolated dlslocatlon 1s introduced into the cen-
ter of a circular cluster with free boundaries, each of the
three transverse interactions exhibits a distinct behavior
(see Fig. [2b and Supplemental Movie S1).

We first consider a transverse interaction Fi5(r), which
like FIl, is an LJ force. For Fi], the dislocation remains
stationary as in a passive crystal. The reason is that the
total force on any particle is simply a rotation of the force
due to F!l. Hence the static configuration guaranteed by
energy minimization for Fll remains static when F s
introduced. Next we introduce Fi-, . which is a mono-
tonically decreasing function of a single sign shown in
Fig. 2h, generically representative of hydrodynamic, lu-
brication and frictional forces between self-spinning par-
ticles [29] 38| 42, [46], [47]. For Fi.,, the dislocation trav-
els at a near constant speed to the left. Since F{:, is
nonzero at the first neighbor shell, it produces an ambient
torque density 7p. Upon setting the resulting pre-stress
to az(fr °) — To€ij, the direction of motion of the disloca-
tion can be rationalized using the standard Peach-Kohler

force expression = eua(gre)bk = —79b;. This sce-

nario is consistent with recent experiments, simulations
and analysis of dislocation motility in crystals of spinning

colloids [28], 30)].

Dislocation motion from microscopic work cycles— To
explore the possibility of additional mechanisms of dislo-
cation motility that cannot be explained using PK forces,
we use as a probe the microscopic force F(SJ- (r) narrowly
peaked at a tunable interparticle distance » = §. Notice
that - has the same sign as Fy-, . However, when the
peak ¢ lies half way between the first and second neigh-
bor shells, the dislocation now travels to the right, the
0pp0$1te dlrectlon of FLub (see Fig. lb Since the force
Fj- is negligible at the first and second neighbor shells,
the odd moduli A and K° as well as the pre-stress 7
are vanishingly small. This suggests that the underlying
mechanism of dislocation motility evades a continuum
explanation.

fPE =
1

Here, we demonstrate that this dislocation motility is
induced by microscopic work cycles acting at dislocation
cores and provide a calculation scheme to capture their
effect. As a first step, we highlight all the bonds that
straddle the glide plane in Fig. 2k, and align their bases
so that we are viewing them in the space of their rela-
tive coordinates (r,7,), as in Fig. 2. Crucially, as the
dislocation moves by a single unit cell, each highlighted
bond assumes the position of its neighbor to the right.
We can then concatenate all the individual bond trajec-
tories in time into a single contour C (dashed line) that
begins at r, = —oo and ends at r, = co. The total work
done when each of the bonds moves a short distance is



then equivalent to that of a single bond traveling the en-
tire contour, c.f. Fig. [Th. Notice that if the force falls
off faster than 1/r, then the contour may be closed in
the upper half plane. Similar to the single-bond cycle
shown in Fig. , the corresponding work Wgjiqe may be
expressed as

ngide%]{F-dr:/ V x F d?r (10)
c A

where A is the upper half plane enclosed by C, see S.1. §54
for derivations and Supplemental Movie S2 for an illus-
tration.

Since Wilide is associated to motion through one lattice
spacing, the corresponding force on the dislocation reads
feore = % olide and it is directed along the glide plane.
In principle, the detailed shape of C depends on protocol
and dynamics. However, a useful first approximation is

to take C to be the line at r, = 73a, giving:

fcore 1 1 /OO FLd (11)
= —Weglide = — r
a glide al_ . T T

7@:@0,

In Fig. [2p we perform simulations with F (;L but we vary
the parameter §, which sets the location of the central
peak. At small §, there is significant overlap between Fj-
and the first neighbor shell, giving rise to a large ambi-
ent torque density 79 ~ v/3F"(a)/a and corresponding
PK force fPX. Fig. [2f shows the relative magnitudes of
feore and fPK as a function of 5. We observe that the
crossover in dominant force coincides with the sign re-
versal in dislocation speed corroborating our theoretical
derivation of f°"®. While the sign-reversal is a dramatic
effect that occurs under specific conditions, f°€ is gener-
ically present for all microscopic interactions that break
MBR. Solids whose microscopic interactions violate New-
ton’s third law can also display spontaneous dislocation
motion [2§].

Active plasticity— Finally, we examine the effects of
broken MBR on plastic deformation. In Fig. [Bh, we per-
form a simple uniaxial compression of a solid interacting
via a transverse lubrication force (see also Supplemental
Movies S3-4). Before the first dislocation nucleates, odd
elasticity biases the stress distribution (Fig. [3p,d). At the
end of the compression, the permanently deformed shape
of the beam breaks all mirror symmetries (Fig.[3p.e). The
change in final shape arises because the biased stress dis-
tribution favors dislocation nucleation from the upper-
right- and lower-left-hand corners (Fig. ,f). Empiri-
cally, we find that introducing transverse forces gener-
ally lowers the plastic yield strain at which the first dis-
location nucleates Fig. Bg. In Fig. Bh, we consider a
single dislocation in the center of a disk. In a passive
medium, a uniform compression gives rise to an isotropic
stress B(dp/p)d;; with an associated Peach-Koehler force
fP¥ = B(8p/p)ei;b; in the climb direction. This typi-
cally results in no motion or defect splitting. The odd
elastic solid in Fig. features a Ff5 which induces no

dislocation motion in the absence of external stresses (re-
call Fig. ) However, due to the odd elastic modulus A,
an area change gives rise to a torque density 7 = A(dp/p),
which in turn promotes motion along the glide plane via
the PK force fF¥ = —7b;.

Conclusion—To summarize, we studied how defect
strains, interactions and motility are modified in media
that violate Maxwell-Betti reciprocity. We also showed
that odd elastic moduli and their effects on the contin-
uum theory of topological defects and plasticity can exist
even in media obeying MBR if pre-stress is present.
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Supplementary Information

In §51f we detail the relationship between odd elasticity and broken Maxwell-Betti reciprocity (MBR). While
broken MBR naturally gives rise to odd elasticity, nonlinear distinctions between the Cauchy and Piola-Kirchoff
stress tensors reveal that odd elasticity can arise in solids obeying MBR in the presence of a pre-stress. We provide
examples with simple, solvable models as well as explicit coarsegrainging procedures. In §52| we derive the stress
and strain fields surrounding dislocations, disclinations, and point defects in solids with odd elasticity. This section
identifies experimentally measurable signatures of odd elasticity that arise in the shear strain surrounding topological
defects. In §53, we study the elastic interaction between dislocations. We derive the modified interaction force
between dislocations with parallel glide planes. Moreover, we show that when the glide planes are not parallel, the
forces between dislocations need not be equal and opposite. In §54] we provide a calculation scheme for the active core
force, which is not captured by standard continuum considerations. In §55 we detail our numerical methodology and
in we provide background on coarsegraining procedures that connect microscopic variables to continuum fields.

S1. ODD ELASTICITY AND MAXWELL-BETTI RECIPROCITY
A. Elastic moduli and nonlinear considerations: Cauchy versus Piola-Kirchoff stress tensors

In this section, we detail the relationship between broken Maxwell-Betti reciprocity and the elastic modulus tensor.
We begin by introducing the geometric notation necessary for nonlinear elasticity [49-53]. As shown in Fig.
we first introduce a set of coordinates ¢ = (¢!, ¢?) such that each point ¢ labels a unique element of material. The
deformation is defined by introducing two maps: r(q) represents the position of the element ¢ prior to deformation (i.e.
in the reference material), and R(q,t) represents the position of the element after deformation (i.e. in the deformed
material). Here, r(q) = rz(¢)% + ry(¢)y and R(q,t) = Ry(g,t)% + Ry(q,t)§¥ are simply vectors in the Cartesian z-y
plane. The velocity field is given by v(g,t) = R(g,t) and the displacement field is given by u(q,t) = R(q,t) — r(q).
For each ¢, it is convenient to introduce two sets of basis vectors r;(q) = g{; and R;(q) = g? as well as their duals R!
and r’, defined by R*-R; =1’ -1; = 5ij. The dual vectors allow us to define derivatives with respect to the reference
and deformed material. For an arbitrary tensor ®(q), we define the gradient and divergence in the deformed material

as Grad® = R' ® g;lj and Div® = R* - g:ﬁ, respectively. The gradient and divergence in the reference material are

defined as grad® =r’ ® g:ﬁ

strain and rotation is encoded in the deformation gradient tensor J = grad R = r’ ® R; = 1 4 grad u, where 1 is the
identity tensor.

The goal of elasticity theory is to relate the deformation J to the flow of momentum within the material. To
describe the flow of momentum, one can take an infintesimal line element of material, described by dg?, and ask: how
much momentum flows through the line element in a given amount of time? By asking this question for all possible
line elements, one can reconstruct the current of momentum, known as stress. To encode the stress as a tensor, one
must embed the line element dg’ in either the reference or deformed material. Given an infinitesimal line element dg?,
its length in the deformed material is dL = \/G;rdgidg* and its length in the refernce material is d¢ = /g;pdqgidg*,
where G, = R; Ry and gy = r; - ry. Likewise, the normal vectors in the deformed and reference material are given

and div® = r?. g;, respectively. A sum over repeated indices is implied. The local

by N=¢- %L‘f andh = e€- Ré‘;ql , respectively. Here, € = X®y — ¥ ® X is the antisymmetric tensor, which implements
a rotation clockwise by 7/2. Given the total momentum P(dq’) flowing across an arbitrary line element dg’ in a
time dt, one can unambiguously define two distinct tensors, o and S, by requiring —P = 6t N-o dL = 6t A - S d/
for all d¢’. Here o is the Cauchy stress tensor and describes the flow of momentum in the deformed material. By
contrast S is the first Piola-Kirchoff stress, which represents the corresponding flow through the reference material.
In general the two tensors differ from each other because the line element dg’ undergoes stretching and rotation when
the material is deformed.

