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Microstructural changes in solids, driven by energy flows, do not develop in a static continuous
space, such as the space considered in conventional plasticity models. The applied forces create an
evolving internal energy landscape, which is constrained by crystallography but has characteristic
spatial and temporal scales that form dynamically. To describe this view, we replace a common
model for the evolution of dislocation substructure in metals with evolution of microscopic slips in a
combinatorial structure referred to as a polytopal cell complex (PCC). The microscopic slips are
associated with pairs of 2-cells (faces) and 1-cells (edges) of the PCC and are driven by minimisation of
a properly defined Lagrangian. The approach provides a comprehensive statistical and thermodynamic
description of plastic flow development. It allows the investigation of energy levels associated with
different slip systems and reveals the microscopic mechanisms that result in the phenomenon of
strain rate sensitivity.
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teristic relaxation time, plastic flow thermodynamics

Intense energy flows into materials generate combinatorial
and topological changes in their internal structures at all
length scales. ’Combinatorial’ are the changes in the num-
bers of distinct structural components, e.g., an increasing
number of phases or multiplication of dislocations as a re-
sult of plastic deformation. ’Topological’ are the changes
in the spatial arrangement and connectivity of structural
components, such as networks of interphase boundaries,
dislocation slips or microcracks. Combinatorial changes
necessarily produce topological changes, but the inverse is
not guaranteed. These changes redistribute, dissipate or
store the injected energy producing the macroscopically
observed stress-strain behaviour of a material. The rela-
tion between the combinatorial and topological changes
and the resultant development of multiscale bulk plastic
flow is far from being fully understood. A comprehensive
thermodynamic description of plasticity requires a consid-
eration of all kinetic and dynamic processes driving the
internal microstructural changes.
The existing plasticity theories conventionally employ

semi-empirical models that provide an averaged behaviour
matching the macroscopic deformation curves. However,
the importance of crystallographic features for metal plas-
ticity was recognised relatively early and introduced in
several constitutive models. The common Molinari ap-
proach [1, 2] uses an orientation factor:

rβik =
1

2
(νiℓk + ℓiνk) (1)

for each crystallographic slip system β ∈ N, where ν⃗ is
the unit vector normal to the slip system, and ℓ⃗ is the
unit vector in the slip direction. The relation between the
plastic strain rate ε̇pik and the applied deviatoric stress
σkl is then given by [1, 2]

ε̇pkl = ε̇0 ·
∑
β

rβkl

(∣∣rβpqσpq∣∣
σβ0

)γ+1

(2)

where ε̇0 is a reference constant strain rate, σβ0 is a ref-
erence stress associated with the slip system β, and γ is
a coefficient of stress amplitude sensitivity [3, 4]. The
latter is related to the strain rate sensitivity m [5] via
γ =

(
m−1 − 1

)
. The three parameters cannot be derived

theoretically for a wide range of deformation conditions
and are typically obtained by curve fitting to experimental
data. In many cases, such as nanocrystalline materials
or very high strain rates, materials become extremely
sensitive to strain rate [6], which render the constitutive
equation unsuitable. Structural approaches [7–9] explic-
itly accounting for the dynamics of dislocation gliding and
the kinetics of dislocation multiplication [10, 11] replace
Eq. (2) with the Orowan equation [7, 10, 12]:

ε̇pik = −1

2

∑
β

(
bβi ν

β
k + bβkν

β
i

)
ρβDV

β
D , (3)

where bβi are the components of the averaged Burgers

vector [12], ρβD is the averaged dislocation density [12, 13],

and V β
D is the averaged dislocation velocity in the slip

system β. V β
D can be estimated analytically [7] or by

molecular dynamics simulations [11] as a function of the
externally applied stress. The structural approaches based
on Eq. (3) naturally incorporate the effects of strain rate
sensitivity and allow for macroscopic modelling of plastic
flow even under shock wave deformation conditions [8, 10].

