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Abstract. Focusing on simulated polymer glasses well below the glass transition, we confirm the validity
and the efficiency of the recently proposed simple-average expression G(t) = µA−h(t) for the computational
determination of the shear stress relaxation modulus G(t). Here, µA = G(0) characterizes the affine shear
transformation of the system at t = 0 and h(t) the mean-square displacement of the instantaneous shear
stress as a function of time t. This relation is seen to be particulary useful for systems with quenched or
sluggish transient shear stresses which necessarily arise below the glass transition. The commonly accepted
relation G(t) = c(t) using the shear stress auto-correlation function c(t) becomes incorrect in this limit.

1 Introduction

Background.A central rheological property characterizing
both liquids and solid elastic bodies is the shear relax-
ation modulus G(t) [1,2,3,4]. Assuming for simplicity an
isotropic system, G(t) ≡ δτ(t)/γ may be obtained from
the measured stress increment δτ(t) = 〈τ̂(t)− τ̂(0−)〉 af-
ter a small step strain with |γ| � 1 has been imposed at
time t = 0. (As defined in Appendix A, we denote by τ̂(t)
the instantaneous shear stress of a configuration at time t.)
The direct numerical computation of G(t) by means of an
out-of-equilibrium simulation, using the response to an im-
posed strain increment, is for technical reasons in general
tedious [4,5,6,7,8,9]. It is thus of high importance to com-
pute G(t) correctly and efficiently “on the fly” by means
of the appropriate linear-response fluctuation-dissipation
relation for the convenient standard nVγT-ensemble at
imposed particle number n, volume V , shear strain γ and
temperature T [2,3,4]. Interestingly, it is widely assumed
[2,3,4,10,11] that quite generally

G(t) = c(t) ≡
〈
βV τ̂(t)τ̂(0)

〉
(1)

should hold with c(t) being the shear stress autocorrela-
tion function (ACF) and β ≡ 1/kBT the inverse temper-
ature. A bracket 〈. . .〉 denotes here an ensemble average
over m independent configurations, a horizontal bar a time
average [4] for a given configuration taken over a large, but
finite sampling time ∆t. A schematic representation of c(t)
is given in Fig. 1. We note for later convenience that [8]

c(t = 0) = µ0 ≡ 〈βV τ̂2〉 and (2)

c(t = ∆t) = µ1 ≡ 〈βV τ̂
2〉. (3)
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Fig. 1. Schematic sketch of several properties investigated.
The shear stress relaxation modulus G(t) is indicated by the
bold solid line, the shear stress ACF c(t) by the thin dash-
dotted line and the shear stress MSD h(t) = c(0) − c(t) by
the bold dashed line. Static properties are indicated by hor-
izontal lines: the affine shear elasticity µA (dashed line), the
shear modulus GF ≡ µA − µF(bold solid line), the shear stress
fluctuation µF = µ0 − µ1 (thin solid line) and its leading con-
tribution µ0 (dash-dotted line). A canonical affine shear trans-
formation at t = 0 implies G(t = 0) = µA while for large times
G(t)→ GF. At variance to this c(t) decays from c(t = 0) = µ0

to c(t = ∆t) = µ1. In general µA 6= µ0, hence G(t) 6= c(t).

Note that µ1 does not necessarily vanish for systems with
“frozen” shear stresses being either permanently quenched
[8] or transient with relaxation times much larger than the
sampling time ∆t [9]. (Just as the average normal pres-
sure P , a finite average shear stress τ may be imposed or
supported by rigid walls or by the boundaries of a peri-
odic simulation box.) It is now well-known that the static
shear modulus Geq of a given system, i.e. the long-time
limit of G(t) [1], may be obtained in the nVγT-ensemble
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or the nPγT-ensemble (at imposed average normal pres-
sure) using the stress-fluctuation formula [12,13,14,15,16,
17,18,5,6,7,8,9]

GF ≡ µA − µF ≡ (µA − µ0) + µ1 (4)

with µA being the “affine shear elasticity” [18], the Born-
Lamé coefficient characterizing the canonical affine shear
transformation of the system as reminded in Appendix A,
and µF ≡ µ0 − µ1 the shear stress fluctuation correcting
the overestimation made by µA [13,15,16,6]. The static
properties µ0, µA, µF and GF are indicated in Fig. 1 by
horizontal lines.1 As emphasized in refs. [5,6], eq. (1) is
in general not consistent with eq. (4) since for large times
c(t) → µ1. This is, however, only one of the three terms
contributing to GF.2

