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Abstract

Materials are often heterogeneous at various length scales, with variations in grain structure, defects, and composition
which has a strong influence on the emergent macroscopic plastic behavior. In particular, heterogeneities lead to
fluctuations in the plastic response in the form of jerky flow and ubiquitous strain bursts. One of the crucial aspects
of plasticity modeling is scale bridging: In order to deliver physically correct crystal plasticity models, one needs to
determine relevant microstructural length scales. In this paper we advance the idea that continuum descriptions of
dislocation mediated plasticity cannot neglect dynamic correlations related to the avalanche behavior. We present
an extensive weakest link analysis of crystal plasticity by means of three-dimensional discrete dislocation dynamics
simulations with and without spherical precipitates. We investigate strain bursts and related length scales and conclude
that while sufficiently strong obstacles to dislocation motion tend to confine the dislocation avalanches within well-defined
sub-volumes, in pure dislocation systems the avalanches may span the system, implying that the dynamic length scale
is, in fact, the size of the entire sample. Consequences of this finding on continuum modeling are thoroughly discussed.
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1. Introduction

During plastic deformation of crystalline matter dis-
locations move and interact in a complex manner due to
their anisotropic long-range stress fields, constrained mo-
tion and various short-range interactions. Modeling and
understanding this complex spatio-temporal dynamics is
vital for predicting the mechanical behavior of materials.
Representing the dislocation microstructure can be per-
formed on multiple scales: i) molecular dynamics (MD)
considers every atom in the crystal, ii) discrete disloca-
tion dynamics (DDD) considers every discrete dislocation
in the system as line-like objects and represents the atomic
lattice with an elastic continuum, while iii) continuum dis-
location dynamics (CDD) models homogenize the disloca-
tions as well and are formulated on the level of continuous
dislocation density fields [1, 2]. Whereas the main issue
in the MD → DDD transition are the mobility rules of
individual dislocations [3, 4, 5], the fundamental quanti-
ties in the DDD → CDD scale bridging are length scales
related to the microstructure [6, 7]. One of the reasons
for the latter is that spatial correlations build up between
dislocations (one form of which are dislocation patterns)
that one can take into account in CDD theories with strain
gradients and corresponding length-scales related to static
correlation lengths [8, 9]. The term “static” corresponds
to the fact, that these length parameters are obtained from
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instantaneous snapshots of the dislocation microstructure
[10, 11, 7, 9].

Since this paper is concerned with dynamic length
scales that are related not to individual states of a dis-
location structure, rather its dynamics, let us now sum-
marize some important features related to dislocation mo-
tion. Recently it was found that crystal plasticity is gov-
erned by wildly fluctuating mechanisms characterized by
broad, power-law-like distributions of acoustic emission
events that correspond to the sudden rearrangement of
dislocations [12, 13, 14, 15, 16]. Deformation, thus, pro-
ceeds in a sequence of short plastic events, characterized
by a sudden unzipping of dislocation sub-structures in a
certain sub-volume of the crystal followed by their quick
rearrangement [17, 18, 19]. When the sample size is small
(typically few microns or below) these events, called dis-
location avalanches, may span the entire specimen and,
therefore, manifest in large and unpredictable strain bursts
that prevent controlled forming. This phenomenon, there-
fore, poses a significant challenge for practical applications
at this size scale.

The main strategy to mitigate the negative effects of
these bursts is to control their maximum size. As it was
shown experimentally by Weiss and co-workers [20], intro-
ducing quenched disorder in the crystal lattice (through,
for instance, precipitation or alloying) may limit the spa-
tial extension of the fluctuations by obstructing the mo-
tion of the dislocations [21, 22, 23, 24, 25]. It was sug-
gested, that the phenomenon is related to a (dynamic)
length scale: whenever the sample is smaller than this
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scale plastic fluctuations are wild (that is, avalanches span
the whole sample and forming cannot be controlled due to
large strain bursts), and if the sample is larger than this
scale, then fluctuations become mild (that is, the plastic
response is bulk-like). Nevertheless, the physical back-
ground of this process and how such a dynamic length
scale could be introduced are still elusive. We stress, how-
ever, that in both regimes dislocations move in a stick-slip
manner, that is, the avalanche-like motion of dislocations
is ubiquitous, the difference lies mainly in the avalanche
sizes and their distribution.