However, the exact calculation of the evolution of ρβD and

V β
D during the deformation process for each slip system

is not a feasible task, and only the averaged ρD and VD
values have been used in practice [4, 8, 10, 14]. As a
result, the existing continuous plasticity models, from
one side, have failed to handle complex non-equilibrium
states produced by high defect concentrations and strong
defect-defect interactions [9, 15], and from another, the
microstructural parameters describing dislocation physics
are not convenient for mechanical and engineering appli-
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cations.
In continuum models, the static yield stress can be gen-

eralised to a strain-rate-dependent parameter of dynamic
yield strength [16]. One approach is by considering an in-
tegral criterion of plasticity based on the ’fading memory’
concept and using a material parameter τD, referred to
as the characteristic relaxation time (CRT) [3, 17–20]:

1

τD

∫ t

t−τD

(
σeq(τ)

σy

)γ
dτ ≤ 1. (4)

Here, σeq(τ) is the equivalent stress at time τ , σy is
the static yield stress, and the equality defines the time
τD = t∗ at which the macroscopic plastic flow begins.
It has been shown [21, 22] that the CRT is inversely
proportional to the dislocation density ρD:

τD =
8Bp

3µb2ρD
, (5)

where µ is the material’s shear modulus, and Bp ≈
0.5νDρb

2 is a phonon drag coefficient for dislocation glid-
ing [7, 10, 20] with νD ∼ 1013 s−1 being close to the Debye
frequency and ρ being the material density. This approach
does not consider any crystallographic and microstruc-
tural features, but a generalisation of Eq. (4) suggested
by Gruzdkov [17, 18] is suitable for multi-energy-level pro-

cesses. It employs a series of CRTs τβD with corresponding
critical barrier stresses σβ :∑

β

(
1

σβ
− 1

σβ+1

)
· 1

τβD

∫ t

t−τβ
D

σβeq(τ) · θ(τ)dτ ≤ 1, (6)

where θ(τ) is the Heaviside step function. The CRTs τβD,
can be computed from Eq. (5) by replacing ρD with the

slip system-specific ρβD.
The barrier stresses σβ are commonly estimated in

crystal plasticity theories as critical resolved shear stresses
determined by the generalised Schmid’s law [23]. However,
in a purely continuous formulation, there is no possibility
to define the dynamically changing values of the CRTs τβD.

The value of the total dislocation density ρD =
∑
β ρ

β
D

strongly depends on the extremely complex dynamics of
defect-defect interactions [15], including self-organisation
of dislocations [9], and can vary up to several orders of
magnitude during severe plastic deformation [24, 25] or in
materials subjected to high-strain-rate loading conditions
[8, 20, 26].
Nǎımark et al. [27–29] proposed handling the t struc-

ture complexity by empirical and statistical considerations
of plasticity, assuming a self-similarity of the spatial dis-
tributions of plastic defects [30], W (λd) = λ−ηW (d), i.e.,
postulating that the probability distribution function of
defects W (s, ν⃗, ℓ⃗) is invariant of the length scale d [27]
and has the form

W = Z−1 exp(−E/Q), (7)

where E is the total energy (Lagrangian) of the defects, Q
is a potential specifying the energy relief, and Z is a parti-
tion function [31]. A key idea in our present consideration
is to use the microscopic plastic slip (microslip) event
as the unit of plastic deformation [27, 28] instead of the
explicit consideration of dislocations. By doing so, a ’real’
network of one-dimensional dislocation lines is replaced
by a virtual network of two-dimensional microslips cre-
ated by dislocation gliding. In some cases the microslips
are associated with stacking faults stretched between two
partial dislocations and have the corresponding stacking
fault energy [12], but in the general case the microslip
structure should be viewed as a virtual quasi-periodic
ordering in space formed by dislocation traces.
In the continuum formulation, slips on the mesoscale

level can be described by a microslip tensor sik [27], which
quantifies the plastic strain in the neighbourhood of a
local interface (the slip plane) [28]

sβik = s · rβik, (8)

where s is the shear intensity.
The microslips in a given volume produce a microslip

density tensor given by [28]:

pik = n⟨sik⟩ = n

∫
sikW (s, ν⃗, ℓ⃗) ds d3ν d3ℓ, (9)

where n is the scalar concentration of microslips and ⟨sik⟩
is the statistical averaging of sβik [27, 28]. By definition,
pik is equivalent to the plastic strain εpik, however it has a
larger theoretical significance as a measure of the energy
U accumulated in the dislocation cores and their local
elastic fields. It may be referred to as the macroscopic
microslip density tensor.
For a comprehensive thermodynamic description, it is

essential to define the statistical distribution function
Eq. (7). The Lagrangian E depends on the kinetics of
microslips and can be expressed in the form [27, 28]

