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Abstract: Despite a century of use, the mechanism of nanoparticle-driven mechanical 
reinforcement of elastomers is unresolved. A  glassy interparticle 

,  inversion of the variation of the modulus E(T) on heating – from 
in elastomers to enthalpic softening in nanocomposites. Here, molecular 

simulations reveal that this instead arises from a -modulus mediated competition 
elastomer and nanoparticulate networks  under 
deformation. A theory accounting for softening of the 
predicts the simulated E(T) inversion,  a volume-
competition mechanism unique to co-continuous systems of soft and rigid networks. 

nanoparticles is a cornerstone of industrial use of 
elastomeric materials. For over a century, 

 – mainly – 
to enhance Young’s 

modulus and other mechanical properties, such as 
toughness.1  the use 

paints and coatings. Despite this importance, the 
precise mechanism of nanoparticulate reinforcement of 
elastomers remains unresolved.1,2 While earlier work 

mixing theory or postulated particle loading 
corrections,3–5 
concluded that intrinsically non-dilute mechanical 
percolation of nanoparticles is central to 

reinforcement.1,6–10 However, the precise nature of this 
percolation, and the manner in which it leads to 

polymer chains,7,11–14 
15–18 and the formation of glassy interparticle 

together.9,19–25 The extent to which one of these 
mechanisms (or some other mechanism) may dominate 
reinforcement is unresolved. 

viewed as providing especially compelling support for 

entropic origin of polymer network elasticity26), it has 



highly nano-reinforced 
elastomers soften on heating.11,27,28 Because this 
temperature inversion thermodynamically signals a 
shift to an enthalpically-dominated mode of elasticity, 

the  of reinforcement,20,21,27,29,30 or at 

11  Within , 
reinforcement emerges  regions of enhanced 
glass transition temperature (Tg) that are proposed to 
exist 
domains act as ‘glue’ holding the nanoparticles 
together.10 Because glassy elasticity is enthalpic in 

prediction of an inverted temperature dependence of 
the overall modulus.21 Given that particle interactions, 

necessarily the inverted temperature 
dependence of highly reinforced elastomeric 
nanocomposites, suggesting that 

reinforcement. 

Despite this evidence and several apparent successes of 
,25,31 there nevertheless remains 

response.1,32–34 
silica-reinforced styrene- 35 and 
poly(vinyl acetate)36 alteration of the 
segmental dynamics of interfacial polymer, while still 

 matrix. 

on the elastomer, e.g., physical and 
chemical polymer-

Tg at the 
interface strongly suggests that there is more to the 

 
at industrially relevant temperatures. 

More recently, our group has presented evidence for an 
apparently leading-order mechanism of reinforcement 

37,38  
Poisson’s  elastomer matrix 
and nano network in the composite leads to a 
volume increase on deformation – a consequence of 

expand on deformation and the elastomer’s tendency to 
conserve volume. Because this volume deviation is 

 (at a molecular level) 

modulus to the elongational modulus of the 

typically on the order of 1000 times its Young’s 
. This 

suggests that the leading-order  
network is to resist contraction in the direction normal to 

 – a scenario closely related to an early 
direct-contact- theory of 

.15 Crucially, this mechanism does not rely upon 

 
compressive stresses central to this are expected 

 athermal in nature. This leaves open a central 
question: can this mechanism account for the inversion 
of the temperature dependence of the Young’s or 

? 

Here we employ computer simulations and theory to 
demonstrate that the Poisson’s 

leads to an inversion of the temperature dependence of 

reinforcement 
elastomeric matrix
on heating due to its enthalpic nature. We demonstrate 
that this scenario is in quantitative agreement with 



simulation
s. 

expecting an inverted temperature dependence of the 
modulus of
particle jamming or networking in the normal 
direction. Our prior work demonstrated that the 

-polymer composite, wherein the 
polymer is forced to deform at a non-native Poisson’s

network (which, as a nanogranular solid, prefers to 

deformation), i :37

2c e e e cE f E K . (1) 

Here, Ec is the composite Young’s modulus, Ee is the 
neat Young’s modulus, Ke

modulus, e is the neat polymer’s Poisson’s ratio, e is 
the composite Poisson’s ratio, and f is a modest strain 

localization within any classical composite mechanical 
theory. In our prior work, this theory was shown to 

elastomers employed in the present study across a wide 
range of reinforcements and nanoparticle loadings and 
structures.37 For highly reinforced systems, Ec is then 

Ke term. Therefore, Ke drops 
on heating, this leads to an expectation that Ec should 
drop on heating in highly reinforced elastomers.

We next 
question of whether this predicted temperature 

reinforced elastomers. We 

simulations in LAMMPS.39,40 Our model neat elastomer 
is made up of -spring
ends that crosslink together, similar to a standard 
model in the literature.41–47

crosslinking) sintered clusters, each comprised of seven 
primary icosahedral particles, using an approach 
developed in our prior work to mimic structured 

 (see Figure 1, rendered in 
Ovito48).37,38,49,50 Additional information on the 

Figure 2. 
segments (distance less than 1 and greater than 3 away from 

Lennard-Jones
(LJ) units ( LJ is LJ energy scale and kB .

