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Nanopowder consolidation under high strain rate shock compression is a potential method for
synthesizing and processing bulk nanomaterials. A thorough investigation of the shock deformation
of powder materials is of great engineering signicance. Deformation twinning plays a vital role in
accommodating plastic deformation of np-Mg which is hexagonal close packed (hcp) metals, but
its mechanisms are still unsettled under high strain rate shock compression. Here we combine
nonequilibrium molecular dynamics (NEMD) simulations and X-ray diffraction (XRD) simulation
methods to investigate the deformation twinning and pore compaction in shock-compressed np-Mg.
Significant anisotropy and strong dependence on crystallographic orientation are presented during
shock-induced deformation twinning. During the shock stage, three typical types of twins were
firstly induced, namely {112̄1} twin (T1), {112̄2} twin (T2) and {101̄2} twin (T3). Most of them
were generated in grains with a larger angle between the impact direction and the c-axis of the
lattice. With the increase of strain rate, the types and quantities of twins continued to enrich, but
they did not occur when the strain rate (up ≥ 2.0 kms−1) was too high. We also discussed the
deformation mechanisms of the three types of twins and found that the coupling of slip and shuffle
dominated twin deformation. In addition, void filling occurred due to the interaction of twinning
and other plastic deformations, leading to the densification of np-Mg. During the release stage, an
interesting reverse change was observed, where the twins produced by the impact receded, and twins
were produced in grains that were previously difficult to produce.

INTRODUCTION

Ultrafine grained (UFG) solids with grain size (D)
of 1 µm, and nanocrystalline (NC) materials with D

< 100 nm [1, 2], represent two distinct material types,
owing to their unique physical properties, i.e., higher
strength/hardness and toughness [3–5], excellent diffu-
sivity [6–8], and enhanced thermal expansion coefficients
[9]. Such excellent properties and potentials prompt
us to fabricate bulk UFG/NC materials, and two pri-
mary methods are developed, i.e., the top–down and
bottom–up approaches [10]. For top–down approaches,
the UFG/NC structures are produced via deforming
grain refinement technique, i.e., the equal-channel an-
gular pressing (ECAP) [11–13] and high-pressure rolling
(HPT) [14–16]. For bottom–up approaches, UFG/NC
materials are manufactured via powder metallurgy, such
as inert gas condensation [17–19], spark plasma sintering
[20–22], and high pressure cold sintering [23].
Shock consolidation [24–26], is a unique bottom–up

method, by compacting nanopowders (NP) to strong
bulk NC materials using shock waves from an explosive
or high-speed collision [27–29]. When shock waves pass
through, it contributes to an ultra-high pressure in the
powders. Then the particle undergoes an apparent par-
ticle deformation and densification, due to a collapse of
powder agglomerates [30]. Compared to conventional
methods, shock consolidation is one of the most effi-
cient methods to manufacture bulk materials with im-

proved properties [31–33]. For instance, the structure of
the starting powders retains and no grain growth occurs
during shock consolidation citemeyers99am, due to ex-
traordinarily fast process within a microsecond (µs) time
scale. Consequently, lots of bulk metallic/alloy nanos-
tructured materials, such as aluminum [35–38], copper
[39], iron [40], silver [25], tungsten–copper [30, 41], high-
entropy alloys [42], and aluminum ceramic [43], are fab-
ricated using shock consolidations. However, the details
of consolidation process, are rarely unveiled until now,
which determine the structures and properties of final
bulk nanostructured materials [44]. In facts, capturing
the microstructural features in dynamics and the corre-
sponding mechanisms, is a key to optimize and control
the dynamic powder compaction process.
Recently, both experiment and simulation efforts are

devoted to understanding the mechanisms of shock con-
solidation. Experimentally, Matsumoto [45] found that
molten jet, dynamic friction of particles, and the plastic
deformation around a void, facilitate the compaction, us-
ing an analysis of scanning electronic microscope (SEM).
It is validated by the following experiments on fabrica-
tion of fine-grained W-Cu composites [30]. In Kondo’s
experiment [46], it presented that local heating, induced
by plasticity, accelerates the consolidation. Gao [47] pro-
posed a melting-welding consolidation mechanism based
on the experiment for metal powder with a random ar-
rangement. However, the technique difficulties for cur-
rent set-ups, in probing the structural deformation on
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the atomic scale and ultrashort time scale [48], limit the
knowledge on the dynamic process during shock impact
in depth. Recent developed femtosecond x-ray diffraction
(XRD) using x-ray free-electron laser (XFEL) [49], pro-
vides opportunities for determining the irreversible tran-
sient processes of plasticity deformation. However, we
are not aware of such experiments in shock consolida-
tion, although they have potentials for real-time, in situ,
and high-resolution temporal and spatial probes [50–52].
Theoretically, the continuum models are implemented,

to describe the compaction of powders in dynamics. They
can help in both understanding the experiments and
accessing the regimes that inaccessible in current ex-
periments [53]. In Boltachev’s model [54] for granu-
lar medium, the evolution of boundaries between pow-
der and the container, are taken into account in com-
paction model to describe the the mechanical response
quantitatively. Ahn et al. [10] then developed a Cu-
compacted model by incorporating a dislocation model.
They also found a strong dependence of dislocation for
the propagation of shock wave and the void-collapse in-
duced plastic flow. These models are appropriated to
describ the deformation and its underlying mechanisms
at mesoscale, but the validity of models in microscopic is
not clear. For understanding plasticity and defect pro-
cedures of nanopowders during consolidation, at the mi-
croscopic level, MD simulations are employed. Huang et

al. [39] studied shock consolidation of Cu nanopowders
and the dynamic tensile response in their simulations.
It is found that dislocation, lattice rotation, shearing,
and friction contribute to the void collapse. Mayer et
al. [55] reported a strong relation between dislocation
slips and compaction in aluminum nanopowder, and pro-
posed a mechanical model for describing metal nanopow-
der compaction. Feng et al. [44] investigated the shock
compaction of tungsten nanoparticles, showing a liquid-
diffusion/solid-pressure welding mechanism during con-
solidation.
Based on the results above, the shock-induced plas-

ticity (i.e., dislocation slips) play the key role in shock
consolidation, and thus an explicit description of defor-
mation is necessary. However, the investigation of mi-
crostructure dependence of plastic deformation, i.e., its
nucleation, dynamic evolution, and the corresponding
mechanisms during shock compaction, is rare. Conse-
quently, the goal of this work is to explore shock-induced
plasticity in nanopowders, consisting of series of crys-
tallographic orientations, and reveal the theoretical rela-
tionship between plasticity and microstructures.
In this work, we systematically investigate the shock

response and its microstructure deformation of magne-
sium (Mg) nanopowders during shock consolidation, by
conducting nonequilibrium molecular dynamics (NEMD)
simulations [56] and in situ XRD analysis. Here, Mg has
been chosen mainly because of its wide applications in
aerospace, automotive, medical equipment, national de-