From the definitions of o and S, the total force on a patch of material A is given by

F(A) = N-a’dL:]{ f-Sdr (S1)
0A OA

:/ DivadQR:/ divS d?r (52)
A A

where in the last line we have applied Stokes’ theorem and d?R = \/det G;;R? ® Rid?q and d*r = \/det g;;r’ ® rid?%q.



From Eq. , we identify the force per unit area in physical and material space, f and f respectively, as
f=Dive and f=divS (S3)
Finally, the power exerted by this patch of material A is given by:

AW (A)
dt

:/f~vd2R:—/cr:Gradvd2R+ N.o vdL (S4)
A A 9A

:/f'-vd2r:—/S:gradvd2r+% n-S-vdl (S5)
A A 0A

Equations (S4fS5) are exact to all orders in deformation. We now introduce a constitutive relations in which the
stress is written to linear order in the displacement gradient gradu. To do so, we introduce two distinct tensors, C
and C defined such that

o =0"+ C:gradu+ O(?) (S6)
S =8+ C: gradu + O(?). (S7)

where ¢ represents the typical size of gradu. Here o” and S° are the Cauchy and Piola-Kirchoff pre-stresses that
are present before any strain is applied. Notice that C and C are both linear response tensors; However, since
gradv = gradu, Eq. states that S and gradu are energy conjugates. Hence, the Maxwell-Betti reciprocity
theorem states that the material is compatible with a potential energy if and only if the tensor C is symmetric about
its major axis. Explicitly, we may write C = C’Z—jklri ® 1’ @ r* ® r!, in which case the condition for Maxwell-Betti
reciprocity is

Cijkr = Cruij (S8)

If éijkl =+ C‘k“j, then cycles of deformation can be performed which extract energy from the medium despite starting
and ending in the same configuration [36]. Typically in linear elasticity, the distinction between S and o can be
ignored due to the smallness of the strain. However, in the presence of a pre-stress (i.e. o or SY), this is not the
case. The Piola transformation states JI~T - o = S, where J = detJ and J~7 is the inverse transpose. Thus, to
linear order in &

S:ao+0'0divu—graduT-a'O+C:gradu—i—O(EQ) (S9)
Hence, to leading order in ¢, one finds S° = o and
Cijwt = Cijrt + 0900 — 0590 (S10)

where 6 = o0;r' @ 1/, and C = Cyjpr’ @ v/ @ r* @ r!. Notably, in the presence of a pre-stress o, the relationship
éijkl = C’k”j does not imply Cjji = Crisj. Hence, in the presence of a pre-stress, the tensor Cjji; can be asymmetric
when C’ijkl is symmetric. Although C is the tensor whose symmetry implies Maxwell-Betti reciprocity, C is often
experimentally more relevant since the Cauchy stress o corresponds to the current of momentum in the deformed
material and does not rely on a reference state. ~

In i we will systematically enumerate the content of Cjjx; and Cjjx for isotropic 2D materials. As we shall see
in §51 B the inclusion of a pre-stress is important since generic microscopic interactions of interest have a nonvanishing
torque density or pressure. In we will present the paradigmatic case of particles interacting via transverse %
forces, in which Cjj;i; contains antisymmetric moduli, but Maxwell-Betti reciprocity is respected due to an ambient
torque density. But first, to clarify the meaning of the above symbols, we provide a simple concrete example.

Example 1. Here we provide a pedagogical example to illustrate the distinction between the Piola-Kirchoff and
the Cauchy stress. Let us use the coordinate system r(q) = ¢°X + ¢¥¥, in which case r, = X and r, = §. We will
consider a deformation that consists of a pure dilation set by A and a counter-clockwise rotation through an angle 6 :

R(g) =1+ X)(¢" cosf + ¢¥sin)Xx + (1 + \)(¢¥ cos 6 — ¢* sin 6)y. (S11)

Writing J = J;;r* @ v/, the deformation gradient tensor is given by:

wa me _ cost) —sinf



Coordinate system Reference material Deformed material

Fig. S1. Kinematics of nonlinear elasticity. We illustrate the geometric quantities for nonlinear elasticity introduced in

§o1]
The displacement gradient is given by gradu=J — 1, or
(gradu)z, (gradw)zy\ cos) —sinf\ (1 0\ (A —0 2
((grad W)ye (gradu)y, ) (1+2) sinf cosé 01)=\e ») T O(%) (813)

where we have taken X and 6 to be of order £ and grad u = (grad u)ijri ®@rJ. Suppose that the medium has an ambient

Cauchy stress before deformation: o = a® = —pg1 + 7€, or concretely:
0 0 _
(gﬁm jﬁy) = (_f“ o ) (S14)
yr “yy 0 Po
where o = 01" @ r7. Then the Piola-Stress is given by S = JJ~7 - o, or explicitly:
Sez Szy) _ cosf —sin€\ [(—po 7o
(Syx Syy> =1+ (sin@ cos 0 ) <—7’0 —Po (515)

[P0 To 0 A - -0
(5 ) an(% D)l i

where S = Sijri ®@ri. Even if we take Cijki = 0, the pre-stress nonetheless gives a nominal dependence of S on the
grad u. Indeed, one finds that:

1 1
Cijri = _§p0(5ij5kl + €ijen) + 57'0(5@'%1 — €j0k1) (S17)

Notice that the term proportional to 7y in Eq. is antisymmetric under ij <+ kl. Consequently, one can extract
energy by a closed cycle of deformations. This is physically intuitive because the torque density (corresponding to
the antisymmetric part of o) is constant no matter what the state of dilation. Hence, one can dilate the solid and
effectively increase the lever arm by which it does work on its surroundings when it is rotated. Then one could return
the solid to its initial radius and rotate it back with the material absorbing less energy than it put out.

B. Isotropic 2D elastic modulus tensor

Here we present the general form of the elastic modulus tensor C and C in two-dimensional isotropic materials. As
illustrated in Eq. of the main text, we will use the following basis for two-by-two matrices:

=1 Th=—¢ =X -FRF P =Xy+yex (S18)



Using the 7%, we define u® = 7% : gradu and ¢ = 7% : o. In this basis, the elastic modulus tensor may be expressed
as a four-by-four matrix C*# = %T{;‘-C’”m"Tﬁn. Thus, the constitutive equations may be written as:

50 o9 000 01 02 03 u°
01 01 CIO Cll 012 013 ul
2= cr% + C20 21 022 (23 u? (S19)
o3 o 30 (31 (032 (033 u’

where o corresponds to the pre-stress. The pictorial notation in the main text corresponds to the physical interpre-
tation of each component: u® (| |) represents dllatlon ul (7)) represents rotation, u? (77]) represents shear strain with
an axis of elongatlon in the z-direction, and u3 (/) represents shear strain with an axis of elongation at a positive 45°
angle. Similarly, 0¥ (<5) represents the isotropic stress (negative of pressure), o' (©)) represents an internal torque
density, and o2 (¢8) and o2 (%)) represent shear stresses.

Notice that C®” has 16 independent components when no physical restrictions are imposed. If the Cauchy stress
is required to be symmetric, then o} = C'® = 0 for all a. This is the case when there are no internal sources of
angular momentum. If no stress is induced by solid-body rotations, then C®' = 0 for all a. Next, we consider the
role of isotropy, which states that the elastic modulus tensor is invariant under rotations. Upon a passive rotation of
the coordinate system through angle 6, the elastic modulus tensor transforms as

Climn = Rt RjRmpRugC*P?  where R = cosf1 + sin fe. (S20)
Hence C®? transforms as C'*? = R*YRP7CY?  where
10 0 0
R = 8 (1) cogw si1?29 (S21)
0 0 —sin260 cos26
Requiring that C'*# = C®P for all @ implies that C*® must take the form:
B A 0 0
Cof =2 6‘ . 2 2 (522)
0 0 —K° pu
Finally, we note that Cjjmn, = 27'UT7§mCaﬁ Thus, in standard Cartesian coordinates, the elastic modulus tensor
reads:
Cijmn =B06ij0mn + 11(0im0jn + 8jm0in — 6ij0mn) — A€ij0mn + K Ejjmn + Lé;j€mn — Adij€mn (S23)
where
Eijmn = %(Ehna‘jn + €inljm + €jmin + €indim)- (S24)

Requiring that the pre-stress be isotropic imposes 02 = o3 = 0. Finally, Maxwell-Betti reciprocity corresponds to the
condition C? = C#* where C*¥ = %T{;C”mnrﬁm and is related to C*” via

il

= (o g g g

Cof = cof 4 | %9 %0, 90, 90 (S25)
agg (o)s (o)} agg

3 2 1 0
0p O0g Op —0p

With our conventions, ¢ = —2py and of = —27.