Figure 1 –
.

  



Methods 
Section  

Tg (T > 2.5 
Tg51–56) and has symmetric interactions (i.e., polymer is 

, it does not 
Tg 

 T.35,36  
in Figure 2 segmental relaxation times of 
the polymer matrix near and far from nanoparticles (see 
Methods Section for methodological details). As shown 

factor of 5 near the particle and remain much lower 
than the inverse rate at which we deform our system. 

are many order of magnitude large.57 The weak 
gradients here at T = 1 are thus 

-
Indeed, in our prior work, we showed that 
reinforcement at a single temperature in systems 
containing these particles 
predicted without reference to the 

37 Moreover, this 
system -

are present. This rules out the 

the Methods Section and in 
37,38,49 

As shown in Figure 3a, 

softening on heating in the highly 
elastomer, 

any 

this is expected from the Poisson’s ratio mismatch 
theory.37 As Figure 3
the neat elastomer indeed drops with heating in this 

system. To test more quantitatively the origins of the 
in Ec, we apply Equation (1) to the 

data in Figure 3. To do so, we compute the neat 
elastomer Poisson’s ratio e and composite Poisson’s 
ratio c as a function of temperature, 
of extensional strain to normal strain at 5% imposed 
extensional strain. The resulting values, shown in 
Figure 3
panels to test Equation (1) against the temperature-
dependent data. As shown in Figure 3d, Equation (1) 
quantitatively 
the modulus. The single (temperature invariant) 

f, is found to have a 
value of 1.23, which is in excellent accord with the 
values of f measured for this system in our prior study 

on chain end-to-end vector deformation.37 These 
results indicate that the inversion to softening on 
heating is indeed quantitatively 
Poisson’s 

 

demonstrate that an inverted Ec(T) dependence does 
not require glassy (or other enthalpic) es 
instead can emerge from the underlying physics of 
coexisting particulate and elastomeric solids with 
distinct preferred Poisson’s ratios. With this in mind, 
we extract from Equation (1) the anticipated 
approximate temperature dependence of the modulus 
in highly reinforced elastomers. The temperature 
dependence of Ee of 

as Ee = AT, where A is proportional to 
26,58 Ke is 

expected to drop on heating, since it is the inverse of the 
 

This temperature dependence is commonly empirically 
treated via the Tait equation,59 

 101 b T
e

T

b
K T e

CT
, (2) 



where T i t is the 
temperature in Celsius, and b0, C, and b1 -

of polymers.60 e

limit via a standard Lamé relation:

1 1
2 3

e
e

e

E
K

. (3)

Finally, in the limit of high reinforcement one expects
the dependence of c

due to
nanogranular network Poisson’s ratio. Indeed, as 

Figure 3 – a) Young's modulus E versus temperature T
The solid green curve is the 

prediction of the composite modulus temperature dependence from Equation (5), with f =1.23. 
neat modulus temperature dependence from classical , proportionality to temperature) Ke

versus T in LJ units for a model neat elastomer at zero pressure. Keis computed via T V / V2 , where V is the volume, V
average of the volume, and V2 Equation (2)). c) 
Poisson’s ratio versus T Ec

from panel a) versus theoretical prediction from Equation (1)
of the mean over 50 (a), 5 , and 50 (c) independent replicates.



Figure 3c, c is relatively temperature 
insensitive for our simulated highly reinforced 
elastomer. Focusing on this high reinforcement limit ( c constant) and combining Equations (1) and (3) yields the 
following equation. 

 
2

1 2
3

e
c e c

E
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It is, furthermore, useful to rewrite this equation in 
terms of the reinforcement at some reference 
temperature Tref. Writing Equation  for this reference 

Equation  
, and making use of the 

temperature dependences of Ke and Ee from the Tait 
, 

respectively, leads to the following equation: 

 12 2
3 3

ref

ref
b T Tref c

c e ref
ref e

ETE E f e
T E

, (5) 

where superscripts of “ref” denote the value of the 
associated quantity at the reference temperature.   

In Figure 3, we test the validity of Equation (5) for our 
simulated system. The Tait equation is found to provide 
an excellent description of the temperature dependence 

b1 = 1.78 in 
reduced LJ units (Figure 3 . Taking T

reference condition, ref ref
c eE E . Equation (5) then 

yields the solid curve in Figure 3a as a prediction of the 
temperature dependence of Ec(T) with f = 1.23 as 

our prior results. This prediction is evidently in 
excellent agreement with the data. 