E = E0 −Hiksik + αs2ik, (10)

where E0 is a constant ’ground energy’, Hik = σik + λpik
is the effective field which is the sum of an externally
imposed stress field σik and of a contribution from the
macroscopic microslip density tensor pik [28]; the constant
α describes a self-energy associated with the creation of
one microslip, addressing the non-equilibrium nature of
the process under consideration [28]. Integration of Eq.
(9) with Eq. (10) gives a strongly non-linear complex
behaviour of the microslip density tensor pik, dependent
on the particular stress field and on the dimensionless
scaling factor δ = α/λn [28, 29].

This promising statistical approach faces the fundamen-
tal restrictions of the continuous description of materials,
which do not allow for considering the essential effects
of local, multi-scale and multi-dimensional defect-defect
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interactions governing plasticity on the micro- and meso-
scale levels. In particular, to complete the thermodynamic
description (Eqs.(8) – (10)) and find the distribution func-
tion in Eq.(7), a partition function Z has to be determined,
which cannot be done without explicit consideration of
the defect network and can only be replaced by an empir-
ical fitting function, as it was done in [28, 29] using the
Landau formalism for second-order phase transitions [31].

The present work revisits the continuum statistical ap-
proaches using combinatorial tools from graph theory
[32] and algebraic topology [33]. It accounts for the con-
straints imposed by a specific defect ordering and provides
an informative description of plastic flow development by
computationally addressing the mesoscale problem. The
results presented later are relevant to FCC metals, where
{111} is the only active slip plane creating 12 slip sys-
tems [34]. However, the theoretical consideration can be
extended to the cases of several active slip planes in BCC
and HCP crystals using associated combinatorial spaces.

Similarly to the continuous formulation discussed in
[27–29], we replace the dislocation network with a discrete
space ordering created by the tracks of gliding dislocations.
This ordering is determined by the dislocation patterns
and the dislocation sliding. The aim is to supplement the
model for dynamic plasticity with an additional combina-
torial structure representing explicitly the features that
redistribute and accumulate energy during the plastic flow.
This is done by associating the microslips with the 2-cells
of a polytopal cell complex (PCC) T [33] and the net-
work of microslips with an evolving graph G where nodes
represent microslip events and edges connect neighouring
microslips. In such case, the partition function Z is cal-
culated directly using combinatorial techniques such as
Tutte polynomials T (G, x, y) [32]. However, the Metropo-
lis algorithm [35, 36] is computationally less demanding
than finding the Tutte polynomials for large graphs and
will be employed in the current study. Here, we emphasise
the distinction between our a priori ’discrete’ space and
the ’discretised’ spaces obtained by meshing of a contin-
uous domain: modelling by discretisation is a top-down
approach, while the discrete modelling is a bottom-up pro-
cedure. For analysis of discrete spaces, we use tools from
discrete exterior calculus (DEC) [37–39], a mathematical
framework analogous to the exterior calculus with differ-
ential forms [37]. This framework has been significantly
developed in recent years, allowing for direct applications
in the mechanics [40–42] and physics [39, 43, 44] of solids.

A discrete representation of the spatial arrangement
formed by the lattice of {111} slip planes in a face-centred
cubic (FCC) structure can be obtained with a PCC [40,
43, 45–47] created from an appropriate tessellation T of a
3-dimensional continuum volume, as is shown in Fig. 1.
Starting from the geometry of the FCC unit cell, Fig. 1
(a), all 12 slip systems can be represented by considering
eight tetrahedra and one octahedron in a closely packed
arrangement, as shown in Fig. 1 (b). The cell complex

has four types of ’cells’ of different topological dimensions,
highlighted in Fig. 1 (c) (see Appendix A for more details).
The cells of the constructed structure represent volumes
that may contain many crystallographic unit cells, but
the structure has the same crystallographic restrictions
of the material’s internal order.