The main objective of the research presented in this
paper is to investigate the spatial extension of dislocation
avalanches and, in particular, the role of precipitates in
confining the avalanches spatially. More specifically, we
focus on characterization of the extent of dynamic cor-
relations at the onset of the first dislocation avalanche,
i.e., the “excitation volume”. This issue is naturally con-
nected to the question of whether plasticity is a weakest
link phenomenon [26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34], as well
as to the nature of the excitation spectrum quantified by
presence or absence of singularities in the distribution of
local excitation stresses [35]. It is a natural assumption
that if a solid body is subjected to external stress, plas-
tic events (dislocation avalanches) will be triggered at the
subsequent weakest spots of the material. This idea was
also supported by experimental observations, like weakest
link statistics of micropillar strengths, motivating several
successful models of plasticity in the recent years [36, 37].
This approach suggests that dislocation avalanches can be
triggered individually and are characterized by a local vol-
ume being excited at a certain yield stress. This means
that whenever mechanical load is applied to a part of the
sample larger than the excitation volume, the avalanche
can be triggered. For triggering the applied stress must ex-
ceed a given threshold, that can be considered as the yield
stress of that sub-volume of the material. So it is straight-
forward to assume, that microstructural inhomogeneities
of materials can be represented in a higher-scale descrip-
tion by local yield stresses (LYSs). Although this assump-
tion seems straightforward, in a simplified 2D discrete dis-
location dynamics (DDD) model it turned out that the
conventional weakest link argumentation is only valid in
systems with obstacles for dislocation motion [38]. In pure
(obstacle-free) systems, avalanches could always span the
entire volume due to the 1/r-type long-range interaction
of dislocations [39]. In conclusion, in the terminology of
wild and mild fluctuations mentioned above, pure systems
are always wild and the obstacles with short-range stress
fields introduce a length scale and may make fluctuations
mild [24].

However, 2D DDD models with point-like (that is, al-
ways straight) dislocations cannot, by nature, properly de-
scribe all the features of realistic 3D dislocation dynamics.
This applies especially to the description of dislocation
lines interacting with point-like obstacles (e.g., spherical
precipitates), including phenomena such as bowing out of

dislocation lines around and in between precipitates as well
as formation of Orowan loops, which obviously require a
full 3D model. Hence, here we aim at addressing the perti-
nent open question of whether and how the above consider-
ations on the local strengths and the weakest link behavior
extend to the realistic case of 3D DDD simulations with
and without precipitates. In particular, we intend to de-
termine the LYS distributions in 3D DDD simulations and
address how a dynamic length scale can be introduced and
how it depends on the presence of static point-like obsta-
cles.

The paper is organized as follows: In the following sec-
tion (Section 2), we present the methodology used, i.e., the
3D DDD simulations with local loading, describing also the
procedure of detecting the first avalanche. Section 3 then
presents the results of our study, focusing in particular on
the scale-dependent distributions of the LYS as well as on
an analysis assessing to what extent these obey the weak-
est link picture. The paper is finished in Section 4 with
discussion and conclusions.

2. Methodology

2.1. DDD simulations

The simulations presented in this paper are performed
using a modified version of the 3D DDD software Par-
aDiS [40], with the additional inclusion of spherical obsta-
cles or precipitates [3]. In ParaDiS the dislocation lines are
discretized into nodal points connected by straight line seg-
ments. Dislocation motion is realized by moving the nodal
points, which, additionally, can be added or removed de-
pending on segment lengths and curvatures. The total
Peach-Koehler force acting on a node is calculated from
the external stress, the internal stress field generated by
the dislocation segments within the crystal and dislocation
line tension [41]. The forces generated by the internal fields
are divided into local and far-field ones. The local forces
are computed directly via line integrals, while the far-
field forces are obtained from the course-grained disloca-
tion structure using a fast multipole method (FMM) [42].
FMM works without the need of a cut-off distance and is
widely used in other physical systems that contain long-
range forces, such as Coulomb interactions in ionic crystals
or gravitational fields in galaxies. The calculation of the
forces is followed by the time integration and solving the
equations of motion for the discretized nodes. ParaDiS
takes into account the crystal structures and dislocation
character (edge, screw, or a combination of these). The
material specific properties enter the equations of motion
through the mobility functions, relating the forces with the
dislocation velocities v = MFglide, where M is the dislo-
cation mobility and Fglide is the glide component of the
Peach-Koehler force. Bulk properties are simulated by us-
ing periodic boundary conditions (PBC). The interactions
of the dislocation segments in the simulation box with all
of their periodic images is handled within the FMM algo-
rithm.
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Figure 1: (a) A dislocation configuration without precipitates stressed to 100MPa with examples of subboxes for B = 1 and B = 2. (b) A
configuration including precipitates (which are not shown) stressed to the same value. Note the increased roughness of dislocation lines caused
by the presence of precipitates. (c) The same configuration with the precipitates also shown. (d) The same configuration with precipitate
opacity proportional to the distance from the closest dislocation line. This plot emphasizes the role of interaction with precipitates in the
roughening of the dislocation structure.

