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Generalizing recent work on isotropic tensor fields in isotropic and achiral condensed matter sys-
tems from two to arbitrary dimensions we address both mathematical aspects assuming perfectly
isotropic systems and applications focusing on correlation functions of displacement and strain field
components in amorphous solids. Various general points are exemplified using simulated poly-
disperse Lennard-Jones particles in two dimensions. It is shown that the strain components in
reciprocal space have essentially a complex circularly-symmetric Gaussian distribution albeit weak
non-Gaussianity effects become visible for large wavenumbers q where also anisotropy effects become
relevant. The dynamical strain correlation functions are strongly non-monotonic with respect to q
with a minimum roughly at the breakdown of the continuum limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

The characterization of structural properties of con-
densed matter systems [1–8] often boils down to the
experimental determination of “correlation functions”
(CFs) c(q) = ⟨f(q)f(−q)⟩ of fields f(q) = F [f(r)] mea-
sured in reciprocal space as a function of the wavevec-
tor q [1, 2]. (F [. . .] stands here for the “Fourier trans-
formation” (FT) and ⟨. . .⟩ denotes a convenient average
specified below.) Due to the (partial) translational in-
variance of many systems it is also useful in theoretical
work [1, 3, 5, 7, 9] and computational studies [10] to fo-
cus on the characterization of CFs in reciprocal space, at
least as a first step. The CFs c(r) = F−1[c(q)] in real
space, as shown in Fig. 1, may then finally be obtained
by inverse FT. As already emphasized elsewhere [11–18],
it is now of importance whether the measured field f(q)
is a scalar field (order o = 0) or a component of a “ten-
sor field” (TF) of order o > 0 [19–21]. Let us first focus
on CFs c(r) of scalar fields in real space as sketched in
the second panel of Fig. 1. For isotropic systems such a
CF only depends on the magnitudes r = |r| or q = |q|
of the field vectors r or q in real or reciprocal space. If
a dependency on the normalized directions r̂ = r/r or
q̂ = q/q of the field vectors is observed [22], this demon-
strates anisotropy. Moreover, an observed anisotropic
pattern in the material reference frame (dashed line) does
not depend on the orientation of the coordinate system.
This is in general different if CFs of components of TFs
are probed, simply since the components of TFs depend
explicitly on the coordinate system. This implies that
components of mathematically and physically legitimate
“isotropic tensor fields” (ITFs) may depend on the coor-
dinate systems, however, subject to a generic mathemat-
ical structure summarized in Sec. II A. As an example
further discussed in Sec. IVD, panel (c) of Fig. 1 shows
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FIG. 1: Some useful notions: (a) We consider tensor fields
(TFs) and their correlation functions (CFs) under orthogonal
transformations as the shown rotation of a coordinate sys-
tem by an angle ϕ. θ denotes the angle of the field vector
r in the 12-plane of unrotated coordinates. (b) CFs c(r) of
scalar fields do not depend on the coordinate system. For
isotropic systems c(r) only depends on the magnitude r = |r|
of the field vector r but not on its direction (angle θ). (c) CF
c1212(r) of shear strain field ε12(r) for an isotropic elastic body
revealing an octupolar pattern. The CF is positive along the
axes and negative along the bisection lines of the respective
axes. The pattern rotates with the coordinate frame.

the CF c1212(r) of the shear strain component ε12(r) for
an isotropic linear elastic body [23] in two dimensions
[18] revealing an octupolar pattern [24] which, moreover,
turns if the coordinate frame is rotated by an angle ϕ. Im-
portantly, the fourth-order strain CFs cαβγδ(r) of ideal
isotropic elastic bodies in d dimensions can be theoret-
ically shown to decay as 1/rd for sufficiently large r.
As stressed in Refs. [11, 12, 17, 18], the observation of
such angle-dependences or long-range power-law decays
of CFs of TFs can thus apriori not be used as an indica-
tion of Eshelby-like plastic rearrangements [25, 26].
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We generalize here recent work [15–18] on ITFs and
their invariants in isotropic and achiral condensed mat-
ter systems from d = 2 to arbitrary dimensions d and
address both mathematical aspects assuming perfectly
isotropic systems and various applications of CFs and
linear “response fields” (RFs) of TF components in real
or simulated systems where the isotropy assumption may
not hold on all scales. Focusing on displacement and
strain fields in amorphous solid bodies it is emphasized
that in any dimension d > 1 CFs of TF components
must for mathematical reasons have angle dependencies
distinct from those of true frame-invariant anisotropies.
Second-order CFs of first-order TFs are thus described by
two “invariant correlation functions” (ICFs) while fourth-
order CFs of second-order TFs require in general (under
mild assumptions) five ICFs. We emphasize here that
only two independent ICFs are required for the static
and dynamical CFs of displacement and strain fields,
cf. Sec. IV and Sec. V, and that these ICFs are related to
the two invariant material functions L(q, t) and G(q, t)
of the generalized elasticity TF Eαβγδ(q, t) character-
izing the longitudinal and transverse (shear) displace-
ment field relaxation in so-called “Natural Rotated Co-
ordinates” (NRC) with respect to the wavevector q [17].
As discussed in Sec. II B and Sec. IVF, possible (true)
anisotropies must be described and quantified, just as for
any symmetry breaking, in terms of invariants of the sym-
metry group assumed to be broken. For d = 2 a more
compact representation in terms of only four ICFs for
fourth-order ITFs will be given using a general transfor-
mation which should be useful for the characterization of
CFs of second-order TFs in (effectively) two-dimensional
systems. Such systems have been considered in recent
experimental work [27–29] and a huge number of numer-
ical studies. Following Refs. [17, 18, 30] we shall in fact
also exemplify theoretical predictions and numerical pro-
cedures in d = 2 using computational results obtained
by means Monte Carlo (MC) simulations [10] of “poly-
disperse Lennard-Jones” (pLJ) particles.

We begin in Sec. II with a summary of some proper-
ties of ITFs and a discussion of possibilities to pinpoint
true anisotropies. Some well-known technical notions are
reminded in Sec. III where we summarize in turn the
computational model used in this study (cf. Sec. III A),
the averaging procedures (cf. Sec. III B), the macro-
scopic elastic moduli (cf. Sec. III C), some consequences
of the assumed stationarity of all sampled time-series
(cf. Sec. IIID), the definitions of “response fields” (RFs),
“source fields” (SFs) and “Green and growth function
fields” (GFs) in Sec. III E and finally in Sec. III F the lin-
ear relation between GFs and CFs from the “Fluctuation-
Dissipation-Theorem” (FDT) [1, 7, 9]. We turn then in
Sec. IV to static CFs of strain TFs in amorphous solids
and in Sec. V to more general time-dependent strain CFs.
Our work is summarized in Sec. VI. We provide addi-
tional information on FTs and “Laplace-Carson trans-
formations” (LTs) in Appendix A, on ITFs for isotropic
and achiral systems in Appendix B, on inverse FTs of

such ITFs in Appendix C, on the linear response of dis-
placement fields in Appendix D and on the large-time
behavior of strain ICFs in Appendix E.

II. ISOTROPIC TENSOR FIELDS

A. Summary of properties of isotropic TFs

We summarize here various properties of ITFs. More
details can be found in Appendix II. Using the standard
indicial notation [21] and Cartesian coordinates with or-
thonormal basis [20] it is assumed that all second-order
TFs are symmetric and that the minor and major index
symmetries [21] hold for all fourth-order TFs. Moreover,
it is supposed that all second- and fourth-order ITFs are
even with respect to the field vector as required for CFs
of achiral systems. Most importantly, it is assumed that
the TFs are isotropic, i.e. the isotropy condition [17, 20]

T ⋆
α1...αo

(q) = Tα1...αo
(q⋆) (1)

holds for any orthogonal transformation (marked by “⋆”)
of the coordinate system. As further discussed in Ap-
pendix B 4, these assumptions imply for second- and
fourth-order ITFs that

Tαβ(q) = k1(q) δαβ + k2(q) q̂αq̂β (2)

Tαβγδ(q) = i1(q) δαβδγδ (3)

+ i2(q) (δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ)

+ i3(q) (q̂αq̂βδγδ + q̂γ q̂δδαβ)

+ i4(q) q̂αq̂β q̂γ q̂δ

+ i5(q) (q̂αq̂γδβδ + q̂αq̂δδβγ+

q̂β q̂γδαδ + q̂β q̂δδαγ)

for d ≥ 2 in terms of two invariant scalars kn(q) for
the second-order fields and five invariants in(q) for the
fourth-order fields. For two-dimensional systems it is
possible to rewrite Eq. (3) more compactly by means of
the simple transformation

i1(q) → i1(q)− 2i5(q), (4)

i2(q) → i2(q) + i5(q),

i3(q) → i3(q) + 2i5(q),

i4(q) → i4(q) and

i5(q) → 0

in terms of only four invariants in≤4(q). See Ap-
pendix B 4 e for details. Following Refs. [15, 17, 18] let us
rotate the coordinate system such that the 1-axis points
into the direction of q, i.e. q◦α = qδ1α with q = |q|.
We mark coordinates in these “Natural Rotated Coordi-
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nates” (NRC) by “◦” and define

kL(q) ≡ T ◦
11(q), iL(q) ≡ T ◦

1111(q),

kN(q) ≡ T ◦
22(q), iN(q) ≡ T ◦

2222(q),

iM(q) ≡ T ◦
1122(q),

iG(q) ≡ T ◦
1212(q) and

iP(q) ≡ T ◦
2233(q) (5)

for second- and fourth-order ITFs in NRC. Since the sys-
tem is isotropic these functions depend on the scalar q
but not on q̂. In other words, they are invariant under
rotation and they do not change either if one of the co-
ordinate axes is inversed. These functions (marked by
capital indices) thus provide an alternative set of invari-
ants. Both sets of invariants are related by

kL(q) = k1(q) + k2(q), kN(q) = k1(q),

iL(q) = i1(q) + 2i2(q) + 2i3(q) + i4(q) + 4i5(q),

iG(q) = i2(q) + i5(q),

iM(q) = i1(q) + i3(q),

iN(q) = i1(q) + 2i2(q) and

iP(q) = i1(q). (6)

Using the product theorem of ITFs (cf. Appendix B 3)
one may construct ITFs by taking outer products of ITFs
of lower order. Let us introduce the linear operator

Tαβγδ(q) = O2+[Tαβ(q)] with

O2+[Tαβ(q)] ≡ 1

4
[q̂αq̂δTβγ(q) + q̂αq̂γTβδ(q)

+ q̂β q̂δTαγ(q) + q̂β q̂γTαδ(q)] (7)

constructing a fourth-order ITF from a given second-
order ITF Tαβ(q). The invariants of Tαβ(q) and Tαβγδ(q)
in NRC are related by

iL(q) = kL(q) and iG(q) = kN(q)/4 while

iM(q) = iN(q) = iP(q) = iT(q) = 0. (8)

Similarly, it is possible to construct from a higher order
ITF by contraction with another ITF a lower order ITF.
We shall thus use below the linear operator

Tαβ(q) ≡ O2−[Tαβγδ(q)] ≡ q̂γ q̂δTαγβδ(q), (9)

generating a second-order ITF by taking twice the in-
ner product of a fourth-order ITF Tαβγδ(q) with q̂α. As
shown in Appendix B 8 f, the invariants of Tαβ(q) are

kL(q) = iL(q) and kN(q) = iG(q). (10)

We also note that assuming Aαβ(q) to be an ITF one
may (under mild conditions) define an associated inverse
ITF Bαβ(q) by

Aαγ(q)Bγβ(q) = δαβ . (11)

a
grid

r1

r2

L

L

θr

FIG. 2: Two-dimensional (d = 2) square lattice for fields
in real space with agrid being the lattice constant and nL =
L/agrid the number of grid points in one spatial dimension.
The filled circles indicate microcells of the principal box, the
open circles some periodic images. The spatial position r of
a microcell is either given by the r1- and r2-coordinates (in
the principal box) or by the distance r = |r| from the origin
(large circle) and the angle θ.

With aL(q) and aN(q) denoting the two finite invariants
of Aαβ(q) in NRC and bL(q) and bN(q) the corresponding
invariants of Bαβ(q) this implies

bL(q) = 1/aL(q) and bN(q) = 1/aN(q). (12)

We have formulated above all properties in reciprocal
space. TFs in real and reciprocal space are related by

Tα...(q) = F [Tα...(r)] (13)

as further discussed in Appendix C. Importantly, the FT
of any ITF must also be an ITF, i.e.

T ⋆
α...(r) = Tα...(r

⋆)
F⇔ T ⋆

α...(q) = Tα...(q
⋆) (14)

for the isotropy conditions in, respectively, real and in
reciprocal space. If an ITF of a certain order and index
symmetry is given in reciprocal space, the same holds in
real space and the components and the invariants of each
TF in real and reciprocal space are related by Eq. (13).

B. Numerical test of isotropy hypothesis

We have assumed above that the stated symmetries
hold for all field vectors r or q. Obviously, this can-
not be the case for experimentally or numerically ob-
tained TFs. Deviations do in practice occur at least in
the low-q (large-r) and the large-q (small-r) limits. As
shown in Fig. 2, low-q deviations commonly arise due
to anisotropic boundary conditions [31], e.g., the use of
a standard square periodic simulation box in computer
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simulations [10], large-q deviations simply due to the grid
symmetry and the finite grid lattice constant agrid in real
space used for the data sampling [17]. Moreover, due to
the finite size ξmon of the particles and the ensuing pack-
ing constraints at high densities no real condensed mat-
ter system can be perfectly isotropic for large q. We re-
mind that inhomogeneity necessarily implies anisotropy,
i.e. the failure of Eq. (1) [20]. Let us assume that the sys-
tem is homogeneous for small wavenumbers q ≪ 1/ξhom
with ξhom being set by the typical size of the local het-
erogeneities. This implies that Eq. (1) can only hold for

1

L
≪ q ≪ 1

ξiso
≤ 1

ξhom
(15)

with L being the linear system size in Fig. 2 and ξiso
characterizing the size of local anisotropies.

To test the isotropy hypothesis and to quantify possible
anisotropic effects one needs to measure true invariants.
For TFs sampled using ordinary coordinates in reciprocal
space for a given q-range one has in principle

• to measure a sufficiently large number of compo-
nents of the TF,

• to fit the invariants kn(q) or in(q) according to the
generic mathematical structure of ITFs and

• to decide according to a scalar χ2-test [32] whether
the “isotropy hypothesis” holds.

A related alternative procedure is to do this analysis en-
tirely in NRC. Let us illustrate this for a second-order TF
Tαβ(q) in d = 2. Instead of the two invariants k1(q) and
k2(q) in ordinary space, cf. Eq. (2), one measures in NRC
the components T ◦

11(q) and T ◦
22(q) parallel (longitudinal)

and perpendicular (normal) to q. For an idealized per-
fectly isotropic system these components only depend on
the magnitude q of the wavevector and not on its direc-
tion q̂. In practice, even for reasonable isotropic systems
some q̂-dependence is always present due to, e.g., ther-
mal fluctuations. It is thus justified to compute kL(q)
and kN(q), cf. Eq. (5), using

kL(q) = k1(q) + k2(q) = ⟨T ◦
11(q)⟩q̂ and

kN(q) = k1(q) = ⟨T ◦
22(q)⟩q̂ (16)

by averaging over all wavevectors in some q-bin (of small
width). Possible anisotropies may be measured using the
invariant moments

δkL(q) ≡ ⟨(T ◦
11(q)− kL(q))

m⟩1/mq̂ and

δkN(q) ≡ ⟨(T ◦
22(q)− kN(q))

m⟩1/mq̂ (17)

(with m = 2, 3, . . .) which must vanish for perfectly
isotropic systems. An example is given in Sec. IVF.

FIG. 3: Double-logarithmic representation of the MSD in x-
and y-direction for pLJ particles with n = 10000 and T =
0.2. The MC time t in units of MC steps (MCS) counts the
average number of local move attempts per monomer. Free
diffusion with a finite diffusion constant D is observed if swap
MC moves are included (squares). This allows to efficiently
equilibrate the systems at the given temperature. If the swap
MC moves are switched off (circles), the MSD rapidly level
off and glassy behavior is observed. As expected for isotropic
systems the MSD in both spatial directions are identical.

III. SOME TECHNICAL ISSUES

A. Polydisperse Lennard-Jones particles

Quite generally, computer simulations are of interest
where a slow but realistic dynamical algorithm is mixed
with a fast albeit artificial algorithm allowing to effi-
ciently sample the phase space [10, 33]. This can be
achieved for polydisperse glass-forming colloids by com-
bining “molecular dynamics” (MD) simulations or local
MC hopping moves [10, 33] with “swap MC moves” [34]
exchanging the diameters of two randomly chosen par-
ticles [17, 30]. As in previous studies [17, 18, 30], we
present numerical results obtained for two-dimensional
“polydisperse Lennard-Jones” (pLJ) particles quenched
and tempered with switched on swap MC moves. As
can be seen from Fig. 3 presenting the standard particle
“mean-square displacements” (MSD), due to the addi-
tional swap MC moves free particle diffusion over large
distances is observed and all systems can be considered to
be well equilibrated. More information on computational
details can be found in Refs. [17, 18]. Lennard-Jones
units [10] are used throughout this work. All production
runs are finally performed by switching off the swap MC
moves. The MSD then rapidly level off as can be seen
from the circles in Fig. 3. As expected for an amorphous
solid, the particles are only able to move over distances
of about 1/10 of the typical particle size (“Lindemann
criterion” [4]). Due to the use of an MC algorithm, not
only the particle trajectories but also collective relaxation
modes reveal an overdamped dynamics (without momen-
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tum conservation) characterized by an effective friction
coefficient ζ which we shall determine in Sec. VF be-
low. All data are sampled at a temperature T = 0.2
which is much lower than the glass transition tempera-
ture Tg ≈ 0.26 [30]. We consider systems containing up
to n = 160000 particles. Compared to Ref. [18] we have
thus increased n by a factor 4. As described in Sec. III C,
the macroscopic elastic properties are determined by the
two Lamé coefficients λ ≈ 38 and µ ≈ 14 [30]. We store
and manipulate the various microscopic fields using pe-
riodic square lattices. This is shown in Fig. 2 for fields
in real space. A lattice constant agrid ≈ 0.1 is used.

