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Recent atomistic simulations have identified novel rheological properties on amorphous materials
under quasi-static oscillatory shear. Using a coarse-grained model based on the evolution of a
continuum strain field, we characterize these properties in the stationary limit, reached after several
oscillations. We built a ‘phase diagram’ depending on two control parameters: the strain amplitude
γmax and the degree of annealing Einit. At small amplitudes, poorly annealed materials display shear
annealing behavior, appearing better and better annealed as γmax is increased. Ultra-stable materials
are instead insensitive to those oscillations. Above a critical strain amplitude γc, that increases with
annealing level, the melting of the material in a localized band of finite width is observed. Inside the
band, the material flows, outside the band there is a marginal solid independent of the initial degree
of annealing. Such a ‘phase transition’ at γc between a solid and a mixed phase is discontinuous.
The transient dynamics before reaching the steady state is also studied.

INTRODUCTION

Amorphous solids are a vast class of materials, com-
mon in nature and ubiquitous for human applications.
Their physical behaviour can be rationalized in terms of
the annealing protocol: poorly annealed systems, such
as emulsions, foams or gels, are soft and ductile, while
well annealed materials such as metallic glasses, ceram-
ics and silica are hard and brittle [1, 2]. When a large
deformation is applied [3, 4] soft materials tend to melt
homogeneously into a liquid, while hard materials fail at
a material dependent strain, γf. Above γf -if fracture is
prevented- a liquid shear band spreads leaving the rest of
the system in its original solid phase. Whether these two
regimes are separated by a genuine critical point (namely
a critical degree of annealing) [3] or rather a crossover
among a continuum of yielding transitions (highly de-
pendent on finite-size effects) [5] is a matter of current
discussion (see also [4]).

Here we study instead the case of oscillatory quasi-
static shear and show that, in the steady state, the phase
diagram and the presence of a sharp transition is much
less ambiguous compared to the case of a uniform large
shear. The oscillatory protocol was originally motivated
by the possibility to encode information in amorphous
solids after a specific training [6], but it also showed the
presence of a yielding transition [7–9] as a function of the
strain amplitude γmax. Two behaviours, peculiar of this
protocol, have been identified: First, for moderate strain
amplitude γmax the material appears better and better
annealed [10, 11] as the number of cycles n increases,
a fact that can be even exploited to obtain a desired
mechanical response subsequently [12]. Second, the ex-

istence of a critical amplitude, γc, above which further
shear annealing is prevented and a shear band appears
[3, 10]. Most of the dedicated works are molecular dy-
namics simulations of collection of polydisperse repulsive
particles and focus on the trajectories of the particles in
the stationary limit of large n: for small γmax all particles
have perfect periodic trajectories that have been math-
ematically characterized [13], while, above γc, a fraction
of particles display a chaotic behavior [14], associated to
the presence of the shear band instability [3, 10]. Inside
the shear band, the material is liquid and particles have
a finite diffusion coefficient (with respect to the number
of cycles n) while in the solid phase the diffusion coef-
ficient is zero and particles remain localized in periodic
trajectories [9]. However despite rapidly growing numer-
ical evidence and theoretical proposals [3, 10, 11, 13–24],
the nature of the emerging ‘phases’, the transition among
them and the role of the initial degree of annealing call for
understanding. It is also important to establish a clear
connection between the response to oscillatory shear and
the one observed under uniform strain. To achieve this
one needs of approaches beyond the molecular dynamics
simulations that have dominated the scene so far.

In this work, we study the oscillatory shear protocol
using a mesoscopic model based on the evolution of a
scalar strain field in a disordered potential. These po-
tentials account both for the local elastic behavior and
for the presence of plastic instabilities. Initial sample
preparation at different levels of annealing is reproduced
by tuning the disorder energy (low energies correspond
to better annealed systems). Within this picture, the
strain field behaves as a manifold propagating in a dis-
order medium [25–27]. However, at variance with elastic
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Figure 1. Phase diagram of amorphous materials under oscil-
latory shear in the stationary limit. The control parameters
are the amplitude of the oscillations γmax and the initial de-
gree of annealing, Einit. Three phases are identified: the solid
A has physical properties strongly reminiscent of the initial
state of the material. The solid B is completely indepen-
dent of the initial annealing and evolves continuously up to
γ∗ where it becomes a marginal solid. Above γc, the solid
becomes unstable and an erratic finite shear band coexists
with the marginal solid phase. We determined γc for different
degrees of annealing, indicated in the diagram by colored cir-
cles (Einit ≈ -0.095 (chocolate), -0.12(red), -0.149(chamelon),
-0.168(blue), -0.199(plum)).