Figure 1: Sketch of a PCC construction associated with
the 12 active slip systems in FCC metals.

A PCC T [33, 40, 42] constructed this way is a discrete
space where physical processes may occur. Its topology
and, once embedded in a metric space, geometry, impose
specific restrictions on the plasticity process. The current
deformation state of the system subjected to dynamical
loading is encoded in a state vector Xi whose components
are zeros and ones indicating those microslip events that
have (or have not) occurred. As previously stated, a graph
G (not a cell complex) can be constructed by considering
the microslip events in T as nodes and connecting with
edges those that are adjacent in T [32, 48]. There is thus
a three-way correspondence between each stage of the
plasticity process, the state vectors Xi, and the evolution
of the graph G. Each state vector is characterised by
a particular discrete Lagrangian Ep equivalent to the
continuous energy parameter E given by Eq. (10).

To achieve a combinatorial description of the framework
laid out in Eqs. (7) – (10), we rewrite the microslip tensor
sik as a vector-valued 2-cochain, i.e. a function assigning
a vector to a 2-cell (see Fig. 1 (c)). Suppose the PCC is
embedded in a metric space and that a microslip event
is occurring on a particular 2-cell with area A and local
volume V ; we define the local volume of a 2-cell as the
sum of the volumes of the two 3-cells incident on that
2-cell. Because sik is a measure of the plastic deformation
induced by slip at 2-cell, we define the shear intensity
s = |⃗b|A/V . Furthermore, we replace the 2-cell normal ν⃗,
which is extrinsic to T, by the oriented area Ac2 which
is the 2-cell, where c2 is the unit cochain that assigns a
value of 1 to the 2-cell in question. Then, one can obtain a
discrete version of Eq. (8) by de-symmetrising the tensor
sik and writing

S2 = sℓ⃗⊗Ac2 =

(
|⃗b|A2

V
ℓ⃗

)
c2, (11)

where the superscript 2 in S and c denotes the dimension
of the cochain (see Appendix A), not a power. Note that
the use of both a 2-cell c2 and a 1-cell on its boundary
which determines l⃗ means that the basic elements in our
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consideration are not only 2-cells themselves, but every
pairs composed of one 2-cell and one 1-cell on its boundary.
It is these pairs that are assigned 1s and 0s in the state
vectors Xi and that constitute the nodes in the graph G.

The self-energy of microslips, computed as αsik : sik in
the continuous model [29], is similarly computed in the
discrete model by an inner product of the 2-cochain S2

with itself, multiplied by a parameter. The inner product
of p-cochains (see Eq.(22) in Appendix A) carries with
it a physical dimension of Ld−2p; therefore, the result of
⟨S2, S2⟩ has a physical dimension of L3.

Similarly, the Cauchy stress tensor σik has been shown
to be best described as a covector-valued 2-form [49].
We obtain a discrete description of this tensor by first
considering it to be a tensor-valued 0-cochain (tensor field)
that assigns the same tensor to every node in the complex.
From this we obtain a covector-valued 2-cochain, which
we denote as σ2, by applying the flat operator ♭ described
in Ref. [40]. This cochain assigns a force vector to each 2-
cell. Then, the mechanical energy term in the continuum
model, σik : sik, becomes ⟨σ2, S2⟩ in the discrete model.
Unlike sik and σik, which are tensor fields, the mean-

field tensor pik is a global tensor obtained from the statis-
tical averaging of all microslip tensors sik (see Eq. (9)).
This is translated into the discrete framework as follows.
Suppose that k−1 microslip events have already occurred
in the system, each defined by a microslip 2-cochain S2

i

on 2-cells c2,i, i ∈ {1, ..., k− 1}. The mean-field acting on
the k-th microslip event occurring on 2-cell c2,k takes the
vector value