B. Different types of averages

As a final and last averaging step we always take the
c-average ⟨. . .⟩c over all independent configurations c
(equilibrated using swap MC moves). It is assumed that
this ensemble is isotropic and achiral and that the num-
ber Nc of configurations of this ensemble is as large
as possible. In practice we have prepared and sam-
pled at least Nc = 100 independent configurations. For
n = 10000 we have Nc = 200.
The k-average a(c) ≡ ⟨âck⟩k for some observable âck

depending on the state k for the given independent con-
figuration c corresponds ideally to the standard thermo-
dynamic average over all allowed states k [1]. For non-
ergodic systems this average generally depends on c. Nat-
urally, in practice only a finite number Nk is sampled.
Since this is done by analyzing the Nk stored “frames” k
of each configuration c, we are limited to Nk = 10000 for
n = 10000 and Nk = 1000 for larger n.
We store for each n and c four time-series with Nk

frames k with equidistant time intervals δτ = 1, 10, 100
and 1000 MCS. The total production time of each time-
series is thus ∆τmax = Nkδτ , e.g., ∆τmax = 106 MCS for
n > 10000 and δτ = 1000 MCS. Storing these different
time-series allows us to check for possible effects of system
size, aging and production time and also to determine
dynamical properties. This is often done in this work by
analyzing t-averages

ā(∆τ) ≡ 1

∆τ

∫ ∆τ

0

dt â(t) ≈ 1

Nt

Nt∑
i=1

â(t = iδτ) (18)

of instantaneous â(t) over “preaveraging times” ∆τ =
Ntδτ ≤ ∆τmax with δτ being the discrete time incre-
ment of the Nt ≤ Nk equidistant measurements. Such
“t-averages” generally depend on both ∆τ and c.

C. Macroscopic elastic moduli

The well-known macroscopic elastic modulus tensor
Eαβγδ [23] is for isotropic systems completely described
by two invariants. Consistently with Eq. (B9),

Eαβγδ = λδαβδγδ + µ (δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ) (19)

using the Lamé moduli λ and µ [21, 23]. We have deter-
mined λ ≈ 38 and µ ≈ 14 for our pLJ particle systems at
T = 0.2 using the stress-fluctuation formalism described
elsewhere [30, 35]. Alternatively, we may describe the
elastic response by means of the creep compliance tensor
Jαβγδ defined by

JαβγδEγδα′β′ =
1

2
(δαα′δββ′ + δαβ′δα′β) . (20)

For isotropic bodies [21, 23]

Jαβγδ =
1 + ν

2E
(δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ)−

ν

E
δαβδγδ (21)

with E being the Young modulus and ν Poisson’s ra-
tio. Consistently with Eq. (20) the two sets of invariants
(λ, µ) and (E, ν) are related in d dimensions by

ν =
λ

2µ+ λ(d− 1)
and

E = λ+ 2µ− (d− 1)λν. (22)

Using the known values for λ and µ for our pLJ particle
systems at T = 0.2 (obtained by means of the stress-
fluctuation formalism) this implies E ≈ 45 and ν ≈ 0.6.
These values have been crosschecked using the corre-
sponding strain-fluctuation relations. We note finally
that all these moduli have first been obtained for each
independent configuration c and only finally c-averaged.
The dispersion of values for different c is, however, neg-
ligible for the system sizes with n ≥ 10000 we focus on.

D. Correlation functions

All instantaneous fluctuating TFs [22] are assumed in
this work to be stationary stochastic TFs (including time-
reversal symmetry). Let us focus first on one independent
configuration c and on a vector field ρ̂α(r, t). The time-
dependent CFs of this TF are defined by

cαβ(q, t) ≡ ⟨ρ̂α(q, t)ρ̂β(−q, t = 0)⟩ (23)

in reciprocal space with t being the “time lag” [10]. ⟨. . .⟩
stands here and in the next two subsections for the stan-
dard thermal average for the given configuration. Taking
advantage of the assumed stationarity, the statistics is
commonly improved by means of a “gliding average” [10]
over all pairs of time t′ and t′′ with t = |t′′− t′|. It is also
useful to introduce the associated MSD [30]

hαβ(q, t) ≡ 1

2
⟨(ρ̂α(q, t)− ρ̂α(q, t = 0))

(ρ̂β(−q, t)− ρ̂β(−q, t = 0))⟩
= cαβ(q, t = 0)− cαβ(q, t). (24)

We have used in the last step that achirality, stationarity
and time-reversal symmetry imply

cαβ(q, t) = cαβ(−q,−t) = cβα(q, t), (25)
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i.e. second-order CFs are symmetric. For large times t
the fields at t = 0 and t decorrelate and we get

cαβ(q, t) → ⟨ρ̂α(q)⟩ ⟨ρ̂β(−q)⟩ and (26)

hαβ(q, t) → cαβ(q, 0)− ⟨ρ̂α(q)⟩ ⟨ρ̂β(−q)⟩ (27)

for t → ∞. For the special cases where ⟨ρ̂α(q, t)⟩ = 0
this implies cαβ(q, t) → 0 and hαβ(q, t) → cαβ(q, 0). For
non-ergodic systems the above functions depend also ex-
plicitly on the configuration c. The ensemble average is
obtained by c-averaging, i.e., cαβ(q, t) ≡ ⟨cαβ(q, t, c)⟩c.
Only this final averaging step over an isotropic ensem-
ble may guarantee that cαβ(q, t) and hαβ(q, t) are ITFs.
Similarly, we shall also consider below fourth-order TFs
cαβγδ(q, t) and hαβγδ(q, t) characterizing the correlations
of second-order instantaneous TFs ρ̂αβ(q, t, c).

In many cases instantaneous stochastic TFs are
strongly fluctuating. It is thus useful to systematically
project out irrelevant fluctuations by preaveraging the
field by means of a t-average as defined by Eq. (18). Let
us focus on t-averaged second-order TFs ρ̄αβ(q,∆τ). The
corresponding fourth-order CFs are defined by

c̄αβγδ(q,∆τ) = ⟨c̄αβγδ(q,∆τ, c)⟩c with (28)

c̄αβγδ(q,∆τ, c) = ρ̄αβ(q,∆τ, c)ρ̄γδ(−q,∆τ, c)

Dropping the TF indices and the q-argument of the CFs
let us write more compactly c(t) for the standard CF
with time lag t and c̄(∆τ) for the CF of the t-averaged
stochastic TF. As shown elsewhere [30] assuming a sta-
tionary stochastic process, the ∆τ -dependence of c̄(∆τ)
can be traced back via

c̄(∆τ) =
2

∆τ2

∫ ∆τ

0

dt (∆τ − t) c(t) (29)

to the time-dependent corresponding CF c(t). Note that
Eq. (29) is closely related to the general equivalence
[3, 10, 30] for transport coefficients of Einstein relations,
corresponding to c̄(∆τ), and Green-Kubo relations, cor-
responding here to c(t). Using c̄(∆τ) has the advantage
that the integral Eq. (29) filters irrelevant high frequen-
cies, i.e. c̄(∆τ) is a natural smoothing function of c(t).
Note that Eq. (29) implies that c(t) is constant iff c̄(∆τ)
is constant and both constants are equal. This even holds
if c(t) and c̄(∆τ) are only constant for a finite but suf-
ficiently large time window [30]. Assuming a Maxwell
mode c(t) = ĉp exp(−t/τp) Eq. (29) implies [30]

c̄(∆τ) = ĉpD(∆τ/τp) with

D(x) = 2[exp(−x)− 1 + x]/x2 (30)

being the “Debye function” well known in polymer sci-
ence [7, 8]. Note that D(x) → 2/x for x ≫ 1. For sys-
tems with overdamped dynamics the relaxation dynamics
can be efficiently described by a linear superposition of a
small number of such Maxwell modes [6, 8].

E. Green and growth function fields

TFs may be characterized by measuring within linear
response the “response field” (RF) due to a small external
“source field” (SF) perturbing the system. As an example
let us consider again a fluctuating vector field ρ̂α(q, t) in
reciprocal space. We assume that at t = 0 a tiny SF
Sα(q)H(t) is switched with H(t) denoting the Heaviside
function, i.e. the SF depends on the wavevector q but is
constant with respect to time for all t ≥ 0. To leading
order this yields a first-order RF

Rα(q, t) ≡ ⟨ρ̂α(q, t)⟩ − ⟨ρ̂α(q, t < 0)⟩
= Gαβ(q, t)Sβ(q)H(t) (31)

with Gαβ(q, t) being a second-order TF depending in gen-
eral also on t. Due to the “convolution theorem” of FTs,
cf. Eq. (A12), this becomes

Rα(r, t) =
1

V

∫
dr′Gαβ(r− r′, t)Sβ(r

′)H(t) (32)

in real space. We call Gαβ(q, t) a “Green function
field” since a localized SF Sα(r) ∝ δ(r) becomes a q-
independent tensor in reciprocal space as further dis-
cussed in Appendix B 8 c. As stated above, it is as-
sumed that the system is not driven by an instantaneous
δ(t)-pulse but rather by a perturbation constant in time.
While Gαβ(q, t) is thus a Green function with respect to
space it is strictly speaking not a Green function with
respect to time but a “growth function” [7], i.e. the time
integral of the δ(t)-response. Hence, “GF” denotes below
“Green function field” if the spatial aspects matter and
“growth function field” otherwise.
We emphasize that for an isotropic system the GF

must be an ITF, i.e.

Gαβ(q, t) = k1(q, t)δαβ + k2(q, t)q̂αq̂β (33)

must hold with k1(q, t) and k2(q, t) being two time-
dependent invariants. While the GF is an ITF, this
does in general not apply for the SF, even for a per-
fectly isotropic system. This may happen especially if the
SF for the perturbation is generated not by an external
perturbation but by an intrinsic instantaneous fluctua-
tion of the system, e.g., due to a local plastic reorganiza-
tion of an elastic body such as the change of connectivity
matrix of a polymer network [8]. While on average for
isotropic systems such intrinsic fluctuating SFs must also
be isotropic, this does in general not hold for an individ-
ual event. Hence, although the GF is an ITF, SFs and
RFs are in general not. It is thus important to carefully
distinguish between the three types of TFs [17, 18].

F. Fluctuation dissipation theorem for TFs

It is crucial that CFs, as defined in Sec. IIID with all
external perturbations being switched off, and GFs, as
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defined in Sec. III E, may be linearly related according to
the “Fluctuation Dissipation Theorem” (FDT) [1, 7, 9].
This implies that the perturbed TF and the SF must be
thermodynamically conjugate, i.e. their inner product
yields a contribution to the (scalar) Hamiltonian. Details
depend now on whether the fluctuating TF is thermody-
namically an extensive field and the perturbation TF an
intensive field or the opposite. Only the former case is
relevant for the present study for which [7, 18]

Gαβ(q, t) = βV hαβ(q, t)H(t) (34)

holds. The RF Rαβ(q, t) thus reveals a continuous
growth behavior starting continuously at Rαβ(q, 0) = 0
[7]. Let us assume that we can by construction impose
⟨ρ̂α(q, t)⟩ = 0 as shown in Sec. IVB for the displacement
TFs. Using Eq. (27) we thus get

Gαβ(q, t) → βV cαβ(q, t = 0) for t → ∞. (35)

Dropping the time argument, we may write the FDT
relation for the static limit concisely as

Gαβ(q) = βV cαβ(q) = βV ⟨ρ̂α(q)ρ̂β(−q)⟩ . (36)

We will use Eq. (36) in Appendix D to compute the
(static) linear response of displacement fields under ex-
ternally applied force fields and Eq. (34) to establish in
Sec. V the relation between the the time-dependent CFs
of displacement and strain fields with the longitudinal
and transverse material functions L(q, t) and G(q, t).

IV. FLUCTUATIONS OF DISPLACEMENTS
AND STRAINS FIELDS IN ELASTIC BODIES

A. Introduction

We consider now the static correlations of displacement
and strain fields uα(q) and εαβ(q) in linear elastic bod-
ies of finite compression modulus. We shall first solve the
problems for arbitrary dimensions d in reciprocal space
and only move back to real space at the end using the
inverse FTs stated in Appendix C 4. The CFs of the dis-
placements uα(q) are discussed in Sec. IVC. This allows
us to define two important static material functions, the
longitudinal and shear moduli L(q) and G(q). We turn
then in Sec. IVD to the (“small”) strain TF εαβ(q) and
verify in Sec. IVE that its components in NRC are for
sufficiently small q circularly-symmetric complex Gaus-
sian variables. The anisotropy of k-averaged strain CFs
is finally characterized in Sec. IVF.

B. Operational definitions

The displacement field uα(q) in reciprocal space (for a
given configuration c and a given state k or time t) may
in principle be defined by integrating the measured ve-
locity field vα(q, t) = u̇α(q, t) starting from any reference

time t = 0. In order to avoid the arbitrary integration
constant, it is imposed that

⟨uα(q, c, k)⟩k = 0 for all q and c, (37)

i.e. any measured uα(q, c, k) is shifted by its k-average.
This means physically and in numerical practice that we
use in real space as a reference position r̃aα for the dis-
placement vector ua

α = raα − r̃aα of each particle a at time
t the k-averaged monomer position

r̃aα ≡ ⟨raα(k)⟩k , i.e. ⟨ua
α(k)⟩k ≡ 0, (38)

with raα(k) denoting the coordinates of particle a of con-
figuration c and state k [18]. We remind that the dis-
placement field in real space may be defined by [36]

uα(r) ≡
1

n/V

∑
a

ua
αδ(r− r̃aα). (39)

It follows from Eq. (38) that the k-average indeed van-
ishes. The linear strain TF is defined by [23]

εαβ(q) ≡
i

2
[uα(q)qβ + uβ(q)qα] (40)

as a symmetric second-order TF associated to uα(q).
Due to Eq. (40) the CFs of displacement and strain fields
are closely related. By construction Eq. (37) and Eq. (40)
imply that the k-averaged strain field must also vanish.
That a displacement or strain TF is an instantaneously
taken phase function is often emphasized by carrets, i.e.
we write ûα(q) and ε̂αβ(q).

C. Displacement correlations

1. Reciprocal space

The CFs cαβ(q) of the instantaneous displacement TF
ûα(q) in reciprocal space are defined by [22]

cαβ(q) ≡ ⟨cαβ(q, c)⟩c with (41)

cαβ(q, c) ≡ ⟨cαβ(q, c, k)⟩k and

cαβ(q, c, k) ≡ ûα(q, c, k)ûβ(−q, c, k) (42)

assuming by construction ⟨ûα(q, c, k)⟩k = 0. In agree-
ment with Eq. (2) we may write

cαβ(q) = k1(q)δαβ + k2(q)q̂αq̂β . (43)

Using the first relation of Eq. (6) we express k1(q) and
k2(q) in terms of the corresponding invariants in NRC

kL(q) = k1(q) + k2(q) = ⟨c◦11(q)⟩q̂ and (44)

kN(q) = k1(q) = ⟨c◦22(q)⟩q̂ = . . . = ⟨c◦dd(q)⟩q̂ .

While for mathematically idealized isotropic systems
c◦αβ(q) must only dependent on the wavenumber q and
not on the wavevector direction q̂, this is generally only



8

approximatively true for real experiments or computer
simulations for often merely statistical reasons. It is then
justified to additionally take the average ⟨. . .⟩q̂ over all
measured directions q̂ [17, 18]. This procedure allows
in principle an appropriate phenomenological character-
ization of displacement fields in, say, dense active mat-
ter and other systems where the equipartition theorem
of statistical physics [1] may not be applicable to re-
late the CFs to thermodynamic linear response moduli.
We shall assume here, however, that the displacements
û◦
α(q) in NRC are Gaussian variables following Maxwell-

Boltzmann statistics. For details see the standard text-
books [1]. Within this harmonic approximation all con-
tributions to the free energy from different wavevectors
and modes factorize and the partition function for a given
q becomes an integral over all uα(q) with a Gibbs weight
exp[−βV δf(q)] set by the free energy density

δf(q) ≡ 1

2
ûα(q)q

2Eαβ(q)ûβ(−q)

=
1

2
û◦
α(q)q

2E◦
αβ(q)û

◦
β(−q) (45)

where we have used in the second step that δf(q) is a
scalar. Here, Eαβ(q) denotes a second-order symmetric
ITF with invariants given by

kEL (q) = kE1 (q) + kE2 (q) ≡ L(q) and

kEN(q) = kE1 (q) ≡ G(q) (46)

where we have introduced the q-dependent longitudinal
modulus L(q) and the q-dependent shear modulus G(q).
Performing then the Gaussian integrals leads to

q2kL(q) =
1

βV L(q)
and q2kN(q) =

1

βV G(q)
(47)

in agreement with Ref. [1]. Let us define by

Eαγ(q)Kγβ(q) = δαβ (48)

a second-order TF Kαβ(q) as the inverse with respect to
Eαβ(q). Using Eq. (12) the invariants of Kαβ(q) are

kKL (q) =
1

L(q)
and kKN(q) =

1

G(q)
. (49)

Following Ref. [1] we thus rewrite Eq. (47) compactly as

q2cαβ(q) = Kαβ(q)/βV (50)

in ordinary coordinates. We note finally that following
Ref. [1] Eαβ(q) may alternatively be defined by the con-
traction Eαβ(q) ≡ O2−[Eαβγδ(q)] of the fourth-order
static elasticity TF Eαβγδ(q) being also an ITF. This will
be elaborated in Sec. VB within a more general context.

2. Computational results

The relations Eq. (47) may be used to determine L(q)
and G(q) from the fluctuations of displacement TFs.

FIG. 4: Static microscopic elastic moduli L(q) and G(q) in
reciprocal space obtained by rescaling according to Eq. (47)
the measured ICFs kL(q) and kN(q) of the displacement TFs
of pLJ particles at T = 0.2 for n = 160000 particles. The
horizontal lines indicate the macroscopic elastic moduli λ+2µ
and µ. L(q) and G(q) are essentially constant below q ≈ 0.5
(thin vertical line) but are seen to strongly decrease for larger
q with a first minimum at the position of the main peak of
the coherent structure factor at q ≈ 6.5 (dashed vertical line).
L(q) and G(q) become similar for q > 4.

This is demonstrated in Fig. 4 for our pLJ particle model
with n = 160000. As can be seen, L(q) and G(q) are es-
sentially constant for wavenumbers below q ≈ 0.5 (thin
vertical line). Using the known macroscopic Lamé coef-
ficients λ ≈ 38 and µ ≈ 14, we find as expected

L(q) → λ+ 2µ and G(q) → µ for q ≪ 2π/ξcont. (51)

Depending somewhat on the criterion, the length scale
ξcont characterizing the breakdown of the elastic contin-
uum assumption is thus about ξcont ≈ 10 for the pre-
sented pLJ particle system. (The trivial prefactor 2π
used here for the determination of ξcont is often sup-
pressed elsewhere for clarity.) See Refs. [28, 29] for re-
lated experimental work using Eq. (47) to extract the
shear modulus µ(T ) as a function of temperature T from
the low-q limit of G(q, T ) using the recorded positions of
effectively two-dimensional colloidal systems. Both gen-
eralized static moduli are seen to dramatically decay over
two orders of magnitude for larger q and the minimum
of both moduli at q ≈ 6.5 (dashed vertical line) coincides
perfectly with the main peak of the coherent structure
factor presented elsewhere [30]. Note also that L(q) and
G(q) are surprisingly similar for the largest q.