C. Coarsegraining lattices

Here we provide a coarsegraining procedure for the lattices containing a single particle per unit cell, most notably
the hexagonal lattice. We consider a homogeneous strain J = 1 4+ U, where U is a constant tensor. Working in
Cartesian coordinates, the Cauchy stress is given by

= gy 2 i 871 (526)
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where r® is the position of particle a in the undeformed lattice, F(r) is the interparticle force law, Ve is the area
of a unit cell. (Equation (S26|) can be obtained from Eq. (S162) upon using a smoothing function g(R) = 1/Viystem
where Viystem is the area of the solid). The elastic modulus tensor is given by:

80‘ .
Ciimn = Y S27
J 6U7nn U—o ( )
-1 «a a,.a
= za: [Fj . (Oinrey — Ti0mn) + OnFj . T rm] (S28)

where we have used the fact that J =~ 1 + TrU. Next we work in the nearest neighbor approximation in which
we only include the lattice sites r® nearest to the origin. For the hexagonal lattice, this includes the six points

\T
r* = q(+1, O)T, a(:t%, :l:§> where «a is the lattice spacing. We are often interested in forces of the form of Eq. 1)

repeated here:

F(r)=Fl(r)i — F*(r)¢ (S29)
We can then define the quantities FAKL) = FlH(a) and k = — 68711” and k% = — ‘95% . In this case, Eq. li
becomes: ‘ ‘
-1
Cigmn = 25 D L@ (F 1+ Fy ) Ginr {5 = v ?11%) & (Folejo = By Sin)ennr friies, — a(kyu + K eqrinf iy,

[e3

(S30)

where we have used the fact that Ve = @aQ. Directly placing Eq. li into the definition C*% = %T%Cijklnﬁn
yields

Il
<k+F°) 0 0 0
0 0

Caﬁ_Q a 0 (831)
0 0 YF(k—23) B(ke - 2L
0 0 — %3 (ke - 2E2) B (k- 20)

which implies that the moduli are:

po (e ) A Y B e (e e

2 2 a 4 4 a

Notice that when Fll = F+ = 0, an additional symmetries known as the Cauchy relations emerges: Cijmn = Cmjin,
see, e.g., Ref. [55, Sec III]. Setting Cijmn — Crmjin = 0, we find that the Cauchy relations in isotropic media imply:

0=B+T-2u (S33)
0=A—2K°—A (S34)
Finally, note that
Bh P 0 0
RN T T 0
Cc* =2 I @ L S35
0 0 B(k-EY) Bge_E (835)
o L I
0 0 —¥3(ke— FT) %(kf %)

Similarly, the ambient stress is given by U¢j|U=0, which yields py = \/gF(ll /a and 19 = \/§FOJ- /a. For crystals with
multiple atoms per unit cell, see [367 ].
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D. Illustrations with exactly solvable models
1. Microscopic models for A and T'

In the main text, we focus on interactions of the form of Eq. , which give rise to the moduli B, u, A, and K°.
For completeness, here we discuss example models that give rise to the moduli A and I". Both these moduli imply that
stress is induced by rotations. Since rotations do not change interparitcle distances, interparticle forces that depend
only on the interparticle distance r are not enough to give rise to I" and A. To give rise to A and T, the particles must
be able to gauge their orientation with respect to their embedded space, which requires interaction with a substrate,
external field, or surrounding medium,

For example, the modulus I' can arise due to interactions with a patterned potential on a substrate, as considered
in Ref. [8], where it is referred to as yg. When interactions with a substrate are present, conservation of linear
momentum among the particles is often only approximate since the substrate can absorb momentum as it mediates
interactions between particles. However, I' can also arise when linear momentum conservation between particles
is exact. For example, consider a collection of magnetic dipoles d® situated on a triangular lattice. Each of the
dipoles are connected by springs with a bending stiffness that depends on the angle between the dipole and the bond.
Explicitly, the system is defined by the following potential energy:

Vidx) =Y {Hy-a+ B z% | g{eaﬁ - 955}2 (S36)
«@ eEN(a

where N(a) are the neighbors of «, where #* = arccos (flo‘ . fC‘B) is the angle between the dipole d* and the bond

vector r*f = x* —x8 9% is the angle formed between the bond r*? and § when the lattice is undeformed, and H is
the strength of the magnetic field in the ¥ direction. By construction, this system is conservative and only depends
on relative positions r®?, hence linear momentum is exactly conserved among the particles. In the limit that H > ~,,
the dipoles will be frozen in the g direction and we can ignore their orientational dynamics. In this case, the effective
potential energy becomes

Ver) = 5> D [0 - 65T (837)

@ BEN(a)

In the continuum limit, one then finds I' < . Likewise, to realize the coupling A, one could consider an engineered
spring that senses the quantity 2 using electronics and then induces linear tension along the spring. This would
couple rotations to pressure in a way that exactly conserves linear momentum.

2. Odd elastic moduli without broken Mazwell-Betti reciprocity

The force F(r) in Eq. generically violates Maxwell-Betti reciprocity when F+(r) # 0 since V x F = %% (rFt).
However, an illustrative counterexample is F-(r) = 1. In this case, F(r) is locally the gradient of a potential
V(r) = arctan(r, /r), so there is no infinitesimal deformation cycle that can extract work. Accordingly, the matrix
C*8 in Eq. is manifestly symmetric since k% = F*/a = 1/a?, where a is the lattice spacing. Nonetheless, the
transverse forces still give rise to odd elastic moduli since A and K° in Eq. are both nonzero. Although there is
no infinitesimal cycle that gives extracts energy, there is a topologically nontrivial cycle which extracts energy. This
cycle consists of rotating a single bond (or the entire macroscopic solid) by 27. In the language of Hodge theory, the
presence of the topological trivial cycles in absence of the local cycles is a statement that F = %qﬁ is the harmonic
function corresponding to a nontrivial homotopy classes of the punctured plane. Physically, the 1/r fall off is consistent
with a constant torque exerted between particles: as the particles move further apart, the lever arm grows as r so the
force falls off as 1/r.

Example 2. It is instructive to see in a concrete setting how the work done by ambient pre-stress cancels with
the work done by the odd moduli. Consider again the parameterization of R(g,t) from Example 1, and consider a
deformation protocol A = cost and 6 = sint, in which dilation and rotation are applied out of phase. Using the fact
that Gradv = J~! - grad u, one obtains:

(Ertv () =5+ ) 3
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Coordinate System Reference Material Deformed Material

Fig. S2.  Geometric properties of disclinations and dislocations. We illustrate the dislocation angle § and Burgers
vector b, as well as the contours used in

The Cauchy stress is given by o = 0* + C : gradu + O(¢?),
Oxx Oxy\ _ 0 70 0 =2\ 9
<UW Uyy) N (—7'0 0> +A<2>\ 0 )T O(E ) (S39)

where 70 = A = /3/a?. Consider a patch of material A whose area in the reference material is |A| = [, d?r. The
elastic work done by A over a single period is given by :

27
W(A) =/ / o : Gradv d*R dt (S40)
0 A
27
=|.A|/ Jo : Gradv dt (S41)
0
27
=|A| / {—2700'(1 12+ 4AA9'} dt (S42)
0
=|Aldm(—79 + A) (S43)

where in the final step we used the prescribed form of 6(¢) and A(t). Notice that for F*(r) = 1/r, one has 7o = A.
Thus, the contributions from pre-stress 79 and the elasticity A cancel out exactly.

S2. DEFECTS IN ISOTROPIC 2D NONRECIPROCAL CRYSTALS

In this section, we explicitly solve for the continuum displacement, strain, and stress fields for disclinations, dis-
location, and point defects in the presence of odd elastic moduli. In §52 Al we formulate precisely the general
mathematical problem to be solved. In §52 BHS2 C| we provide explicit solutions for dislocations and disclinations
while setting A = I" = 0, as assumed in the main text. The effects of A and K° are evident in the stress and strain
fields. In §52D] we then consider the modifications to the dislocation solution introduced by nonzero A, I'. In §52EF]
we provide solutions for point defects and local torques at the core of dislocations. Finally, in we remark on
the Airy stress function.

A. DMechanical stability of topological defects

We now introduce the notion of a topological defect within nonlinear elasticity. As before, we will assume a
continuous map r(q) from a coordinate system ¢* to the cartesian plane. We will now take the map R(q) to be, in
general, multivalued. We will require the metric induced by the deformation, G;;(¢) = R, - R;, to be continuous and
single valued everywhere except at a single point ¢, representing the location of the topological defect. Given value
of J at a point g1, the value of J at point ¢- is given by:

J(g2) = exp (L r; - H(Q)dqi) J(q), (S44)



13

where v is the path through coordinate space connecting ¢; and ¢», the exponential is path ordered, and

OoR,, or" >

qu — Ty aiqk rkrmrn (845)

- (R” .
see e.g. Ref. [49] for a derivation. (One can show that IT can be determined entirely in terms the metric Gj;(q).)
Since the deformed solid is embedded in the flat Cartesian plane, we impose the compatibility constraint that G;;(q)
have zero Riemann curvature. Subject to this compatibility condition, one can show that [49)]

exp( L r; -H(q)dqi> =1 (946)

whenever 7 is a closed loop that does not contain the defect g.. If v encloses the defect, then the integral takes the
form:

exp| [ r;-TI(g)dq' | = e~ % (S47)
(o)

The right-hand side of Eq. is a rotation matrix through angle 6 representing the charge of a disinclination. The
value of 4 is independent of the precise path taken. Suppose ¢1 = g2 and let Jy represent J(q1) as approached from
the q1 (=) or g2 (+) side of 4. Then we have J. = e~ %€J_. Since J» = grad R, we have R, = e . R_ + b,
where b is a constant translation known as the Burgers vector. See Fig. [S2| for an illustration.