P⃗ =
1

N

k−1∑
i=1

S2
i (c2,i), (12)

where N is the total number of microslip events that
can occur. This value P⃗ is then assigned to the 2-cell
c2,k giving the vector-valued 2-cochain P 2 = P⃗ c2k, and
the inner product ⟨P 2, S2⟩ gives the discrete analogue to
pik : sik. Like ⟨S2, S2⟩, the inner product ⟨P 2, S2⟩ has a
physical dimension of L3. The above formulation of the
mean-field is finite, in contrast to Eq. (9) which makes
use of an integral. This has an implication on how to
count microslip events. In the discrete formulation, the
set of points where microslips can occur is the countably
finite set of all 2-cells in the PCC; hence, the density
of microslips can be replaced with their fraction n =
(k − 1)/N , where k − 1 is the number of microslips that
have occurred.

The discrete Lagrangian can be written using the new
formulations of the discrete measure of the plastic strain
S2 (Eq. (11)) and the mean-field P 2 (Eq. (12)):

Ei = E0 + α⟨S2, S2⟩ − ⟨σ2, S2⟩ − λ⟨P 2, S2⟩, (13)

where the parameters α and λ in the discrete case have
physical dimensions of stress. The constant energy term
E0 can be chosen arbitrarily as only the energy difference

∆E = Ei − E0 affects the probability of new microslips
occurring.

Eqs. (11)–(13) provide a complete discrete formulation
necessary for simulating plasticity processes developing
in a discrete PCC space. However, none of the terms
included in the discrete Lagrangian Eq. (13) can be cal-
culated before a spatial metric is introduced in the form
of a characteristic length scale lc. A PCC, being a purely
combinatorial construction, has no metric, so S2 in Eq.
(11) and P 2 in Eq. (12) remain undetermined without
the explicit embedding of T into a physical metric space,
which allows the determination of the 2-cells’ areas. Defin-
ing the distance lc as the diameter of a circle inscribed in
a 2-cell, we can determine a scale for the 2-cell area A as

A = π(lc)
2
/4. (14)

The choice of the length scale must be based on physical
considerations. We take the average distance between
dislocations lc as a nominal length covered by a moving
dislocation between two resting points [12]. In Refs. [50,
51] it has been shown that at moderate and large plastic
deformations the average distance between dislocations
corresponds to the average dislocation cell size [9], which
can be estimated as

d = κρ
−1/2
D , (15)

where the coefficient κ ≈ 15 [25, 51]. Eq. (15) provides a
natural scale, which, in turn, leads to estimation of the
plastic strain S2 and energy Ei associated with each 2-cell
in a PCC. In Ref. [29] a dimensionless structural ’scaling’
parameter δ = lc/ln has been used, where ln is a length
associated with the dislocation core size. Taking into
account that the average distance between dislocations
lc ≈ d (see Eq. (15)), the average dislocation core size
is about the size of the Burgers vector [16, 34] ln ≈ b,
and considering further the estimations provided in Refs.
[28, 29] giving δ = α/λn, allows one to obtain lc as a
function of the concentration of microslips n as

lc = ϑ
αb

λn
. (16)

For a maximal concentration of defects n = 1, the disloca-
tion density should also reach an experimental maximum
ρmax
D ∼ 1017 m−2, which, according to Eq. (15), gives a

length scale lc ∼ 10−8 m. With α ≲ λ ≲ 10α, this gives
ϑ ∼ 102 – 103. On the other hand, a minimum fraction
of n ∼ 10−5 for relatively fine meshes gives, for ϑ ∼ 103,
the minimal corresponding dislocation density ρmin

D ∼ 106

m−2 and lc ∼ 10−2 m.
A Python package titled ’Plastic Slip Simulator’ [52]

has been written for the creation of the PCC described
above. It allows the simulation by a stochastic process
of the evolution of the microslip structure towards an
equilibrium state for a specific stress σ2. Specifically, an
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equilibrium state is found by employing the Metropolis-
Hastings algorithm (see Appendix B for details) [35, 36].
The algorithm arrives at a configuration with a (local)
minimum energy corresponding to a microslip network
with a particular state vector Xi, which in turn corre-
sponds to a Lagrangian value given by Eq. (13). Another
Python package titled ’PCC Analyser’ [53] allows one to
visualise T and study the structure of microslips appear-
ing on its 2-skeleton. Both codes are freely available on
the GitHub repository MATERiA codes [54].
Fig. 2 shows the simulation space with 27 unit cells

which are supposed to represent a small part of the bulk
material, revealing the topology of different slip systems.
Fig. 3 shows an example of the simulation of monocrys-