3. Back to real space

According to Eq. (14) the inverse FT cαβ(r) =
F [cαβ(q)] must also be an ITF, i.e.

cαβ(r) = k̃1(r)δαβ + k̃2(r)r̂αr̂β (52)
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where the two invariants k̃1(r) and k̃2(r) are in principle
given by k1(q) = kN(q) and k2(q) = kL(q)−kN(q). Fortu-
nately, both generalized moduli become constant in the
continuum limit as seen in Fig. 4. This suggests for suf-
ficiently large systems the approximation L(q) ≈ λ+ 2µ
and G(q) ≈ µ for all q. We use then Eq. (C52), Eq. (C53)
and Table VIII for the exponent η = 2 and introduce the
convenient constants [18]

J1 ≡ 1

µ
− 1

λ+ 2µ
=

λ+ µ

µ(λ+ 2µ)
and J2 ≡ 2

λ+ 2µ
(53)

having the same units as inverse moduli. Within this
approximation we finally obtain

βk̃1(r) =
J1 + J2
8πr

and βk̃2(r) =
J1
8πr

(54)

for d = 3 and a logarithmic behavior for d = 2. We show
in Appendix D how the CFs obtained here determine the
displacement RFs if an external force density is applied.

D. Correlations of strain fields

1. Reciprocal space

The CFs of the instantaneous strain TF, cf. Eq. (40),
are given in reciprocal space by

cαβγδ(q) ≡ ⟨cαβγδ(q, c)⟩c with (55)

cαβγδ(q, c) ≡ ⟨cαβγδ(q, c, k)⟩k and

cαβγδ(q, c, k) ≡ ε̂αβ(q, c, k)ε̂γδ(−q, c, k)

similarly as the CFs of the displacement TFs by Eq. (41).
For an achiral and isotropic system this TF must take the
generic form given by Eq. (3). In fact, only two of the
in general five invariants matter as may be seen by ex-
pressing the strain CFs using Eq. (40) by the CF cαβ(q)
of the displacement fields. As readily seen,

cαβγδ(q) = q2O2+[cαβ(q)] (56)

as in Eq. (7). Using Eq. (8) we get in NRC the two ICFs

cL(q) = q2kL(q) =
1

βV L(q)
and

4cG(q) = q2kN(q) =
1

βV G(q)
(57)

and c4(q) = k2(q) and 4c5(q) = k1(q) in ordinary coor-
dinates while all other invariants vanish. Note also that
using q◦α = qδα1 and Eq. (40) it is seen that only

ε̂◦11(q) = iqû◦
1(q) and

ε̂◦1β(q) = ε̂◦β1(q) =
iq

2
û◦
β(q) for β ̸= 1 (58)

can be finite while ε̂◦αβ(q) = 0 for all other strain com-
ponents. Only the longitudinal and shear ICFs in NRC

cL(q) = ⟨c◦1111(q)⟩q̂ and

cG(q) = ⟨c◦1212(q)⟩q̂ = . . . = ⟨c◦1d1d(q)⟩q̂ (59)

can thus be finite. This implies using Eq. (6) that only
two invariants in ordinary space can be finite:

c4(q) = cL(q)− 4cG(q) and c5(q) = cG(q). (60)

2. Back to real space

As we have seen, all ICFs in reciprocal space be-
come constant for small q. Hence, βV c4(q) ≃ −J1 and
4βV c5(q) → J1+J2/2 for qξcont ≪ 1 using the constants
J1 and J2 of Eq. (53). Let us thus define the two ampli-
tudes ĉ4 = −J1/β and ĉ5 = (J1 + J2/2)/4β of dimension
volume. The inverse FT cαβγδ(r) is then obtained using
Table VIII for η = 0 in terms of the five invariants c̃n(r)
in real space. For d = 3 we get

8πr3c̃1(r) ≃ ĉ4,

8πr3c̃2(r) ≃ ĉ4 + 4ĉ5,

8πr3c̃3(r) ≃ −3ĉ4,

8πr3c̃4(r) ≃ 15ĉ4 and

8πr3c̃5(r) ≃ −3ĉ4 − 6ĉ5 (61)

where “≃” marks that this is the asymptotic limit for
large r and sufficiently large systems. For d = 2 one may
also use Table VII where the “compact representation”
is used. This leads to

4πr2c̃1(r) ≃ 5ĉ4 + 8ĉ5,

4πr2c̃2(r) ≃ −ĉ4,

4πr2c̃3(r) ≃ −6ĉ4 − 8ĉ5,

4πr2c̃4(r) ≃ 8ĉ4 and

c̃5(r) = 0. (62)

Note that this result is consistent with Ref. [18]. Impor-
tantly, all invariants c̃n(r) for d = 3 decay asymptotically
as 1/r3 and all for d = 2 as 1/r2. More generally, the
strain CFs of isotropic elastic bodies in real space thus
decay in any dimension d analytically as cαβγδ(r) ≃ 1/rd.

3. Numerical results

The latter relations for d = 2 are put to the test for
our two-dimensional pLJ particle system in Fig. 5. We
present data obtained for n = 160000 beads at T = 0.2.
Following Ref. [18] we first compute the cαβγδ(q) in re-
ciprocal space using a discrete square grid and perform
than numerically an inverse FT to obtain cαβγδ(r). The
shear-strain CF c1212(r) has already been presented in
the last panel of Fig. 1. It follows from Eq. (62) that

βc1212(r) ≃
J1

4πr2
cos(4θ) for r ≫ 1. (63)

The same large-r limit holds also for βc1122(r) and for
−β(c1111(r) + c2222(r))/2. Moreover,

β(c1111(r)− c2222(r))/2 ≃ − J2
4πr2

cos(2θ) (64)



10

FIG. 5: r-dependence of strain CFs cαβγδ(r) obtained for pLJ
particles in d = 2 for n = 160000 and T = 0.2. The expected
θ-dependence is projected out using Eq. (65) for f(r, θ) and
p as indicated in the legend. (a) Double-logarithmic repre-
sentation for logarithmically binned data. The two power-
law slopes indicate the expected asymptotic behavior using
the constants J1 ≈ 0.07 and J2 ≈ 0.03, cf. Eq. (53), known
from the Lamé moduli λ and µ. (b) Linear representation
for f = −β(c1111(r)− c2222(r))/2 and p = 2 emphasizing the
generic oscillatory behavior for r ≪ 10.

for r ≫ 1. Note that if the coordinate system is turned
by an angle ϕ, as shown in the first panel of Fig. 1, the
above CFs turn with the coordinate system. To obtain
a precise test of the expected r-dependences we project
out in Fig. 5 the angular dependences using

P [f, p](r) ≡ 2× 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ f(r, θ) cos(pθ) (65)

for any function f(r, θ) of the polar coordinates r and θ
using (here) p = 2 and p = 4. For convenience the pref-
actor of the integral is chosen such that P [cos(2θ), 2] =
P [cos(4θ), 4] = 1. Panel (a) of Fig. 5 presents logarith-
mically averaged data using a double-logarithmic repre-
sentation. In agreement with Eq. (63) the indicated first
three cases collapse for p = 4 and r ≳ 20 on J1/4πr

2

(bold solid line). This confirms the octupolar symmetry
[24] of these (rescaled) CFs. Confirming Eq. (64) the last
indicated case with f(r) = −β(c1111(r)− c2222(r))/2 col-
lapses onto J2/4πr

2 (dashed line). p = 2 is used here
in agreement with the predicted quadrupolar symmetry.
We note that the logarithmic average used in panel (a)
suppresses oscillatory behavior for r ≪ 10 which ulti-
mately stems from the packing of the discrete particles.
This is emphasized in panel (b) using a linear representa-
tion for f(r) = −β(c1111(r)− c2222(r))/2. Similar results
are obtained for other particle numbers n [18].

E. Strain distributions in NRC

We have assumed above in Sec. IVC that the dis-
placements û◦

α(q) in NRC are distributed according to a

FIG. 6: Distribution of strain components εL(q) and εN(q) in
NRC for n = 40000 pLJ particles: (a) Trajectory of εL(q, t)
in reciprocal space for one configuration and one wavevector
with q ≪ 1. (b) Normalized distribution of the real-valued
length l defined by Eq. (68) for εL(q) and εN(q). The distri-
bution confirms the expected Rayleigh distribution Eq. (72).

complex circularly-symmetric Gaussian distribution [37].
The same also applies due to Eq. (58) to the strain com-
ponents ε̂◦αβ(q) in NRC being merely rescaled displace-
ment components. We show here that this is indeed the
case for our model system. Let us introduce the conve-
nient notation

εL(q) ≡ ε̂◦11(q) = iqû◦
1(q) and (66)

εN(q) ≡ ε̂◦12(q) =
iq

2
û◦
2(q)

for the longitudinal and normal (transverse) components
in NRC. A scatter plot of εL(q) in the complex plane
for one configuration and one wavevector q is shown in
panel (a) of Fig. 6. The data appears to be indeed dis-
tributed symmetrically around the origin of the complex
plane. The goal is now to numerically characterize this
complex distribution. ⟨. . .⟩ stands in this subsection for
the combined c- and k-average ⟨⟨. . .⟩k⟩c.
Let us rescale for later convenience εL(q) and εN(q) by

the square root of their typical squared averages

ε(q) ⇒ e(q) ≡ ε(q)

⟨ε(q)ε(−q)⟩1/2
(67)

for both components “L” and “N”. Due to the Wiener-
Khinchin theorem, cf. Eq. (A11), both averages are real
and positive and, moreover, equivalent to the ICFs or the
elastic moduli L(q) and G(q), cf. Eq. (47). Let us write

e(q) = e′(q) + ie′′(q) = l(q)eiϕ(q) (68)

with e′ and e′′ being the real and the imaginary parts of
e, l ≥ 0 its real-valued length and ϕ its phase angle. (l
and ϕ are the polar coordinates of e(q).) Hence,

l2(q) = e(q)e(−q) = (e′)2 + (e′′)2. (69)
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FIG. 7: Non-Gaussianity parameters αm(q) for the rescaled
length l of the longitudinal strain components εL(q) in NRC
obtained for our pLJ model at T = 0.2: (a) αm(q) for m =
1, 3, 4, 5 and 6 for n = 160000. (b) comparison of α4(q) for
three system sizes. As seen, αm(q) is tiny for all m, q and n
but increases with m and q and decreases with n.

Due to the above rescaling ⟨l2(q)⟩ = 1 for both strain
components. Panel (b) of Fig. 6 shows the normalized
distributions p(l) of the lengths l of the reduced longitu-
dinal (circles) and normal (squares) displacements. As
emphasized by the bold solid line, a Rayleigh distribu-
tion [38, 39] with p(l) = 2l exp(−l2) is observed. We
also note that plotting p(l)/2l as a function of l2 in half-
logarithmic coordinates yields a purely exponential de-
cay (not shown). The observed distribution can be ex-
plained by reworking Maxwell’s argument [40] for the ve-
locity distribution of an ideal gas for the (effectively two-
dimensional) complex plane. This assumes that the two
components e′ and e′′ are decorrelated, equivalent and
isotropically distributed. This implies a random phase
angle ϕ of uniform distribution and the factorization

p2(e
′, e′′)de′de′′ = p1(e

′)de′ × p1(e
′′)de′′ (70)

of the probability for observing both e′ and e′′ with p1(x)
being the same distribution for each component. More-
over, isotropy implies that p2(e

′, e′′) must be a function of
the scalar l2. Following Maxwell this functional equation
is solved by the normalized Gaussian distribution

p2(e
′, e′′)de′de′′ =

1

π
exp(−l2)de′de′′ (71)

with l2 = (e′)2 + (e′′)2. Such a probability density of
a complex random variable e(q) is called a “complex
circularly-symmetric Gaussian probability density func-
tion” [37]. The probability p(l) for observing a length l
is then the Rayleigh distribution [39]

p(l) = 2πl × p2(e
′, e′′) = 2l exp(−l2) (72)

with l = l(q) being either the length of the rescaled lon-
gitudinal or normal strain component.

We have thus demonstrated in panel (b) of Fig. 6 for
one small wavevector that the distribution is a circularly-
centered complex Gaussian. Whether this still holds for
larger wavevectors is best tested by computing moments
⟨lm⟩ as a function of q. It is convenient to rescale these
measured moments such that they must vanish for a per-
fect Rayleigh distribution. We thus compute for both
strain components the non-Gaussianity parameters

α1(q) ≡ 2√
π

〈
l1
〉
− 1,

α3(q) ≡ 4

3
√
π

〈
l3
〉
− 1,

α4(q) ≡ 1

2

〈
l4
〉
− 1,

α5(q) ≡ 8

15
√
π

〈
l5
〉
− 1 and

α6(q) ≡ 1

6

〈
l6
〉
− 1 (73)

where we note that α2(q) ≡ 0 by definition. The results
obtained for the longitudinal strain components are given
in Fig. 7. Panel (a) presents for our largest system with
n = 160000 particles the moments m = 1, 3, 4, 5 and 6.
Not surprisingly, the observed values systematically in-
crease withm. A comparison of α4(q) for different system
sizes is seen in panel (b). We also note an increase with
q, especially for the largest q. Importantly, |αm(q)| ≪ 0.1
for all measured m, q and n. Similar results have been
observed for the transverse strain components.

F. Various variances and test of anisotropy

1. Introduction

As estimated in Sec. IVC2, the length ξcont charac-
terizing the breakdown of the continuum assumption is
about ξcont ≈ 10 for the pLJ particle system. More-
over, it can be shown [17] that the standard monomer
structure factor, which measures the density fluctuations,
only becomes constant for similar q as the moduli L(q)
and G(q). The length ξhom, characterizing the range of
inhomogeneities due to the local packing of the polydis-
perse LJ particles, is thus similar to ξcont. According
to Sec. II B the length scale ξiso, above which isotropic
behavior is expected, is bounded from below by ξhom,
cf. Eq. (15). This argument suggests that all three length
scales ξcont, ξiso and ξhom are of similar order for the
presented computer model. We attempt here to char-
acterize ξiso directly following Sec. II B by characterizing
the anisotropies of the lateral and transverse strain ICFs.
Naturally, the order of the averaging procedure is impor-
tant here since c-averaged CFs (assuming an arbitrarily
large ensemble with Nc → ∞) must by construction be
perfectly isotropic as confirmed in Sec. IVF 4. What is
meant by ξiso is the (finally c-averaged) length character-
izing the isotropy of each configuration c. As defined by
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FIG. 8: c-variances of rescaled k-averaged ICFs for pLJ parti-
cles with n = 160000: (a) Data for longitudinal ICFs dL(q, c)
for different δτ . The power law with exponent −2 (dash-
dotted line) is a dynamical effect due to relaxation times
τL(q) ∝ 1/q2, the intermediate regime (bold horizontal line)
is expected for uncorrelated Gaussian fluctuations. (b) Data
collapse using q/qL for longitudinal ICFs (open symbols) and
q/qG for transverse ICFs (filled symbols). (c) Longitudinal
variances for δτ = 1000 after subtracting 1/(Nk − 1).

the second relation of Eq. (55), we focus in this subsec-
tion on the k-averaged strain CFs cαβγδ(q, c) and their
longitudinal and transverse ICFs cL(q, c) and cG(q, c) in
NRC. (The argument q is used to indicate that we first
do not average over q̂.) As in the preceding Sec. IVE
it is convenient to normalize the ICFs by their c- and
q̂-averaged means cL(q) and cG(q) presented in Fig. 4.
These rescaled ICFs are denoted by dL(q, c) and dG(q, c).

2. q-averaged c-variance of ICFs

Let us first compute for dL(q, c) and dG(q, c) the c-
averaged (empirical) variances〈 〈

d(q, c)2
〉
c
− ⟨d(q, c)⟩2c

〉
q̂

(74)

for each wavevector q taking in a final step the q̂-average
over all ||q|| in a bin around q. The data for the longitu-
dinal ICFs are shown in panel (a) of Fig. 8 for a broad

range of time-increments δτ between always Nk = 1000
stored frames. The thin solid and dashed lines presented
in Fig. 9 show the corresponding variances for both the
longitudinal and the transverse ICFs for δτ = 1000. As
can be seen from both representations, non-monotonic
behavior with three different q-regimes is observed. Let
us begin with the most simple intermediate regime for
0.1 ≪ q ≪ 1 where the variances approach 1/(Nk−1) for
large δτ . We recall from Fig. 7 that the instantaneous
strains are Gaussian variables for q ≪ 1. This implies
that also the k-averaged ICFs dL(q, c) and dG(q, c) must
also be Gaussian and this with a variance given by the
number of independent contributions k. The horizontal
lines thus correspond to the empirical standard devia-
tion if the relaxation times τL(q) and τG(q) for the cor-
responding longitudinal and transverse relaxation modes
are smaller than δτ . One expects that the relaxation
times strongly increase in the hydrodynamic limit with
increasing wavelength and the contributions k to the
ICFs dL(q, c) and dG(q, c) must thus become increasingly
correlated. As will be shown in Sec. VF, the longitudinal
and transverse relaxation processes are characterized in
the continuum limit by the relaxation times

τL(q) ≃ ζ/q2(λ+ 2µ) and τG(q) ≃ ζ/q2µ (75)

diverging quadratically with the probed wavelength.
(ζ ≈ 750 will be determined in Sec. VF.) This explains
the strong power law decay with apparent exponent −2
indicated by dot-dashed lines. As suggested by Eq. (75),
the small-q data should thus collapse by rescaling the hor-
izontal axis as q → q/qL and q → q/qG for, respectively,
the longitudinal and transverse variances with

q2L ≡ ζ

(λ+ 2µ)∆τ
and q2G ≡ ζ

µ∆τ
. (76)

The expected scaling is confirmed in panel (b) of Fig. 8.
More importantly, deviations from the plateau for un-

correlated frames (horizontal lines) are also seen for large
wavenumbers q ≫ 1. Since we know already from Fig. 7
that non-Gaussianity becomes relevant in this limit, this
is not unexpected. This last regime must in fact be-
come more striking if numerical data were available with
both larger Nk and δτ ≫ τL,G(q) making the first two
Nk- and δτ -dependent regimes decay more rapidly. This
can be also seen by simply subtracting the trivial limit
1/(Nk−1) from the measured variances as shown in panel
(c) of Fig. 8. This subtraction makes manifest the strong
increase of the reduced variances with increasing q. The
solid line indicates an empirical power law.