The modification of ParaDiS incorporates a descrip-
tion of immobile spherical obstacles or precipitates. The
dislocation-precipitate interaction is described by the ra-
dially symmetric Gaussian potential

F (r) = −∇U(r) = −∇2Ab3re
− r2

r2p

r2p
(1)

with the Burgers vector b, the interaction strength A and
the precipitate radius rp. In general, the Gaussian po-
tential allows tuning of the defect strength from weak,
shearable obstacles (A ≲ 1010 Pa) to strong impenetra-
ble obstacles (A ≳ 1011 Pa), which the dislocations have
to bypass via the Orowan mechanism [3, 43].

We consider here an elastically isotropic single crys-
talline material with FCC structure and parameters of
Al: shear modulus G = 26GPa, Poisson ratio ν = 0.35,
Burgers vector b = 2.863 × 10−10 m and, for simplicity,
the same dislocation mobility M = 104 Pa−1s−1 in all
directions. The linear system size L = 1.43µm (typi-
cal for microcrystal compression experiments [44]) is cho-
sen in a way that N0 = 40 initially straight dislocation
lines placed randomly on the glide planes of the FCC lat-
tice relax at zero applied stress to a dislocation configu-
ration in a metastable state with the approximate den-
sity ρ0 ≈ 2.5 × 1013 m−2. The systems with strong ob-
stacles (A = 1011 Pa) were created by randomly placing
Np = 5000 precipitates with radius rp = 40b (correspond-
ing to ∼ 1% volume fraction typical of aluminium alloying)
into a previously relaxed pure dislocation configuration.
Here a second relaxation step was performed so the dislo-
cation configuration could respond to the presence of the
newly introduced precipitates. After the relaxation stages,
a quasistatic stress-controlled loading was implemented,
where the stress is either increased with the constant rate
σ̇ = 1015 Pa/s as long as the collective mean dislocation
velocity is below a threshold or is kept constant with ac-
cumulating plastic strain when the velocity is above the
threshold. Notice that in the system with precipitates, the
mean precipitate spacing sets a length scale that breaks the

similitude principle of pure dislocation systems [45].

2.2. Local loading

In order to characterize the local strength of sub-
volumes, we utilize the concept of LYS, that is, the stress
threshold of yielding during loading a small local sub-
volume. This local variable was shown to correlate very
strongly with the loci of plastic events during global load-
ing in model amorphous solids [46, 47, 48]. The LYS also
proved to be an important variable in mesoscale simula-
tions [49, 50, 51, 52], in continuum dislocation field theo-
ries [33, 53, 54], and in nanoindentation experiments used
for measuring local hardness as well [55, 56]. Our loading
protocol used to measure the LYS is motivated by the one
used to probe model amorphous materials [46, 47, 57] and
is similar to the method applied earlier in 2D discrete dis-
location systems [35, 38, 58]. The LYSs are measured in
cubic (sub)systems (see Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 2(b)) to which
we will refer to as boxes. These boxes are obtained by a re-
cursive division of the system. The number of subsequent
division steps is denoted by B. B = 0 corresponds to the
whole simulation cell, B = 1 consists of its 23 = 8 boxes
after one division and B = 2 corresponds to the 8×8 = 64
boxes after two subsequent steps of division. During local
probing the quasi-static loading protocol described in the
previous subsection is used in every case. If B > 0, local
loading is realized through dislocation mobility: disloca-
tion nodes outside the box are immobile (M = 0) while
the ones within the box are let to move normally.