Figure 2: (left) The computational 3x3x3 PCC
corresponding to the FCC crystals, and (right) the
coloured (11̄1) slip planes inside a unit cell – each

composed of four 2-cells (triangles).

talline pure copper under uniaxial tension with parameters
specified in Appendix B. The length scale lc proposed for
the kinetic model implies that a representative plasticity
volume exists, which is the minimal volume where the
steady-state plastic flow has a statistically smooth transi-
tion to a microslip saturation level. It can be seen in Fig.
3(a) that complexes smaller than 5× 5× 5 computational
unit cells have a statistically meaningful scattering in
the fraction of microslips which suggests that the smaller
complexes cannot provide enough 2-cells to maintain a sta-
tistically smooth development of the deformation process.
This is a consequence of a purely discrete formulation – a
bottom-up approach. For a PCC inside a parallelepiped
box with υξ, υυ and υψ unit cells in the three Carte-
sian directions, respectively, the total number of 2-cells
corresponding to slip planes is given by

N2 = 32 υξυυυψ. (17)

For a given metric scale lc, the edge length D of an
appropriate cubical simulation space with υ = υξ = υυ =
υψ can be computed from the geometric relationship

D =

{
2
√
2υlc√
3

if υ is even
2
√
2υ2lc√

3υ2−2υ+1
if υ is odd

(18)

It is apparent from Eq. (16) that the metric scale lc and
size of the associated simulation space can significantly

change during the deformation process as the result of dis-
location multiplication described by the microslip concen-
tration n. This effect should be especially significant for
large deformations [25] and high-strain-rate loading con-
ditions [7, 10, 26]. Using Eq. (16) and Eq. (14) for intro-
ducing a metric in the PCC, the cube (υ = υξ = υυ = υψ)
with linear size below Dcrit ≈ 10lc becomes statistically
not representative entailing the fact that the plastic flow
development remains in non-equilibrium. For the sat-
uration densities ρD ∼ 1014 m−2 of severely deformed
or dynamically loaded metals it gives lc ∼ 1 µm and,
correspondingly, Dcrit ≈ 10 µm. More importantly, the
complexes with a smaller subdivision demonstrate a pro-
nounced step-wise curve (Fig.3 (a)) indicating that the
initial plasticity process generates a local internal mean-
field pik preventing its further development. This effect
should become negligibly small for larger volumes of fine-
grained materials. Fig. 3(b) shows how the number and
values of the elastic energies associated with different slip
systems (i.e. the term ⟨σ2, S2⟩ in Eq. (13)) caused by an
applied external stress magnitude |σ| = 100 MPa changes
with the stress triaxiality factor η [55]:

η =
I1

3σeq
(19)

where I1 denotes the first invariant of the Cauchy stress
tensor [13]. The graph demonstrates only the density
distribution of ’allowed’ energy levels, while the structure
of energy gaps for each particular η value can vary sig-
nificantly. Slipping becomes possible on any slip system
possessing an elastic energy above the self-energy barrier
corresponding to α⟨S2, S2⟩ in Eq. (13). However, be-
cause of the probabilistic nature of the real deformation
process – expressed by using the Metropolis-Hastings al-
gorithm in our computation model – the self-energy is not
a strict barrier and microslips have a non-zero probability
to appear on 2-cells with energies slightly below it.

The calculations show (not presented in the figure) that
at moderate stress values, most of the η values correspond
to 5-7 active slip systems with the limits of 2 and 12 active
systems for a small number of values. It is interesting
to note that even small changes in triaxiality factor can
dramatically change the number and character of active
slip systems, which can manifest itself in serrated stress
curves like the Portevin–Le Chatelier (PLC) effect. At
moderate stresses, the gaps between energy levels play a
critical role due to the probabilistic nature of the process.