Tg, b1 
is in the range of 0.003 to 0.006 K-1.60 Consider an 
elastomer with a 1 MPa modulus at 300 K in its neat 
state and an elastomeric nanocomposite in which 
introduction of particles enhances this modulus 10-fold 

at this temperature (i.e. 10ref ref
c eE E ). Upon heating to 

 

equation parameters b1  K-1 predicts a reduction 

temperature range, the neat elastomer modulus would 

-fold reinforcement relative to the 

strong heating-induced weakening of modulus and 
relative reinforcement in highly-reinforced polymer 
composites, of the same close order as the dependence 

11,20,24,27,28,33 

Our results demonstrate that, rather than requiring the 

temperature dependence of the modulus in highly 
reinforced composites is a natural consequence of the 
coexistence of a (preferentially volume-conserving) soft 
elastomer matrix and a (granular like, i.e.,   1/3) rigid 
nanoparticulate network. In essence, reinforcement 

particle networks under deformation. Because the two 

over an intermediate compromise volume. This 
situation, without introduction of any additional 
physical postulates, leads to reinforcement that is 

modulus, the temperature dependence of the 

, 

other particle-particle interactions. These theory and 
simulation results suggest that, rather than pointing to 
some enthalpic- inversion of 
Ec(T) is a signature of an underlying mechanism of 

co-continuous soft 
elastomer and rigid nanoparticulate networks under 
deformation. 



Methods 
Neat elastomer model: To study the properties of neat elastomers, 
we end-crosslink 5000 chains, comprised of 20 Kremer-Grest 

, via functionality-four We crosslink 
, producing a well-developed 

elastomeric network.  Beads interact via a potential model 
identical to that in our previous works.  polymer 

6-12 Lennard- , 
with interaction energy parameter pp = 1, interaction length scale 

 = 1,  and a distance rcut = 2.5 , 
interactions. 

  in our prior study.37 

 
 

Filled elastomer model: We employ m that are clusters of 
seven icosahedral primary particles. Each of the seven particles 

 made using an in-
house algorithm. -12 LJ 

 = pf =  = 1 (where pf and  
are the energy parameters for polymer- -
polymer interactions, respectively). Filler-polymer interactions 
are identical to polymer-polymer interactions, with  = pf = 1 and 
rcut = 2.5 . Filler- r, are fully repulsive, 
with  =  = 1 and rcut = 21/6 , 
the minimum of the LJ potential. 

A single icosahedral particle maps to a diameter of 7-
nanometer. Primary particles are sintered into clusters of 7 

system contains a total of 103 such clusters, each of which is 
structurally distinct and generated randomly. Non-physically 
elongated clusters are rejected
scheme is identical to that employed in our former work.37,38 The 
103 clusters are dispersed into an elastomer matrix prior to 

fraction using PACKMOL.50 

molecular dynamics (MD) 
simulations. The reader is referred to the Methods section of 
reference 38 for complete details. 

Simulation methods: We employ MD simulations performed in 
LAMMP

Simulations 

employ a time step of 10-3 LJ, where LJ is the LJ time unit (  
picosecond). We control temperature and pressure using a 

 
of 5 LJ and 2 LJ, respectively. Linear momentum of the center of 

cal drift. 

P = 0 for 5.5x106 MD time steps. Finally, 50 thermal replicates are 
5 MD time steps or 

100 LJ time during an isothermal run. Therefore, each replicate 

-lived in simulations61 and 
prevent calculation of non-noisy low-
of a procedure of this kind. 

Analysis methods: To compute Young’s moduli and Poisson’s 
ratios, we measure volume and engineering stress from uniaxial 
extension deformation simulations with a time step of 10-3 LJ and 
an engineering strain rate of 5x10-5 LJ-1, chosen to minimize the 
rate dependence of the stress 

 During deformation in the 
uniaxial dimension, the normal pressure is maintained at zero to 
ensure that the material deforms at its preferred Poisson’s ratio. 

simulations,61 we sample stress every single MD step. In the 
computation of Young’s modulus, we average stress values into 

strain. In this way, our Young’s moduli are tangents computed at 
5% strain. Similarly, Poisson’s 
extensional strain to normal strain at 5% extensional strain. 

 Ke, we measure the volume 
average V  and variance V2  
simulation replicates of the neat elastomer at each temperature 
and at zero pressure. Then, we employ the following standard 

-dissipation relationship Ke = T V / V2 .62 Each 
replicate is simulated for 2x107 MD steps with a time step of 10-3 

LJ. 

We compute segmental relaxation times near and far from the 
 Interface regions are 

 within 1  
, in ), 

regions are all polymer further than 3  away 
-axis of 

Figure 2 are computed using a two-exponential Kohlrausch-



Williams- -
function of each region at each temperature, computed at a 

structure factor) from an NPT simulation at zero pressure. The 

interpolates to a value of 0.2. This protocol for determining local 
relaxation times is well- and exactly matches an 

-interface 
gradients in relaxation times and Tg.57,63–65 
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