2.3. Avalanche detection

The avalanche detection is based on the plastic strain
rate ε̇p which is computed according to

ε̇p(tn) =
εp(tn)− εp(tn−1)

tn − tn−1
(2)

where εp is the accumulated plastic strain and tn is the
elapsed time after n timesteps. An avalanche is detected
if the plastic strain rate exceeds a certain threshold ε̇p,th.
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Figure 2: (a) The evolution of the dislocation structure in a configuration with precipitates (not shown) during a dislocation avalanche. In
this case the whole simulation box is loaded (B = 0). The color scale ∆t/τ is the dimensionless time which is 0 at the beginning and 1
at the end of the plastic event. (b) The evolution of the dislocation structure of the same configuration when only a small cubic region
(highlighted in red) is loaded (B = 1). The dislocation motion within this region is very similar to the local motion in the B = 0 case. (c)
The stress-plastic strain curves corresponding to (a) and (b) with a color code consistent with the 3D plots. The two events that are alike in
appearance occur at a similar external stress (within 15% difference) as well. (d) The plastic strain rate ε̇p as a function of loading stress σ
for the systems corresponding to (a) and (b). Due to the enhanced dislocation motion the avalanches manifest in peaks in the plastic strain
rate. The different noise level and dissimilar peak values of the plastic strain rate make the use of different thresholds for different B values
sensible.

The box size naturally affects the extent of mobile disloca-
tions as well as the noise level, therefore, different thresh-
olds have to be applied for different box sizes. The thresh-
olds are not dependent, however, on the extent of quenched
disorder. The values of ε̇p,th are summarized in the sup-
plementary material. The thresholds are chosen such that
they are above the typical noise level but low enough to
detect signals of significant size. The LYS assigned to a
box is defined as the external stress at the onset of the
first avalanche detected.

3. Results

In order to investigate the effect of precipitates on
the plastic behavior, two fundamentally different cases are
considered. We study systems consisting of only dislo-
cation lines and ones that (besides dislocations) include
strong quenched disorder in the form of a high density
of strong (impenetrable) precipitates. In the former case
dynamics is purely determined by the elastic long-range

interaction of dislocations and the external stress. The
latter case, however, approximates well the other limit-
ing scenario when the short-range dislocation-precipitate
interactions dominate the dynamics. In the following the
two scenarios are compared in terms of the plastic response
and the LYSs.

3.1. The effect of precipitates and box division on the plas-
tic response

A total of 20 initial dislocation configurations are cre-
ated for both types of systems with and without precipi-
tates. The division and external loading is performed for
all 20 + 20 systems. Sample configurations stressed to
100MPa are visualized in Fig. 1 with subfigure (a) rep-
resenting the precipitate-free system and the volume sub-
divisions whereas subfigures (b)-(d) illustrate the impact
of precipitates on the system. It should be noted that a
small number of boxes, especially for B = 2, some of the
boxes contain insufficient or zero amount of dislocation
segments, that lead to diverging LYSs. Thus, instead of
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the average, the median is chosen to obtain representative
stress-strain curves.

The median stress-plastic strain curves show that the
inclusion of precipitates significantly increases the strength
of both the whole systems (B = 0) and the subboxes
(B > 0) (see Fig. 3(a)). Additionally, a hardening size-
effect can be observed as the box size is decreased (that is,
B is increased). Figure 3(b) shows individual stress-strain
curves for B = 0 along the corresponding median curves.
The relative fluctuation sizes, normalized with their me-
dian value, for εp = 0.01% are visualized in the inset. The
relative fluctuations δσ around the median curves increase
as the box sizes are decreased, while the inclusion of pre-
cipitates has a little effect on the relative fluctuations.

Figure 2(a) and (b) show the evolution of two plastic
events at loading cases B = 0 and B = 1 for the same
initial configuration consisting of dislocations and precip-
itates (which are not shown for visibility purposes). The
two events clearly share very similar features in terms of
dislocation activity. Furthermore, according to panel (c)
these alike events occur at quite similar external stress val-
ues as well. This similarity implies that there might indeed
be an underlying weakest link principle in the plastic be-
havior which motivates us to analyze whether and how the
weakest link principle manifests and to compare the two
scenarios, with and without precipitates.

3.2. Local yield stress statistics

The LYS values at different length-scales are shown for
example configurations in Fig. 4. These tree charts consist
of an inner ring representing the full box B = 0 surrounded
by two outer rings subdivided into 8 and 64 cells for B = 1
and B = 2, respectively. Parent box - subbox relations are
indicated by the adjacency of the cells. According to the
weakest link principle, one expects the LYS of a box to be
equal to the smallest LYS of its subboxes. Therefore, the
arrows point from the subbox with the lowest LYS (softest
subbox) to the parent box, while the arrow colors (black
for good, and red for poor inheritance) quantify the rela-
tive difference in the yield stresses. Fig. 4(a) represents a
configuration (without precipitates) in which the expected
inheritance of yield stresses is often violated. On the other
hand, Fig. 4(b) corresponds to an exemplary system (with
precipitates) exhibiting perfect weakest link behavior. The
tree charts of all the systems used for this study are shown
in the supplementary material demonstrating that there is
some variation how the weakest link principle manifests in
individual configurations. Below we, therefore, continue
with the statistical comparison of the two scenarios (with
and without precipitates) in terms of LYSs and weakest
link behavior.