To derive the displacement, strain, and stress field about a defect, one often minimizes an elastic energy subject
the topological constraints imposed by the defect charges 8 and b. However, in absence of an elastic energy, we must
begin directly from the definition of mechanical equilibrium. As described in we assume that linear momentum
is conserved, and therefore the net force F on any patch of material is given by the flux of through its boundary. Let
A denote a contour of the coordinate space such that R(\) is a closed contour in the deformed material enclosing the
physical material V. Then we require

F(V):y{N-aszo (S48)

By contrast, we will generally not assume that angular momentum is conserved, and therefore the net torque acting
on the material enclosed by A is the sum of two contributions: the flux of angular momentum at its boundary and
the sources integrated over its area:

T(V):f%Nwre'RdLJr/TdQR (S49)
A %

where T (R) is the torque density in the deformed solid. Away from the core, T = —€ : o (= —27). Hence, if V does
not contain the topological defect, then we may apply Stokes’ theorem to Eq. (S48]) and Eq. (S49) to obtain:

F(V) :/DivadQR and T(V) = —/Diva~e-Rd2R (S50)
A A

Since Eq. (S50]) apply for all choices of V that do not enclose the defect core, we find that a necessary condition for
mechanical equilibrium is:

Dive =0 away from the core (S51)

However, note that Eq. (S51]) is necessary but not sufficient to ensure mechanical stability. When A encloses the
topological defect, we must directly apply Eq. (S48) and Eq. (S49). In this case, Eq. (S49)) takes the form:

T(V):fwayﬂe-RdL—/ e:0 d®R+T¢ (S52)
A V\R(qx)

where R(®) is the defect location and T is the net torque associated with the core of the defect. For a well-posed
problem, one can prescribe a stress o on A that is compatible with F(A\) = 0. Then one must determine R(q)
subject to Eq. and Eq. . We note that the force balance conditions here are formulated in terms of the
Cauchy stress o, i.e. the stress in the deformed material. To formulate the static requirements rigorously in the
reference material, one must account for the fact that r(\) is in general not a closed contour in the reference material.
See [49]. Accordingly, the Piola-Kirchoff stress S becomes multivalued, and the appropriate value of S is determined
by continuity along r(\).
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B. Disclinations

Here, we provide an explicit solution for the displacement, strain and stress field surrounding a disclination in a
medium with nonzero B, u, A, K°. We will work in Cartesian coordinates r(q) = ¢*X + ¢¥y so that the coordinate
system ¢' and the components of r(q) are interchangeable and there is no distinction between raised and lowered
indices. We will assume that grad u is of order € and we will work to linear order in €. To leading order in ¢, Eq.
for a crystal with Cs symmetry may be written as

1
8?71' = 5 j{ Eijakaindi (853)
v

where v is an arbitrary counterclockwise path enclosing the disclination at the origin and 6 = 7s/3 for an integer s.
Equation (S53)) implies that the disclination takes the form
s
u;(r) = *éébﬁikrk + vi(r), (Sh4)
where ¢ is the polar angle and v;(r) is a single-valued function. To linear order in ¢, the force balance condition
Div o = 0 simply takes the form 0;0;;(r) = 0 Together with the constitutive relation o;;(r) = C;jr0kui(r), we obtain
the following differential equation for v;(r):

A =5 (1 - ”) 5(r) (S55)

A(Bseijv;) = —guoé(r) (S56)

where v and v° are, respectively, the Poisson’s and odd ratios given by:

p(B — ) + K°(A— K°)

= S57
YT U(B + i) + Ko(A+ Ko) (S57)
BK° — Au
0= S58
Y T u(B + p) + Ko(A+ Ko) (S58)
For boundary conditions, we will require that #;0;; = f*a?j along a circle of radius R. We obtain the solution
S (1 — V) o
u;(r) = 5 —oe;ixj + T log(r/R1) + v°€;;r; log(r/R2) (S59)

Here, Ry = R = R/\/e are constants introduced to ensure the stress boundary conditions are satisfied. Using
0ij = CijmnOmun, We obtain the stress:

iy e €
o1s0) =1 =) B 210wt/ gy = (257 = 5, )] - [2ontr /Ry + I (s

r2

In enforcing the stability conditions, we have made a common simplification to replace Eq. with a simpler
condition: 0 = — faA N;04€kTK Al — fA € : o d?r. This amounts to replacing R with r and ignoring the non-closed
nature of the contour r(\). While not strictly consistent to linear order in e, this simplification is often made even in
the solution of passive disclinations [8] because it renders the problem tractable. Taking A to be a circle of radius R,
it is readily verified that satisfies the simplified boundary conditions.

We now interpret the effects of K° and A on the stress and strain. First, we note that K° and A only modify
the pressure p(r) = —0;;(r)/2 = —(1 — v)sBlog(r) /12 through the coefficient v and leave the functional form of p(r)
unchanged. Furthermore, the ratio of the isotropic stress to the anitsymmetric stress 7(r) = €;;0;;(r)/2 is constant
in space and is given by the ratio:

7(r) A

. . . . 2r;r;
To characterize the shear stress, we introduce a local basis for traceless symmetric tensors: S;; = =5 — §;; and

r2
SZ = (eirgrj + €jkTR7i)/r%. For SI.

;j» the axis of extension points along 7; and for S¢

;;» the axis of extension points
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along (#; — (51) / V2. When A =0, Eq. 1) shows that the shear stress is entirely proportional to S7;. However, when
A is nonzero, the axis of shear is everywhere rotated through an angle dy given by:

1 St (x)is(x) 1 A
dx(r) = —3 arctan<w> =-3 arctan<B) (S62)

We can apply a similar analysis to the displacement gradient 0;u;(r). Like the pressure, K° and A only modify the

dilation Q;u;(r) = (1 — v)slog(r)/3 through the constant v. Furthermore, A and K° induce a local rotation of the
axis of shear strain given by:

1 Sj; (r)@iuj (I‘) 1 20°
da(r) = ~5 arctan (ST(r)@Zu](r)> =-3 aumtaun(1 n 1/) (S63)

as appears in Eq. of the main text.

C. Dislocations

Here, we provide an explicit solution for the displacement and strain field surrounding a dislocation in a medium
with nonzero B, u, A, K°. As in §52B| we will work in Cartesian coordinates r(q) = ¢*X + ¢¥§ and work to linear
order in displacement gradient. The Burgers vector b; for a pure dislocation is given by:

% 8iujdri = bj (864)
~
Condition Eq. (S64) implies that the solution for u; is of the form:
b
u;(r) = ——¢ + v;(r) (S65)
2

where once again v;(r) is a single-valued function. The requirement that 0;0;;(r) = 0 for r # 0 yields the following
differential equation for v;(r):

A(aﬂjl) :Vbiei]@jé(r) (866)
A(@-eijvj) :(—bZ + 21/°eijbj)8i5(r) (867)

As a boundary condition, we require o;; — U,?j as r — 0o0. We obtain the resulting solution for the displacement field:

’LLZ(I‘) :1{bz¢ + €10k (1 ; 1/) log(T) + (1 + V) €EimTmbnTn 0 |:bz 10g(7") o Wnenkbk} } (868)

27 2 72 r2

and the stress is given by:

1-v Ti€imTm + Tj€mTm 2r;1;
Uij(r) :(27T7“2) {B |:rm€mnbn5ij - bkrk ( J -2 J >:| —A |:’I“m6mnbn6ij - kak (7“2] - 6ij):| } + Uioj
(S69)

When A = 0, the shear stress is entirely proportional to Sf;(r) As with the disclination, when A is nonzero we
have 7(r)/P(r) = A/B and the shear stress is rotated by an angle dx(r) = — arctan(A/B)/2. Moreover, the local
dilation is unmodified by A and K° (except through the value of v) and the shear strain is locally rotated by
da(r) = —arctan[2v°/(1 + v)]/2.

D. Coupling to rotations

In this section, we consider the role of the moduli A and I". These moduli imply that solid-body rotations induce
pressure and torque, respectively. Notice that disclinations explicitly require a large rotation in the bond angle field
€;;0;u5, and hence a linear coupling to rotations is not appropriate. However, dislocations can still be self-consistently
treated using the linear coupling, since the bond-angle field €;;0;u; remains small for dislocations.
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Using the full elastic modulus tensor in Eq. (S23)), the generalization of Eqs. (S66HS67)) is

A(@Zvl) :bl(l/ﬁw - 2’71(5”)8]5(1‘) (870)
A(@ieijvj) :bi(21/06ij - "}/2(51J)835(I') (S?l)

where we now have the quantities:

(B—p)(p+T) + (A - K°)(K? - A)

=B )t T) § (AT KoK~ A) (872)
o — BE® — Ap (S73)

C(BAu)(p+T) + (A+ Ko)(K° —A)
KT+ Ap ($74)

"B D) + (A KoK - A)
_(B—&-u)(,u—l‘) + (A4 K°)(K°+A)
T B + (At Ko)(K° —A)

(S75)

Notice that 1 — 0 and 72 — 1 when A,T" — 0. Solving Egs. (S70{S71]) with A,T" # 0 then yields the displacement
field:

1 —v . +v) ribregr o birri
ui(r) = o |biop + (722 )E"kbk log(r) — (v + 71)b; log(r) + (722 oL I;zl L+ (0 —m) krlg (S76)
The strain field is characterized by the following three quantities. The dilation is given by:
1
Ot = Py [(1 = v)rmemibe — 271 0m7m] (S77)
The rotation is given by:
1 .
EmnOmUn = 32 [(1 4+ v2)rmbm + 20°Tm€mnby] (S78)
The shear strain is given by:
amun + anum - 5mnaiui 1 ° 2r,rn,
5 = 2 [21/ b + (’)/2 — 1)bj€jk7"k] 2 Omn | +
Tm€nkTk + Tn€mk"
(14 )b+ 2] (2ot o) | (579)
The stress is characterized by the following three quantities. The isotropic stress:
1
— {[B(1 —v) 4+ 2Av°]rmemnbn — [2By1 — AL + 72)]rmbm } (S80)
The torque density:
1
€ij0ij = —3 {=[A(1 = v) 4+ 2TV°)rmemnbn + 2471 — T (1 + ¥2)]rmbn} (S81)

And the shear stress:

Gii + Tii — 04:Comm 1 R 2r;1r;
J J 5 J — 7271-742 { [(QFI/ — A(l — l/))kak + (F(l + ’}/2) + 2A’}/1)bj€jk’l"k} <7"2J - 5ij)+

Ti€inTn + Ti€inT
[(B(l — V) — 2Ayo)bk7‘k — (2371 + A(l + ’yg))bjfjk?“k] ( AL n:; J n)} (882)
Throughout, the qualitatively new terms introduced by A and I' are the terms proportional to b,,r,, in the trace and
antisymmetric parts of the stress and strain, as well as the terms proportional to bje; i, in the symmetric traceless
symmetric part of the stress and strain.
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Fig. S3. Generalized Hookean springs and point torques. a. The generalized Hookean spring described in Eq. .
When compressed or elongated, the spring exhibits a pair of equal and opposite forces, whose magnitude F' is proportional to
the spring’s change in length. The radial component of the force is proportional to the spring constant k and the transverse
component is proportional to k*. The transverse component results in a nonzero net torque. b-c. A microscopic point dilation
Q is induced by an expanding diaphragm (grey) in a lattice of active springs. In b, the next-nearest-neighbor springs crossing
the diaphragm are removed, and in ¢ the next-nearest-neighbor springs are kept in place. As a result, the torque T at the
center of the point defect is greater in ¢ than in b.