3. c-averaged q-variance of ICFs

That non-Gaussian and anisotropic behavior are re-
lated in the large-q limit may be better understood from
the second type of variances indicated by the open sym-



13

FIG. 9: Comparison of two types of variances for the lon-
gitudinal and transverse ICFs dL(q, c) and dG(q, c) for pLJ
particles with n = 160000, Nk = 1000 and δτ = 1000. The
thin solid and dashed lines represent the finally q̂-averaged
c-variances, the open symbols the fluctuations with q for a
given q-bin being finally c-averaged. Similar non-monotonic
behavior is obtained for both properties.

bols in Fig. 9. We sample here〈 〈
d(q, c)2

〉
q̂
− ⟨d(q, c)⟩2q̂

〉
c
, (77)

i.e. the (empirical) variances of the rescaled ICFs dL(q, c)
and dG(q, c) are computed for all q in a given q-bin in
a first step which is followed by a final c-average. As
can be seen, the data are very similar to the q̂-averaged
c-variances discussed above. Importantly, this shows
that the deviations from 1/Nk seen for q ≫ 1 are due
to anisotropic correlations. Such anisotropic behavior
is, of course, expected due to the packing of the par-
ticles. Consistently, the data become rapidly Nk- and
δτ -independent in this q-limit. As shown by the verti-
cal arrows we may use the observed deviations from the
bold horizontal line to estimate ξiso. The anisotropic ef-
fects are apparently slightly different for longitudinal and
transverse correlations, rising faster in the former case.

4. q-variance of c-averaged ICFs

As already emphasized above, one expects that
anisotropic effects become irrelevant for the variance〈

d(q)2
〉
q̂
− ⟨d(q)⟩2q̂ with d(q) = ⟨d(q, c)⟩c (78)

being the first c-averaged ICFs for each wavevector q.
This point is made in Fig. 10. To get rid of the dynami-
cal effect in the small-q limit we divide these variances by
the q̂-averaged c-variances shown by the thin solid and
dashed lines in Fig. 10. Since all c are by construction
independent this ratio must decay a 1/(Nc − 1). This
is confirmed in Fig. 10 for data obtained for two Nc by
rescaling the vertical axis by Nc − 1. Interestingly, the
anisotropic behavior for q ≫ 1 remains visible for the

FIG. 10: Reduced dimensionless q-variances of c-averaged
ICFs dL(q) and dG(q) for pLJ systems. Data collapse for
Nc = 100 (open symbols) and Nc = 50 (filled symbols) is
observed upon multiplying the vertical axis with Nc − 1. Es-
timations of ξiso for both ICFs are indicated by arrows.

rescaled data (albeit with more scatter since a very small
signal has been amplified). This can be used to cross-
check the values of ξiso for the two ICFs (vertical arrows).

V. TIME-DEPENDENT CORRELATIONS

A. Introduction

We present finally applications of the mathematical
formalism for ITFs focusing on the time-dependent GFs
and CFs of the displacement and strain fields. We formu-
late first in Sec. VB the Boltzmann linear superposition
relations for the first-order displacement and force den-
sity TFs. We show then in Sec. VC how the GFs and
CFs of displacement fields are related to the two lon-
gitudinal and transverse material functions L(q, t) and
G(q, t). The corresponding relations for strain GFs and
CFs are formulated and numerically tested in the subse-
quent subsections. We use here gL(q, s) and gG(q, s) for
the two relevant invariants of the fourth-order GFs and
cL(q, s) and cG(q, s) for the corresponding ICFs.

B. Boltzmann superposition relations

Boltzmann superposition relations are generally for-
mulated in terms of second-order stress and strain fields
being linearly related by means of fourth-order TFs
[1, 8, 15]. Using the convolution relations Eq. (A12)
and Eq. (A19) these relations are best stated in Fourier-
Laplace space, e.g., the stress increment σαβ(q, t) caused
by a strain εαβ(q, t) may be compactly written as [15]

σαβ(q, s) = Eαβγδ(q, s)εγδ(q, s) (79)

with Eαβγδ(q, s) being the generalized elasticity TF char-
acterizing the viscoelastic material properties. It is as-
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sumed here that the stress and strain increments both
vanish in the time domain for t < 0. We denote by

L(q, s) ≡ E◦
1111(q, s) and G(q, s) ≡ E◦

1212(q, s) (80)

the only two invariants in NRC of Eαβγδ(q, s) relevant in
the present work. We need in Sec. VC the correspond-
ing relation for the displacement fields caused by a force
density. We demonstrate here that

uα(q, s) = q−2Kαβ(q, s)gβ(q, s) (81)

with Kαβ(q, s) = L[Kαβ(q, t)] being the s-dependent
generalization of the static creep compliance Kαβ(q, s =
0) introduced above in Sec. IVC1. Using that the
second-order ICFs Eαβ(q, s) and Kαβ(q, s) are defined
to be inverse with respect to each other, i.e.

Eαγ(q, s)Kγβ(q, s) = δαβ , (82)

we get by tracing Eq. (81) with Eαβ(q, s) the correspond-
ing Boltzmann superposition relation

gα(q, s) = q2Eαβ(q, s)uβ(q, s) (83)

expressing the force TF by the displacement TF. Both
relations are equivalent as may be seen by tracing the
latter relation with Kαβ(q, s). Interestingly, Eq. (83) can
be directly obtained from the more familiar stress-strain
relation Eq. (79) if we define Eαβ(q, s) as the contraction

Eαβ(q, s) ≡ O2−[Eαβγδ(q, s)]. (84)

Let us also remind that the displacement and strain fields
are related by Eq. (40) and that the force density field is
given by the contraction

gα(q, s) ≡ −iqβσαβ(q, s) (85)

of the stress field. Applying the linear operator O2− to
Eq. (79) then yields Eq. (83) and thus in turn Eq. (81).
Using finally Eq. (10) and Eq. (12) the invariants of
Eαβ(q, s) and Kαβ(q, s) are thus given in NRC by

kEL (q, s) = 1/kKL (q, s) = L(q, s) and

kEN(q, s) = 1/kKN(q, s) = G(q, s) (86)

with the superscript indicating the respective ITF.

C. Invariants of CFs of displacement fields

Let us consider an isotropic elastic body at equilib-
rium for t < 0 perturbed by an external force density
gexα (q, t) = gexα (q)H(t) being switched on at t = 0 and
kept constant for all t ≥ 0. Within linear response this
will generate a time-dependent displacement field

uα(q, t) = Gαβ(q, t)g
ex
β (q)H(t). (87)

Gαβ(q, t) must be a second-order ITF for qξiso ≪ 1 char-
acterized by two invariants kL(q, t) and kN(q, t) in NRC.

We show here that these invariants are given by the two
material functions L(q, s) andG(q, s) defined by Eq. (80).
Let us first emphasize that there is a profound differ-

ence between applied macroscopic (q = 0) and micro-
scopic (finite q) forces. While in the former case the to-
tal inner force gα(t) = gexα (t) is imposed and under direct
experimental control, this is different for the inner force
density gα(q, t) at finite q due to the internal degrees of
freedom of the system. These allow the system to re-
spond by means of generated forces. For an overdamped
fluid the external force density is simply diminished by
the frictional force generated by the internal motion, i.e.
the effective inner force density driving the system is

gα(q, t) = gexα (q) + gfα(q, t) with (88)

gfα(q, t) = −ζvα(q, t) (89)

and vα(q, t) being the velocity field in reciprocal space.
The friction is caused by the motion generated at t > 0
[41]. (For momentum conserving dynamics ζ must be re-
placed by ρ d

dt with ρ being the mass density [15].) Using
that vα(q, s) = suα(q, s) we may rewrite the generated
force density in Fourier-Laplace space as

gfα(q, s) = − q2

w(q, s)
uα(q, s) with w(q, s) ≡ q2

ζs
(90)

standing for a convenient scalar. As a next step we insert
now Eq. (88) and Eq. (90) into the Boltzmann relation
Eq. (81). This leads to the recursion relation

uα(q, s) = q−2Kαβ(q, s)g
ex
β (q)

− w(q, s)−1Kαβ(q, s)uβ(q, s) (91)

for the displacement field. To obtain the invariants
kL(q, s) and kN(q, s) one compares the invariants of
Eq. (87) and Eq. (91) in NRC. Using Eq. (86) we get

q2kL(q, s) =
w(q, s)

1 + w(q, s)L(q, s)
and

q2kN(q, s) =
w(q, s)

1 + w(q, s)G(q, s)
. (92)

Interestingly, instead of Eq. (91) we could have also an-
alyzed in NRC the equivalent recursion relation

Gαβ(q, s) = q−2Kαβ(q, s)

− w(q, s)−1Kαγ(q, s)Gγβ(q, s) (93)

entirely written in terms of linear ITF operators. (Note
that the latter relation reduces to Eq. (91) upon con-
tracting with gexβ (q, s).) This leads in NRC to

kL =
1

q2L
− kL

wL
and kN =

1

q2G
− kN

wG

(all arguments omitted) which is equivalent (all functions
and arguments assumed to be finite) to Eq. (92). We use
then in a final step Eq. (34) to relate the GFs via

Gαβ(q, t) = βV [cαβ(q, t = 0)− cαβ(q, t)] (94)
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to the time-dependent displacement CFs cαβ(q, t) defined
by Eq. (23). Using Eq. (92) one readily obtains the ICFs
in Fourier-Laplace for cαβ(q, t). We shall state this below
for the essentially equivalent strain CFs.

D. Corresponding invariants for strain fields

The linear strain increment εαβ(q, t) in reciprocal
space caused by a weak constant external stress σex

αβ(q)
applied at t = 0 is given by

εαβ(q, t) = Gαβγδ(q, t)σ
ex
γδ(q)H(t) with (95)

Gαβγδ(q, t) = q2O2+[Gαβ(q, t)] (96)

being the outer product of the displacement GFs
Gαβ(q, t) discussed in the preceding paragraph. To show
this we have used Eq. (87) and Eq. (40) and that the
imposed external force density is a contraction

gexα (q, s) ≡ −iqβσ
ex
αβ(q, s) (97)

of the externally imposed stress σex
αβ(q). Using Eq. (8)

the only two finite invariants of Gαβγδ(q, s) are thus

gL(q, s) = q2kL(q, s) =
w(q, s)

1 + w(q, s)L(q, s)
and

4gG(q, s) = q2kN(q, s) =
w(q, s)

1 + w(q, s)G(q, s)
(98)

with kL(q, s) and kN(q, s) being given by Eq. (92). While
for large s (small t) both gL(q, s) and gG(q, s) vanish, i.e.
the GFs of the strain TF are continuous at t = 0, they
naturally approach for small s (large t)

gL(q, s) →
1

L(q)
and 4gL(q, s) →

1

G(q)
(99)

with L(q, s) → L(q) and G(q, s) → G(q) for s → 0.
According to the FDT relation Eq. (34) the strain GFs

derived above are related to the time-dependent CFs of
instantaneous strain TFs by

Gαβγδ(q, t) = βV [cαβγδ(q, t = 0)− cαβγδ(q, t)] . (100)

This leads in Fourier-Laplace space to

βV cαβγδ(q, s) = βV cαβγδ(q, t = 0)−Gαβγδ(q, s). (101)

Consistently with Eq. (57) and Eq. (98) the invariants
cL(q, s) and cG(q, s) of the fourth-order CF TF thus are

βV cL(q, s) =
1

L(q)
− w(q, s)

1 + w(q, s)L(q, s)
and

βV 4cG(q, s) =
1

G(q)
− w(q, s)

1 + w(q, s)G(q, s)
. (102)

The special limit for s → ∞ (t → 0) has already been
considered in Sec. IVC1. In the opposite small-s (large-
t) limit w(q, s) becomes very large and thus cancels out
and both ICFs thus vanish as expected.

E. Large-time limit

The leading corrections for the small-s (large-t) limit
can be readily obtained supposing that L(q, s) ≃ L(q)
and G(q, s) ≃ G(q), i.e. the time-dependence of the ma-
terial function is assumed to be negligible. It is conve-
nient to introduce by

τL(q) = ζ/q2L(q) and τG(q) = ζ/q2G(q) (103)

two time scales characterizing the overdamped strain re-
laxation under the above ansatz. This definition reduces
in the continuum limit to Eq. (75). It follows then from
Eq. (102) that

βV cL(q, s) ≃ 1

L(q)

s

s+ 1/τL(q)
and

βV 4cG(q, s) ≃ 1

G(q)

s

s+ 1/τG(q)
(104)

for s → 0. Using Eq. (A16) an exponential decay

L(q)βV cL(q, t) ≃ exp(−t/τL(q)) and

G(q)βV 4cG(q, t) ≃ exp(−t/τG(q)) (105)

is obtained for large t as expected for overdamped mo-
tion. Instead of the standard time-dependent CFs we
shall investigate below the CFs of the t-averaged strain
fields as defined in Sec. IIID, i.e. we switch from a Green-
Kubo representation to an Einstein representation. Us-
ing Eq. (30) the above results can be reformulated as

L(q)βV c̄L(q,∆τ) ≃ D(∆τ/τL(q)) and

G(q)βV 4c̄G(q,∆τ) ≃ D(∆τ/τG(q)) (106)

with c̄L(q,∆τ) and c̄G(q,∆τ) being the ICFs of the CFs
of the t-averaged strain, cf. Eq. (28), and D(x) denot-
ing Debye’s function, cf. Eq. (30). We have assumed
above that the material functions can be assumed to be
time-independent. This approximation is sufficient for
the continuum limit considered below. As shown in Ap-
pendix E more care is needed in general.

F. Simulation results

Using our pLJ model system we have computed the
ICFs c̄L(q) and c̄G(q) for t-averaged longitudinal and
transverse strain fields in NRC. Results obtained for
βV c̄L(q,∆τ) are plotted in Fig. 11 as a function of q
for different preaveraging times ∆τ and for two system
sizes. Panel (a) focuses on data for q ≤ 1 obtained for
n = 160000 and ∆τmax = 106, panel (b) on the large-
q and large-∆τ behavior for the smaller systems with
n = 10000 and ∆τmax = 107. Since the total time se-
ries is used to construct the displacement/strain fields
(cf. Sec. IVB) the t-averaged strain fields trivially vanish
for ∆τ → ∆τmax and therefore the corresponding CFs.
Only data with ∆τ ≪ ∆τmax is thus useful. Note that
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FIG. 11: Longitudinal ICF βV c̄L(q,∆τ) for pLJ systems for
a broad range of preaveraging times ∆τ ≪ ∆τmax: (a)
n = 160000 with ∆τmax = 106 focusing on q ≤ 1 showing
that βV c̄L(q,∆τ) → 1/L(q) for ∆τ → 1 and that all data
decay systematically with increasing ∆τ for all q but are non-
monotonic for constant ∆τ with respect to q. (b) n = 10000
for ∆τmax = 107 focusing on large ∆τ and q demonstrating a
strong increase with q (dashed-dotted line) and a weak depen-
dency on ∆τ especially for q slightly below the maximimum
of the structure factor (dashed vertical line).

data for ∆τ = 1 (circles) corresponds to the CF of the
instantaneous longitudinal strain already shown in Fig. 4
and used for the determination of the static longitudi-
nal modulus L(q). From this upper limit the ICFs are
seen to monotonically decrease with ∆τ and this for all
q. As can be better seen from panel (a), the data are
strongly non-monotonic with respect to q decreasing first
in the continuum limit to a minimum roughly located at
q ≈ 2π/ξcont (shifting to lower q with increasing ∆τ).
The 1/q2-decay seen in panel (a) of Fig. 11 (dash-

dotted line) is expected in the continuum limit from
Eq. (106) for reduced times x = ∆τ/τL(q) ≫ 1. Fo-
cusing on the data for q ≪ 1/ξcont and large ∆τ we
present in Fig. 12 a scaling plot suggested by Sec. VE
and using L(q) ≃ λ + 2µ. We focus again on the
longitudinal ICFs computed for different ∆τ . Follow-
ing the first relation given in Eq. (106) we plot y =
(λ+2µ)βV c̄L(q,∆τ) as a function of the scaling variable
x = ∆τ/τL(q) = (q/qL(∆τ))2 with the ∆τ -dependent
characteristic wavevector qL(∆τ) = (ζ/∆τ(λ + 2µ))1/2.

FIG. 12: Rescaled longitudinal ICF y = (λ+2µ)βV c̄L(q,∆τ)
for n = 160000 as a function of x = ∆τ/τL(q) = (q/qL(∆τ))2

as suggested by Eq. (106) for sufficiently small q and large
∆τ . The bold dashed line indicates the Debye function D(x),
the thin solid line the asymptotic power law D(x) ≃ 2/x for
x ≫ 1. The same friction constant ζ ≈ 750 is used for all ∆τ .

The bold dashed line indicates the Debye function D(x),
the thin solid line its large-x limit D(x) ≃ 2/x. Note
that in the latter limit the ICFs asymptotically decay as
1/∆τq2. Since λ ≈ 38 and µ ≈ 14 are known, there is
only one fitting parameter, namely the effective friction
coefficient ζ = 750. This value was determined by hori-
zontally shifting the data sets for 104 ≤ ∆τ ≤ 105 onto
the Debye function. Naturally, data for q ≫ 1/ξcont de-
viates from D(x) as expected from the unscaled data in
Fig. 11. Note also that the data for ∆τ = 500000 are
slightly too small. This deviation can be explained from
the fact that all data for ∆τ ≃ ∆τmax must vanish due to
the numerical construction of the strain field, cf. Eq. (37).
Similar behavior has been observed for c̄G(q,∆τ) using
the same friction coefficient (not shown).

We note finally that it is unfortunately not possible
for our pLJ systems to determine the terminal relaxation
times for q ≫ 1/ξcont since we are unable to reach the
final 1/∆τ -decay of the ICFs for the available ∆τmax.
This can be better seen from the data presented in panel
(b) of Fig. 11 for n = 10000 and ∆τmax = 107 MSD. As
emphasized by the arrow, much larger production times
∆τmax are warranted to get τL,G(q). More details on the
large-q strain relaxation are given in Appendix E.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have addressed in the presented work various as-
pects of ITFs relevant for isotropic and achiral condensed
matter systems, focusing especially on CFs of strain TFs
in amorphous solids. Several predictions and numerical
procedures have been illustrated using computational re-
sults obtained by means of a pLJ particle model in d = 2.
We have emphasized that
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• a generic mathematical structure in terms of a finite
number of invariants is expected,

• theoretical and numerical studies should focus on
these invariants and this especially in reciprocal
space where the results can be formulated in a d-
independent manner,

• generic ITFs contain in general terms depending on
the direction of the field vector, e.g., in reciprocal
space on the components q̂α of the wavevector, and
for this reason components of ITFs may superfi-
cially appear to be “anisotropic” (cf. Fig. 1),

• the generic structure is relevant for all q for prop-
erly c-averaged CFs (cf. Fig. 10),

• any true anisotropy of an individual independent
configurations c should be characterized in terms
of proper invariants (cf. Sec. II B and Sec. IVF).

We have given in Sec. II A a short summary of the
most salient features needed for the description of ITFs
reminded in more detail in Appendix B. Under the ad-
ditional mild assumptions stated in Sec. II A, the most
general fourth-order ITFs are given by five invariants,
cf. Eq. (3). Using the transformation Eq. (4) one may
reduce for d = 2 the number of independent invariants
of fourth-order ITFs from five to four. This allows to
simplify the general results for d ≥ 2 for two-dimensional
systems. We emphasized the advantages to analyze ITFs
using NRC by means of an alternative set of equivalent
invariants, cf. Eq. (6). Using the general formalism of
ITFs it is shown in Appendix C for d = 2 and d = 3 how
the invariants in real space may be obtained from those
in reciprocal space.