Let us assume that the behavior of the system is deter-
mined by the weakest link principle and the strength of the
links follows a distribution with a power law asymptotic
behavior. More precisely, it is assumed that the probabil-
ity density function p of the yield stress τlink associated
with a link starts as p(τlink) ∝ τklink at τlink → 0. In this
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Figure 3: (a): the median stress µ(σ) as a function of the plas-
tic strain εp computed for the ensembles of boxes of different sizes
B. A clear hardening is observable if the box size is decreased (i.e.
B is increased) or precipitates are introduced to the system. (b):
The individual stress-strain curves (pale-shade lines) exhibit visible
fluctuations around the median behavior even for the B = 0 cases
plotted here. The inset shows the relative fluctuation δσ normalized
with the median value at εp = 0.01% (indicated by the black dashed
line). The relative fluctuations are significantly higher in smaller
boxes but are similar with or without precipitates.

case the LYS τy (at a certain scale B) is expected to obey
Weibull distribution [59, 60]:

CDF(τy) = CDFWeibull(τy, k, λ) = 1− exp

[(τy
λ

)k
]
. (3)

Here, k and λ are the so-called shape parameter and scale
parameter, respectively. The LYS data can indeed be fit-
ted well with a Weibull distribution for all three scales
considered, with or without precipitates (see Fig. 6). In
order to obtain a proper estimate of parameter k the low-
stress tail of the distribution should be fitted. Therefore,
when fitting by employing the least-squares method each
residual (corresponding to a data point) is weighted with
a weight proportional to 1/CDF(τy). Curve collapse can
be obtained by rescaling the LYS values with power α of
the linear box size Lbox (see the insets of Fig. 6) and it
can be fitted with a master curve.

It was shown earlier that the number of links is scal-
ing with the linear size Lbox with an exponent Dlink = kα
(which we will refer to as link dimension) where k is the
shape-parameter of the master curve [33]. The link di-
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a)

b)

Figure 4: Tree charts representing the LYSs (τy) in two example
systems. The three rings correspond to the three extents of division
(B = 0 is the inner circle and B = 2 is the outer ring). The adjacency
between cells of different rings indicates parent box - subbox relation.
The inheritance of the LYSs from the softest subboxes is highlighted
by the black arrows. Red arrows correspond to cases where the
LYS of the softest subbox is not inherited to the parent box (there
is at least a factor of 2 difference). (a): a configuration without
precipitates in which the LYS inheritance is often violated. (b): a
configuration with precipitates with particularly good inheritance
behavior.

mension values and the corresponding fit parameters are
listed in Tab. 1. In the case of configurations with pre-
cipitates Dlink is very close to the dimension D = 3 while
Dlink is significantly higher than D if precipitates are not
present. This can be interpreted as follows: if precipitates
are included, links are more localized, therefore, an almost
extensive scaling of links can be observed (Dlink ≈ D).
In the systems without precipitates, however, links can
be highly extended. These links might not be activated
in smaller boxes, therefore, as the box size is increased,
virtually new activable links appear resulting in a super-
extensive scaling (Dlink > D). From this result it can be
concluded that when short-range interaction have a signif-
icant impact on the dislocation dynamics the traditional
weakest link behavior can be observed. However, if the
system is dominated by the long-range elastic interaction
of dislocations, the dynamical behavior does not obey the
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Figure 5: The LYSs τ

(2)
y,min of the softest subboxes at scale B = 2

against the LYSs τ
(1)
y of the parent boxes at scale B = 1 in systems

(a) without precipitates and (b) with precipitates. The dashed lines
correspond to the identity line with a 20% tolerance marked by the

dotted lines. The insets show the distribution of the ratio τ
(2)
y,min/τ

(1)
y

with a bin size of 0.4 and the contoured bars corresponding to the
points bounded by the dotted lines of the main figures.

conventional weakest link principle and the dynamics is
more complex.