FIG. 1. (a) us – up plots obtained from our MD simula-
tions (open symbols), and experiments (black dots), and (b)
the corresponding plots of pressure vs normalized specific vol-
ume. Here NP and NC represent the nanopowdered and bulk
nanocrystalline magnesium, respectively.

fense science and industry [57–60]. This paper is orga-
nized as follows: a description of the details of MD simu-
lations and related analysis methodology is presented in
Sec.II, the results of simulations and discussion in Sec.
III, followed by summary and conclusions in Sec. IV.

METHODOLOGY

For our NEMD simulations, the open source code
Large scale Atomic/Molecular Massively Parallel Sim-
ulator (LAMMPS) [61], and modified embedded atom
method (MEAM) potential of Mg [62], are utilized. This
potential can accurately describe the plasticity of Mg
[63, 64], verified by density function theory [65, 66] and
experimental results [67]. This potential also presents
a reasonable accuracy for shock simulations. To check
the performance of such MEAM potential during shock
loading, we carry out simulations under different shock
strengths in single- and nano-crystal Mg. For describing
the effect of crystallographic orientation in single crys-
tal, we choose the x-axis, parallel to the [12̄10], [101̄0], or
[0001] directions as the impact direction. The dimensions
of the single-crystal Mg are about 145 × 13 × 13 nm3 (∼
1.2 million atoms), and the impact velocities up range
from 1.0 to 4.0 km s−1. Based on the us–up relations
of the plastic shocks (Fig. 1(a)), all simulation results,
including single-crystals (shocked along [12̄10], [101̄0],
and [0001], respectively), nanocrystals, and nanopow-
ders, are in agreement with the experimental results [68].
The functions of pressure vs normalized specific volume
(V /V0) are shown in Fig. 1(b). Despite the scatter in
the experimental data, our simulation results are consis-
tent with the experiments for the compression (1-V /V0),
ranging from 6% to 44%. It presents a reasonable ac-
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curacy of this potential for shock simulations from the
results above, although its accuracy for deformation at
high pressure (up > 4.0 km s−1) remains to be estab-
lished.
We construct an idealized columnar nanopowdered

configuration, containing 18 grains of identical shape and
diameter (∼ 18 nm) with four different crystallographic
orientations (A–D, Fig. ), in the three-dimensional (3D)
periodic cell. The columnar axis is along [101̄0] crystal-
lographic direction (the z-axis), and the thickness along
this axis is about 30 nm. The grains are oriented relative
to the x-axis ([12̄10] in grain A1), by an angle of φ =
0◦, 30◦, 60◦, and 90◦ for grains A–D, respectively. The
dimensions of the configurations are about 156 × 30 ×
30 nm3, and containing approximately 5.6 million atoms.
The configurations are first relaxed at 0 K with the con-
jugate gradient method, and then thermalized at ambient
conditions with a constant-pressure-temperature ensem-
ble and 3D periodic boundary conditions, prior to shock
loading. Shock simulations are then performed with the
microcanonical ensemble. Periodic boundary conditions
are applied along the y- and z-axes, while a free boundary
is applied along the x-axis. The timestep for integration
of the equation of motion is 1 fs. The small dense region
on the left is set as the piston [69] in our shock simula-
tions. The interactions between the piston and the re-
set of the atoms in the configuration are described with
the same interatomic potential, while the atoms in the
piston do not participate in molecular dynamics. The
atomic piston delivers the shock with the piston velocity
of up, ranging from 0.5 to 3.0 kms−1, starting at time t

= 0 from x = 0 along the x-axis towards the free surface.
At a certain time (tc), the piston is stopped, creating a
release fan propagating towards the free surface. The re-
lease fan then tend to interact with each other, due to
shock reflection at the free surface, and gives rise to re-
lease and subsequent tension within the target interior
[70].
The one-dimensional (1D) and two-dimensional (2D)

binning analyses [39], resolving spatially physical prop-
erties such as stress σij (i, j = x, y, and z), are performed
to describe the response during shock loading. The bin
width is 0.5 nm. The center-of-mass velocity v̄i of a bin
is removed when calculating σij within each bin: ∆σij =
-(m/Va)v̄iv̄j , where m is the atomic mass and Va is the
atomic volume averaged over the bin. Then the pressure
P and shear stress τ can be calculated [56]. To charac-
terize the structural deformation, the common neighbor
analysis (CNA) [71, 72] and slip vector analysis [73], are
implemented. To better visualize the plastic deforma-
tion in dynamics, the orientation mapping (OM) anal-
ysis, following the standard electron backscatter diffrac-
tion (EBSD) analysis, is implemented as a complement to
atomic-level characterization. The simulated the X-ray
diffraction (XRD) patterns [74, 75] are also calculated, to
revel the the microstructure features and deformation in

FIG. 2. Atomic configurations of columnar NP-Mg projected
onto (101̄0), colored with (a) CNA and (b) OM, respectively.
The dimensions of the configuration are about 156 × 30 × 30
nm3, consisting of about 5.6 million atoms. Shock direction:
left → right, along the x axis. A-, B-, C-, and D-type grains
represent those oriented relative to the [12̄10] direction by
an angle φ = 0◦, 30◦, 60◦, and 90◦, around z-axis ([101̄0]
direction), respectively. Here, up is the piston velocity.