The development of (discrete) plastic deformation can
be represented as a sequence of the state vectors Xi,
corresponding to the arrangement and fraction of the mi-
croslips in a PCC. At every evolution step, only a single
2-cell–1-cell pair in the PCC not yet included in the graph
G (meaning it is assigned a value of 0 in Xi) becomes
part of it by being assigned a value of 1. However, such a
structural evolution occurs entirely in the combinatorial
space and has no direct correspondence to real time. An
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3: (a) Dispersion of microslip fractions in PCCs of different sizes evolved from an initial state with zero
microslips; (b) Density of the elastic energy levels as a function of stress triaxiality factor; and (c) Distributions of the

inverse characteristic relaxation times 1/τβD in ps−1 (see Eq. (6)) over the activated slip planes during the plastic
deformation process.

additional function is needed as a map of this combina-
torial process into time t. In the works of Naimark et
al. [29] such mapping was provided using the empirical
Ginzburg-Landau theory of second order phase transitions
[31]:

ṅ = −Γ
∂F

∂n
≈ −Γ

(
Aṅ−Bṅ3 + Cṅ5 −Dσeqn+∇(E∇n)

)
,

(20)
where F is the free energy of the system and Γ,
A,B,C,D,E are empirical parameters. Eq. (20) maps
space evolution of the defect-related structures with the
concentration of microslips n to the physical time; how-
ever, the large number of process-dependent fitting coeffi-
cients offers this few advantages and is unavoidable for
a purely continuous formulation. The discrete approach
proposed in this work, in combination with the recently
developed mechanical theory of CRTs (Eq. (5)) [21] and
the integral criterion of plasticity (Eq. (4)) [3, 18, 19],
allows for explicitly introducing a time scale. The CRT is
associated with the time required for the development of
a plasticity process in a representative volume (Fig. 3(a))
and strongly depends on the kinetics of dislocations or
the concentration n of carriers of plastic slip [21]. It can
be stated that the time scale is being formed dynamically
on micro- and mesoscale levels depending on the energy
dissipation rate during the deformation process. If the
average dislocation density in Eq. (15) can be rewritten

with Eq. (16) as ρβD = (κλnβ/ϑαb)
2
, then Eq. (5) for the

CRT [21] reads as

τβD =
Θ

n2
β

, (21)

where the material-dependent coefficient Θ =
8α2ϑ2Bp/3µκ

2λ2. For the considered set of pa-
rameters for copper alloys, Θ ∼ 10−12 s for ϑ ∼ 103.

The gradual increase of the microslip fraction n (Eq.
(9)) during the deformation process decreases the
characteristic relaxation times τD, making the dynamic
effect less pronounced [20]. Fig. 3(c) shows the changes in