We have investigated in Sec. IV static correlations of
displacement and strain fields in linear elastic bodies tak-
ing also advantage of well-known relations from statisti-
cal physics, cf. Eq. (45) [1]. The static elastic moduli
L(q) and G(q) of the pLJ particle system used in this
study have been determined and we argued, cf. Fig. 4
and Fig. 9, that the three length scales ξcont, ξiso and
ξhom are of the same order. We have explicitly checked
in Sec. IVE for our pLJ glasses that the strain compo-
nents in NRC are complex circularly-symmetric Gaussian
variables. This holds especially for q < 1 while small de-
viations are visible for larger q, cf. Fig. 7. As we have seen
in Sec. IVF, it is possible by k-averaging instantaneous
strain ICFs to project out strong predominately Gaus-
sian fluctuations for each configuration c and to obtain
thus a better characterization of the anisotropic behavior
which becomes relevant above q ≈ 1. Moreover, in the
latter limit the number of independent modes was found
to decrease as shown by the increase of the two types of
empirical variances presented in Fig. 9.

Assuming overdamped dynamics we have derived in
Sec. V the general relations between the time-dependent
CFs of displacement and strain fields with the material
functions L(q, t) and G(q, t) being two invariants in NRC

of the fourth-order elasticity TF Eαβγδ(q, t). Obviously,
Eq. (102) can be read in two directions: One may ei-
ther use the known or assumed material functions to
obtain the CFs or, as shown in Ref. [16], one may ob-
tain the material functions from the measured CFs be-
ing fitted by a generalized Maxwell model. By analyz-
ing the ICFs c̄L(q) and c̄G(q) of t-averaged strain fields
in NRC for a broad range of preaveraging times ∆τ we
have confirmed that the terminal relaxation times de-
cay as τL,G(q) ∝ 1/q2 for our overdamped systems in
the continuum limit (cf. Fig. 12). The determination of
τL,G(q) was unfortunately not possible beyond the con-
tinuum limit due to the strong slowing-down shown in
the second panel of Fig. 11. Additional details on this
limit are given in Appendix E.
We have illustrated various theoretical aspects by

means of numerical results obtained for an extremely
simplified coarse-grained computer model of structural
colloidal glasses using pLJ particles in strictly two dimen-
sions and sampled using an overdamped MC dynamics.
Note that the arguments presented in Sec. V can readily
be reformulated for momentum-conserving MD simula-
tions. One merely has to replace the friction coefficient ζ
by ρs with ρ being the mass density. The scalar w(q, s),
defined by Eq. (90), then becomes w(q, s) = q2/ρs2 con-
sistently with related recent studies for the stress CFs
[15, 16]. Moreover, the choice of d = 2 was largely due
to historical reasons but also because for a particle num-
ber n ≪ 106 larger linear system sizes L ∝ n1/d can
be simulated and thus smaller wavenumbers q sampled
than for d = 3. This allowed us to probe the continuum
limit as shown by Fig. 4. Since our theoretical results
are relevant for Euclidean spaces of arbitrary d, this sug-
gests the use of the presented methodology focusing on
ICFs in NRC also for more realistic three-dimensional
systems. Our work makes predictions for strain CFs and
associated RFs for many experimental systems, e.g., we
predict long-range correlations for instantaneous strain
TFs decaying as 1/rd in any viscoelastic system with a
broad intermediate elastic plateau regime. Such strong
viscoelastic hydrodynamic effects should thus also be rel-
evant, e.g., for three-dimensional bulks of entangled poly-
mer melts for times below the reptation time [8].
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Appendix A: Useful general transformations

We investigate in this work tensors depending on time
t and TFs depending additionally on the spatial position
r. Due to the various convolution and correlation rela-
tions it is useful to move to Fourier space with q being the
wavevector and to Laplace space with s being the Laplace
variable. We define the “Fourier transformation” (FT)
f(q) = F [f(r)] and the “Laplace transformation” (LT)
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f(s) = L[f(t)] such that the original functions and their
transformations have the same units. This may make
it easier to dimensionally check the relations. For nota-
tional simplicity the function names remain unchanged
by the transform. Which space is meant is indicated
by the argument. Some well-known properties of these
transformations are summarized here for convenience.

1. Fourier transformations

We consider real-valued functions f(r) of a d-
dimensional spatial “position vector” r. Following
Refs. [16–18] we define the FT from “real space” (variable
r) to “reciprocal space” (variable q) by

f(q) ≡ 1

V

∫
dr f(r) exp(−iq · r) (A1)

with V being the d-dimensional volume of the system
[42, 43]. The inverse FT is then given by

f(r) = F−1[f(q)] =
V

(2π)d

∫
dq f(q) exp(iq · r). (A2)

We note the FTs

∂αf(r)
F⇔ iqαf(q), (A3)

1
F⇔ (2π)d

V
δ(q) and (A4)

V δ(r)
F⇔ 1 (A5)

with ∂α ≡ ∂/∂rα for the partial derivative in the α-
direction in real space and δ(r) being Dirac’s delta func-
tion [42]. It follows from Eq. (A3) and Eq. (A5) that

∂αV δ(r)
F⇔ iqα. (A6)

Using F [f(r − v)] = f(q) exp(−iq · v) for a constant
vector v we have

V δ(r− v)
F⇔ exp [−iq · v] . (A7)

This implies consistently with Eq. (A6) for a “dipole dis-
tribution” of Dirac functions that

V F [δ(r+ v/2)− δ(r− v/2)] ≃ iq · v for |q · v| ≪ 1.
(A8)

Let us next consider the “correlation function” (CF)

c(r) =
1

V

∫
dr′g(r+ r′)h(r′) (A9)

with real-valued fields g(r) and h(r). According to the
“correlation theorem” [32] we get in reciprocal space

c(q) = F [c(r)] = g(q)h(−q) (A10)

with g(q) = F [g(r)], h(q) = F [h(r)]. For “auto-
correlation functions” (ACFs), i.e. for g(r) = h(r), this
simplifies to (“Wiener-Khinchin theorem”)

c(q) = g(q)g(−q) = |g(q)|2. (A11)

The Fourier transformed ACFs are thus real and ≥ 0 for
all q. Moreover, all CFs c(r), Eq. (A9), considered in
this work are even in real space, c(r) = c(−r), and thus
also in reciprocal space, c(q) = c(−q). Any CF c(q)
considered in this work is thus a real function. We remind
finally that according to the “convolution theorem” of
FTs [32, 42]

1

V

∫
dr′g(r− r′)h(r′)

F⇔ g(q)h(q). (A12)

2. Laplace-Carson transformations

Following Refs. [16–18] we use the “Laplace-Carson
transform” [44]

f(s) = L[f(t] = s lim
ϵ→0

∫ ∞

t=−ϵ

dt f(t) exp(−st). (A13)

Due the prefactor s the original function f(t) and its
transform f(s) have the same dimension. We note the
useful transforms [45]

aH(t)
L⇔ a (A14)

aδ(t)
L⇔ as and (A15)

exp(−t/τ)
L⇔ s

s+ 1/τ
(A16)

with a and τ being some finite constants, H(t) the Heav-

iside function (unit step) and δ(t) = Ḣ(t) Dirac’s delta
function [45]. Following Newton a dot marks a deriva-
tive with respect to time. We also consider functions
f(t) = fsing(t) + freg(t) being the sum of a (cusp or im-
pulsive) singularity fsing(t) and a regular (smooth) func-
tion freg(t). For instance, we may apply a step function
fsing(t) = aH(t) at t = 0. Using Eq. (A15) the LT of the

time-derivative ḟ(t) then becomes

L[ḟ(t)] = s
(
a+ freg(s)− freg(t = 0+)

)
. (A17)

Let us finally also remind the LTs for the integrals∫ t

0

f(t)dt
L⇔ f(s)/s and (A18)∫ t

0

g(t− t′)h(t′)dt′
L⇔ g(s)h(s)

s
(A19)

and the initial and final value theorems

lim
s→∞

f(s) = lim
t→0

f(t) and lim
s→0

f(s) = lim
t→∞

f(t) (A20)

for reasonably behaved functions relating, respectively,
the large-s limit to the small-t limit and the small-s limit
to the large-t limit [46].
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Appendix B: More on isotropic tensor fields

1. Assumed symmetries

All second-order TFs considered in this work are de-
fined to be symmetric,

Tαβ(q) = Tβα(q), (B1)

and the standard major and minor index symmetries [21]
for fourth-order TFs are assumed to hold, i.e.

Tαβγδ(q) = Tγδαβ(q) = Tβαγδ(q) = Tαβδγ(q). (B2)

Most importantly, it is assumed that the TFs are
isotropic, i.e. the isotropy condition [17, 20]

T ⋆
α1...αo

(q) = Tα1...αo
(q⋆) (B3)

holds for any orthogonal transformation of the coordi-
nate system. Please note that the fields on the left
hand side are evaluated with the original coordinates
while the fields on the right hand are evaluated with
the transformed coordinates, i.e. the left hand fields
are computed at the original vector q = (q1, . . . , qd)
while the right hand fields are computed at the “actively
transformed” vector q⋆ = (q⋆1 , . . . , q

⋆
d). We remind that

isotropy, Eq. (B3), necessarily implies homogeneity as
seen by proof by contradiction [20]. We thus do not need
to assume homogeneity explicitly. This work focuses on
achiral systems with complete “mirror symmetry” down
to molecular level. As already pointed out in Sec. A 1,
CFs thus must be even. We thus assume

Tαβ(q) = Tαβ(−q) and Tαβγδ(q) = Tαβγδ(−q). (B4)

for TFs of even order corresponding to CFs.

2. Macroscopic isotropic tensors

It is important to distinguish “macroscopic tensors”
Tαβ... (without argument [46]) and the more general TFs
Tαβ...(q). (TFs may reduce to macroscopic tensors for
q → 0 assuming this limit to exist.) For tensors the
general isotropy condition Eq. (B3) becomes

T ⋆
α1...αo

= Tα1...αo , (B5)

i.e. all tensor components are unchanged under any or-
thogonal transform. Macroscopic isotropic tensors of dif-
ferent order are discussed, e.g., in Sec. 2.5.6 of Ref. [21].
With k1, i1 and i2 being invariant scalars we have

Tα = 0, (B6)

Tαβ = k1δαβ , (B7)

Tαβγ = 0 and (B8)

Tαβγδ = i1δαβδγδ + i2 (δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ) (B9)

with δαβ denoting the Kronecker symbol. Please note
that all symmetries stated in Sec. B 1 hold. This implies
that only two coefficients are needed for a fourth-order
isotropic tensor. Importantly,

T12 = T1112 = T1222 = T1234 = T1344 = 0 (B10)

and also all components of tensors of odd order do vanish,
cf. Eq. (B6) and Eq. (B8). These are consequences of
a general property of macroscopic isotropic tensors [17]:
the sign of tensor components change for a reflection of
one axis if the number of indices equal to the inverted
axis is odd. Consistency with Eq. (B5) implies then that

components of macroscopic isotropic tensors
with an odd number of equal indices vanish.

(B11)

As emphasized below (cf. Sec. B 4 b and Sec. B 5), this
is different for the more general ITFs.

3. Constructing isotropic tensor fields

Let us consider the TF C(q) = A(q) ⊗ B(q) be-
ing the product of two ITFs A(q) and B(q) and ⊗
standing either for an outer product, e.g. Cαβγδ(q) =
Aαβ(q)Bγδ(q), or an inner product, e.g. Cαβγδ(q) =
Aαβγν(q)Bνδ(q). Hence,

C⋆(q) = (A(q)⊗B(q))
⋆
= A⋆(q)⊗B⋆(q)

= A(q⋆)⊗B(q⋆) = C(q⋆) (B12)

using in the second step a general property of TF prod-
ucts and in the third step Eq. (B3) for A(q) and B(q)
where q⋆ stands for the “actively” transformed field po-
sition. We have thus demonstrated that C(q) is also an
ITF (“product theorem for ITFs”). Similarly, one can
show that the sum of two ITFs must also be an ITF
(“addition theorem for ITFs”).
The above relation Eq. (B12) can also be used to state

a “quotient theorem for ITFs” similar to the well-known
general quotient theorem for TFs [19]: If C(q) and, say,
A(q) are known to be ITFs, Eq. (B12) implies under
mild and obvious conditions that B(q) must also be an
ITF. Similarly, C(q) = A(q) + B(q) for ITFs C(q) and
A(q) implies that B(q) must also be an ITF.
We note that the Kronecker symbol δαβ [20] and also

each component qα of the field vector are isotropic ac-
cording to Eq. (B3), i.e. (δαβ)

⋆ = δαβ and (qα)
⋆ = q⋆α.

The above theorems allow quite generally the construc-
tion of ITFs from known ITFs. For instance, assuming
l(q), k(q), j(q) and i(q) to be scalar invariants any prod-
uct of these terms, e.g.,

l(q)qα, k(q)qαqβ , j(q)qαδβγ or i(q)qαqβqγqδ, (B13)

must be an ITF and the same applies to sums of such
terms. Albeit being legitimate ITFs, such sums may thus
depend on the direction of the wavevector q and on the
orientation of the coordinate system.
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4. Generic structure of isotropic tensor fields

a. General isotropic tensor fields

Let us state the most general ITFs for 1 ≤ o ≤ 4
and any dimension d > 1 compatible with the assumed
symmetries (cf. Appendix B 1). With ln(q), kn(q), jn(q)
and in(q) being invariant scalar functions we have

Tα(q) = l1(q) qα, (B14)

Tαβ(q) = k1(q) δαβ + k2(q) qαqβ , (B15)

Tαβγ(q) = j1(q) qαδβγ + j2(q) qβδαγ

+ j3(q) qγδαβ + j4(q) qαqβqγ , (B16)

Tαβγδ(q) = i1(q) δαβδγδ (B17)

+ i2(q) (δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ)

+ i3(q) (qαqβδγδ + qγqδδαβ)

+ i4(q) qαqβqγqδ

+ i5(q) (qαqγδβδ + qαqδδβγ+

qβqγδαδ + qβqδδαγ)

with qα ≡ q · eα. One way to obtain these results is
to construct ITFs using all possible “multilinear forms”
[20, 21] of order o for additive terms of scalars of inner and
triple products [20] and to eliminate then in a second step
all terms not compatible with the additional symmetries
formulated in Appendix B 1 [17]. See Refs. [11, 17, 20, 47]
for details. We only check here that the stated relations
are reasonable:

• all relations reduce (continuously) for q → 0 to the
isotropic tensors stated in Appendix B 2;

• all relations are ITFs according to Eq. (B3) and are,
more specifically, characterized by additive terms of
the generic form Eq. (B13);

• all symmetries stated in Appendix B 1 for the
second- and fourth-order TFs are satisfied;

• all ITFs of even (odd) order are even (odd) with
respect to q. Hence, ITFs of odd order vanish for
q → 0 consistently with Appendix B 2.

b. Finite components with odd number of equal indices

We have noted in Appendix B 2 that all components
of isotropic tensors with an odd number of equal in-
dices do vanish. Apparently, this does not hold for ITFs
since ITFs of odd order may be finite, cf. Eq. (B14)
or Eq. (B16). The reader may also verify that while
the isotropic tensor component T1112 = 0 vanishes the
component T1112(q) is finite in general. The reason for
this is that the condition Eq. (B3) for ITFs is less re-
strictive than Eq. (B5). As shown in Ref. [17], there
are fortunately convenient coordinates, called “Natural
Rotated Coordinates” (NRC), where the nice symmetry

Eq. (B10) for isotropic tensors can be also used for TFs
of even order. We return to this in Appendix B 5.

c. Reformulation for finite wavevectors

For dimensional reasons it is useful to rewrite for fi-
nite wavevectors (q ̸= 0) the above ITFs in terms of the
components q̂α = q̂ · eα of the normalized wavevector q̂.
It is thus convenient to bring in factors of q and to rede-
fine l1(q) → l1(q)/q, k2(q) → k2(q)/q

2, j1(q) → j1(q)/q,
j2(q) → j2(q)/q, j3(q) → j3(q)/q, j4(q) → j4(q)/q

3,
i3(q) → i3(q)/q

2, i4(q) → i4(q)/q
4 and i5(q) → i5(q)/q

2.
We thus obtain, e.g.,

Tαβ(q) = k1(q) δαβ + k2(q) q̂αq̂β (B18)

Tαβγδ(q) = i1(q) δαβδγδ (B19)

+ i2(q) (δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ)

+ i3(q) (q̂αq̂βδγδ + q̂γ q̂δδαβ)

+ i4(q) q̂αq̂β q̂γ q̂δ

+ i5(q) (q̂αq̂γδβδ + q̂αq̂δδβγ+

q̂β q̂γδαδ + q̂β q̂δδαγ)

for the second- and fourth-order ITFs. Now all invariants
of each ITF of order o have the same physical units.

d. Full index permutation symmetry

We shall occasionally find useful to demand for third-
and fourth-order ITFs that they remain invariant for any
permutation of the indices, i.e.

Tαβγ(q) = Tβγα(q) = Tγαβ(q) = . . . and (B20)

Tαβγδ(q) = Tβγδα(q) = Tαγβδ(q) = . . . (B21)

in addition to the major and minor index symmetry al-
ready stated in Eq. (B2). In this case we have

j1(q) = j2(q) = j3(q) and (B22)

i1(q) = i2(q) and i3(q) = i5(q), (B23)

i.e. only two invariants remain for third-order ITFs and
only three for the fourth-order ITFs.

e. Fourth-order ITFs for two-dimensional fields

For two-dimensional systems it is possible and useful
to rewrite Eq. (B19) more compactly in terms of the first
four invariants i1(q), i2(q), i3(q) and i4(q). One way to
see this is to rewrite the last parenthesis of Eq. (B19) as

q̂αq̂γδβδ + q̂αq̂δδβγ + . . . = −2 [δαβδγδ] (B24)

+ [δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ ]

+ 2 [q̂αq̂βδγδ + q̂γ q̂δδαβ ]
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as may be verified using that q̂21 + q̂22 = 1 in d = 2
and comparing all possible cases for (α, β, γ, δ), e.g.,
(1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 2, 2), (1, 1, 2, 2), (1, 2, 1, 2) or (1, 1, 2, 2).
Hence, if one has obtained by means of a numerical
or theoretical argument a representation of fourth-order
ITFs with a finite value for the invariant i5(q), this result
may be rewritten by means of the transformation Eq. (4)
given in Sec. II A in terms of only four finite invariants.