E. Local dilations and point torques

We now address defects with local dilations and torques at their core. Unlike disclinations and dislocations, which
require that the displacement field to be multivalued, local dilations and torques describe properties of the core itself
that are felt at large distances. An interstitial and a local rotation at the core are defined by the differential equations

di€iju;(r) = @i(r) (S84)

The corresponding solution is

u;(r) = 3.2 T oty (S85)
The gradient of Eq. (S85)) is given by
_ S 2mry @ [ Ti€ikTE T Ti€iKTE
Oiu;(r) = 272 ( 2 6”) + 2712 ( r2 (S86)

Due to Eq. (S83) and Eq. (S84), d;u; in Eq. (S86) consists entirely of shear for r # 0. Consequently, the stress
corresponding to Eq. (S86) also consists entirely of shear:

St — K@\ ([ 2r;r; op+ K°QN [(ri€jpry + ri€inTy
713 (r) = ( 2712 ) ( 2 0 ) + 2mr? r2 (587)

Notice that 0;0,;(r) = 0 and €;;0,;(r) = 0 for all r # 0. Using Eq. ((S49)), we find that Eq. (S87) captures the response
to a point torque at r = 0 whose magnitude is given by

T¢ = ou + K°Q (S88)

Hence, we find that the strain field due to a defect depends both on the volume change €2 of the core and the torque
T° provided by the core. In standard isotropic elasticity, Eq. implies that ¢ = 0, and hence Eq. yields
the familiar strain distribution about an interstitial. When p = 0 and K° # 0, Eq. implies that the core of a
defect must experience a volume change when 7 is nonzero in order to be mechanically stable.

In §52B] and [S2C] we obtained the solutions for the disclination and dislocation for Q@ = 0 and 7¢ = 0. To
incorporate nonzero T and €2, one needs to add Eq. and Eq. to the displacement and stress, respectively,
of the dislocation or disclination. For the disclination, in order to maintain stress free boundary conditions one need
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adjust
o [l (oD - KT 1
Ry —Rexp{ (B —v)siE ~5 (S89)
3T° 1
e —RGXP{W - 2} (590)

Finally, we note that T and 2 are contingent on the microscopic details of the topological defect. As an illustration,
Fig. (S3]) shows an inclusion in a lattice composed of bonds that exert torques when stretched or elongated, as described
in Eq. (S143)). In panel b, the next-nearest-neighbor springs are removed, while in panel ¢ the next nearest neighbor
springs are retained. Since each spring exerts a torque when elongated, the torque at the core will be greater in
panel ¢ than in panel b. This difference depends on the details of the microscopic construction and therefore must be
provided phenomenologically.

F. Airy stress function

Isotropic 2D elasticity is often simplified by the introduction of an Airy stress function [54, 56]. When A =T =0,
the stress tensor o;; is symmetric. Therefore, when the system is force balanced (i.e. 0;0,; = 0), we may write the
stress as 0;; = €j,€:001x, Where x is the Airy stress function. Moreover, when A = 0, an invertible relationship
exists between the symmetric stress o;; and the symmetric strain u;; = (Oiuj + 0ju;)/2 given by:

1
Ufj = E{(l — V)(;ijémn —+ (1 + V)((;zméjn + §m(5jm — 51]5mn) — 2I/OEijmn}O'mn (Sgl)

where E is the Young’s modulus generalized to include K°:

4B[p* + (K°)?]

~ u(B + ) + ()2 (592)
Next, we utilize the differential versions of Eq. and Eq.
€:;0;0ur, = Z by d(r — ) (S93)
€i;0i0; €1k Opu _2m D s0(r— 1) (S94)
3 2

s

where b and s* are the charges associated with a defect at point r*. By evaluating 8kekialelkuzj, we obtain an

expression identical in form to that of standard isotropic 2D elasticity:
A?x = Es(r) (S95)
where

s(r) = Z [gsa + b?eijaj} d(r—r%) (S96)

is the defect density. For a single disclination at the origin, we obtain A%y = Ewsé(r)/3, which yields a stress:

sk EELTITE
0ij = T [7;2 + log(r)} (S97)

which agrees with Eq. (S60) upon setting A = 0 and using F = 2B(1 — v). Similarly, for a single dislocation, we solve
A%y = Eb;0;6(x) to obtain

(S08)

L Ti€imTm + T'j€imT
imTm j€imT'm
Oij = 75 rmemnbndij — brTk ,
4drr

r2

in agreement with Eq. (S69) with A — 0.
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Fig. S4. Branch cuts for dislocation motion. Illustration of the branch cut construction used in §83 AIS3C|

S3. DISLOCATION INTERACTIONS
A. Peach-Koehler force

Here we provide a derivation of the Peach-Koehler formula in two dimensions. Suppose that an isolated dislocation
with Burgers vector b is subjected to a smooth external Piola-Kirchoff stress S satisfying the equations for static
equilibrium div S(pre) = 0. We seek to compute the work 6W assomated with moving the dislocation infinitesimally
from the point ¢} to the point ¢} + d¢° in coordinate space, see Flg In the reference material, the dislocation
starts at position X9 = r(go) and moves by an amount 6X = r;dq". We define a contour in coordinate space ¢*(7)
such that Y () = r[g(7)] = X° + 40X. Before the dislocation moves, the displacement field u has a discontinuity b
across the entire branch cut v € [0,00). After the dislocation moves, the displacement field is continuous across the
contour for v € [0,1), but retains the discontinuity for v € [1,00). Let du be the change in the displacement field.
The work done by the external stress S(Pre) is

oW = — / S®re) . grad fu d?r (S99)
A

=— / div(SP™) . fu)d?r (S100)
A

:—/ fi-S-dudl (S101)
0A

Between Eq. and Eq. , we used the fact that div S(P*®) = 0 and then we applied Stokes’ theorem. Here
A is taken to be all of space, and 0A crucially consists of two oppositely oriented surfaces lying along the branch cut
Y. As shown in Fig. [S4] we will denote the normal vector and displacement field on either side of the branch cut by
N4 and u4, respectively. Thus we have:

oW = / [y - SP™) . suy +n_ - SP . gu_]de (S102)

v>0
:/ f, - SCPr) . [bh(y — 1) —b] d¢ (S103)

v>0
=— / i, -SCPr) . b dr (S104)

~€(0,1]

Where 6(x) is the heavyside function passing from 0 to 1 at & = 0. We have used the facts that ny = —n_
and that uy — u_ = b when the displacement field is discontinuous. Finally assuming that S is continuous

near the dislocation, we may approximate the infinitesimal integral as f7 €(0,1] d¢ ~ 6X. Moreover, by construction
i =e-06X/6X. Therefore,

W ~ 06X -€e-SP) . b (S105)
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Hence, we may express the work as §W = 6X - fPK where fPK is the Peach-Koehler force on the dislocation with
respect to the undeformed material. It is given by:

P — .8 . p (S106)

We emphasize that 6X is the motion of the dislocation in the reference material. The motion of the dislocation in the
deformed material is given by 6X = R;6¢" = JT - §X. Therefore, one has:

SW =6X-J1.€-8P% . b =X €0 .b (S107)
where we have used the identities —e-J 7! . e = %JT and o = %JT -S. Thus we identify
P —¢. o . p (S108)

as the Peach-Koehler force with respect to the motion §X in the deformed material. Notice first that the Peach-
Koehler force is agnostic to the elasticity of the solid and relies only on the expression for the virtual work and the
definition of a dislocation. Secondly, the Peach-Koehler force is conservative in the sense that its curl vanishes:

curl 7% = — divS®® . p =0 (S109)
Curl 7% = — Dive®™ . b =0 (S110)

where we have used the assumption that div S®™®) = 0, the fact that divS = 0 implies Dive = 0, and the definition
Curl® = Dive- ® and curl ® = dive- P .

Finally, we note that Eq. does not directly predict the motion of the dislocation. The quantity fF¥.6X yields
the work done when Jr is small but still larger than the microscopic lattice spacing. Forces associated with local bond
rearrangements that are contingent on the microscopic structure of the dislocation can play a significant role in the
dislocation motion. In §S3 C|we review the consequences of mass conservation that generally constrain the dislocation
to move along its glide plane. In we show that microscopic bond rearrangements can endow dislocations in active
media with motility.

B. Non-mutual dislocation interactions

We now compute the elastic interaction between two dislocations. Suppose a dislocation with Burgers vector b; is
located at the origin and a dislocation with Burgers vector d; is located at point ;. The force on d; due to b; is given
by:

(1)

27?2

27,
fm = Emi(fg-))dj = {B |:7"k€]mbn6mjdj + Tkekidiemk:bk + Tmbidj (:;J — (5lj>:| +

A [deiﬁijbj + €mnTnbid; <2r127*] - 51‘;‘” } (S111)
r

Notice that when A — 0, we recover the usual defect interaction, which is notably symmetric under b; <> d; and
r; = —r;. When A is nonzero, the Peach-Koehler force violates this symmetry and one therefore obtains:
1—v
ff,?d + fgl_)b - ( r? )Armdﬁijbj (8112)
which is notably nonzero. When I' and A are nonzero, the antisymmetric part of the Peach-Koehler force generalizes
to

bod | gdsb _ 2 o (A= A)[p? + (K°)’] + 2K°(BT — AA)
S I = a b G (T (At Ky (Ko — A)

Notice that Eq. indicates that that there is a net force on the dislocation pair pointing along their relative
separation vector. Moreover, the strength of the force is proportional the cross product of the two Burgers vectors.
If A # 0, one does not need sources of angular momentum to obtain the non-mutual interaction.