interfaces studied in the context of the depinning tran-
sition [28–30] two important ingredients should be con-
sidered: First, the non-monotonic behavior of the elastic
interactions; here fulfilled by using an Eshelby propaga-
tor. Secondly, the nature of the disorder, not induced
by quenched impurities but originated instead from the
random positions of the particles of the material. In
our implementation then, the local disorder changes ir-
reversibly, even if the strain manifold revisits the same
location.

Our model allows to unveil the ‘phase diagram’ reached
in the stationary limit of the oscillatory deformation and
summarised in Fig.1. The diagram separates different
steady ‘phases’ according to two basic characteristics of
the deformation protocol: the initial annealing level Einit

and the deformation amplitude γmax. First, a transition
line, γc(Einit), separates a solid phase at small ampli-
tudes from a solid-liquid mixture (composed by a fluid
shear band immersed in a solid) at larger amplitudes.
We identify a critical degree of annealing Einit = E∗ such
that: When Einit > E∗ the solid is shear annealed by in-
creasing γmax, up to an amplitude γc(Einit) = γ∗ at which
it reaches its minimal energy that coincides with E∗. We
call this state marginal solid as, for larger γmax, a shear
band instability sets in, giving place to the solid-liquid
mixed phase. On the other hand, when Einit < E∗, no
shear annealing is observed and the critical strain ampli-
tude γc(Einit), greater than γ∗, increases with the degree

of annealing (i.e., increases as Einit decreases). If we
compare with the uniform strain case, the homogeneous
melting at large deformations is never observed with pe-
riodic shear. Yet, the liquid state inside the shear band is
identical in the two protocols. Moreover, periodic shear
simulations show the existence of two novel type of solids
when Einit > E∗: at small γmax the sheared solid con-
serves memory of its initial degree of annealing (solid A),
while at larger γmax this memory is completely lost (solid
B). In the following, we present and discuss the results
of our simulations. Results correspond to systems of size
128× 128 unless otherwise specified.

RESULTS

Uniform shear

We first recall the results known in the case of a mono-
tonically increased shear deformation. We will see that
some of the quantities defined with this protocol play also
an important role in presence of oscillations.

In Fig.2(a), we show stress-strain curves for individual
samples prepared at different degrees of annealing. After
an initial linear elastic response of slope ≈ 0.91 (value ex-
plained in Methods), all samples reach a common plateau
corresponding to the yield stress Σy ≈ 0.375(±0.003).
The characteristic strain where plasticity becomes im-
portant can be estimated using the value of the initial
slope as γ = γy = Σy/0.91 ' 0.413. Poorly annealed
materials display a monotonic ”transition” from an elas-
tic solid to a liquid close to γy. Well annealed systems,
on the other hand, remain elastic above γy up to a failure
strain γf where a non-monotonic sharp overshoot occurs.
The value of γf and the subsequent stress jump are larger
as the initial condition is better and better annealed.

It is useful to decompose the total energy of the mate-
rial in two contributions:

Etot(Einit, γ) = Esf + Σ2/(4µ), (1)

where the second term is the elastic energy of the defor-
mation with µ the shear modulus (here µ = 1/2), and
Esf is the energy of the material at mechanical equilib-
rium when the stress is zero (we call it ‘stress-free energy’
Esf). When looking to the system’s stress-free energy
(see Fig.2(b)), we observe that poorly annealed samples
(those which do not display a failure) reach a common en-
ergy plateau Eliq ≈ −0.122(±0.001), while well annealed
samples display different and slowly-evolving transient
regimes. These differences can be understood as follows:
poorly annealed systems melt at deformations around γy
into a non-Newtonian liquid which has no memory of
the initial degree of annealing (see Fig.2 bottom-left). In
well annealed systems, instead, the non-Newtonian liq-
uid is localised within a shear band and the solid part
is unchanged, insensitive to the deformation (see Fig.2
bottom-right). When γ is increased further, the band
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Figure 2. Uniform shear deformation for different degrees
of initial annealing (Einit ≈ -0.095 (chocolate), -0.12(red),
-0.149(chamelon), -0.168(blue), -0.199(plum)). (a) Stress-
strain curves for different initial degrees of annealing. The
yield stress Σy = 0.375 defined as the plateau is also indicated.
(b) Evolution of the stress-free energy Esf = E(Σ)−Σ2/(4µ)
during the deformation. The stationary plateau Eliq =
−0.122 is also indicated. Bottom: Colormap of the local
deformation field at γ = 3.5 for two degree of annealing, cir-
cles in (b).

widens. As discussed in [31], we expect w(γ) ∝
√
γ − γf.