5. NRC for two-dimensional systems

That four invariants for fourth-order ITFs are suffi-
cient in d = 2 can also be seen using NRC. Following
Refs. [15, 17, 18] let us rotate the coordinate system such
that the 1-axis points into the direction of q, i.e.

q◦α = qδ1α with q = |q|. (B25)

We mark coordinates in NRC by “◦”. Let us define

kL(q) ≡ T ◦
11(q), iL(q) ≡ T ◦

1111(q), (B26)

kN(q) ≡ T ◦
22(q), iN(q) ≡ T ◦

2222(q),

iM(q) ≡ T ◦
1122(q) and

iG(q) ≡ T ◦
1212(q)

for second- and fourth-order ITFs in NRC. Since the sys-
tem is isotropic these functions depend on the scalar q but
not on q̂. In other words, they are invariant under rota-
tion and they do not change either if one of the coordinate
axes is inversed. kL(q) and iL(q) are called “longitudinal
invariants”, kN(q) and iN(q) “normal invariants”, iM(q)
“mixed invariant” and iG(q) “transverse” (or “shear”) in-
variant. All other components T ◦

αβ(q) and T ◦
αβγδ(q) are

either by Eq. (B1) or Eq. (B2) identical to these invari-
ants or must vanish for an odd number of equal indices,
as demonstrated in Ref. [17], behaving thus in NRC as
isotropic tensors, cf. Eq. (B10). The 2d = 4 components
of T ◦

αβ(q) in d = 2 are thus completely determined by the

two invariants kL(q) and kN(q) and the 4d = 16 compo-
nents T ◦

αβγδ(q) by the four invariants iL(q), iG(q), iM(q)

and iN(q). These functions (marked by capital indices)
thus provide an alternative set of invariants.

The fields Tαβ(q) and Tαβγδ(q) in the original frame
may then be obtained by an inverse rotation. Both sets
of invariants are thus related by

kL(q) = k1(q) + k2(q), kN(q) = k1(q), (B27)

iL(q) = i1(q) + 2i2(q) + 2i3(q) + i4(q),

iG(q) = i2(q),

iM(q) = i1(q) + i3(q) and

iN(q) = i1(q) + 2i2(q).

This is equivalent to the inverse relations

k1(q) = kN(q), k2(q) = kL(q)− kN(q), (B28)

i1(q) = iN(q)− 2iG(q),

i2(q) = iG(q),

i3(q) = iM(q)− iN(q) + 2iG(q),

i4(q) = iL(q) + iN(q)− 2iM(q)− 4iG(q) and

i5(q) = 0.

The last line stresses the “compact representation” for
invariants of fourth-order ITF in d = 2.

6. NRC in general dimensions

We can extend the above identification of the two sets
of invariants for two-dimensional systems to higher di-
mensions. Let us first consider d = 3. As above we turn
the 1-axis into the direction of the wavevector q. This
rotation is, of course, now not unique. However, any rota-
tion around q is equivalent due to isotropy. This implies,
e.g., that T ◦

2222(q) = T ◦
3333(q) or T ◦

1122(q) = T ◦
1133(q).

We use again the same invariants as in Eq. (B26). While
the two invariants kL(q) and kN(q) for second-order ITFs
are sufficient for d = 3, the four invariants iL(q), iG(q),
iM(q) and iN(q) for fourth-order ITFs must be supple-
mented by one additional invariant. Hence, either

iP(q) ≡ T ◦
2233(q) or iT(q) ≡ T ◦

2323(q). (B29)

Both functions are clearly also invariants; since only five
invariants in(q) are needed for Eq. (B19), both cannot
be independent. In any case, as in d = 2 this completely
determines T ◦

αβ(q) and T ◦
αβγδ(q) and we may rotate back

to the original coordinate frame. If we choose, without
restricting the generality of the argument, a wavevector
q = e1, one obtains for the invariants of the fourth-order
ITF, cf. Eq. (B19), that Eq. (6) stated in Sec. II A holds.
Upon inversion this implies

i1(q) = iP(q), (B30)

i2(q) = iT(q) = (iN(q)− iP(q))/2,

i3(q) = iM(q)− iP(q),

i4(q) = iL(q) + iN(q)− 2iM(q)− 4iG(q) and

i5(q) = iG(q)− (iN(q)− iP(q))/2 = iG(q)− iT(q).

The above five invariants (in either ordinary coordi-
nates or NRC) are in fact also sufficient for higher di-
mensions d since by symmetry

kN(q) = T ◦
22(q) = . . . = T ◦

dd(q), (B31)

iG(q) = T ◦
1212(q) = . . . = T ◦

1d1d(q),

iM(q) = T ◦
1122(q) = . . . = T ◦

11dd(q),

iN(q) = T ◦
2222(q) = . . . = T ◦

dddd(q),

iP(q) = T ◦
2233(q) = T ◦

2244(q) = T ◦
3344(q) = . . . and

iT(q) = T ◦
2323(q) = T ◦

2424(q) = T ◦
3535(q) = . . .

where in any case iT(q) = (iN(q)− iP(q))/2 must hold.
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7. Invariants of outer products

As already noted in Sec. B 3, by taking outer products
of ITFs one may construct ITFs of higher order. One mi-
nor technical difficulty is that we assumed for the generic
ITFs in Sec. B 4 the index symmetries stated in Sec. B 1.
The standard procedure is to sum properly symmetrized
outer products. The invariants of the new ITFs are then
given by those of the “generator fields”. We consider as
an example the fourth-order TF

Tαβγδ(q) =
1

4
[q̂αq̂δTβγ(q) + q̂αq̂γTβδ(q)

+ q̂β q̂δTαγ(q) + q̂β q̂γTαδ(q)] (B32)

constructed using the normalized components q̂α of the
field vector and a second-order generator field Tαβ(q).
We often use the compact notation O2+ for the linear op-
erator which produces according to Eq. (B32) a fourth-
order TF starting from a symmetric second-order gen-
erator TF. By construction Tαβγδ(q) has the same di-
mension as Tαβ(q), it is also achiral and the major and
minor index symmetries hold, cf. Eq. (B2). Concerning
the apriori five invariants in(q) of Tαβγδ(q) in ordinary
coordinates one verifies that

i1(q) = i2(q) = i3(q) = 0 while

i4(q) = k2(q) and i5(q) = k1(q)/4 (B33)

may be finite. Using Eq. (6) this corresponds in NRC to
the invariants

iL(q) = kL(q) and iG(q) = kN(q)/4 while

iM(q) = iN(q) = iP(q) = iT(q) = 0. (B34)

Let us consider the component

T1212(q) = i4(q)q̂
2
1 q̂

2
2 + i5(q) (q̂

2
1 + q̂22). (B35)

Focusing on the 12-plane for q̂3 = 0 and using the polar
angle θ with q̂1 = cos(θ) and q̂2 = sin(θ) this may be
rewritten as

T1212(q) =
k1(q)

4
+

k2(q)

8
− k2(q)

8
cos(4θ). (B36)

We thus obtain again an octupolar pattern as in Fig. 1.

8. Various inner products

a. Introduction

It follows also from the product theorem, cf. Eq. (B12),
that ITFs may be obtained by contracting ITFs of higher
order by taking inner products with a second isotropic
tensor or ITF. Such contractions are useful for the cal-
culation of FTs of TFs presented in Sec. C 3. An inner
product of experimental relevance is the linear response

of a system due to an applied small and localized per-
turbation characterized in reciprocal space by a constant
tensor (cf. Sec. B 8 c). This “source” tensor may be either
isotropic (cf. Sec. B 8 d) or anisotropic (cf. Sec. B 8 e). We
discuss finally two important cases of contracting ITFs
with components of the wavevector (cf. Sec. B 8 f).

b. Contraction with Kronecker tensor

The contraction of a TF by summing over a pair
of equal indices, say Tαβγγ(q) for the fourth-order TF
Tαβγδ(q), is equivalent, of course, to the inner product
Tαβγδ(q)δγδ of the TF with the Kronecker tensor. Using
that δγγ = d and q̂2γ = 1 yields the second-order ITF

Tαβ(q) ≡ Tαβγγ(q) = k1(q)δαβ + k2(q)q̂αq̂β

with k1(q) = d i1(q) + 2i2(q) + i3(q) and

k2(q) = d i3(q) + i4(q) + 4i5(q) (B37)

in terms of the invariants in(q) of the fourth-order ITF.
We note for later convenience [48] that tracing addition-
ally over the first index pair yields finally the scalar

s(q) ≡ Tααγγ(q) = d k1(q) + k2(q) (B38)

= d2i1(q) + 2d i2(q) + 2d i3(q) + i4(q) + 4i5(q).

c. Contraction with a general constant tensor

Let us consider the inner product of an ITF
(cf. Sec. B 4) with an arbitrary symmetric but not nec-
essarily isotropic tensor. This case is important since a
constant tensor in reciprocal space corresponds according
to Eq. (A5) to an extremely localized SF in real space.
We thus investigate the inner products

Rα(q) = Gαβ(q)S̃β and Rαβ(q) = Gαβγδ(q)S̃γδ (B39)

where the GFs Gαβ(q) and Gαβγδ(q) are ITFs. As em-
phasized elsewhere [15, 17, 18], the summation over re-
peated indices must be properly carried out. It is useful
to diagonalize the second-order source tensor S̃αβ and to
formulate the linear response in the corresponding eigen-
vector system. The RFs are then given by the sum

Rαβ(q) = Gαβ11(q)s̃1 + . . .+ Gαβdd(q)s̃d (B40)

with s̃1, . . . , s̃d being the eigenvalues of the source tensor.

d. Isotropic constant source tensor

We assume now that not only the GFs but also the con-
stant source terms are isotropic. Interestingly, following
Eq. (B6) S̃α = 0 and, hence, Rα(q) must rigorously van-
ish while the second-order RF Rαβ(q) is, of course, in
general finite. Being isotropic it reads

Rαβ(q) = k1(q)δαβ + k2(q)q̂αq̂β . (B41)
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Using Eq. (B37) the two invariants may be written

k1(q) = [d i1(q) + 2i2(q) + i3(q)]s̃ and

k2(q) = [d i3(q) + i4(q) + 4i5(q)]s̃ (B42)

in terms of the invariants in(q) of the GFs and the only

invariant s̃ of the source S̃αβ = s̃δαβ . As already em-
phasized elsewhere [17, 18], the ITF Rαβ(q) depends for
finite k2(q) on the wavevector components q̂α. Interest-
ingly, the angular dependences of the GF and the RF
are in general different. As may be seen from Eq. (B41),
R12(q) = k2(q)q̂1q̂2 while

G1212(q) = i2(q) + i4(q) q̂
2
1 q̂

2
2 + i5(q)

[
q̂21 + q̂22

]
(B43)

according to Eq. (B19). We get in the (1, 2)-plane

R12(q) ∝ sin(2θ) (B44)

while G1212(q) is given by a q-dependent scalar plus a
term proportional to cos(4θ), i.e. the RF is quadrupolar
while the GF is octupolar [24].

e. Anisotropic constant source tensor

In many physical situations, even for perfectly isotropic
systems, the source is not isotropic. This may happen es-
pecially if the source for the perturbation is generated not
by an external perturbation but by an intrinsic instan-
taneous fluctuation of the system, leading, e.g., to local
plastic reorganizations of an elastic body. Let us focus on
the second-order response Rαβ(q). Albeit Eq. (B43) does
not hold anymore we may still compute the field using
Eq. (B40). Let us following the “shear-transformation-
zone” model by Picard et al. [26] assume that only the

eigenvalues s̃1 and s̃2 of S̃αβ are finite and, moreover,
given by s̃1 = −s̃2. Hence,

Rαβ(q) = s̃1 [Gαβ11(q)−Gαβ22(q)] (B45)

with Gαβγδ(q) being given by Eq. (B19). Specifically, this
implies R12(q) ∝ q̂31 q̂2 − q̂1q̂

3
2 in any spatial dimension.

We thus get in the 12-plane an octupolar field,

R12(q) ∝ sin(4θ), (B46)

just as G1212(q) ∝ cos(4θ) but turned by a finite angle.

f. Contraction with q̂α

As mentioned in Appendix B 8 d, the vectorial response
Rα(q) must vanish if Sα(q) is both isotropic and q-
independent. An observed finite RF indicates that the
applied SF is either not (perfectly) isotropic or not (suf-
ficiently) q-independent. The latter case applies if the
SF is due to identical dipolar distributions

Sα(r) = ∂α[s̃V δ(r)]
F⇔ Sα(q) = s̃iqα (B47)

in all directions α with s̃ being a constant. Using
Eq. (A6) and Eq. (A12) the RF is given by

Rα(q) = is̃qβGαβ(q) = l1(q)q̂α (B48)

where in the final step the general identity Eq. (B14)
for first-order ITFs was used. Using that Gαβ(q) =
k1(q)δαβ + k2(q)q̂αq̂β we get l1(q) = is̃qkL(q) for the in-
variant of the first-order ITF.
A second example of an inner product with q̂α leading

to a lower order ITF is given by a second-order TF

Tαβ(q) ≡ q̂γ q̂δTαγβδ(q), (B49)

defined by taking twice the inner product of an ITF
Tαβγδ(q) with q̂α. We use O2− for the linear operator
turning according to Eq. (B49) a fourth-order ITF into a
second-order ITF. Note that T ◦

αβ(q) = T ◦
α1β1(q) implies

kL(q) ≡ T ◦
11(q) = T ◦

1111(q) ≡ iL(q) and

kN(q) ≡ T ◦
22(q) = T ◦

1212(q) ≡ iG(q) (B50)

for the invariants in NRC and using Eq. (B27)

k1(q) = iG(q) and k2(q) = iL(q)− iG(q) (B51)

for the invariants in ordinary coordinates.

Appendix C: Inverse Fourier Transformations

1. Introduction

We have formulated in Appendix II all properties in
reciprocal space. Importantly, the FT of any ITF must
also be an ITF, i.e.

T ⋆
α...(r) = Tα...(r

⋆)
F⇔ T ⋆

α...(q) = Tα...(q
⋆) (C1)

for the isotropy conditions in, respectively, real and in
reciprocal space. (“⋆” marks again any orthogonal trans-
formation), and “α . . .” stands for the full index list
α1 . . . αo.) This general relation holds due the linearity of
the FT. If an ITF of a certain order and index symmetry
is given in reciprocal space, the same holds in real space.
Consistently with Eq. (C1), we state the corresponding
ITFs in real space:

Tα(r) = l̃1(r) r̂α, (C2)

Tαβ(r) = k̃1(r) δαβ + k̃2(r) r̂αr̂β , (C3)

Tαβγ(r) = j̃1(r) r̂αδβγ + j̃2(r) r̂βδαγ

+ j̃3(r) r̂γδαβ + j̃4(r) r̂αr̂β r̂γ and (C4)

Tαβγδ(r) = ĩ1(r) δαβδγδ (C5)

+ ĩ2(r) (δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ)

+ ĩ3(r) (r̂αr̂βδγδ + r̂γ r̂δδαβ)

+ ĩ4(r) r̂αr̂β r̂γ r̂δ

+ ĩ5(r) (r̂αr̂γδβδ + r̂αr̂δδβγ+

r̂β r̂γδαδ + r̂β r̂δδαγ)
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for r > 0. As for the ITFs in reciprocal space, the TF
of order o = 2 is symmetric, the major and minor index
symmetries hold for the TF of order o = 4 and TFs of
even (odd) order are even (odd) with respect to r ⇔ −r.
We have used here a representation for r > 0 in terms
of the components r̂α of the normalized vector r̂ = r/r
in real space. Using thus the same convenient reformu-
lation as for the corresponding ITFs in reciprocal space,
cf. Appendix B 4 c, all invariants for each ITF of order o
have the same physical units. The components and the
invariants of each TF in real and reciprocal space are, ob-
viously, related by Eq. (13). The task is thus to get the

invariants l̃n(r), k̃n(r), j̃n(r) and ĩn(r) in real space from
the invariants ln(q), kn(q), jn(q) and in(q) in reciprocal
space and visa versa. We assume below for convenience
that all invariants of a field of order o in reciprocal space
are proportional to the same power law sη(q) = 1/V qη

characterized by an exponent η ≥ 0. We focus on the
values η = 0, 1 and 2. The calculation of the inverse FT
is done in three steps:

• We first consider in Appendix C 2 the inverse FT
of f(q) = sη(q)Y (q̂) with Y (q̂) being either a pla-
nar or a spherical harmonics. This yields f(r) =

f̃(r)Y (r̂) with the same function Y (·) as in recip-

rocal space and a scalar f̃(r) depending on η.

• Using the known f̃(r) we express q̂α, q̂αq̂β , . . . in
terms of the Y (q̂) and, similarly r̂α, r̂αr̂β , . . . in
terms of the Y (r̂). As shown in Appendix C 3, we
thus obtain the inverse FT of all additive terms
contributing to the generic ITFs in reciprocal space.

• We finally sum up in Appendix C 4 for all invariants
in real space the different contributions stemming
often from several invariants in reciprocal space.