In Fig. [1] of the main text, we illustrate the interaction between two dislocations with parallel glide planes, e.g.
b = bx and d = dx. Then the force f on the relative coordinate r, is given by:

(1—-v)bd
1

(S113)

flre) = (rz = ry)(Bro + Ary) (S114)

r



21

Glide
O 0 0 0 O O 0 0 0 O _b,
© 0 0 0 O O 0 0o 0 O X
o odlo o o o oto SM = psX x b
O 0 0 O o oo o =0
Climb
O 0 0 0 O o olo o o b
©O 0 0 0 O © 0J]o 0 O 5Xr
o oo o 'e) OlO O O OM = péX x b
O O O O o olLo o -

Fig. S5. Glide constraints on dislocations. An illustration of the kinematic constraints that restrict dislocation motion to
lie along the glide plane. When a dislocation glides, the total mass (i.e. number of particles) within the selected region does
not change and the motion is localized to the particles near the core. (In this realization v is the velocity of the particle with
the most motion during the rearrangement.) However, when the dislocation climbs, significant motion extends all the way out
to the boundary of the sample since a column of particles moves downward. The net change in mass of the highlighted region
is 0M = péX x b = m, where b = Xa is the Burgers vector, X = —ya is the motion of the dislocation, m is the mass of the
particle, p = m/a2 is the density, and a is the lattice spacing. We empirically find in simulation that climbing events remain
almost entirely forbidden even in the presence of broken MBR.

Notice, that f(r,) = 0 for r, = £r, and r, = —(A/B)r,. For the antiparallel defects in Fig. [lk-h, we take bd < 0. In
this case, the solutions r, = %r, are stable for A < B and the solutions r, = r, and r, = —(A/B)r, are stable for
A > B. In the limit A/B — oo, only one stable configuration remains. Notice that when bd > 0, the stability of each
solution is inverted. One can integrate the f(r,) along the glide plane to obtain an effective potential Vg felt by the
dislocation:

(1-v)bd

Vear(rs) = ——— | Blogr + %(Bry - Arm)] (S115)

which is plotted in Fig. [Id,f,h.

C. Mass conservation condition

In practice, dislocations are often constrained to move along their glide planes. Though the origin of this effect
arises from microscopic considerations, the underlying assumptions can be formulated within the continuum theory.
In analogy to consider a dislocation that moves from X to X + X in the reference material. The change in
mass associated with a fixed region in real space reads:

M= [ pN-sudL (S116)
oA

where p is the density in physical space, and A is the patch of material coinciding with the region of real space prior
to the motion of the dislocation. We will take d.A to have two contributions, a physical boundary D and well as the
boundary along the branch cut ¢*(v) as introduced in § Thus we may write:

5M:/pN-6udL+/ p [Ny -duy +N_.du_]dL (S117)
D ~v>0
:/pN-éudL—i—/ po [y -JT-0up +a_-J 7. su_]de (S118)
D ~>0

:/pN'5udL+p05X'e'J’T~b (S119)
D
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Fig. S6. Schematic of dislocation core. a. A rendering of the dislocation core with certain particles highlighted by their
index (R(a),Cr(c)). b. Bonds connecting rows 2 and 3 are plotted in the space of their relative coordinates (ry,ry). The
inset shows the contour I'(2, 3, 1) which interpolates between each of the bond positions. c. The bonds connecting rows 0 and
1 are shown. The individual contours I'(0,1,n) do not closes since the rows 0 and 1 are on opposite sides of the glide plane.
Instead, the bonds can be concatenated into a single continuous contour C(0, 1). The data shown here is take from a simulation
of the transverse for Fi, whose parameters are shown in table

In Eq. po = Jp is the density in the reference material, and we have used the fact that N dL = JJ~!-4 d/. To
arrive at Eq. , we have used the branch cut argument from along with the fact that J is continuous across
the branch cut for a dislocation. The first term Eq. captures the change in material due to the macroscopic
flow through the boundary. Now we make a crucial kinematical assumption: this macroscopic mass flow must be the
entire mass flow. This statement implies that when the dislocation moves, the microscopic particle velocities are only
discontinuous at the core, and not along an arbitrary contour located a macroscopic distance away from the core. In
practice, it is typically safe to assume that the dominant mode of dislocation motion does not require microscopic
rearrangements to be coordinated over arbitrarily large macroscopic distances. See Fig. for an illustration. This
assumption implies

0X-e-J 7. b=0 (S120)
Recalling that the dislocation motion in real space is given by 6X = J7 - §X, the constraint may be written as:
0X-e-b=0. (S121)

Notice that J7 - b points along the glide plane in material space. Hence Eq. (S120) and Eq. (S120R) are equivalent
statements that the dislocation moves parallel to the glide plane.

S4. ACTIVE CORE FORCE

Here we derive the active contribution to the dislocation force that arises from bond reassignment at the core (see
Supplemental Movie S2). We begin by considering an infinite lattice with a single isolated dislocation. The quanitity
we wish to compute is the total work done by all the interactions if the dislocations glides one lattice spacing. If the
interactions are described by a potential energy that depends only on relative coordinates and is symmetric under
exchange of particles, then no work is done since the final configuration is a translation of the previous arrangement
(up to a relabeling of particles). However, the work is generally nonzero if the interactions are nonconservative, and
the total work depends on the microscopic path that interpolates between the two configurations. Explicitly, the total
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work done by the interactions is given by:

ty , drao/
Welide = / Aty "y Fe 5 (S122)
t

i a a'>a

Here, r®®" is the relative coordinate pointing from particle o to particle o’ and Fo' is the force from particle a on
o’. To arrange the sum, we use a labeling system shown in Fig. . We first label each horizontal (i.e. parallel to
the glide plane) row of atoms by an integer. In Fig. , we choose R = 0 to be the row containing the 7-fold and
R =1 to be the row containing the five fold. Let R(«) denote the row containing particle a.

Within each row R, we label the each particle by an integer Cr(«) that increases from left to right. Then each
particle « can be uniquely identified by the ordered pair (R(«), Cr(«)). We may then write the work in the following
form:

dI‘(R m),(R’,m+n)

Wtiae = / DD D DD Dh (5123)

ti REZR'>Rn€Spr p meL

where Spr g = Z \ {0} if R = R and Sg/ g = Z otherwise. Usage of Sg g simply precludes self-interaction among
the particles. We have suppressed indices on F for simplicity of notation.

Upon translation of the dislocation by one unit cell, we have r(m)(F5m) (¢ ) — p(Bm=1),(F'm'=1) (1) Hence, we
may concatenate the trajectory of individual bonds into the following continuous contours:

I'(R,R,n)= {r(R’m)’(R,’m"'")(t) te [ti,tf]}. (S124)
meZ
Notice that
dI‘(R m),(R’,m+n)
Z/ dt:/ F - dr. (S125)
mez Y ti de T'(R,R',n)

Hence, the expression for the work becomes:

Watide = Y, Y, D / r. (5126)

REZR'>Rn€Sp 7 VUL ”)
To further simplify the sum, we introduce the following two sets

B={(R,R'): R > R and either R > 1 or 0 > R'} (S127)
G={(R,R):R >1and0> R} (S128)

Here, B is the set of of all pairs of rows that do not straddle the glide plane and G is the set of all pairs of rows that
do straddle the glide plane. For (R, R’) € B, we have

p(Rom) (R metn) _ L(R,—m),(R',~m-n)

= rf as m — oo. (S129)
Equation (S129) is a consequence of the lattice being undeformed far away from the dislocation. From Eq. (S129)),
we deduce that I'(R, R',n) is a closed contour for (R, R') € B.

However, for (R, R’) € G, we have

p(Bom), (R mAn) _ p(R=m) (R, —mAn—1) g0 o o (S130)

Equation Eq. (| m ) follows from the definition of a dislocation: there is a mismatch in the number of particles
in the rows above and below the ghde plane. Notice that Eq. (S130) implies I'(R, R/, n) is not a closed contour
for (R, R') € G. However, Eq. (S130)) implies that we may form a smgle infinite continuous contour C(R’, R) by
concatenating the 1nd1v1dual pieces

C(R,R)= | JT(R, R n) (S131)
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Whenever the interactions decay faster than 1/r, we will be able to close the contour C(R, R’) in the upper half plane.
Hence, the expression for the work becomes:

Watide = D Y f F-dr+ > fé(R’R,)F-dr (S132)

(R,R)EBnES gy 5 FULE M) (R,R")EG

— V x Fd?
Z Z -/V,,,(R,R') 8 T

/ V x Fd?r (S133)
(R,R")EBNESR R (R,R')

(R,R)EG

where V,,(R, R') and V (R, R’) are the signed areas enclosed by I'(R, R',n) and C(R, R’)

From the point of view of the bonds in set B, the solid is actually two disjoint sets separated by a cut along
the glide plane. One could estimate various contributions from B by taking the dot product of the average motion
with the boundary stresses on the cut surface. This approach is the essence of the peach Koehler force computed
in the continuum. The contributions from G, however, involves bond reassignment through the core. This piece
is disregarded in the Peach-Koehler calculation when a branch cut discontinuity is introduced into the derivation.
Assuming short ranged interaction, the dominant contribution from the G terms comes from C(0,1), i.e. the bonds
that directly span the glide plane. In this approximation, we have:

ngidc ~ % F-dr (8134)
C(0,1)

The exact shape of C(0,1) (referred to as C in the main text) is not a priori known. The simplest approximation is
to assume that all the atoms move in along straight lines parallel to the glide plane, in which case C is given by the

horizontal line r, = 73(1 traversed from right to left. In this approximation, the work becomes:

oo
ngidc ~ / ng_drx (8135)
—o0 T”y—@
Beyond using the straight line r, = ?a, a more refined approximation would be to use the static image of the

dislocation to construct an approximation to C by interpolating the relative bond coordinates.