Eventually, for very large γ, the band width reaches the
system size and the whole sample lose memory of the
initial condition converging to the stationary value Eliq.

Oscillatory shear

We now investigate the oscillatory protocol where the
material is deformed quasi-statically with a strain in-
creasing up to γmax and then reversed up to −γmax.
The protocol is repeated periodically until a stationary
state is reached. In the following we explore what we call
with some caution the ‘phase diagram’ of the stationary
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Figure 3. Stress value, σmax, at γmax in the oscillatory steady
state as a function of the strain amplitude γmax. Different
colors and symbols code for systems of different degrees of an-
nealing (Einit ≈ -0.095 (chocolate circles), -0.12 (red squares),
-0.149 (chamelon diamonds), -0.168 (blue up-triangles), -
0.199 (plum down-triangles)). For comparison, the uniform
strain curves of Fig.2 are included as light color lines for each
initial condition.

state by varying γmax and Einit. Compared to uniform
shear, we see that with oscillatory shear we recover a
mixed phase with a shear band made of the same non-
Newtonian liquid (and thus the same γy, Σy, Eliq); but
the solid phase(s), the location of the transition lines and
the physics of the shear bands are strongly modified.

Stationary properties

In Fig. 3, we show the steady-state stress σmax vs.
γmax. at variance with the uniform shear case, even
poorly annealed samples, show a sharp jump of the
steady stress value at a critical strain amplitude γc(Einit).
Interestingly, the moderately annealed samples (Einit =
−0.095, −0.12 and − 0.149) fail at the same γc = γ∗ =
0.4725, independently on the initial degree of anneal-
ing, while the more stable samples (Einit = −0.168 and
−0.199) display a later and stronger failure at γc(Einit) ≈
γf(Einit) > γ∗. In both cases, beyond the failure, the sys-
tem develops a permanent liquid shear band embedded
in a solid phase.

Figure 4 displays the stationary value of the stress-free
energy Esf as a function of γmax. For small values of
γmax, the material remains solid and Esf strongly de-
pends on the initial degree of annealing. We call this
phase “solid A”. Increasing γmax, but still in the solid
phase (γmax < γc), two scenarios, separated by a critical
initial annealing E∗ = −0.16, are observed:

• For Einit > E∗, the energy Esf of different samples
collapse to a common curve (blue dashed line). The
solid phase, that we called “solid B”, is independent
on the initial degree of annealing and has a shear
annealing behavior up to γ∗. There the solid phase
become marginal as the energy reaches the minimal
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Figure 4. Stress-free energy as a function of strain in the
oscillatory steady state, for different annealing levels Einit as
indicated by the labels. Yellow solid line corresponds to Eq.3.
Purple dashed line indicates the stress-free energy of solid B.

value E∗, which corresponds to the maximal shear
annealing.

• For Einit < E∗, Esf doesn’t evolve with γmax in
the whole solid phase. No shear annealing is thus
observed.

For γmax > γc, a shear band occurs in both cases.
In Fig. 5 we study the total energy E as a function of
γ during a steady oscillation between ±γmax. While in
the solid phase (γmax < γc), the energy displays a single
parabolic shape, corresponding to an elastic behavior, in
the mixed phase (γmax > γc), the energy has a butter-
fly shape: two shifted parabola are followed by a noisy
plateau which reveals the presence of the Non-Newtonian
liquid. The two parabolas have an extension of γy at
both sides and the maximal stress, at ±γmax, saturates
to Σy. This suggests that the shear band is made of a soft
solid that melts at γy, when the stress reaches the value
Σy. To confirm this picture, in Fig. 6 we show the stress
free energy profile of the material across a section that is
perpendicular to the shear band. The bell-shape corre-
sponds to the shear band and reaches the liquid energy
Eliq = −0.122 for all values of γmax > γc. The width, ws,
increases with γmax as already observed for the uniform
shear protocol [31]. By analogy, we propose the fitting
form:

ws(γmax) = a(γmax − γ0)α. (2)