2. Inverse FT of f(q) = f(q)Y (q̂)

a. Introduction

We determine here the inverse FT f(r) = F−1[f(q)]
of the product f(q) = f(q)Y (q̂) of a scalar function f(q)
and a function Y (q̂) depending only on the normalized
direction q̂. In two dimensions Y (q̂) = Yl(φq) is given
by the (non-normalized)“planar harmonics” cos(lφq) and
sin(lφq) in terms of the polar angle φq and an integer
l [17, 18]. In three dimensions we consider “spherical
harmonics” Y (q) = Ylm(θq, φq) [32, 42, 49] in terms of
the two polar angles θq and φq and the integers l and
m with −l ≤ m ≤ l. The index q added to the angles
indicates that the functions are taken in reciprocal space.
Similarly, φr and θr indicate polar angles in real space.
We show in Appendix C 2 b that

f(q) = f(q)Yl(φq)
F⇔ f(r) = f̃(r)Yl(φr) (C6)

d = 2 d = 3

l η = 0 η = 1 η = 2 η = 0 η = 1 η = 2

0 0 4 Eq. (C16) 0 4/π 2

1 4 i 4 i 4 i 8i/π 2 i 4i/π

2 -8 -4 -2 -6 −8/π -1

3 -12 i -4 i -4 i/3 −32i/π −3i −8i/3π

4 16 4 1 15 32/3π 3/4

TABLE I: Rescaled f̃(r)/[8πrd−η] according to Eq. (C15) for
d = 2 and Eq. (C38) for d = 3 for different l and η. Only reg-
ular contributions for r > 0 are indicated. l = 0 corresponds
to F−1[f(q)] for a scalar function f(q) = sη(q) = 1/V qη. All
entries for even (odd) l are real (imaginary). All entries for
d = 2 and η = 1 stem from Eq. (C17).

for d = 2 and similarly in Appendix C 2 d that

f(q) = f(q)Ylm(q̂)
F⇔ f(r) = f̃(r)Ylm(r̂) (C7)

for d = 3. In other words, the same function Y (·), with
the same “quantum numbers” l and m, describes the
angle dependence in real as in reciprocal space. Note
that f̃(r) may in general differ from f(r) ≡ F−1[f(q)]
(without the tilde). We investigate specifically the case

f(q) ≡ v(q)/V = sη(q) ≡ 1/V qη. (C8)

Inverse FTs f(r) = sη(r) ≡ F−1[sη(q)], obtained below
for a scalar function f(q) = sη(q) are given in the third
row (l = 0) of Table I for d = 2 and d = 3 for different η.
We only indicate in this work regular (non-singular) con-
tributions to the FT for r > 0 and possible but irrelevant
singularities arising for small η are omitted.

b. Inverse FT for d = 2

Let us compute in d = 2 the inverse FT

f(r) =
1

(2π)2

∫
dq v(q)Yl(φq) exp(iq · r) (C9)

for Yl(φq) = cos(lφq) and Yl(φq) = sin(lφq). We sort out
in turn specific cases starting with the most simple ones.
Let us note first that

Yl(φq) = sin(lφq) = 0 for l = 0 ⇒ f(r) = 0 (C10)

for all r and v(q). This trivial case is omitted below.
Secondly, since Yl(φq) = cos(lφq) = 1 for l = 0 and
assuming a constant v(q), i.e. η = 0, Eq. (A4) implies

f(r) = δ(r) + 0 for l = η = 0, (C11)

i.e. f(r) is strictly speaking a distribution [42] with a sin-
gularity at the origin and being zero elsewhere as empha-
sized by “0”. It is this value which is indicated in Table I
for d = 2 and l = η = 0. We will find for small η ≤ 1/2
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(the bound being explained below) more cases like this
where f(r) is the sum of a singularity at the origin and
a non-singular (regular) term for finite r = |r|. Impor-
tantly, since we are only interested at distances r > 0
these singularities are irrelevant for the present study.
We rewite now Eq. (C9) as

f(r) =
1

4π2

∫ ∞

0

dq qv(q)

∫ 2π

0

dφqYl(φq)

× exp [iqr cos(φq − φr)] (C12)

with φr being the angle of r̂ = (cos(φr), sin(φr)). Using
φ = φq − φr we have [45]

cos(lφ+ lφr) + cos(−lφ+ lφr) = 2 cos(lφ) cos(lφr),

sin(lφ+ lφr) + sin(−lφ+ lφr) = 2 cos(lφ) sin(lφr).

For both Yl(x) = cos(lx) and Yl(x) = sin(lx) this leads

to f(r) = f̃(r)Yl(φr) with

f̃(r) =
1

2π2

∫ ∞

0

dq qv(q)

∫ π

0

dφ cos(lφ)eiqr cos(φ) (C13)

confirming thus Eq. (C6). We focus below on f̃(r). Re-
sults for several l and η are summarized in Table I. It
is useful to rewrite Eq. (C13) in terms of integer Bessel
functions Jl(z) [45]. According Eq. (9.1.21) of Ref. [45]

Jl(z) =
i−l

π

∫ π

0

dφ cos(lφ) exp[iz cos(φ)]. (C14)

This leads to

f̃(r) =
il

2π

∫ qmax

qmin

dq qv(q) Jl(rq) (C15)

with qmin → 0 and qmax → ∞.
Let us next consider the specific case where l = 0 and

η = 2. Since J0(x) → 1 for small x this leads to a loga-
rithmic divergence at the lower integration bound qmin of
the above q-integral. As may be seen using Eq. (11.11.20)
of Ref. [45] to leading order this yields

f̃(r) ≈ 1

2π
(ln(2)− γ − ln(rqmin)) (C16)

with γ = 0.577256 being Euler’s constant. This scalar
function is elsewhere called s2(r). More straightforward
is the case η = 1 for all l since

∫∞
0

dxJl(x) = 1 for l > −1
according to Eq. (11.4.16) of Ref. [45]. Hence,

f̃(r) =
il

2πr
for η = 1 and l > −1. (C17)

Using that J1(x) = −J ′
0(x) one sees using integration by

parts that
∫
dx xJ1(x) =

∫
dx J0(x) = 1. Whence,

f̃(r) =
i

2πr2
for η = 0 and l = 1. (C18)

Note that Eq. (C18) just as Eq. (C17) hold without any
additional singularity at the origin. We may also take
advantage of the well-known recurrence relation [45]

x

2l
(Jl+1(x) + Jl−1(x)) = Jl(x) for l > 0. (C19)

Using gηl (r) ≡ f̃(r, l, η)/il we get the recurrence relation

r

2l

(
gηl+1(r) + gηl−1(r)

)
= gη+1

l (r) for l > 0 (C20)

which even holds if singularities are included. Using this
relation together with Eq. (C17) one obtains

f̃(r) =
il

2πl
for η = 2 and l > 0. (C21)

Using Eq. (C17), Eq. (C18) and Eq. (C20) we get

f̃(r) =
ill

2πr2
for η = 0 and l > 0 (C22)

in agreement with previous work [15, 17, 18]. Being zero
for l, the latter result is actually also consistent with the
non-singular term of Eq. (C11) and may thus be used
for all l ≥ 0. Note that additional singular contributions
δ(r)/2πr arise for all η = 0 and even l as may be seen
from the recurrence relation Eq. (C20) and the fact that
all entries for η = 1 are analytic without singularity and
that the same holds for η = 0 and l = 1.

It may be useful to note that Eq. (C22) for η = 0,
Eq. (C17) for η = 1 and Eq. (C21) for η = 2 may also
be obtained using the general integral relation for integer
Bessel functions Eq. (11.4.16) of Ref. [45]∫ ∞

0

tµJν(t)dt = 2µ
Γ
(
ν+µ+1

2

)
Γ
(
ν−µ+1

2

) . (C23)

Setting ν = l and µ = 1− η implies

f̃(r) =
il

2π
21−η

Γ
(

l+2−η
2

)
(

l+η
2

) 1

r2−η
for r > 0. (C24)

With the exception of Eq. (C16) for l = 0 and η = 2, this
covers all other above-mentioned relations. Interestingly,
Eq. (C23) is stated to hold (converge) only for µ + ν >
−1 and µ < 1/2 [45]. This implies the more restrictive
condition l + 2 > η > 1/2. As already pointed out, a
possible divergence for η ≤ 1/2 however merely leads to
an irrelevant δ(r)-singularity.

c. Spherical Bessel functions

For the FT in d = 3 presented in Sec. C 2 d it is use-
ful to first remind several properties of spherical Bessel
functions jl(x). The latter are related by [45]

jl(x) =

√
π

2x
Jl+1/2(x) with l = 0,±1,±2, . . . (C25)
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l η = 0 η = 1 η = 2 η = 3

0 0 1 π/2 -

1 2 π/2 1 π/4

2 3π/2 2 π/4 1/3

3 8 3π/4 2/3 π/16

4 15π/4 8/3 3π/16 2/15

6 105π/16 16/5 5π/32 8/105

8 315π/32 128/35 35π/256 32/315

TABLE II: Non-singular contribution to the integral∫∞
0

dx x2−ηjl(x) over spherical Bessel functions jl(x) for dif-
ferent l and exponents η. The values for η = 2 can be ob-
tained, e.g., using Eq. (C29).

to Bessel function Jν(x) of fractional order. Let us con-
sider the infinite integral∫ ∞

0

dq q2−ηjl(qr) =
1

r3−η

∫ ∞

0

dx x2−ηjl(x) (C26)

for r > 0. (The integral boundaries are dropped below for
clarity.) The non-singular contributions to the integral
for several l and η are given in Table II. Naturally, the
above integral is formally divergent at its upper bound
for low η since all spherical Bessel functions jl(x) decay
as 1/x in the large-x limit [45]. Nonetheless, as for the
two-dimensional FT discussed in Sec. C 2 b, this a useful
representation in the sense of distributions [42] since one
can rewrite these integrals into a sum of a non-singular
term (indicated in Table II) and a δ(r)-singularity (being
irrelevant). For instance, using the identity∫

dq q2jl(qr)jl(qr
′) =

π

2r2
δ(r − r′) (C27)

and by setting l = 0 and r′ = 0 one obtains∫
dq q2j0(qr) =

π

2r2
δ(r) + 0. (C28)

The non-singular contribution 0 for r > 0 of this case is
indicated (l = η = 0) in the Table. Several other entries
are given using the exact identities [45]∫

dx jl(x) =

√
π

2

Γ((l + 1)/2)

Γ(1 + l/2)
and (C29)∫

dx x−ljl+1(x) =
1

(2l + 1)!!
, (C30)

e.g., the column of the Table for η = 2 stems from
Eq. (C29). The remaining entries may be obtained using
the recursion relation [45]

jl(x) =
x

2l + 1
(jl+1(x) + jl−1(x)) (C31)

holding for l = 0,±1,±2, . . . This leads again to a recur-
rence relation similar to Eq. (C20). For instance,∫

dq q2j2(qr) =

∫
dq q2j0(qr) +

3

r

∫
dq qj1(qr)

=
π

2r2
δ(r) +

3π

2r3
(C32)

corresponding to l = 2 and η = 0 in Table II. The above
non-singular contribution for l = η = 1 is given by∫

dx xj1(x) = −
∫

dx x
d

dx
j0(x) =

π

2
(C33)

where the Rayleigh formula for spherical Bessel functions
[45] was used in the first step and integration by parts
and Eq. (C29) in the last step. In a similar way, we get all
other non-singular contributions indicated in the Table.
Interestingly, apart l = η = 0 all given entries in Table II
can be directly obtained using the relation∫

dq q2−ηjl(qr) =
√
π21−η

Γ
(

l−η+3
2

)
Γ
(

l+η
2

) 1

r3−η
. (C34)

This relation follows directly from Eq. (C23) using
Eq. (C25) and setting ν = l + 1/2 and µ = 3/2 − η.
Note that only for l + 3 > η > 1 this relation converges
rigorously without a δ(r)-singularity.

d. Inverse FT for d = 3

To compute the inverse FT of f(q) = f(q)Ylm(q̂) in
d = 3 the plane wave expansion [49]

exp(iq · r) = 4π

∞∑
l=0

iljl(qr)

l∑
m=−l

Ylm(q̂)Ylm(r̂) (C35)

is used in terms of spherical Bessel functions jl(qr) and
spherical harmonics Ylm(r̂) and Ylm(q̂) in real and recip-
rocal space. The “real form” of spherical harmonics [50]
is used, e.g.,

Y0,0(q̂) =
1√
4π

or Y1,−1(q̂) =

√
3

4π
q̂1 (C36)

and similarly for Ylm(r̂) in real space. We also remind
the orthogonality relation for spherical harmonics∫

dq̂ Ylm(q̂)Yl′m′(q̂) = δll′δmm′ (C37)

with the integral carried out over the entire unit sphere.
Let us consider the inverse FT of the (real) function
f(q) = V −1v(q)Ylm(q̂) with V being the volume and v(q)
a scalar function of the magnitude q = |q| of the wavevec-
tor q. Using the orthogonality relation, Eq. (C37), one
confirms Eq. (C7) and obtains

f̃(r) =
il

2π2

∫
dq q2v(q)jl(qr). (C38)
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η d = 2 d = 3

0 4 8/π

1 4 2

2 4 4/π

3 4 1

TABLE III: Rescaled invariant l̆1(r)/[i8πr
d−η] as defined by

F−1[sη(q)q̂α] = l̆1(r)r̂α. All l̆1(r) are imaginary.

For v(q) = 1/qη the q-integral is given by Eq. (C26), i.e.
its non-singular contributions can be found in Table II.
See the last three columns of Table I for the rescaled
function f̃(r) for d = 3 using units of 8πrd−η.

3. Inverse FT of additive terms of ITFs

a. Introduction

As already noted in Sec. B 4, generic ITFs in recipro-
cal space may be written as sums of terms or building
blocks, such as i4(q)q̂αq̂β q̂γ q̂δ for Eq. (B19), being them-
selves ITFs. We investigate here the inverse FT of terms
sη(q)q̂α, sη(q)q̂αq̂β , . . . assuming sη(q) = 1/V qη. Since
the fields in real space must also be ITFs according to
Eq. (C1) this implies the general structure

F−1[sη(q)q̂α] = l̆1(r)r̂α, (C39)

F−1[sη(q)q̂αq̂β ] = k̆1(r)δαβ + k̆2(r)r̂αr̂β , (C40)

F−1[sη(q)q̂αq̂β q̂γ ] = j̆1(r) [δαβ r̂γ + δβγ r̂α + δγαr̂β ]

+ j̆4(r)r̂αr̂β r̂γ and (C41)

F−1[sη(q)q̂αq̂β q̂γ q̂δ] = ĭ1(r) [δαβδγδ + δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ ]

+ ĭ3(r) [r̂αr̂βδγδ + r̂γ r̂δδαβ+

r̂αr̂γδβδ + r̂αr̂δδβγ +

r̂β r̂γδαδ + r̂β r̂δδαγ ]

+ ĭ4(r)r̂αr̂β r̂γ r̂δ (C42)

with l̆n(r), k̆n(r), j̆n(r) and ĭn(r) being invariants com-
puted below. We have used for Eq. (C41) and Eq. (C42)
that these fields have full index permutation symmetry
(in both spaces). As explained in Sec. B 4 d (for the cor-
responding fields in reciprocal space) this implies that

j̆1(r) = j̆2(r) = j̆3(r), ĭ1(r) = ĭ2(r) and ĭ3(r) = ĭ5(r).
Hence, the inverse FT Eq. (C41) must be characterized

by only two invariants, j̆1(r) and j̆4(r), and Eq. (C42) by

only three invariants, ĭ1(r), ĭ3(r) and ĭ4(r).

b. Vector fields

Let us begin by computing the inverse FT of the
isotropic vector field sη(q)q̂α in d = 2 and d = 3 di-
mensions. Since the FT of a vector field is a vector

d = 2 d = 3

η k̆1(r) k̆2(r) k̆1(r) k̆2(r)

0 4 −8 2 −6

1 4 −4 4/π −8/π

2 log. div. −2 1 −1

TABLE IV: Invariants k̆1(r) and k̆2(r) for r > 0 obtained for

F−1[sη(q)q̂αq̂β ] = k̆1(r)δαβ + k̆2(r)r̂αr̂β . All invariants are
given in units of 8πrd−η. As noted by “log. div.” a logarithmic
divergence, cf. Eq. (C16) exists for d = 2 and η = 2.

field and since the FT of an isotropic field is an isotropic
field, the most general form of the inverse FT must be
given by Eq. (C39). To take advantage of the FT of
f(q) = sη(q)Y (q̂) computed in Sec. C 2 we must express
q̂α in terms of Y (q̂). In d = 2 we have q̂1 = cos(φq)
and q̂2 = sin(φq) in reciprocal space and r̂1 = cos(φr)

and r̂2 = sin(φr) in real space. l̆1(r) is thus given by
Eq. (C15) for l = 1 as seen from Table I. In d = 3
one may use that the components q̂α are proportional
to Ylm(q̂) for l = 1, e.g., q̂1 =

√
4π/3Y1,1(q̂) accord-

ing to Eq. (C36), and similarly in real space. Using this

one finds that l̆1(r) = f̃(r) is given by Eq. (C38) for
v(q) = 1/qη and l = 1. Please see Table III for the

relevant l̆1(r) for both spatial dimensions.

c. Second-order fields

The inverse FT of sη(q)q̂αq̂β becomes a second-order
ITF in real space, cf. Eq. (C40), in terms of two invari-

ants k̆1(r) and k̆2(r). One useful relation to get these
invariants is obtained by tracing over α = β and using
that q̂2α = r̂2α = 1. This yields

dk̆1(r) + k̆2(r) = sη(r) (C43)

with sη(r) being given in Table I. A second relation is
obtained from the inverse FT for α = 1 and β = 2, i.e.

F−1[q̂1q̂2/V qη] = k̆2(r)r̂1r̂2. (C44)

We note that q̂1q̂2 = sin(2φq)/2 in d = 2 and q̂1q̂2 =√
4π/15Y2,−2(q̂) in d = 3 and similarly in real space. Us-

ing Table I for l = 2 yields k̆2(r). Finally, using Eq. (C43)

one obtains k̆1(r) = (sη(r) − k̆2(r))/d. Both invariants
are given in Table IV.

d. Third-order fields

Since sη(q)q̂αq̂β q̂γ is a third-order ITF with complete
permutation symmetry of all indices, its inverse FT must
take the generic form indicated in Eq. (C41) in terms of

only two invariants j̆1(r) and j̆4(t). Two independent
relations are thus needed to determine these invariants.
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d = 2 d = 3

η j̆1(r) j̆4(r) j̆1(r) j̆4(r)

0 4 −12 8/π −32/π

1 2 −4 1 −3

2 4/3 −4/3 4/3π −8/3π

TABLE V: Invariants j̆1(r) and j̆4(r) with r > 0 for the in-
verse FT Eq. (C41) of sη(q)q̂αq̂β q̂γ . All invariants are given
in units of i8πrd−η.

d = 2 d = 3

η ĭ1(r) ĭ3(r) ĭ4(r) ĭ1(r) ĭ3(r) ĭ4(r)

0 2 -4 16 1 -3 15

1 4/3 -4/3 4 4/3π −8/3π 32/3π

2 log -1/2 1 1/4 -1/4 3/4

TABLE VI: Invariants ĭ1(r) = ĭ2(r), ĭ3(r) = ĭ5(r) and ĭ4(r)
for the inverse FT of the fourth-order ITF sη(q)q̂αq̂β q̂γ q̂δ, cf.
Eq. (C42). All invariants are given in units of 8πrd−η. The
scalar function s2(r) for d = 2 and η = 2 is given by Eq. (C16).