real time, by performing a parallel code of GAPD [76].
Such XRD analysis is widely applied to quantitatively
determine the microstructure characteristics [50, 77–79],
by using free electron lasers and synchrotron radiation in
experimients.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The NEMD simulations of shock loading in nanopow-
dered Mg (NP-Mg) are performed for a range of parti-
cle velocities from 0.5 to 3.0 km s−1. Upon shock, wave
propagation and interactions undergo series of stages in
NP-Mg: the impact-induced shocks, subsequent release
fans originating at free surfaces, and interaction of the op-
posing release fans, which yield well-defined shock com-
pression, release, tension, and spallation. Upon impact,
NP-Mg undergoes the plasticity, governed via stacking
faults deformation twinning at up ≤ 1.0 km s−1, while
solid disordering or shock-melting at up ≥ 2.0 km s−1.
Prompting by plastic deformation, consolidation is fol-
lowing, i.e., the preexisting pores are completely filled,
yielding a columnar nanocrystalline structure with grain-
boundaries (GBs) and GB tripple junctions.

Compression stage

Shock consolidation: “heterogeneous” plasticity and

“homogeneous” disordering

Upon impact, the shock wave along the x-direction
prompts an apparent consolidation in NP-Mg, con-
tributed by both plastic deformation and pore collapse.
Two different structural deformation modes are included
during shock compression: i) the stacking faults (SF) and
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FIG. 3. Atomic configurations, color-coded with common neighboring analysis (CNA) and corresponding orientation maps
(OM), respectively, for the NP-Mg during shock compression, at (a) up = 0.5 kms−1 (t = 23 ps), (b) 1.0 kms−1 (t = 20 ps),
(c) 2.0 km s−1 (t = 15 ps), and (d) 3.0 kms−1 (t = 13 ps).

deformation twinning at lower impact velocities (up ≤ 1.0
km s−1; Figs. 3(a) and (b)), conducing to the grain rota-
tion and subgrains formation, and ii) the disordering at
higher impact velocities (up ≥ 2.0 km s−1; Figs. 3(c) and
(d)). Such disordering consist of the amorphization (or
solid disordering) at up = 2.0 km s−1, and the solid-liquid
transition (or shock-induced melting) at up = 3.0 kms−1.
The calculated diffusion coefficients (D) are 10−11–10−10

m2 s−1 for the former, similar to the solid crystal (D ∼
10−10 m2 s−1); whereas D ≈ 10−8 m2 s−1 for the latter,
approaching the liquid state (D > 10−9 m2 s−1) [80].
The compression-induced plasticity, in facts, presents

a strong dependence of the crystallographic orientation
at up ≤ 1.0 km s−1 (Fig. 3(a) and (b)). The plastic
deformation prefers to arise in A- and B-type grains,
contributing to an apparent release of P and τ locally
(Fig. 4(a) and (b)), where the shock wave propagates
along x-[12̄10] or the similar orientations, rather than
in C- or D-type grains ([0001] or the similar orientation
along x-axis, respectively). The “heterogeneous” plas-
ticity facilitates the stress concentration or localization.
Such an anisotropy of deformation becomes weak with
the increase of impact velocities (up). Upon impact,
the deformation mode in NP-Mg undergoes a transition,
from the “heterogeneous” plasticity (SFs and twins, up

≤ 1.0 km s−1) to “homogeneous disordering” (up ≥ 2.0
km s−1; Fig. 3).
The “heterogeneous” plasticity prompt an anisotropic

propagation of a shock-induced plastic wave in NP-Mg,
as illustrated in the traditional position-time (x–t) dia-

FIG. 4. 2D distribution maps of (a) P (x, y) and (b) τ (x, y) in
NP-Mg during shock consolidation at lower impact velocity
(up = 0.5 km s−1, t = 23 ps).

grams (Fig. 5). During shock compression, some low-
pressure regions are observed at the plastic front at up ≤
1.0 km s−1 (denoted with white arrow, Fig. 5(a) and (b)).
These low-pressure regions are corresponding to the lo-
cal release of P and τ in A- and B-type grains (Fig. 3(a)
and (b)), where the plastic deformation are activated at
a low shock strength. When up ≥ 2.0 km s−1, the homo-
geneous deformation also facilitates the uniform distri-
bution of stress, i.e., P , conducing to the weakening and
annihilation of low-pressure regions at the plastic shock
front in the x–t diagrams (Fig. 5(c) and (d)).
Contributed by the plasticity behind wave front, the

nanovoids tend to be collapse at the contact points, fa-
cilitating the compaction and complete annihilation of
voids. Then the nanopowder structure evolves into a de-
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FIG. 5. Position-time (x-t) diagrams showing the wave prop-
agation and interaction in NP-Mg, at (a) up = 0.5 km s−1, (b)
1.0 km s−1, (c) 2.0 km s−1, and (d) 3.0 kms−1, respectively.
The color coding is based on pressure P (GPa). Regions O:
unshocked; S: shocked; R: released; T: tension. The white
arrows represent the local low-pressure regions at the plastic
front.

formed hexagonal columnar nanostructure at up ≤ 1.0
km s−1 (Fig. 3(a) and (b)), or a large disordering struc-
ture at u ≥ 2.0 km s−1 (Fig. 3(c) and (d)), after nanovoids
compaction. Finally, these contact points extend into
the continuous GBs (up ≤ 1.0 km s−1) or the disorder-
ing/disordering interfaces (up ≥ 2.0 km s−1). Combining
the primary plasticity and the subsequent nanovoid com-
paction, it facilitates the shock consolidation of NP-Mg,
giving rise to an apparent increase of massive densities.
Based on the simulation results above, compression-

induced plasticity and nanovoid compaction accelerates
the consolidation of NP-Mg. However, their underlying
mechanisms are still unrevealed. Thus an explicit de-
scription of microstructure deformation, i.e., the evolu-
tionary process and their interactions with grain bound-
aries and crystallographic orientation, is necessary.