As for uniform shear, the good collapse (inset of Fig. 6)
is found for α = 1/2, so the width is independent of
the system size and fraction of the liquid in the mixture
is sub-extensive. The mixed phase is however different
from the failure observed with uniform protocols (where
γ0 = γf ) for two important aspects. First, from the fit,
γ0 identifies with γy instead of γ∗. This implies that,
at the transition, the shear band has a finite width as
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Figure 5. Top: Energy versus strain in the oscillatory steady
state (only one loop shown) for γmax = 0.45 (light-blue cir-
cles) and γmax = 0.7 (orange diamonds). The little black
arrows mark the sense of the loop. Bottom: Stress as a
function of strain in the oscillatory steady state for the same
two amplitudes as above.

γy < γ∗, while in uniform shear protocol the band width
vanishes at γf . Second, the energy profile is indepen-
dent on the initial degree of annealing and the energy at
the bottom of the bell-shape always coincides with the
marginal solid energy E∗ (only when γmax = 0.65 the en-
ergy is slightly smaller because the stationary state is not
yet reached). This allows to conclude that the mixture
phase is completely independent on the initial degree of
annealing: the stationary regime is composed of a large
fraction of marginal solid at energy E∗ and a shear band
with the non-Newtonian liquid at energy Eliq. As Eliq is
higher than E∗ we can explain the monotonic growth of
Esf in terms of the growth of the shear band width with
γmax:

Esf ∼ E∗(1−
ws(γmax)

L
) + Eliq

ws(γmax)

L
, (3)

∼ E∗ + (Eliq − E∗)
a(γmax − γy)α

L
.

Eq.3 has been tested in Fig. 4(the yellow solid line).

Transient properties

Now we discuss the transient oscillatory dynamics.
The stress-free energy Esf as function of the number of
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Figure 6. Averaged energy profile along the y-axis for dif-
ferent γmax. From light chamelon to dark orange: γmax =
0.65, 0.7, 0.75, 0.8, 0.85, 0.9. The origin of the x-axis has been
adjusted with the maximum location. Left inset: plastic
strain during a half cycle from −γmax to γmax. One can dis-
tinguish a shear band embedded in a solid. Right inset: shear
band collapse using Eq. 2 with γ0 = γy = 0.413 and α = 1/2.

oscillation cycles n for different initial states and ampli-
tudes is shown in Fig.7. Below γc (top panel) When
the oscillation amplitude is very small (γmax = 0.25)
the material remains at its initial energy basin and no
plastic events are observed. At a slightly larger am-
plitude (γmax = 0.4) the softest solids (Einit = −0.095
and −0.120) are shear annealed during the oscillations
while the more annealed remain on their initial energy
basin. When the amplitude approaches γ∗ (γmax = 0.47),
also the solid prepared at Einit = −0.149 shear-anneals.
Therefore, our three softest samples are shear annealed
reaching the solid B phase, while the two ultra-stable ma-
terials are unperturbed by the oscillation. The situation
is different above γc (middle panel), where the station-
ary state is unique for any degree of annealing and the
predicted value are well reached when n→∞.

The duration of the transient regime strongly depends
on the annealing protocol and the critical annealing E∗,
plays again an important role. Results for nT , the num-
ber of cycles needed to reach the stationary state (defined
by the condition Esf(nT + 1) = Esf(nT )) are shown in
Fig. 7 (bottom panel), coming from the solid phase
(γmax < γc):

• For poorly annealed samples (Einit > E∗), nT di-
verges approaching γ∗, signaling a “dynamic slow-
ing down”, typical of critical points. Nevertheless,
at variance with standard phase transitions, the di-
vergence is not a power-law, but is reasonably de-
scribed by nT ∝ log

[
1/(γ∗y − γy)

]
.