One relation may be obtained by tracing over the last
two indices β = γ which reduces the third-order field to
a vector field with

l̆1(r)r̂α = F−1[sη(q)q̂α] = [(d+2)j̆1(r)+ j̆4(r)]r̂α (C45)

for all r̂α, i.e. j̆1(r) = [l̆1(r) − j̆4(r)]/(d + 2) with l̆1(r)
being already discussed in Sec. C 3 b and summarized in
Table III. The second relation is obtained for d = 3 using
that for α = 1, β = 2 and γ = 3 we have

F−1[q̂1q̂2q̂3/V qη] = j̆4(r)r̂1r̂2r̂3, (C46)

and that q̂1q̂2q̂3 =
√
4π/105Y3,−2(q̂) and similarly in real

space. Taking advantage of Eq. (C38) or Table II for

l = 3 one thus obtains j̆4(r) and then, using Eq. (C45)

j̆1(r). The two-dimensional case is here slightly more
complicated. One may use, e.q., the case α = β = γ = 1
and that q̂31 = 1

4 cos(3φq)+
3
4 cos(φq). Using then Table I

for both l = 1 and l = 3 yields a second relation for j̆1(r)

and j̆4(r) for each η. Using the general relation Eq. (C45)
allows finally to determine both invariants. See Table V
for the invariants j̆1(r) and j̆4(r).

e. Fourth-order fields

We turn finally to the inverse FT of the fourth-order
ITF sη(q)q̂αq̂β q̂γ q̂δ. As stated by Eq. (C42) the com-
plete index symmetry implies that we have in real space a
fourth-order ITF described by three invariants ĭ1(r), ĭ3(r)

and ĭ4(r). Three independent relations are thus needed.
Two relations are immediately obtained by tracing over
the last pair of indices γ = δ reducing the forth-order

n ĭn(r)

4πr2
ĩn(r)

4πr2

1 5 4̂i3 + 5̂i4

2 −1 −î4

3 −6 −4̂i3 − 6̂i4

4 8 8̂i4

5 0 0

TABLE VII: Rescaled invariants ĭn(r)/4πr
2 and ĩn(r)/4πr

2

for r > 0, d = 2 and η = 0 using the “compact representation”
obtained by means of the transformation Eq. (4). The results
for η = 0 have already reported elsewhere [18].

fields to second-order fields. Using Eq. (B37) and again
q̂2γ = r̂2γ = 1 this implies this implies

F−1[sη(q)q̂αq̂β ] = k̆1(r)δαβ + k̆2(r)r̂αr̂β

=
[
(d+ 2)̆i1(r) + ĭ3(r)

]
δαβ

+
[
(d+ 4)̆i3(r) + ĭ4(r)

]
r̂αr̂β

where Eq. (C42) was used in the second step. Since this
must hold for any r̂α we have

k̆1(r) = (d+ 2)̆i1(r) + ĭ3(r) and (C47)

k̆2(r) = (d+ 4)̆i3(r) + ĭ4(r). (C48)

The third relation is obtained by tracing additionally
over the first pair of indices α = β. In agreement with
Eq. (B38) this yields the scalar relation

sη(r) = F−1[sη(q)] (C49)

= (d2 + 2d)̆i1(r) + (2d+ 4)̆i3(r) + ĭ4(r).

Since sη(r), k̆1(r) and k̆2(r) are known (cf. Tables I and

IV) these relations completely determine ĭ1(r) = ĭ2(r),

ĭ3(r) = ĭ5(r) and ĭ4(r) as indicated in Table VI.
For d = 2 these results correspond to the “extended

representation” and not to the “compact representation”
which we have used in previous work [17, 18] where we
did focus on two-dimensional systems. Using Eq. (4) one
may recast this as

ĭ1(r) → ĭ1(r)− 2̆i5(r) (C50)

ĭ2(r) → ĭ2(r) + 1̆i5(r)

ĭ3(r) → ĭ3(r) + 2̆i5(r)

ĭ4(r) → ĭ4(r)

ĭ5(r) → 0

in terms of four invariants in agreement with Refs. [17,
18]. The values for η = 0 are stated in Table VII.

4. General isotropic tensor fields

The most general ITFs in real space consistent with
the assumptions formulated in Appendix B 1 have been
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d = 2 d = 3

invariant η = 0 η = 1 η = 2 η = 0 η = 1 η = 2

sη(r) 0 2 log. div. 0 4
π

2

l̃1(r)/i 4l̂1 4l̂1 4l̂1
8
π
l̂1 2l̂1

4
π
l̂1

k̃1(r) 4k̂2 4[k̂1 + k̂2] log. div. 2k̂2
4
π
[k̂1 + k̂2] 2k̂1 + k̂2

k̃2(r) −8k̂2 −4k̂2 −2k̂2 −6k̂2 − 8
π
k̂2 −k̂2

j̃1(r)/i 4[ĵ1 + ĵ4] 2[2ĵ1 + ĵ4]
4
3
[3ĵ1 + ĵ4]

8
π
[ĵ1 + ĵ4] 1[2ĵ1 + ĵ4]

4
3π

[3ĵ1 + ĵ4]

j̃2(r)/i 4[ĵ2 + ĵ4] 2[2ĵ2 + ĵ4]
4
3
[3ĵ2 + ĵ4]

8
π
[ĵ2 + ĵ4] 1[2ĵ2 + ĵ4]

4
3π

[3ĵ2 + ĵ4]

j̃3(r)/i 4[ĵ3 + ĵ4] 2[2ĵ3 + ĵ4]
4
3
[3ĵ3 + ĵ4]

8
π
[ĵ3 + ĵ4] 1[2ĵ3 + ĵ4]

4
3π

[3ĵ3 + ĵ4]

j̃4(r)/i −12ĵ4 −4ĵ4 − 4
3
ĵ4 − 32

π
ĵ4 −3ĵ4 − 8

3π
ĵ4

ĩ1(r) 2[4̂i3 + î4]
4
3
[3̂i1 + 6̂i3 + î4] log. div. 1[4̂i3 + î4]

4
3π

[3̂i1 + 6̂i3 + î4]
1
4
[8̂i1 + 8̂i3 + î4]

ĩ2(r) 2[4̂i5 + î4]
4
3
[3̂i2 + 6̂i5 + î4] log. div. 1[4̂i5 + î4]

4
3π

[3̂i2 + 6̂i5 + î4]
1
4
[8̂i1 + 8̂i5 + î4]

ĩ3(r) −4[2̂i3 + î4] − 4
3
[3̂i3 + î4] − 1

2
[4̂i3 + î4] −3[2̂i3 + î4] − 8

3π
[3̂i3 + î4] − 1

4
[4̂i3 + î4]

ĩ5(r) −4[2̂i5 + î4] − 4
3
[3̂i5 + î4] − 1

2
[4̂i5 + î4] −3[2̂i5 + î4] − 8

3π
[3̂i5 + î4] − 1

4
[4̂i5 + î4]

ĩ4(r) 16̂i4 1[4̂i4] î4 15̂i4
8
3π

[4̂i4]
3
4
î4

TABLE VIII: Invariants in real space for spatial dimensions d = 2 and d = 3 and power-law exponents η = 0, 1 and 2. All
invariants are given in units of 8πrd−η. Invariants of ITF of odd order o are imaginary as indicated in the first column. δ(r)-
singularities are not indicated. Note that sη(r) = F−1[sη(q)] and that η = 0 corresponds to constant invariants in reciprocal
space. To simplify the comparison of different dimensions several entries have been factorized such that the brackets [. . .] for
different d but same η are identical. For d = 2 the “extended representation” has been used, cf. Sec. B 4 e. “log. div.” in the
fourth column marks the logarithmic divergence according to Eq. (C16), cf. Sec. C 2 b.

stated in Appendix C 1. Using the inverse FTs presented
above in Appendix C 2 and Appendix C 3 all what re-
mains to be done is to add up the different contribu-
tions. We emphasize that due to the dependence of
the ITFs on r̂α (real space) and q̂α (reciprocal space)

the invariants in real space l̃n(r), k̃n(r), j̃n(r) and ĩn(r)
(marked by a tilde) differ in general from the (direct)
inverse FTs ln(r), kn(r), jn(r) and in(r) of the invari-
ants ln(q), kn(q), jn(q) and in(q) in reciprocal space,

e.g., kn(r) ≡ F−1[kn(q)] ̸= k̃n(r). Note that the full
index permutation symmetry holding for each additive
term does not hold for their sums in general. This means
that, e.g., j̃1(r) ̸= j̃2(r) or ĩ3(r) ̸= ĩ5(r) in general. All
invariants of a field of order o in reciprocal space have

a power law, i.e. ln(q) = l̂nsη(q), kn(q) = k̂nsη(q),

jn(q) = ĵnsη(q) and in(q) = însη(q) for all n with l̂n,

k̂n, ĵn and în being constants. Hence, kn(r) = k̂nsη(r)

or in(r) = însη(r). The invariants l̃n(r), k̃n(r), j̃n(r) and

ĩn(r) can be expressed using the invariants l̆n(r), k̆n(r),

j̆n(r) and ĭn(r) computed above for the individual build-
ing terms. Summing up the different contributions yields

l̃1(r) = l̂1 l̆1(r), (C51)

k̃1(r) = k1(r) + k̂2k̆1(r), (C52)

k̃2(r) = k̂2k̆2(r), (C53)

j̃1(r) = ĵ1 l̆1(r) + ĵ4j̆1(r), (C54)

j̃2(r) = ĵ2 l̆1(r) + ĵ4j̆1(r), (C55)

j̃3(r) = ĵ3 l̆1(r) + ĵ4j̆1(r), (C56)

j̃4(r) = ĵ4j̆4(r), (C57)

ĩ1(r) = i1(r) + 2̂i3k̆1(r) + î4ĭ1(r), (C58)

ĩ2(r) = i2(r) + 2̂i5k̆1(r) + î4ĭ1(r), (C59)

ĩ3(r) = î3k̆2(r) + î4ĭ3(r), (C60)

ĩ4(r) = î4ĭ4(r) and (C61)

ĩ5(r) = î5k̆2(r) + î4ĭ3(r) (C62)

These results hold for any dimension d and any exponent
η. Using the Tables I, III, IV, V and VI one finally gets
the invariants in real space summarized in Table VIII.
As noted in Appendix B 4 e it is possible to rewrite the

invariants of fourth-order isotropic fields in d = 2 more
compactly in terms of four invariants using the transfor-
mation Eq. (4). This can be done (in any order) for both

the invariants ĭ1(r), . . . , ĭ5(r) of the building terms us-
ing Eq. (C50) and similarly for the composite invariants
ĩ1(r), . . . , ĩ5(r). The results for η = 0 stated in Table VII
are consistent with Refs. [17, 18].

Appendix D: Linear displacement response

The displacements generated by a small force density
gexα (q) applied to a linear elastic body are given within
linear response by

uα(q) = Gαβ(q) g
ex
β (q) (D1)

in reciprocal space in terms of the symmetric second-
order GF TF Gαβ(q). For isotropic systems Gαβ(q) must
be an ITF. Taking advantage of the FDT relation

Gαβ(q) = βV cαβ(q) (D2)
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reminded in Sec. III F, the GFs are given by the CFs.
We discuss below the displacement response for various
imposed force density fields.

Let us first assume that the external perturbation is
due to localized and well separated point forces, i.e. we
have a force density gexα (q) =

∑
a f

a
β/V in reciprocal

space. Using Eq. (36) the response in real space is thus

uα(r) =
∑
a

βcαβ(r− ra)fa
α. (D3)

Importantly, since cαβ(r) ∼ 1/β the GF Gαβ(r) does
not depend explicitly on the temperature of the system.
Note also that uα(r) cannot be an ITF since the applied
force in reciprocal space is a finite first-order tensor, i.e.
according to Eq. (B6) not an isotropic tensor. One spe-
cific case may be worth noting for comparison. Let us
consider following W. Thomson (1848) one point force
gexα (r) = fαδ(r) at the origin. Using Eq. (D3), Eq. (22)
and Eq. (54) one directly obtains

uα(r) =
1

8πr

1 + ν

E(1− ν)
[(3− 4ν)δαβ + r̂αr̂β ] fβ (D4)

for d = 3 in agreement with Ref. [23].
Let us next impose force fields being the sum of dipoles

created by pairs of close point forces of same magnitude
but opposite sign. We first consider the case

gexα (r) = fδαβ [δ(r− heβ)− δ(r+ heβ)] , (D5)

i.e. identical dipoles along all d axes. Using Eq. (A8)
for sufficiently small p = 2h the source force density in
reciprocal space is an ITF:

gexα (q) = −i pqα
f

V
. (D6)

Since both cαβ(q) and the source are ITFs, the same
applies due to the product theorem for the RF. Hence,

uα(q) = l1(q)q̂α
F⇔ uα(r) = l̃1(r)r̂α (D7)

in agreement with Eq. (B14) and Eq. (C51). Using the
results found in Sec. IVC1 it is seen that

l1(q) = −i
pf

V L(q) q
(D8)

only depends on the longitudinal modulus L(q) and not
on the shear modulus G(q) (as expected due to the im-
posed isotropic pressure) decaying, moreover, inversely
with q. Focusing on the continuum limit where L(q) ≈
λ+ 2µ and using Table III for η = 1 we finally get

l̃1(r) =
pf

λ+ 2µ

1

2πr
for d = 2 and

l̃1(r) =
pf

λ+ 2µ

1

4πr2
for d = 3. (D9)

As a third and last case let us investigate a “shear-
transformation zone” in the 12-plane (already mentioned
in Appendix B 8 e) [26] where

gexα (r) = f1 [δ(r− he1)− δ(r+ he1)] δα1

+ f2 [δ(r− he2)− δ(r+ he2)] δα2. (D10)

We assume f = f1 = −f2, i.e. the two dipoles have
opposite signs. While the GF is isotropic, this is not the
case for the SF and the RF is thus not an ITF. Using

gexα (q) = −i
pf

V
(δα1q1 − δα2q2) (D11)

and the known GF Gαβ(q) = βcαβ(q) one may, however,
still write for qξcont ≪ 1 the inverse FT in terms of the

invariants l̆(r), j̆1(r) and j̆4(r) discussed in, respectively,
Appendix C 3 b and Appendix C 3 d. This leads to

uα(r)

ipf
=

1

µ
l̆(r)(r̂1 − r̂2)−

λ+ µ

µ(λ+ 2µ)
× (D12)[

j̆1(r)2(r̂1δα1 − r̂2δα2) + j̆2(r)r̂α(r̂
2
1 − r̂22)

]
.

The final results for d = 2 and d = 3 are then obtained
using Table III and Table V for the exponent η = 1. More
details on this important case will be given elsewhere.
The linear response due to a small SF was discussed

in general terms in Appendix B 8 and more specifically
for displacement TFs in the preceding paragraphs. Im-
portantly, response TFs are mathematically defined in
reciprocal space by a tensorial contraction of a GF by
a SF. The RFs are thus not as for scalar fields simply
proportional to the GF. Naturally, the RF contains both
information from the GF, characterizing the system, and
from the SF, characterizing the perturbation. While for
an isotropic system the GF is an ITF, this is in general
not the case for SF, e.g., for intrinsic spontaneous fluctu-
ations, and the RF is in general not an ITF. Albeit being
closely related, RFs and GFs differ in general.
We note finally that in a similar manner as for the

displacements one may also obtain the strain response

εαβ(q) = Gαβγδ(q)σ
ex
γδ(q) (D13)

caused by an imposed external stress σex
αβ(q). Using the

definitions Eq. (7), Eq. (40) and Eq. (97) this may be also
done directly starting from the displacement CFs using

Gαβγδ(q) = q2βVO2+[cαβ(q)]. (D14)

Appendix E: Relaxation times for strain CFs

As shown in Sec. VD, the ICFs cL(q, t) and cG(q, t)
are related to the material functions L(q, t) and G(q, t) in
Fourier-Laplace space by Eq. (102) using for overdamped
systems the scalar w(q, s) = q2/ζs with ζ being the ef-
fective friction constant. We focus again on the simple
limit for large t (small s). It was stated in Sec. VE that
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FIG. 13: Longitudinal ICF βV c̄L(q,∆τ) for pLJ systems for
several q as a function of ∆τ . As indicated by the vertical
line ∆τmax = 107 for n = 10000, i.e. the final strong decay of
the data is expected due to the construction of the displace-
ment field. The power-law slope with exponent −1 (bold solid
line) expected for asymptotically large ∆τ ≪ ∆τmax is barely
consistent with the smallest q indicated and much smaller ef-
fective exponents are visible for larger q (thin solid lines).

(not surprisingly) the ICFs must asymptotically decay
exponentially for large t with relaxation times given by
Eq. (103) in terms of the static generalized elastic moduli
L(q) ≡ lims→0 L(q, s) and G(q) ≡ lims→0 G(q, s). These
relations assume that the s-dependence of the material
functions becomes irrelevant for s → 0. While this leads
indeed to useful relations for qξcont ≪ 1, higher order
contributions may in general contribute. To see this let
us consider the low-s expansion

L(q, s) = L(q)[1 + a1s+
1

2
a2s

2 + . . .] (E1)

with constants an depending apriori on q. Inserting this
into the relation for the longitudinal ICF, cf. Eq. (102),
we find to leading order

L(q)βV cL(q, s) ≃
s

s+ 1/(ζ/q2L(q) + a1)
, (E2)

i.e. the linear term in Eq. (E1) cannot be neglected.
What is the physical meaning of a1? We note first that

according to Eq. (A15) this term corresponds in the time
domain to a generalized longitudinal modulus

L(q, t) ≈ L(q)[1 + a1δ(t)] (E3)

with a1 being an effective time scale characterizing the
short-time behavior of L(q, t). Let us introduce by

ηL(q, t) ≡
∫ t

0

dt [L(q, t)− L(q)]

L⇔ ηL(q, s) = [L(q, s)− L(q)]/s. (E4)

a generalize viscocity associated to the longitudinal ma-
terial function L(q, t). Using the expansion Eq. (E1) and

the final value theorem of the LT, Eq. (A20), we get [46]

a1L(q) = lim
t→∞

ηL(q, t) = lim
s→0

ηL(q, s) = ηL(q), (E5)

i.e. a1 characterizes the q-dependent longitudinal vis-
cosity ηL(q). Since a1 is a time scale we call it from
now τ0L(q). We introduce similarly τ0G(q) and ηG(q) for
the corresponding time scale and the generalized viscos-
ity of the transverse ICF βV cG(q, s). The superscript
“v” marks that these time scales characterize generalized
viscosities. Using again Eq. (A16) one confirms that the
above relations Eq. (105) are still applicable, however, in
terms of the generalized relaxation times

τL(q) = (ζ/q2 + ηL(q))/L(q) and

τG(q) = (ζ/q2 + ηG(q))/G(q). (E6)

The additional phenomenological time scales

τ0L(q) ≡ ηL(q)/L(q) and τ0G(q) ≡ ηG(q)/G(q), (E7)

characterizing the short-time behavior of both material
functions, are expected to strongly increase for large q.
One important reason is that L(q) and G(q) become ex-
tremely small for qξcont ≫ 1 as shown in Fig. 4.
Confirming the above statements, the dynamics for our

two-dimensional overdamped model glass systems has
been found to dramatically slow down for qξcont ≫ 1.
We have thus unfortunately been unable to reach the
predicted exponential decay for the possible production
times ∆τmax. This is shown in Fig. 13 for the ICF
c̄L(q,∆τ) of the t-averaged longitudinal strain fields. We
plot here ICFs for several wavenumbers q as a function
of the preaveraging time ∆τ for our smaller systems
with n = 10000 particles and a total production time
∆τmax = 107 (vertical line). The bold solid line indicates
the power-law exponent −1 corresponding for c̄L(q,∆τ)
to the exponential decay for cL(q, t). Apparently, much
larger ∆τmax are warranted to get a reasonable estima-
tion of τL(q) and τG(q) for qξcont ≫ 1. We have thus been
unable to measure in this limit τL(q) and τG(q) and thus
the respective viscosity contributions τ0L(q) and τ0G(q).
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