Deformation twinning

Deformation twinning, prompting the grain rotation
partially, i.e., α (parent) → α′ (variant), is a primary
deformation mode in NP-Mg during shock compression
as up ≤ 1.0 kms−1 (Fig. 3(a) and (b)). Two exten-
sion twinning modes, i.e., the {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 (T1) [81, 82],
and {11̄02}〈1̄101〉 twins (T2) [83, 84], and a compression
twinning mode, i.e., the {112̄2}〈1̄1̄23〉 (T3) [81] twin, as
the secondary twin following the primary twin (T1), are
activated in NP-Mg, which also present apparent crys-
tallographic orientation dependence.
A. {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 twinning. When up ≤ 1.0 kms−1,

the {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 twinning is the primary deformation
mode in A- and B-type grains, as shown in Fig. 3(a) and

(b). It contributes to a grain rotation with a rotation
angle, θ, (the misorientation angle between the parent
and variant) of ∼ 33.2◦ around 〈101̄0〉 axis, and induces
a α → α′ transition (Fig. 6(a) and (b)). It is manifested
via analyzing the diffraction pattern (Fig. 6(c)), with the
development of high temporal and spatial resolution x-
ray probes. As {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 twinning proceeds, diffrac-
tion spots tend to be diffused and separated in diffraction
pattern (in view of the xy plane). Two characteristics of
{112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 twinning are presented: (i) the rotation an-
gle between α and α′ pattern is about 32.7◦, consistent
with the one determined in real space. The rotation an-
gle is well agreement with the experiments results (θ ∼
31–35◦) for {112̄1} twins [64, 81, 85]; (ii) the diffraction
spots from the reciprocal space, i.e., 12̄11-α and 12̄11̄-
α′, are coincident with each other, via analyzing the
features in patterns, implying the parent (α) and twin
variant (α′) have the common symmetric plane {112̄1}.
For {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 twin, its geometric relation can be pre-
sented in Fig. 6(d), i.e., the twinning plane (112̄1) (dark
blue) and the corresponding slip direction (1̄1̄26) (red
arrow).
What is the mechanism governing such deformation

twinning? The fact is that such {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 twinning
is prompted by coupling the activation of {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉
slip systems (Fig. 6(e)) and atomic shuffles [86] by atoms
moving along the [11̄00] or [1̄100] directions in the {0001}
planes (Fig. 6(f)), based on the analysis of slip vectors.
The atomic slips, achieved via the consecutive emission of
[1̄1̄26]/6 partials on neighboring (112̄1) planes, facilitate
the rotations from the parent hcp (α) to the variant (α′)
unit cell by ∼ 33◦ (Fig. 6(g)), via shifting the stacking
sequence from · · ·ABAB· · · to · · ·ACAC· · · ; the subse-
quent lattice reorientation via atomic shuffles in variant
regions on (0001) planes (Fig. 6(h)), contribute to the
mirroring structure about the (112̄1) plane, mediating a
shift from the incoherent prismatic boundary (IPB) to
the coherent twin boundary (CTB: (112̄1) plane).
B. {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 → {112̄2}〈1̄1̄23〉 double twinning.

Following the primary {112̄1} twins during shock im-
pact, another compression twinning, i.e., the secondary
{112̄2}〈1̄1̄23〉 twinning, are also activated within A- and
B-type grains. Then it undergoes an apparent lattice
rotation, i.e., α (parent) → α′′ (secondary variant), ad-
jacent to the primary variant α′, i.e., {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 twin
(Fig. 7(a) and (b)). Along with the secondary {112̄2}
twinning, it contributes to the formation of {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉
→ {112̄2}〈1̄1̄23〉 double twin. For this double-twin, its
presents some distinct characteristics, also manifested in
the diffraction patterns (Fig. 7(c)): i) the rotation angle,
between α and α′′, i.e., the secondary {112̄2}〈1̄1̄23〉 twin,
is about 61◦; ii) the misorientation angle is about 33◦ be-
tween α′ and α′′, similar to that between α and α′ when
only {112̄1} twin activates (Fig. 6(c)); iii) the activation
of secondary {112̄2} twin is involved inside the primary
{112̄1} twin (Fig. 3(a) and (b)); and iv) all rotations in-
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FIG. 6. (a) The atomic configuration color-coded with com-
mon neighboring analysis (CNA) and (b) the corresponding
orientation map (OM) of (12̄11) twin. The cross sections are
viewed along the z axis, and 8 × 8 nm2 on the xy plane. (c)
The corresponding diffraction patterns, where the indexes in
white and green represent the parent α and variant α′, re-
spectively. Here, the misorientation angle θ between α and α′

is about 33◦, similar to that in reciprocal space, i.e., the angle
between dashed lines in white and green. (d) The schematic
illustrations for the corresponding twinning slip systems in
hcp-Mg, (e) and (f) the slip vectors (colored with sz) in view
of xy and xz-planes, respectively. Arrows show the slip di-
rections. It is noticed that the configuration at t = 0 during
impact is considered as the reference when calculating the
slip vectors for all the cases, if no other declarations is con-
ducted. (g) and (h) The schematic illustrations for the nu-
cleation mechanisms of the (12̄11) twin, in terms of slip and
shuffle (displacement), in view of (101̄0) and (0001) planes,
respectively. The symbol “⊥” denotes the partial dislocation.

duced by deformation twinning arise around the same
axis, i.e., [101̄0]-axis (z-axis, Fig. 7(a)–(c)). Fig. 7(d)
shows the geometric relation between primary twinning
plane (12̄11) (dark blue) and secondary twinning plane
(12̄12) (yellow), with the interaction line aligning with
[101̄0] direction on the basal plane (0001). These results
indicate that both the {112̄1} and {112̄2} twinning con-
tribute to the activation of double twinning.
What is the underlying mechanism of such double-

twin, and what is the relation between the primary
{112̄1} and secondary {112̄2} twinning? Essentially, the
coupling between atomic shuffles and slips conduces to
the double-twinning, similar to (112̄1) deformation twin-
ning, based on the slip vector analysis (Fig. 7(e) and
(f)). Considering the initial configuration as the refer-
ence, similar to the postmortem analysis, it presents that
the primary α′ is driven by {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 slips and atomic