S5. NUMERICS AND MICROSCOPIC MODELS
A. Molecular dynamics simulations

To investigate dislocation motion, non-central pair-wise forces were implemented in the molecular dynamics (MD)
framework HOOMD-Blue (v 2.9) [57, [58]. For all MD simulations reported here, the particle position x* evolves
according to a Langevin integrator at zero temperature X + yx* = F®, where F* is the total force on particle o and
~v = 100, resulting in highly-damped dynamics. All simulations are conducted in two dimensions and use a time step
dt =1073.

Our interactions between the particles are of the form F(r) = Fll(r)# — F-(r) ¢. The functions Fll(r) and FL(r)
are drawn from the following four families of curves:

4 (6£ 12”—12) < Ten
Fa(r)=4 U7 ) T e (S136)
0 T > Teut
log (Z245) 7= D < rey
Frap(r) =4 7% P e (S137)
0 r—D > reu
e (L 4+ 5) r<ry
Fyg(r) = {0 (5 +3) c z (S138)
o (r—35)
de ——n T < 7Tey
Fy(r) =4  (rest=o)® T =7eut (S139)
0 T > Teut

Here, F1j is the gradient of the Lennard-Jones potential [59], F1ub is a model for the hydrodynamically-mediated
forces between spinning spheres [60], and Fyxk is gradient of the Yukawa potential [6I]. For all simulations, we use
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Fig. S7. Dislocation motion in free floating clusters. (Left) Plots of F(r) for the functions and parameters listed
in Table The dashed black curve indicates F' (r), which is the same for all simulations. The vertical grey dashed lines
indicate the first and second neighbor shells. (Right) The core of dislocations is tracked as a function of time for cluster sizes
of R =100a (solid) and R = 200a (dashed).

Fll(r) = Fpy(r) with parameters o = € = 1. This radial force has a zero at a = 2'/6, which sets the lattice spacing
of the clusters. We cut off the radial interaction at 7.,y = 2.5a. This interaction is shown as the dashed black line in
Fig. [S7} Below, we describe in detail the methodology used for each of the simulations appearing in the main text.
Notice that Fyk(r) and Fiun(r) are generic, monotonically decaying functions of a single sign. The force F1,; has a
zero crossing with a sign change, while Fy has a single isolated peak of single sign.

1. Cluster data

The data in Fig. 2| and Fig. consist of a single dislocation in a free-floating cluster. To prepare the cluster, an
initially perfect crystal domain was initialized, and particle displacements consistent with a dislocation of Burgers
vector b = aXx were applied. The resulting distorted crystallite was cut into a circle and placed within a periodic
simulation domain three times the width of the cluster. In general, the transverse pairwise interactions give rise
to a solid-body rotation of the cluster. To allow each cluster to reach its terminal rotation speed before measuring
dislocation motion, a network of harmonic bonds was created between neighboring particles in a region surrounding
the core of the dislocation. (The rest lengths of these auxiliary bonds were chosen based on an interpolation of the
continuum displacements field near the dislocation core. The spring constants k were chosen to be as small as possible
to stabilize the dislocation, see Table ) With the Hookean bonds in place, the cluster was allowed to relax for
5000 simulation time units, after which the Hookean bonds were disabled and the system evolved according to their
pairwise interactions for an additional 5000 time units. To measure the dislocation position, a Voronoi tessellation
was performed and and the dislocation position was defined as the geometric center of the 5-sided and 7-sided Voronoi
cells. Dislocation core position is tracked in the reference frame co-rotating with the cluster. The parameters for the
interactions are described below:

1. Comparison of functional forms. We perform the cluster simulations described above with the F- taking
the function form listed in Table For reference, the simulations are given the labels: LJ, LJ1, LJ2, §, YK,
Lub. The functional forms and the results of all simulations runs are presented in Fig. [S7} and LJ, YK, and
Lub are highlighted in main-text Fig.[S7h-b as representative examples. In Table[ST} we list the ambient torque
density via to formula 7 = v/3F+(a)/a for each interaction. For LJ, LJ1, LJ2, YK, and Lub, the Peach-Koehler
force fF® = —7b; gives the observed direction of travel listed in Table [Since b = %, the force fF'¥ points to
the left (right) for 7 > 0 (7 < 0) in the reference frame co-rotating with the cluster.] However, the simulation §
travel opposite the direction predicted the sign of f*¥. To diagnose the origin of the sign change, we compare
the active core force f°°*¢ derived in to the Peach-Koehler interaction, as described below:

2. Variation of Fj- interaction. For this set of simulations we use the transverse force F*(r) = Fs(r) with
parameters € = 2, ¢ = 20, k = 100, and § taking 7 equally spaced values in the interval [1.0795a,1.1830a].
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Fig. S8. Uniaxial compression without ambient torque density. The plots and labels for this figure are identical to that
of Fig. —g, In contrast to Fig. [3] the transverse for here is taken to be F*(r) = FLj(r) with o = 1 and € = ¢*. This choice
of transverse force does not entail an ambient torque density prior to deformation. Nonetheless, F* (1) = Frj(r) gives rise to
odd elastic moduli which are responsible for biasing the stress distribution in response to applied strain. Hence, many of the
qualitative features here, such as the biased dislocation nucleation, are shared with Fig. [Bh-g in the main text.

This range of § corresponds to moving the central peak of the function Fs from roughly 25% to 50% of the way
between the first and second neighbor shells. As illustrated in Fig. 2b-f of the main text, we observe a transition
between right traveling at larger ¢ and left traveling at smaller §.

From Eq. in the main text, we obtain

1 1 [/~ r e (r=9)
T = W m — 4 —— — _dr, S14
f a a/ - 11 er—0]2 " (5140)

—0o0

where r = \/r2 4712, r, = ‘/T‘S’a, a =26 o = 20, and € = 2. The Peach-Koehler force due to the torque

density is given by fPX = —v/3Fs(a). The quantities | f°°™| and | fFX| are plotted in Fig. , and their crossover
coincides with the change in direction.

2. Uniazial compressions

Fig. Bp-f show snapshots from simulations of uniaxial compressions. The simulations consist of three groups of
particles: material particles and two groups of ‘wall’ particles (in grey). A rectangular monocrystalline beam of
materials particles was initialized between two thin monocrystalline slabs of wall particles. The orientations of the
wall and material crystals were epitaxial, with a lattice vector pointing in the % direction (parallel to the interface). All
particles (including wall partilces) interact via identical pairwise force laws. The material particles evolve according
to their interactions, while trajectories of the wall particles follow a prescribed path regardless of the forces they
experience. To simulate compression, the two walls were moved closer together in small discrete steps followed by
a relaxation time. For the data shown, a compression of total distance 30a was broken into steps of size 0.01la and
spaced evenly over a time of 20,000 simulation time units. For beams of initial length 100a, this produced a strain
rate of 1) = 1.5 x 1077 (inverse simulation time units).

In Fig. Bh,d, a projection of the stress tensor is shown. The per-particle stress tensors were computed using the
virial equation of microscopic stress:

Ne] o e o 1 o «
of = —lif — v — o] =5 Y (@ —a))F (S141)
8o

where x® is the position of particle o, v(x) is the local average velocity field, F*? is the force from particle 8 on
particle «;, and the summation over  includes all neighbors of o within the cutoff radius of pair interactions. This
corresponds to Eq. (S162) with a uniform smoothing function. In Fig. ,d we plot as a color map the following



27

’Label‘ Ft ‘ Parameters T behavior
L) | Fuy Tewt =2.5a,¢e=2,0=1, k=1 0.0 static
LJ1 | Fr; reut = 1.25a, e =2, 0 =05, k=1 —0.25 |right moving
LJ2 | FL; reut = 2.53a, e =2, 0 =1.025, k=1 2.79 left moving

1 Fs |reut =2.03, e =2,0=20,0 = aHT‘/g, k=100[3.3x 1073 right moving
YK | Fyk rewt = 2.28, e =2, k=2, k=10 0.84 left moving
Lub | FLub reat = 1.5, e =2, D =0.25, k=10 2.71 left moving

TABLE S1. Simulation parameters for cluster data. This table contains the simulation labels, the corresponding
functional forms for F=(r), and the simulation parameters used in the free floating cluster data shown in Fig. and Fig.
of the main text. The explicit functional forms and the definitions of the parameters are provided in Eqgs. (S136[jS139)). Here,
a =28 The parameter k corresponds to the spring constant of the auxiliary Hookean springs used in the initial relaxation
of the lattice before data is acquired.

component of the stress tensor:

oc% = —(a?ejkai + a?eika% + a?ejkai + a?—eikai)afj = —TE}O’% (S142)
T T
where al = (—%, §> and a® = (—%, —@) . Physically, % is a proxy for the sum of the shear stresses along the

[11] and [11] crystal planes.

In Fig. ,e, we visualize the plastic deformation by coloring each particle by the number of neighbor swaps Ngwap-
The quantity Ngwap is defined as follows. For every particle a unique label is created as well as a list of the labels of
all neighbors within a distance 1.6. The value of Ngyap for each particle is incremented each time a new unique label
appears, old label disappears, or a swap of labels in the list occurs.

In Fig. [3| of the main text, we show data with F+ = 0 (panels a-c) and F*(r) = Fpu,(r). We use the parameters
Tews = 1.5, D = 0.25, and € assuming 9 equally spaced values in the range [0,2]. We note that F*(r) = Fpu,(r) gives
rise to an appreciable ambient torque density even in absence of elastic strains. One may ask whether the torque
density or the elastic stresses are responsible for the qualitative features of the plastic deformation. In Fig. we
present an additional data set with F*(r) = F},; with 0 = 1 and € assuming 9 equally spaced intervals in the range
[0,2]. This choice of F'- does not give rise to an ambient torque density (see Table [S1). Nonetheless, the plastic
deformation displays many of the same qualitative features such as the biased nucleation of dislocations. See also
Supplemental Movies S3-4.