• For well annealed samples (Einit < E∗), the sta-
tionary solid state is quickly reached as the initial
energy basin is very deep. Only very close γc we
observe a slight increase of nT .
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Figure 7. Transient dynamics Evolution of stress-free
energy as a function of the number of cycles for different
amplitudes. Colors indicate the annealing level (Einit ≈ -
0.095 (chocolate), -0.12(red), -0.149(chamelon), -0.168(blue),
-0.199(plum)). Top: Solid phase with γmax < γ∗. At small
amplitudes the system is trapped in its initial energy level,
but as amplitude increases the system is able to seek for new
stationary states corresponding to the solid in the phase B.
Middle: Mixed phase (γmax > γ∗). The stationary state
energy Estat

sf for the two values of γmax are also indicated.
Their dependence on γmax is appreciable in the inset. Bot-
tom: The number of cycles needed to reach to the steady
solid state as a function of the distance of the solid-mixture
transition, at γc. Inset is the log-log scale exhibition.

We now turn on the transient regime and the shear
band dynamics for the mixed phase. In our simula-
tions γmax is increased adiabatically and the transition
is crossed when the sample is in the steady state at γc.
In poorly annealed samples the onset of the shear band
occurs when the solid is already marginal. As a con-
sequence, the transient dynamics is very short: a shear
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Figure 8. The energy profile across a section perpendicular
to the shear band evolving as function of the number n of os-
cillation cycles. The light color region represents the position
of the shear band with a higher energy. The amplitude of
the oscillation is γmax = 0.7. Two samples are presented: (a)
A poorly annealed sample with Einit ≈ −0.12 and (b) well
annealed sample with Einit ≈ −0.199. The red dashed line
in (b) indicate the complete creation of the band at n ≈ 220.
The blue dashed line indicates the moment when the band
has visited the entire system for the first time at n ≈ 2200 in
(a) and at n ≈ 2100 in (b). The early band growth regime
for a well annealed sample of linear size L = 256.

band emerges rapidly during the early cycles reaching the
stationary width ws(γmax). Then it diffuses in the mate-
rial (see the evolution of the energy profile Fig. 8a), with
a mobility that increases with γmax. In well annealed
systems (Einit > E∗) instead the transient is richer and
we identify three dynamical regimes (see the evolution of
the energy profile Fig. 8b):

• Shear band emergence and growth. The initial band
growth is observed at the top of Fig. 8b and illus-
trated in more detail for a larger system (L = 256)
in Fig. 8c. This initial coarsening of the shear band
is studied in Fig.9 at different strain amplitudes. In
all cases, the band width grows as ∼ n1/3 up to the
plateau ∼ (γmax − γy)1/2 is reached.

• Melting of a very annealed solid. The now fully-
formed shear band displays an initial ballistic mo-
tion preferentially invading the deeply annealed
solid at a measurable average velocity and leaving
behind the marginal solid.

• Shear band diffusion. When the shear band has
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Figure 9. Shear-band width w as a function of the num-
ber of cycles n for different oscillation amplitudes γmax =
0.60, 0.65, 0.70, 0.75, 0.80, 0.85 as indicated in the labels. The
initial condition is a well annealed solid (Einit = −0.168).
Raw-data is shown in the inset, while the main panel shows
the scaling w(γmax − γy)−1/2 vs. n(γmax − γy)1/2. The red

dashed line of a power law n1/3 for guiding eyes. These curves
correspond to a system of size 256 × 256.

visited the entire system, all the regions outside
the band have been modified into the marginal solid
component. The stationary state is reached and the
band diffuses forever, maintaining its characteristic
γmax-dependent width.

DISCUSSIONS

The mesoscopic model studied here allows to recover
the phenomenology of the quasi static oscillatory proto-
col proposed by molecular dynamics simulations and go
beyond. Indeed, with this method, the final stationary
state can be characterized and compared with what ob-
tained after a single uniform deformation.

The first big difference between the two protocols con-
cerns ductile materials: while they melt homogeneously
under uniform deformation, they undergo a sharp failure
under quasi-static oscillations. This constitutes a dis-
continuous first-order-like transition (see also a similar
observation in oscillatory sheared colloidal glasses [32]).
However,the initial degree of annealing continues to play
a fundamental role also in the case of oscillatory shear.
In particular, a critical annealing E∗ separates two qual-
itatively different behaviors:

Poorly annealed samples (those with Einit > E∗) be-
come harder and harder when increasing γmax, reaching
a solid phase (called solid B) independent on the initial
annealing and with no counterpart in the uniform pro-
tocol. Then, at an annealing independent strain value
γ∗, solid B becomes marginal: further shear annealing
is prevented, a finite, but sub-extensive, shear band ap-
pears and permanently diffuses. While the liquid phase
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inside the shear band is identical to the one observed in
the uniform shear protocol, the marginal solid phase is
much harder. The transition at γ∗ displays critical fea-
tures with a logarithmic divergent transient time. The
emerging picture is consistent with the results of a sim-
plified mesoscopic model very recently presented by S.
Sastry [33]. However, in such approximation the elastic
interaction between the different degrees of freedom are
fully neglected, which prevents the formation of a shear
band and thus the description of the mixed phase.