FIG. 7. (a) The atomic configuration and (b) the correspond-
ing orientation map for (1̄21̄1)→(1̄21̄2) double-twinning. The
cross sections are viewed along the z axis, and 5 × 5 nm2

on the xy plane. (c) The corresponding diffraction patterns,
where the indexes in white, green and red represent the par-
ent α, the primary variant α′ (T1) and the secondary variant
α′′ (T3). (d) The schematic illustration for the slip systems of
double-twinning in hcp-Mg, (e) and (f) the slip vectors (col-
ored with sz) in view of xy and xz-planes, respectively. The
inset figure shows the slip vectors, as the configuration when
only {112̄1} twinning are activated is considered as the ref-
erence. Arrows show the slip directions. (g) The schematic
illustration for the nucleation mechanisms of the (1̄21̄2) twin,
in terms of slip and shuffle (displacement) in view of (101̄0)
plane. The symbol “⊥” denotes the partial dislocation.

shuffles, along 〈11̄00〉 directions, while α′′ is prompted via
the slips ({112̄2}〈1̄1̄23〉 system). When the intermediate
configuration (only α′ variant is activated within grains)
is considered as the reference, α′′ is governed by atomic
shuffles and slips, similar to that for α′ (insets, Fig. 7(e)
and (f)). It presents the different mechanisms for sec-
ondary twinning, i.e., α′′, based on the analysis above.
Such difference can be attributed to the different analy-
sis modes. For the former, the conclusions are obtained
via directly comparing the initial and final configuration,
while the dynamic process, i.e., the α → α′ precursor,
which accelerates the activation of α′′ via reducing its en-
ergy barrier [87], is ignored. Then we duduce the proce-
dures of {112̄1} → {112̄2} double twinning based on the
discussion above (Fig. 7(g)): i) prompted by atomic shuf-
fles and slips, it first facilitates the emission and growth of
α → α′, along with the primary {112̄1} twinning; and ii)
inside α′ variant, another {112̄1} twinning is activated,
which conduces to the rearrangement of atomic configu-
rations, i.e., α′ → α′′, and the formation of {112̄1} twin
boundary (TB) between α′ and α′′. With the increase
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FIG. 8. (a) The atomic configuration and (b) the correspond-
ing orientation map for (101̄2) twinning. The cross sections
are viewed along the y axis, and 5 × 5 nm2 on the xz plane.
(c) The corresponding diffraction patterns, where the indexes
in white and green represent the parent α and the variant α′

(T2). (d) The schematic illustration for the slip systems of
(101̄2) twinning in hcp-Mg, (e) and (f) the slip vectors (col-
ored with sz) in view of xy and xz-planes, respectively. Ar-
rows show the slip directions. (g) The schematic illustration
for the nucleation mechanisms of the (101̄2) twin, in terms of
slip and shuffle (displacement) in view of (12̄10) plane.

of secondary variant, i.e., α′′, towards the parent, it then
triggers a transition of TB from the {112̄1} to {112̄2}
between the parent (α) and variants (α′ for the former,
and α′′ for the latter). Simultaneously, the misorienta-
tion angle between the parent (α) and variant changes
from 33◦ to 61◦, owing to the lattice reorientation α′ →
α′′ within the variant.
C. {11̄02}〈1̄101〉 twinning. At the low-impact ve-

locities (up ≤ 1.0 km s−1), a {11̄02}〈1̄101〉 twinning, is
another primary plastic deformation mode in np-Mg dur-
ing shock compression (Fig. 8(a) and (b)), prompting
a lattice rotation α → α′. Such deformation twinning
can be manifested in the diffraction patterns (Fig. 8(c)).
For instance, it is observed that the spots for α-parent,
i.e., 1̄1̄20 and 11̄00, are coincident with the ones for the
α′-variant, i.e., 12̄10 and 0002, respectively (in view of
xz-plane). It presents the high similarities to the lat-
tice reorientation with a rotation angle of 90◦ around the
〈112̄0〉 axis. However, there exists two distinct differ-
ences between them: (i) lattice reorientation abandons
the feature of {11̄02}〈1̄101〉 twinning, such as the com-
mon symmetric plane {11̄02} (Fig. 8(d)); (ii) the rotation
angle between α and α′ is 90◦ for lattice reorientation,
but 86.3◦ for twinning. It implies such deformation twin-

FIG. 9. Microstructural configurations showing plasticity in
NP-Mg during shock impact, mediated by (a) and (b) high
angle grain boundaries (HAGBs) and (c) the low-angle grain
boundaries (LAGBs). The color-coding are based on common
neighboring analysis (CNA), orientation maps (OM), and slip
vectors, sz (The colorbar is ranged from -2.0 to 2.0 Å), respec-
tively.

ning is strongly correlated to the 90◦ lattice reorientation.
In previous studies [56], deformation twinning is con-

sidered as an intermediate state, which contributes to
the lattice reorientation, as the final state, during shock
impact. However, {11̄02} twinning with misorientation
angle of 86.3◦, can be frequently observed in HCP metals,
via performing the postmorten microstructural analysis
using SEM and TEM [81, 88–90]. It implies that the
{11̄02} twinning is a stable rather than transient phase
during shock-induced plasticity. Furthermore, the discus-
sion above also presents a sequence in shock-induced de-
formation in HCP-Mg, i.e., the preferential lattice reori-
entation and the following {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 twinning. Con-
sequently, it is then deduced that {11̄02} deformation
twinning is contributed by coupling the transient lattice
reorientation and slips. Upon impact, atomic shuffles,
by atoms moving along 〈101̄1〉 directions in the {101̄2}
planes, based on the analysis of slip vectors (Fig. 8(e)
and (f)), first prompt the apparent rotations of the par-
ent α by 90◦, around {12̄10} direction (Fig. 8(g)); and
the subsequent emission of (101̄2)[101̄1] slips facilitates
the lattice reorientation to deformation twinning, with a
misorientation angle of 86.3◦ (Fig. 8(g)).
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FIG. 10. Microstructural configurations showing the plastic-
ity (deformation twinning), within A-, B-, and C-type grains,
in NP-Mg during shock compression, at (a)–(c) up = 0.5 and
(d)–(f) 1.0 kms−1, respectively. The color-coding are based
on common neighboring analysis (CNA) and orientation maps
(OM), respectively.