The same can be concluded based on the statistical
analysis of the parent box - subbox relations. To this end,
we consider the softest subboxes for B = 2, and compare

their LYSs τ
(2)
y,min with the values of the corresponding par-

ent boxes, as shown in Fig. 5. The difference between the
systems without precipitates [Fig. 5(a)] and with precip-
itates [Fig. 5(b)] is remarkable. The distribution of the
ratio of the LYSs of the softest subboxes and their par-
ent boxes is shown in the insets. In systems without pre-
cipitates about 20% of the parent boxes inherit the yield
threshold from their softest subbox within a precision of
20%. In the case of configurations containing precipitates,
however, this precise inheritance is more prevalent: it is
true for more than half of the parent boxes. In an ideal
weakest link scenario (in which the LYSs are accurately in-
herited from lower scales) the Spearman correlation Cs

1,2

between the local yield thresholds of parent boxes at scale
B = 1 and their softest subboxes at scale B = 2 would be
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exactly 1. The ratio of yield stresses of the softest subbox
and the parent box would also be exactly 1. Let us denote
the median of this ratio with µ1,2 which, obviously, should
be also 1 in an idealistic case. The results indicate that
the configurations with precipitates behave more similarly
to the ideal weakest link scenario in terms of Cs

1,2 and µ1,2

as well (see Tab. 2).
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Figure 6: The cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the LYS
τy and the fitted Weibull distribution at different box sizes B in
systems (a) without precipitates and (b) with precipitates. Insets:
Curve-collapse can be obtained by rescaling yield stresses with the
box size Lbox with exponent α. For the values of α and the shape-
parameters k of the fitted principle curves see Tab. 1.

k α Dlink

no precipitates 1.25± 0.05 3.20± 0.10 4.0± 0.3
precipitates 1.55± 0.05 2.20± 0.05 3.4± 0.2

Table 1: The shape-parameters k of the principle curves, the expo-
nents α used for obtaining curve-collapse (see Fig. 6) and the derived
link dimensions Dlink = kα. Systems with and without precipitates
exhibit extensive and super-extensive scaling of link numbers, respec-
tively.

Cs
1,2 µ1,2

no precipitates 0.42 2.00
precipitates 0.72 1.12
weakest link 1.00 1.00

Table 2: Statistical measures characterizing the relationship between
the LYSs of parent boxes at scale B = 1 and their softest subboxes
at scale B = 2 for our simulations (with and without precipitates)
and for an idealistic weakest link scenario. Cs

1,2 and µ1,2 are their
Spearman correlation and the reciprocal of the median of their ratio,
respectively.
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that the structure is more complex on larger scale but still somewhat
below D due to the spatial correlation of dislocations.
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Figure 8: (a): The nodal velocity correlation ⟨vivj⟩ at the first
avalanches at their onset averaged for the two ensembles of config-
urations (with and without precipitates). The data is binned w.r.t.
the node distance ∆r (normalized with the linear size L of the sim-
ulation cell) and is normalized with the value ⟨vivj⟩(0) of the first
bin. The horizontal lines and stripes denote the noise level to which
the velocity correlation tends for pairs of remote dislocation nodes
and its extent of fluctuations, respectively. The correlations for node
pairs of the same dislocation lines and of distinct dislocation lines
are shown in panel (b) and (d), respectively. (c): the distribution of
the length-scale ζ at which ⟨vivj⟩ blends into the noise in individual
configurations. The mode of the distribution (for all nodes) coin-
cides well with the mean dislocation spacing ⟨dd⟩ and with the mean
precipitate spacing ⟨dp⟩ (colored dashed lines) in the no precipitates
and precipitates cases, respectively. The light half circles denote the
mean values of ζ/L and the gray dashed line indicates the linear size
of the smallest (B = 2) boxes employed for LYS analysis.
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3.3. Length scales
So far the LYS statistics was analysed in terms of its

connection to the weakest link principle. Now we turn to
length scales, another set of important ingredients of the
mesoscopic modeling of plasticity, and relate them to how
the weakest link principle manifests in systems with and
without precipitates. In order to characterize the static
correlations of the dislocation configurations the correla-
tion integral of dislocation discretization nodes is com-
puted for the two ensembles of configurations. The value
of the correlation integral at distance R is proportional to
the probability of a pair of nodes being closer than R. As
it is shown in Fig. 7 the correlation function signifies the
existence of two regimes both exhibiting a scaling with R.
For low R values the scaling exponent is close to 1 sug-
gesting a practically 1D (line-like) structure. For large R
values the scaling exponent approaches the system dimen-
sion D = 3 signifying a more complex structure but it is
still clearly below D due to spatial correlation of dislo-
cations. The data suggest that not only the length scale
corresponding to the crossover between the two regimes is
the same for the precipitate and no precipitate cases but
even the whole R-dependent correlation integral is practi-
cally identical. That is, the presence of precipitates does
not seem to influence the systems in terms of static corre-
lations.