Well annealed samples (with Einit < E∗) are instead
quite insensitive to oscillations up to the annealing-
dependent critical amplitude γc(Einit) > γ∗. There, a
large failure occurs as already observed in [3, 10]. Our
numerical method allows to characterize the dynamics of
the shear band in the mixed phase. We identified three
distinct regimes: (i) the shear band formation with a
width that grows as n1/3, (ii) the melting of the well
annealed solid invaded ballistically by the fully-formed
shear band, and (iii) the stationary state with a diffusive
band, identical to the one observed for poorly annealed
samples. To the extent of our knowledge, the regimes re-
ported here have not been discussed in the literature. It
remains an interesting open question to provide further
understanding of their underlying physics.

It will be interesting to test experimentally these ideas,
as in standard experiments the oscillations are relatively
fast and the material becomes softer than in a quasi-static
deformation. In fact, when a plastic event occurs, the af-
fected region remains softer for a while. With enough
time, this transient local softening is forgotten, but not
in general. In our work we neglect completely these dy-
namical effects. Another point to mention is that, in
atomistic simulations, the stationary solid phase shows
the presence of “reversible” plastic events [8, 9, 13, 14],
which are absent in our present model by choice. We are
indeed able to further reproduce such feature by replacing
the parabolic wells of the disordered potential with multi
wells potentials. Nevertheless, this point is out the scope
of this work and will be left for future studies. Finally
and more importantly, we hope that our predictions will
motivate new research directions in the study of low tem-
perature amorphous materials, from realistic large-scale
atomistic simulations to experiments.

METHOD - MODEL

We focus on two dimensional systems. Our goal is to
provide a description of the physics of amorphous mate-
rials under deformation and we use a model based on the
evolution of the three strain field components [34, 35]:
the isotropic compression ε1(r) and the shear compo-
nents ε2(r) and ε3(r). The latter are bi-axial defor-
mations (compression along some direction, expansion
perpendicularly), the difference between ε2(r) and ε3(r)
is that the compression/expansion axis are the x − y
axis for the first, and the lines at 45 degrees for the

second (Recall that given the continuum displacement
field, u(r) = (u1(r), u2(r)), the elements of strain ten-
sor are given by εij(r) = 1

2 (∂iuj(r) + ∂jui(r)). Then
ε1(r) = (ε11(r) + ε22(r)) /2, ε2(r) = (ε11(r)− ε22(r)) /2
and ε3(r) = ε12(r)). For a perfectly elastic solid, one
can write the energy of any deformation in terms of a
quadratic elastic functional

Eelast. =

∫
d2r

(
Bε21 + µε22 + µε23

)
, (4)

where B and µ are respectively the bulk and shear modu-
lus. Here we use B = 1 and µ = 1/2. This purely elastic
functional has a single minimum, which corresponds to
the undeformed state. When a deformation is applied, it
brings the system out of such a minimum; when released,
a restoring stress brings the system back to its unde-
formed state. If we want to take plasticity into account,
irreversible deformations should be allowed; for example,
the energy landscape may be characterized by multiple
local minima separated by finite barriers. Here, we study
the response of the material under simple shear. We ac-
count for the plastic events by replacing the harmonic
term µε23 in Eq. 4 with a disordered potential Vx[r, ε3]
that displays many minima as ε3 varies. The other two
strain components, ε1 and ε2, are expected to remain
small, and the quadratic approximation, to hold. The
energy functional then becomes

Eplast. =

∫
d2r

(
Bε21 + µε22 + Vx[r, ε3]

)
(5)

The subscript of Vx represents an internal degree of free-
dom. Thus the disorder potential is not a function of the
strain field ε3(r) only. The origin of that internal degree
of freedom is justified as follows: In amorphous materi-
als, the disorder is not generated by immobile impurities
but rather by the random-like configurations of the par-
ticles position x. Plastic events, called shear transforma-
tions, are localized in space. When an event occurs in
the region r, the particles inside the region rearrange ir-
reversibly from x to x′. This rearrangement is mimicked
in the model by two features.