Interfering factors of plastic deformation

Upon shock impact, the plasticity, particularly the de-
formation twinning, in facts, is strongly dependent on the
microstructural characteristics, i.e., the grain boundaries
(GBs) and crystallographic orientation, and the shock
strength, i.e., impact velocities.
A. Grain boundaries. Prompted by shock consoli-

dations, NP-Mg tends to evolve into the nanocrystalline
structure, and induces to more GBs and GB triple junc-
tions (Fig. 3(a) and (b)). For plasticity, i.e., the basal
stacking faults (SFs, green) and deformation twinning, in
facts, it almost originates from the GBs or GB junctions,
and grows towards the interior. In the simulations, the
final structure, i.e., nanocrystalline Mg consists of two
types of GBs, i.e., high-angle grain boundaries (HAGBs)
and low-angle grain boundaries (LAGBs). For HAGBs,
the shock wave first facilitates GB sliding and then me-
diates apparent basal SFs within B- (Fig. 9(a)) or D-
type grains (Fig. 9(b)), and {112̄1} (T1, Fig. 9(a)) or
{112̄2} (T3, Fig. 9(b)) deformation twinning within A-
type grains, along with the release of stresses (Fig. 4).
Interestingly, the activation of {112̄2} deformation twin-
ning and stacking faults, accelerate the GB roughening,
giving rise to a broader HAGB (Fig. 9(b)). For LAGBs,
i.e., GBs between two A-type grains, no GB sliding and
deformation twinning arise owing to the stability of GBs,
and only the basal SFs, originate from the GB and grow
towards the interior of A-type grains, under shock load-
ing (Fig. 9(c)).
B. Crystallographic orientation. The plasticity

also presents an apparent crystallographic orientation de-
pendence, based on the results above. For instance, it

FIG. 11. Schematic illustrations for five slip system for
deformation twins in NP-Mg during shock compression:
(a) (12̄11)[12̄16̄], (b) (12̄11̄)[12̄16], (c) (12̄12)[12̄13̄], (d)
(12̄12̄)[12̄13], and (e) (11̄02̄)[11̄01], respectively.

is observed that deformation twinning prefers to arise
within A- and B-type grains, and basal SFs are predom-
inated within C- and D-type grains, during shock com-
pression at up = 0.5 km s−1 (Fig. 10(a)–(c)). For defor-
mation twinning, it then prompts three different types of
rotated [101̄0] α′ variants within A-type grains (variants
I–III, Fig. 10(a)), but two types of rotated [101̄0] α′ vari-
ant within B-type grains (variants I–II, Fig. 10(b)). Such
difference can be illustrated that the shock forces α to α′

via the activation of three twinning slip systems within
A-type grains, i.e., (12̄11)[12̄16̄] (T1), (12̄11)[12̄16̄] (T1),
and (12̄12)[12̄13̄] (T3), respectively, while only the first
two twinning slip systems within B-type grains. Between
the variants I and II, the misorientation angle is rounded
to ∼ 66◦. The boundaries between two rotated variants
is the coherent twin boundary (CTB).
Such orientation effects on plasticity can be explained

with resolved shear stress (τRSS, in Table I), which is
a key quantify for describing the twinning nucleation.
Upon shock compression (up = 0.5 km s−1), three dif-
ferent twinning slip systems are activated in np-Mg:
(12̄11)[12̄16̄] (Fig. 11(a)), (12̄11)[12̄16̄] (Fig. 11(b)), and
(12̄12)[12̄13̄] (Fig. 11(a)). Their values of τRSS are dif-
ferent in the grains with different crystallographic orien-
tation. Within A-type grains (shock along [12̄10] direc-
tion), τRSS for all three slip systems are much larger, i.e.,
τRSS > 2.0 GPa, so three different variants α′ (variants
I–III) are observed. Within B-type grains, the value of
τRSS for slip system (12̄12)[12̄13̄] is smaller than the other
two slips system (1.70 < 2.20 or 2.86 GPa), implying that
the (12̄12)[12̄13̄] twinning slip system is more difficult to
activate in B-type grains. Within C- and D-type grains,
all values of τRSS for three twinning slip systems are much
smaller (τRSS < 2.0 GPa), and thus no α → α′ arises.
C. Impact velocities. Based on the discussion

above, it is deduced that increasing τRSS is one of most
effective methods, to stimulate the activation of defor-
mation twinning. Raising the impact strength or impact
velocities (up), it prompts an apparent increase of the
corresponding τRSS for each slip system. We then study
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TABLE I. Resolved shear stress (τRSS: GPa) in shocked NP-Mg, for selected twinning slip systems within the grains with
different crystallographic orientation at up = 0.5 and 1.0 kms−1, respectively. Y and N represent the activated and non-
activated twinning slip systems, respectively.

A-type Grain B-type Grain C-type Grain D-type Grain
up Twinning slip system τRSS Emission τRSS Emission τRSS Emission τRSS Emission

0.5
(12̄11)[12̄16̄] (variant I) 3.26 Y 2.86 Y 1.44 N 1.20 N
(12̄11̄)[12̄16] (variant II) 3.05 Y 2.20 Y 1.09 N 1.31 N
(12̄12)[12̄13̄] (variant III) 2.93 Y 1.70 N 1.44 N 0.93 N