Despite the static correlations being the same, the dif-
ferent LYS statistics and weakest link behavior implies
that precipitates significantly affect the dynamics. This
will be demonstrated below using the analysis of dynamic
correlation length ζ. To this end, the nodal velocity cor-
relation (for a single configuration) is defined as

⟨vivj⟩(∆r) =

〈
Nn∑
i=1

Nn∑
j=1,
j ̸=i

δ(∆r − ri + rj)vivj

〉
(4)

where ri and vi are the position and the magnitude of the
velocity of the ith node, respectively, and Nn is the to-
tal number of nodes. δ denotes the delta function. The
ensemble averaged velocity correlation as a function of
∆r = |∆r| is shown in Fig. 8(a). The high values for small
distances ∆r is consistent with the intuition that quickly
moving nodes are surrounded by nodes that typically also
have high velocities. As the distance ∆r is increased, the
velocity correlation ⟨vivj⟩ decreases until it blends into the
noise level. We associate the dynamic length scale ζ with
the smallest distance ∆r at which ⟨vivj⟩ drops below the
noise level. In order to distinguish the contribution of the
movement of single dislocation lines (and consequently, the
coordinated movement of the nodes of these lines) and the
coherent motion of several lines, ⟨vivj⟩ is decomposed into
two terms:

⟨vivj⟩ = ⟨vivj⟩auto + ⟨vivj⟩cross (5)

where ⟨vivj⟩auto and ⟨vivj⟩cross are the velocity correla-
tions of the pairs of nodes from the same and from dif-
ferent dislocation lines, respectively. Here, we consider

two nodes to be of the same dislocation line if one node
can be reached from another through connected disloca-
tion segments while avoiding dislocation junctions. The
average distance dependence of ⟨vivj⟩auto and ⟨vivj⟩cross
are presented in Fig. 8(b) and (d). The distribution of
the dynamic length scale ζ corresponding to all the node
pairs and the two subsets of the pairs is summarized in
Fig. 8(c). There is a clear difference in the velocity cor-
relations between systems with and without precipitates
in particular in the cross-correlation term: the dynamic
length scale is larger on average and reaches larger values
in the case of pure systems without precipitates. In terms
of the total ⟨vivj⟩ this translates to similar differences as
in the case of cross-correlations mainly due to the fact that
cross-correlation has much larger (on average ∼ 50 times
larger) weight in ⟨vivj⟩ than the autocorrelation.

4. Discussion and conclusions

To elucidate the relevance of our results in scale bridg-
ing between discrete and continuum dislocation descrip-
tions of plasticity, let us first step back and look at the
problem from a wider perspective. Material microstruc-
tures are often inhomogeneous and characterized by some
kind of internal disorder. The origin of this disorder may
have various forms, such as density fluctuations (like in flu-
ids or amorphous materials) or a random distribution of
lattice defects in crystalline materials (like variations in the
grain structure or dislocation patterns). Intuitively one
may think that microstructural disorder degrades mechan-
ical properties and it should be avoided/reduced. How-
ever, the truth is often the opposite: as it is well-known
from the Hall-Petch and Taylor relationships, increased
amount of grain boundaries (i.e., smaller grains) and/or
dislocations increase the strength of the material. But
not only the amount of defects matters, but also their
spatial fluctuations. For instance, it has been shown in
amorphous systems that the increase of the fluctuations of
the local atomic density can significantly increase ductil-
ity [61, 62]. Similarly, fluctuations in the lattice distortions
due to varying atomic radii in random alloys (especially in
high entropy alloys) increase strength by obstructing dis-
location motion [63]. It has been shown by Rodney and
co-workers that in order to understand the yielding phe-
nomena in random alloys, one needs to understand the sta-
tistical properties (distribution and spatial correlations) of
the microstructural disorder [64, 65, 66].