the number of τβD parameters and their values during the
evolution of the system of microslips (top-down) towards
a stationary plastic flow. Such transition stages are
especially significant for extremely fast dynamic processes
like ultrashort laser pulses or particle beam irradiation
[8], where the initial plastic flow instabilities can affect
the whole deformation process. The estimated values of
τβD in the range of nanoseconds agree well with the values
obtained in Refs. [20, 21, 56] by fitting experimental data
for bulk metallic samples. The proposed kinetic model
reflects the spatio-temporal richness of the processes of
plastic flow development.
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purely mathematical sense, a p-cell is homeomorphic to
a closed p-ball [57]. The connectivity of the elements in
M is given by incidence matrices, ∂p, referred also as the
boundary operators, which relate p-cells to the (p − 1)-
cells on their boundaries for p ∈ {1, 2, 3}. A p-cell has to
be composed of a minimum of p+ 1 nodes — a complex
where the top-dimensional cells are exclusively composed
of p+ 1 nodes is called simplicial. In 3 dimensions, this
translates to the complex having only tetrahedra and
triangles for 3- and 2-cells, respectively. Each p-cell in a
cell complex is assigned an intrinsic orientation, which,
in a simplicial complex, can be defined by an ordered
listing of its constituent nodes [58]. A p-cell with an
intrinsic orientation induces an induced orientation on
the (p−1)-cells on its boundary [37, 39]. If a cell complex
is embedded in a metric space, then it is possible to
assign sizes to each p-cell, which are called measures; the
measure of the p-cell cp is represented here as µ(cp) after
Berbatov et al. [39]. A linear combination of p-cells is
called a p-chain and represented with lowercase indices
like cp, and a function on p-chains is called a p-cochain and
represented with uppercase indices like cp. Using lower
and upper indices to distinguish chains and cochains is
reminiscent of their counterparts: vectors and forms. Like
forms, cochains are anti-symmetric on reversal of a cell’s
intrinsic orientation. With this in mind, let us look again
at the definition of the microslip 2-cochain in Eq. (11).
Axial vectors are a construction of classical vector calculus
which are better described by bivectors (or 2-blades) in
the more general framework of geometric algebra, and
which in turn find a discrete representation in 2-chains [59].
Furthermore, unit axial vectors are intensive quantities,
but we are interested in working with extensive quantities
[43]. Therefore, we replace the unit axial vector ν⃗ in
Eq. (1) by a 2-cochain Ac2 that selects the 2-cell where
slip occurs and multiplies by its area. Then, the tensor
sik is unsymmetrised and written in the discrete as a
vector-valued 2-cochain sAℓ⃗⊗ c2. We take 3-cells to be
representations of volume elements and assume that two
neighbouring 3-cells slide over each other in the fashion
of plastic slip, with the 2-cell shared by their boundaries
as the interface.

To multiply cochains, we use the inner product derived
by Berbatov et al. [39], which, for two general p-cochains
wp and qp in a 3-complex, is given by

⟨wp, qp⟩ =
∑
cp

wp(cp) · qp(cp)
4(p+ 1)µ(cp)2

∑
n0≼cp

κ(n0)
∑
v3≽n0

µ(v3),

(22)
where wp(cp) is the evaluation of the p-cochain wp on the
unit p-chain cp (the same way one evaluates a function at
a point), and κ(n0) is the weight assigned to the node n0

[39]. The notation v3 ≽ n0 is used to indicate that the
node n0 is on the boundary of the 3-cell v3. Berbatov et
al. provide the weights κ(n0): since our cell complex has

the shape of a parallelepiped, the weight of n0 is 8 if it
lies on a corner of the complex, 4 if it lies on an external
edge of the complex, 2 if it lies on an external face, and 1
if it lies in the interior of the complex. This inner product
is only non-zero if the two p-cochains take values on at
least one and the same p-cell.

Appendix B: Metropolis Algorithm for the Discrete
Framework

Simulations were conducted under uniaxial tension for
pure copper, with σzz ̸= 0 and all other components of
the stress tensor equal to zero. The temperature was
kept at 293 K and the Burgers vector was taken to be
0.2556nm [60]. The material was assumed to yield at 100
MPa, but the character of the behaviour of the solution
is universal. The mean-field coupling strength was set to
λ = 2.8α.

1. Start with any initial configuration;

2. Randomly choose a face-edge pair – the face will
define ν2 and the unit vector in the direction of the
edge will define ℓ⃗;

3. Attempt to flip the state of that pair, i.e., if this
face-edge pair has not been slipped, then construct
the slip 2-cochain S2 according to Eq. (11), and if
it has been slipped then remove the corresponding
slip 2-cochain from the system. In either case, make
the necessary changes to P 2 according to Eq. (12);

4. Compute the energy change ∆E in the system ac-
cording to Eq. (13), using −S2 in the case of a slip
event being undone:

If ∆E < 0, accept the change and add the
2-cell to the graph X2 if the slip is new,
or remove it from the graph X2 if the slip
event is being undone;

If ∆E ≥ 0, produce a random number p ∈ [0, 1]
and compute the probability

Π = exp

(
− ∆E

kBT

)
,

where kB is Boltzmann’s constant and T
is the temperature of the system.

5. If Π > p, accept the proposed change and commit
it to the system; if Π < p, return the slip
state of the face-edge pair to its previous
value and do not change P 2;

6. Repeat from step 1 until the maximum number of
iterations is reached.
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