1.0

(12̄11)[12̄16̄] (variant I) 4.52 Y 3.47 N 1.94 N 1.72 N
(12̄11̄)[12̄16] (variant II) 4.30 Y 3.60 Y 1.59 N 1.81 N
(12̄12)[12̄13̄] (variant III) 3.57 Y 1.95 N 1.81 N 1.17 N
(12̄12̄)[12̄13] (variant IV) 2.66 Y 1.66 N 0.93 N 1.07 N
(11̄02̄)[11̄01] (variant V) 2.50 Y 1.58 N 1.93 N 0.80 N

the effect of impact velocities on shock-induced defor-
mation. Within A-type grain, shock impact at up =
1.0 km s−1 conduces to two new type of variants, apart
from variants I–III activated at up = 0.5 kms−1, i.e., the
variant IV (a type of rotated [101̄0] α′ variant), owing
to the emission of (12̄12̄)[12̄13] twinning, and the vari-
ant V (a type of rotated [0001] variant), contributed by
the (11̄02̄)[11̄01] twinning (Fig. 10(d)). Such phenom-
ena can be interpreted via calculating their correspond-
ing resolved shear stress, i.e., τRSS ≥ 2.50 GPa (Table I).
Within B-type grain, the higher impact velocity (up =
1.0 km s−1) just prompts one type of variant (variant II,
Fig. 10(e)), but two types (variant I and II) at up =
0.5 km s−1. However, the calculated τRSS cannot sup-
port this result, where τRSS ¿ 2.50 GPa for (12̄11)[12̄16̄]
twinning at up = 1.0 kms−1 (τRSS = 3.47 GPa, Table I).
An explanation is proposed that the final twinning band,
owing to rapid growth of primary variant II, prevents
the formation of other variant, and thus no variant I is
observed.

Shock-induced nanovoid compaction

Under shock compression, the nanovoid compactions,
i.e., local densification, are involved in the consolidation
of NP-Mg. Such compaction prompts the structural de-
formation, including the plasticity at lower impact veloc-
ities (up ≤ 1.0 kms−1) and disordering at higher impact
velocities (up ≥ 2.0 km s−1). Reversely, the activities of
structural deformation also conduces to the void com-
pactions induced by the local stress-concentration. To
understand the correlations between structural deforma-
tion and void compactions, an explicit description of pro-
cedures of compactions in dynamics is necessary.
We here explore the dynamic procedures of nanovoid

compactions locally, induced by plasticity (Fig. 12(a)–
(d)) and disordering (Fig. 12(e)–(h)), during shock com-

pression. At the lower-impact velocities (e.g., up = 0.5
km/s), GBs, adjacent to void, prefer to slide when shock
wave passes through, giving rises to apparent the stress
concentration (t = 3 ps, Fig. 12(a)). Then the acti-
vation of basal SFs and deformation twinning ({112̄1}
twin) near the void, originated from GBs, conduces to
the movement of some atoms within the interior of grains
and GBs towards the voids (t = 6 ps, Fig. 12(b)). By suc-
cessive sliding of basal SFs and the growth of deformation
twinning, more atoms are participated in the compaction
of nanovoids, faciliating to the apparent void shrinkage
(t = 9 ps, Fig. 12(c)). Finally, the nanovoids are filled
until they annihilate as nanovoid compaction complete (t
= 12 ps, Fig. 12(d)), contributing to a distinct increment
of average mass densities.
At higher-impact velocities, e.g., up = 2.0 km/s,

(Fig. 12(e)–(h)), structural disordering, i.e., melting, due
to the catastrophic, homogeneous activation of slip and
their interactions, rather than the plasticity, accelerates
the nanovoid compactions. Prompted by the amorphiza-
tion, originated from both the GB and interior of grain
(t = 3 ps, Fig. 12(e)), it accelerates the mobility of
atoms, and disordered atoms tend to be forced into the
nanovoids (t = 4 ps, Fig. 12(f)) when shock wave passes
through. Then the nanovoids are compacted and fi-
nally filled by disordering atoms completely (t = 5 and
6 ps, Fig. 12(g) and (h)). Furthering to increase impact
strength, i.e, up = 3.0 km s−1, the microjetting tends to
be formed owing to the existence of nanovoids, and its
growth conduces to a pronounced mass accumulations in
the void, i.e., the local densification.

Release and tension stage

When the shock wave travels to the free surface, it
then triggers a release wave due to the shock reflection
(e.g., release stage), propagating along the opposite di-
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FIG. 12. Snapshots of nanovoids compaction for NP-Mg during shock impact, induced by two mechanisms: (a)–(d) the
plasticity, i.e., deformation twinning and basal SFs at u = 0.5 kms−1, and (e)–(h) disordering, owing to the catastrophic
activation of dislocation with different slip systems at up = 2.0 kms−1, respectively. The color-coding is based on common
neighboring analysis (CNA) and slip vectors, respectively.

rection (right → left), accelerating an apparent decre-
ment of stress (R, Fig. 5). The subsequent interaction
between two release waves, induces a tension wave within
the material, causing a negative stress, i.e., the tensile
stress (e.g., tension stage, T, Fig. 5). When the ten-
sile stress exceeds the ultimate strength of the material,
it facilitates an apparent spallation.[39] However, there
still exists two most significant questions in the shock
dynamics: i) Is the deformation (i.e., deformation twin-
ning) reversible when the release wave passes? What is
the mechanism for the spallation caused by stretching?
It is difficult to acquire the answers accurately, via ana-
lyzing the postmortem microstructures in the traditional
dynamic experiments, owing to its limited information
on the process.[91, 92]

Twinning in tension: compression-tension asymmetry and

reversible detwinning

We here first focus on the plasticity, especially the de-
formation twinning, in NP-Mg during the release and
tension.
A. Compression-tension asymmetry of defor-

mation twinning. From the previous section, it is evi-
dent that certain pairs of twins arise within certain grains
under shock. Is the deformation twin crystals’ evolu-
tion process reversible during unloading or stretching? In
the study on shock deformation of single-crystal Mg with
HCP structure, Chen [21] et al. used synchrotron X-ray
diffraction to observe that the evolution of twins is not
identical during compression and tension processes. Ad-
ditionally, no twinning information was observed inside
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FIG. 13. The orientation maps (OM) and XRD patterns,
showing (a) and (b) the compression-tension asymmetry of
deformation twinning within the D- and C-type grains, where
deformation twinning can only be activated at tension stage;
and (c) and (d) the reversible detwinning within the B-type
grains, where deformation twinning emitted at compression
stage tend to turn back at tension, for NP-Mg during shock
impact (up = 1.0 kms−1). The cross sections are 12 × 12 nm2,
viewed along the z axis. In different patterns, the indexes, re-
marked in white, green, and red, represent the parents (α),
the primary twin variants (α′), and the secondary twin vari-
ants (α′′), respectively.