• First, ε3(r) overcomes a local energetic barrier and
reach the basin of a new minimum of the disordered
potential.

• Second, the basin of the old minimum also mod-
ifies irreversibly as new configuration of particles
positions imposes a new disorder potential.

In the spirit of keeping only the essence of the physical
process involving local plastic events, we model the disor-
der of each region r as a collection of pieces of harmonic
potential:

Vparab(ε3) = µ[(ε3− εpl)2− ε2w], for |ε3− εpl| < εw. (6)

The random parameters εpl and εw vary from region to
region: εpl defines the location of the minimum and εw,
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the semi-width of the potential. Once the strain ε3 over-
comes the barriers of the parabolic basin a new semi-
width ε′w is drawn from a triangular distribution of mean
1/2 and standard-deviation 1/20. The new minimum of
the potential is updated as follows:

• When ε3 overcomes the barrier at εpl− εw then the
new minimum is located at εpl − (εw + ε′w)

• When ε3 overcomes the barrier at εpl+ εw then the
new minimum is located at εpl + (εw + ε′w).

It is important to stress that once strain ε3 overcomes
the barriers of the parabolic basin the local basin changes
irreversibly, even is the ε3 moves backward.

The three components of the strain field are not in-
dependent but obey the St. Venant constraint [34]. As
a consequence, the deformation of the material can be
described by the evolution of a single component. In
particular assuming, in the framework of an overdamped
dynamics, that ε1 and ε2 relax much faster than ε3, we
arrive to

∂tε(r, t) =

∫
d2r′G(r− r′)ε(r′) + ηx(r, ε) + Σext. (7)

Here, ε(r, t) has replaced ε3(r, t) for a lighter notation
and the kernel G(r) is the long-range Eshelby’s propa-
gator. For simple shear, using the method in [35], the
propagator can be written in terms of the polar coordi-
nates r = (r, θr) as

G(r) =
2
√

2B

πr2
3 cos(4θr)− 1

(3− cos(4θr))
2 . (8)

Finally, η
x

is originated from the disorder potential as
−∂εVx

and Σext is the external applied stress.
For our purposes, it is important to control the macro-

scopic strain instead of the macroscopic stress. In order
to achieve this, one can replace Σext with κ(γ−ε) in Eq.7
(ε indicates the macroscopic strain defined as the spatial
average of ε(r)). For large values of κ, it is expected that

the macroscopic strain ε is close to γ. The slope of the
stress-strain curve is given by 2κµ/(κ+ 2µ). Here we use
κ = 10 and µ = 1/2, so we get 10/11 ≈ 0.91 used as the
initial slope of the stress-strain curve in the main text.

The energy functional defined in Eq.5 can be equiva-
lently written as

Eplast.[ε(r)] =

∫
d2re(r)

with e(r) =̂
1

2
ε(r)

∫
dr′G(r − r′)ε(r′)

+ Vx (r, ε(r)) . (9)

Thus our system can be viewed as an elastic manifold
ε(r) (with long-range interactions among all sites) living
in an energy landscape where each site has its indepen-
dent disordered potential. The stress-free energy used in
the main text is then defined as the plastic energy per
site: Esf =̂Eplast.[ε∗]/L2, with

δEplast.

δε(r)

∣∣
ε∗

= 0. The en-

ergy profiles of the main text are obtained by averaging
the local energy to e(r) along the direction of the shear
band. We apply quasi-static deformation γ by numeri-
cally solving Eq.7 mapped onto a lattice system.

Special care is taken for the initial condition, since we
want to mimic different degrees of annealing in our sam-
ples. In our model, a well-annealed sample corresponds
to an initial condition where the local strains are con-
fined in deep potential wells, while poorly-annealed sam-
ples correspond to a strain manifold confined in shallow
potential wells. In practice we start from a liquid con-
figuration of local energy basins obtained after a long
uniform shear. Then, to prepare samples of different de-
gree of annealing we change the depths of the parabolic
wells, εw. To obtain deeply annealed samples we also
align the centers, εpl, to their mean value. Finally, we let
the local strain relax to its stress-free configuration, and
that makes our initial condition to start the oscillatory
deformation. We performed simulations for systems of
sizes N = 32 × 32, 64 × 64, 128 × 128, 256 × 256. The
data shown in this work correspond to the two largest
systems.
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