In the case of dislocation-mediated plasticity, contrary
to the two examples above, disorder does not originate
from the atomic structure, but rather from the random-
ness of the configurations of the dislocation lines. For ex-
ample, regions with higher dislocation density are typi-
cally stronger than those with lower dislocation content.
Our main assumption motivating the presented research is
that, similarly to other disordered materials, understand-
ing mechanical properties necessitates the in-depth under-
standing of the statistical properties of the disorder. The
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next question we ask is how to quantify disorder for a
complex dislocation microstructure. As it was elucidated
in the introduction, dislocation avalanches are the direct
manifestation of the microstructural disorder through the
local variation of local strength. In this paper we, there-
fore, analyze the statistical properties of the local strength,
and how it affects the nature of plastic deformation of crys-
tals, especially when it comes to the relevant dynamical
length scales. Here the key idea is to study to what extent
the weakest link picture (that is, the inheritance of LYSs
from lower to higher scales) is realized in dislocation sys-
tems with and without precipitates. We find that the sub-
volumes triggered during the onset of the first avalanche
tend to get confined by quenched disorder, and hence the
crystal can be partitioned into sub-volumes within which
a LYS value can be defined such that the weakest link pic-
ture works remarkably well in crystals with precipitates.
On the other hand, the onset of avalanches in pure dis-
location systems without any quenched pinning tends to
be significantly less localized and typically involves several
dislocations in different parts of the system. This then
implies that, at least for the system sizes we are able to
consider here, defining LYSs for scales smaller than the
system size does not result in a clear-cut weakest link type
of behavior.

It is important to note that the length scale character-
izing the size of the triggered sub-volumes does not coin-
cide with the static length scale of the system. In fact,
the static correlations of the snapshots of configurations
is practically the same for the two ensembles of configura-
tions (with and without precipitates) studied in this work
and it is the dynamic length scale (based on dislocation
velocity correlations) what characterizes the extension of
avalanche triggerings.

When it comes to scale bridging between discrete and
continuum descriptions of plasticity it is important to note
that fluctuations related to dislocation avalanches are usu-
ally averaged out in CDD descriptions, since yield strength
is assumed to be a deterministic function of the local dislo-
cation density via the Taylor relationship [67, 68, 69, 70].
As such, CDD models by construction cannot account for
dislocation avalanches and the effect of small-scale mi-
crostructural disorder. To fill the gap and to understand
the role of disorder in yielding, mesoscale stochastic con-
tinuum dislocation dynamics (SCDD) models have been
introduced, where disorder is represented in the LYS that
is assumed to be a random variable [36, 53, 54]. To pa-
rameterize such models two fundamental questions need
to be answered: how to choose (i) the spatial resolution of
the model and (ii) the distribution of the LYS. The results
presented here aim to address both these issues.

According to our results, when choosing the correct
resolution for the mesoscopic modeling of plasticity, the
dynamic length scale has to be considered instead of the
static length scales (e.g., the typical dislocation spacing or
characteristic distances related to the cell structure, etc.);
otherwise the avalanche activity might not be modeled

properly. In other words, this dynamic length scale de-
termines the size of the representative volume element of
the mesoscopic modeling of avalanche phenomena in the
system.

Besides a properly chosen length scale, the LYS is also
crucial ingredient of a transition to mesoscopic modeling as
the heterogeneity originating from disorder is introduced
by the variation of the LYS. Therefore, it is important
to understand how exactly these stresses should be intro-
duced in terms of, e.g., distribution, spatial correlations,
etc. Our results show that the LYS is Weibull-distributed
(as expected based on weakest link principles). While the
present data is insufficient to acquire meaningful conclu-
sions about spatial correlations, it can be assumed that
at least in short range (i.e., for highly overlapping sub-
volumes) the LYSs are not uncorrelated. Since the dy-
namic length scale characterizes the size of easily trigger-
able sub-volumes (soft spots), it is a natural assumption
that it is connected to how the LYSs are correlated in
space. However, it remains to be answered by future re-
search whether and how the correlation length of LYSs is
related to the dynamic length scale.

It should be emphasized that the present analysis is
based on the “first avalanches” which occur at rather small
stresses/strains, that is, typically well below the critical
stress σc of the depinning transition of the dislocation as-
sembly in the presence of strong enough precipitates [43].
Moreover, one has to also make a distinction between the
length scales associated with the initial, triggering part of
the avalanche, and that of the avalanche as a whole [58].
This becomes evident especially when approaching σc from
below: The cutoff avalanche size (when considering an “ex-
tensive” measure of the avalanche size [39]) and hence the
dynamic length scale defined by the spatial extent of the
whole avalanche is expected to increase, and eventually
diverge at σ = σc (this is also suggested by the results in
Ref. [58]). Thus, it would be interesting to study the onset
of the large, system-spanning avalanches at the depinning
critical point in 3D DDD systems with precipitates, to
check if such avalanches are still triggered locally even if
the avalanche as a whole would span the system. Such
analysis would then give insight on the question of if the
weakest link picture would break down even in the system
with precipitates at the depinning critical point.
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