the single-crystal Mg when shocked along the [0001] grain
direction (parallel to the C-axis), whereas obvious tensile
twins were formed in the tensile stage. Williams [34] et al.
used time-resolved in situ synchrotron X-ray diffraction
shock experiments to observe significant twinning during
shock compression and de-twinning during stress relief
in real time in the FG AMX602 Mg alloy, a phenomenon
that typically occurs during tensile twinning of {101̄2}
with a densely arranged hexagonal material structure.
B. Reversible detwinning. As for the np-Mg, we

used XRD simulation methods [Figs. 14] by comparing
the structural information of the shock and release stage.
We found that during the relase stage, the diffraction pat-
terns of C and D grains, which were previously difficult
to produce twins, formed a new set of diffraction spots,
which were analyzed to show that the C grains formed
T3 [Fig. 14(a)]and the D grains formed T1 [Fig. 14(b)]
which are basically consistent with the shock experiments
of single crystal Mg. In contrast, the twins formed at
the shock stage of A and B grains recede during release:
as shown in Fig. 14 (c) and (d), the T1 twin recedes
completely and the diffraction spots of the corresponding
twins disappear completely at release stage. Observing

FIG. 14. (a)–(d) The release-induced α′′-α′ reversed de-
twinning and the α′′-α transition for the {112̄1}〈1̄1̄26〉 →
{112̄2}〈1̄1̄23〉 double twinning in NP-Mg during the release
stage at up = 1.0 km s−1. The color coding is based on com-
mon neighbor analysis (CNA). The cross sections are 12 × 12
nm2, viewed along z-axis. Here α, α′, and α′′ represent the
parents, primary twin variants, and secondary twin variants,
respectively. (e) The schematic illustrations for the mecha-
nisms for α′′-α′ and α′′-α transitions.

the diffractograms corresponding to the T2 [Fig. 14(d)],
it is found that the diffraction spots corresponding to the
T2 disappear and the twin is completely retreated, But
T2’s neighboring twin, T1, has not receded and has even
grown. The twinning process of {101̄2} twins is consis-
tent with that described by Williams et al. However, the
twinning process of {112̄1} twins and {112̄2} twins has
not been confirmed by experimental observation.

The spallation

Spallation is very difficult to occur due to its low ten-
sile stress within the np-Mg at lower impact strength (up
≥ 0.5 km/s). Once the value of the tensile stress exceeds
the ultimate strength of the spallation, laminar crack-
ing occurs in the np-Mg (Fig.15), with the increase of
impact velocity (up = 1.0 km/s). Spallation in np-Ti
primarily occurs via the softening effect When up = 1.0
km/s, the spallation is attributed to the GB-sliding and
GB-softening at GBs. In tension, the SFs rapidly pro-
liferate and tangle around grain boundaries [t = 40 ps;
Fig.15(a)], and subsequent interaction of SFs promotes
the expansion of disordering areas [t = 45 ps; Fig.15(b)],
accelerating the concentration of stresses, and leading to
softening of the grain boundaries and the formation of
small voids. Then, these disordering experience the rela-
tive slide, leading to the widening of the grain boundaries
[t = 50 ps; Fig.15(b)], and contributing to the subsequent
nucleation of voids within the grain boundaries. Such
relative slide at the grain boundaries induces the nucle-
ation and growth of numerous voids, finally triggering
spallation. The disordering within the np-Mg promotes
the occurrence of spallation [Fig.15(b)], with the increase
of impact velocity (up =2 km/s). During tension, the
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FIG. 15. Deformation and spallation around the GB triple junctions during release and stages for the NP-Mg at up = 1.0
and 2.0 kms−1, respectively. The color coding are based on common neighbor analysis (CNA) and orientation maps (OM),
respectively.

np-Mg first becomes progressively disordered at an early
stage [t = 35 ps, Fig.15(b)], which then provides the con-
ditions for void nucleation (t = 40 ps). Along with the
nucleation of lots of voids in the disorder regions (t = 45
ps), the material structure eventually fails. Such disor-
dering is essentially the result of melting leading to the
softening of the local structure of np-Mg, owing to the
plastic deformation in disordered regions, where disloca-
tion slips accelerates the mechanical strength release and
mobility of materials.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Using NEMD, we studied the deformation and induced
by shock compression and release in np-Mg. The main
conclusions are listed below:
(a) Based on our findings, at a low shock intensity of

0.5 km/s, the anisotropy of shock-induced plastic wave
propagation in nanopowder Mg is heavily pronounced,
resulting in the formation of a plastic double-wave struc-
ture. As the shock velocity increases, the anisotropy
tends to weaken or disappear.

(b) Shock induces three types of typical twins, and
we focus on the deformation mechanisms of these three
types of twins.. The filling of pores accompanies the
shock process, and two important mechanisms for fill-
ing the pores are plasticity-induced disordered atoms and
melting-driven disordered atoms.
(c) Twins are prone to nucleation at the HAGB. Three

typical types of twin crystals are formed during the shock
process. The nucleation and growth of twin crystals
have a significant relationship with crystal orientation.
The larger the angle between the shock direction and the
grain C-axis, the easier twin crystals are formed, result-
ing in a greater abundance of inspired twin crystals. It is
noteworthy that when the shock direction and the grain
C-axis are parallel, no matter the intensity of the shock,
twin crystals cannot be produced. In addition, rich inter-
actions occur between twins and twins, grain boundaries,
and dislocation slips.
(d) Wave release and tensile stresses promote the re-

ceding of twins and the recrystallization of some disor-
dered atoms. Some grains formation of unloaded twins is
also observed, causing orientation effects. The deforma-
tion of twins produced under shock compression exhibits
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high reversibility. Disorder produced under shock com-
pression is partially reversible.
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