3. Disk compressions

In Fig. [3h shows dislocation motion in response to compression in a free-floating cluster. For these simulations, we
use FL(r) = Fy;(r) with reyy = 2.5a, 0 = 1, and € = 2. The clusters are prepared as described in §S5A 1 After
an equilibration time of 5000 simulation time units, the cluster is exposed to a dilation. The dilation is applied via
a continuous box resizing. Each particle’s x* is scaled via (1 + A)x® each time step without rescaling the pair force
interaction parameters. Clusters were therefore compressed isotropically until pair forces were sufficiently strong to
counteract the position rescaling. We used six dilation rates A evenly spaced in the range [—5 x 1075,0] on clusters
of diameter 200a. Comparative tests on clusters of passive particles (F = 0) showed no dislocation core motion at
any of the dilation rates studied. Positive dilation rates applied to the same system resulted in crystal fracture before
dislocation motion.

B. Fixed topology simulations

To validate the static strain field, we use a microscopic model with fixed bond topology. This model consists of a
mass spring network in which the generalized Hookean springs in which the force F; exerted by mass 1 on mass 2 is
given by [36]:

Fi(r) = —(k’f‘i + kaeij’/’Aj)(’I‘ — é) (8143)

where r is the vector pointing from mass 1 to mass 2. As shown in Fig. [S3h, ¢ is the rest length of the bond, k is the
standard Hookean spring constant that acts radially along the bond and k% is an active spring constant that provides
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Fig. S9. Strain field of a dislocation pair. a-c. The distribution of rotation (u'), shear 1 (u?), and shear 2 (u®) surrounding
a pair of dislocations in a non-reciprocal solid with v = 0.8 and v° = —0.88. The right panels visualize the continuum theory
while the left panel is the result of numerics. The inset to panel (a) renders the individual masses and bonds comprising the
dislocation pair before (top) and after (bottom) relaxation. d-f. We quantitatively compare numerics and experiments by
sampling the strain (green dots) at points between 8.0 and 9.2 lattice spacings from the center. The green line is the theoretical
curve with v = 0.8 and v° = —0.88. The shaded background accounts in the variation in distance from the center. The orange
lines, provided for reference, are theoretical curves for a passive solid with v = 0.8 and v° = 0. We note that the dilation (u®)

is too small for numerical validation.
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Fig. S10. Chiral strain distribution around defects in odd elastic solids. a. Two antialigned dislocations are placed
in the center of a honeycomb lattice of generalized Hookean springs, see Fig.[S9] b The orientation of the local shear strain is
captured by an angle «, plotted as a function of the polar angle ¢. The grey lines are theoretical curves for v° = 0, the black
lines (colored points) are theoretical curves (numerical data) for v° = —0.88. The vertical separation between the grey and

black lines is denoted da and is given in Eq. of the main text.

a force transverse to the bond. We use a honeycomb lattice with nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor bonds.
Such a lattice permits an analytical coarsegraining thereby allowing the expression of macroscopic elastic coefficients
in terms of microscopic parameters [36]. Specifically, we have

B = fx O A = Mo+ Ok _ V3kwny w0 V3

23 23 H=7 2

where the subscripts NN and NNN denote the nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor parameters, respectively.

For the data shown in Fig. we simulate a 60 x 60 unit cell rectangle with free boundary conditions. As shown
in the inset of Fig. [SOp, we introduce a dislocation pair vertically separated by four unit cells by removing removing
a column of 8 particles from the center of the lattice and locally reassigning bonds. We then allow the lattice to relax
under first order dynamics, integrated using second-order Runge-Kutta. Once the lattice equilibrates, we compute the
strain at each node by performing a linear regression from an undeformed template hexagon to the hexagon defined
by next-nearest-neighbor connections. For the data shown in Fig. @ and Fig. [S9, we have kxy = 0.92, kfy = 0.39,
knnn = 0.027, and kfnn = 0.012 which corresponds to v = 0.8 and v° = —0.88.

As noted in Eq. of the main text, the qualitative effect of the parameter v° is to rotate the local axis of shear

(S144)



29

strain. This rotation angle is measured around the dislocation dipole in Fig.[SIOp. The theoretical curves in Fig.
are produced by superimposing two coppies of the exact continuum solutions in Eq. then computing the angle
« corresponding to the local axis of shear elongation. The theoretical curve takes a simple analytical form in the
dipole approximation. Consider a pair of dislocations with Burgers vectors by = £b% at locations (0, 46r/2). When
v? = 0, the shear strain @;; = %(&»uj + 0ju; — Opurd;j) to leading order in dr is given by:

bs . .
Gaj o 72 C?S 2¢ + c.os 4¢ sin2¢ + sin4o (S145)
2r< \ sin2¢ + sind¢ — cos2¢ — cos 4o

where we have set aside constant prefactors. Hence, we have

bo
u? ZTiZjﬁij % r—;(cos 2¢ + cos4e) (5146)
3 3. bor , . )
u® =Tjilij o r—Q(sm 2¢) + sinde) (S147)
Finally, the angle « is defined as
Re?™™ = 4% 4 ju? (S148)

with a positive amplitude R that represents the total magnitude of the shear strain. We find

a= gqb - %(1 — sgn(cos ¢)) (5149)

Physically, the angle o specifies the axis of elongation for the local shear and is therefore periodic modulo 7. Notice
that « contains discontinuities at ¢ = 47/2. However, the amplitude R oc cos?(¢)/r? vanishes at these angles, so
the physical strain field is continuous. Finally, when v° is nonzero, the expression for « simply receives an additive
correction da = — arctan[2v°/(1 + v)]/2 to yields:

3 T 1 2v°
a= §¢ - Z[l — sgn(cos @)] — 3 arctaun(1 n 1/) (5150)

S6. COARSEGRAINING PROCEDURES

In this section, we discuss the relationship between microscopic systems and the continuum fields. Suppose that
each particle a is a complex object (e.g. a colloid particle or a cell) and has a mass distribution in space p*(R,t)
with an underlying microscopic velocity field v®(R,t). We express the conservation of mass via p* = =V - (p®v®)
and we represent linear momentum exchange via

p*(R)[V*(R) + v*(R) - VV*(R)] = fV*(R) + ) / ff*(R/,R) d*R’ (S151)
B

where f(e*):%(R) is the external force density and f%*(R/,R) = —f*#(R,R/) is the force from the constituents of
particle 8 to the constituents of particle c. This force, for example, could be be the hydrodyanmic force mediated by
a fluid in between two spinning colloidal particles. In principle, £*2 and f** are untractibly complicated functions
of the state of the system. Often, however, one is interested in just the center-of-mass translation and spinning of
the individual particles. The mass m, center of mass x“(t), linear momentum p®(¢), moment of inertia I, angular
velocity w®(t), and angular momentum ¢%(t) are given by

m = / )*(R, 1) 2R X (1) :% / Ry°(R, 1) d°R (5152)
I:/|R—x°‘(t)|2pa(R,t) d*R w(t) :%/VQ(R,t) x [R —x%(t)]p*(R,t) d*R (S153)

p® = / vop®(R,t) d*R = mx°(t) (t) = / R x vop(R,t) d*R = (2, (t) + 08, (t) (S154)
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where (& = x® x p® is the center-of-mass (i.e. orbital) angular momentum and ¢3, = Iw® is the internal (i.e.

spin) angular momentum. We have assumed for simplicity that m and I are the same for all particles and are time
independent. The forces an torques governing these degrees of freedom are given by:

F(ete — / fV*(R) °R Fof = / f*/(R,R) ¢’R &*R’ (S155)
Texte = / R x f=(R) d*R T8 = / R’ x f*’(R,R’) >R d°R/ (S156)
It is useful to divide the torques into center-of-mass and internal contributions 7
T(extha —xa x plextha | p(ext)a where rlextha — / (R — x%) x f&0(R) d?R (S157)
TP =xP x FoP 4 708 where 798 = / (R — x?) x f**(R,R/) d°R d*°R’ (S158)

Finally, the transition to continuum fields entails a notion of homogenization for which there are many possible
approaches [62]. For example, let g(R) be a smoothing function with [ g(R)d?R = 1. We define the density p(R),
the momentum p(R), velocity v(R), and the external forces F(***)(R) as follows

p(R) =) mg(R —x") p(R)=> p*g(R—x%) (5159)
_p(R) ext _ ext),a 't
v(R) =R FEY(R) = %: FEbag(R - x?) (S160)

as well as the Cauchy stress tensor

0ij(R) == Y _[if —uiR)pfg(R —x*) — o > " FPBR,x* x) (s161)
« a,f3
1
where B(R,x?,x") :/ g[R — x* + A\(x* —x")] d\ (S162)
0

Notice that this construction yields
pj + 8i(vipj) = 81'0'1']' + Fj(eXt) (8163)

consistent with microscopic and macroscopic conservation laws. Next, given only information about the velocity field,
it is useful to refer to L(R) = R x p(R) as the angular momentum density. In this case, the linear momentum
conservation equation (S163|) directly yields:

L+ 0;(v;L) = 0;(rrexjoi;) — erjon; + Tifiij(eXt) (S164)

In Eq. (S164)), the antisymmetric stress enters explicitly as a source term. The antisymmetric stress is proportional
to the non-central components of the interaction forces

1
€ij0ij = —5 Zr?ﬂeiijﬂB(R7 x® x7) (5165)
aff

However, L does not represent to full angular momentum density of the system. The total angular momentum density
¢(R) and angular momentum current M(R), and total external torques T(***)(R) are given by

1
(R)=> (*g(R—x") M(R)=- 3 > P TBR,xY,x")  TE(R) =D TEVgR-x")  (S166)
«a o,B «

which together obey the conservation equation

é+ 81(1}1@) = 81'Mi + T(CXt) (8167)
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A generic situation is one in which the individual particles are driven to spin at a given speed via external torques
r(extha - while applying negligible or zero external forces on each particle. The torques 7% enter Eq.
through 7% but then are transduced into the linear momentum equation via the transverse forces that
create the antisymmetric stress.
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