Tips & tricks.The first tip we want to give in the present
work is that this problem is resolved quite generally using
the more fundamental linear-response relation [7,8,9]

G(t) = µA − h(t) with h(t) ≡
〈
βV

2
(τ̂(t)− τ̂(0))2

〉
(5)

being the rescaled mean-square displacement (MSD) of
the instantaneous shear stress. This relation has been called
a “simple-average expression” in [7,8], since both terms
µA and h(t) transform as simple averages [4] between the
conjugated ensembles at constant shear strain and con-
stant shear stress. As a matter of fact, this is one means
to derive eq. (5) within a few lines [7]. Please note that
the ACF c(t) and the MSD h(t) are related by [2]

h(t) = c(0)− c(t) = µ0 − c(t). (6)

Hence, h(t)→ c(0)−c(∆t) = µ0−µ1 = µF for large times,
i.e. eq. (5) is consistent with eq. (4). Our second tip is that
the already mentioned frozen shear stresses automatically
drop out in the MSD h(t). Since such frozen stresses nat-
urally appear in quenched glasses, eq. (6) should be par-
ticular useful in this context. Moreover, eq. (5) reduces to
eq. (1) only if the condition

µA = µ0 or, equivalently, GF = µ1 (7)

is satisfied. Comparing two simple static properties, we
propose the verification of this condition as our third tip.

1 We distinguish the material property Geq from the stress-
fluctuation formula GF(∆t). Geq is more general in the sense
that it does not depend on the specific measurement proce-
dure, GF(∆t) is more general since it corresponds for station-
ary systems to a ∆t-dependent moment over G(t) [18,8,9], i.e.
it may characterize an intermediate plateau modulus for com-
plex fluids for which the ensemble-averaged thermodynamic
static modulus vanishes, Geq = lim∆t→∞GF(∆t) = 0.

2 It is not helpful to consider instead the shifted ACF
C(t,∆t) = c(t) − µ1(∆t) since, by definition, C(t) → 0 for
t → ∆t. Note that eq. (5) may be rewritten as G(t) =
GF(∆t) + C(t,∆t) [5,6]. As pointed out in [8], this formula
is inconvenient since the expectation values of both terms de-
pend in general on ∆t.

Please note that this condition holds, of course, for liq-
uids: Assuming ∆t to be larger than the longest stress
relaxation time we have Geq = GF = 0 (defining property
of a liquid [1]) and µ1 = 0 (by symmetry). Using eq. (4)
this implies µA = µ0 [9].

Present case study.While in previous studies eq. (1) and
eq. (5) have been compared using permanent [5,6,7,8] or
transient [9] elastic networks, we focus now on slightly
more realistic model systems provided by coarse-grained
polymer glasses investigated well below the glass transi-
tion temperature Tg. The frozen shear stresses for each
system are seen to fluctuate strongly between different
configurations. We shall show that eq. (5) remains valid
below Tg (first tip) and to be statistically well-behaved
needing only few (m ≈ 10) independent configurations
in the low-temperature limit despite the strong fluctua-
tions of the frozen stresses (second tip). It is not obvious
whether eq. (7) also holds for polymer glasses below Tg.
As we shall see, it does not and, consistently, eq. (1) is
found to be incorrect (third tip).

2 Algorithm and technical details

Model Hamiltonian.To illustrate the various points made
we show below data obtained by molecular dynamics (MD)
simulation [4] of a variant of the standard coarse-grained
Kremer-Grest bead-spring model [19]. This variant has al-
ready been used in earlier work on the polymer glass tran-
sition [17,20,21]. It is assumed here that all monomers,
that are not connected by bonds, interact via a Lennard-
Jones (LJ) potential [4]. LJ units are used below. The
LJ potential is truncated at twice the potential minimum
to increase numerical efficiency and shifted there to make
it continuous. Since it is not continuous with respect to
its first derivative, impulsive truncation corrections are
required for the determination of the Born-Lamé coef-
ficient µA as explained in [22]. The flexible bonds are
represented by a harmonic spring potential Ubond(r) =
(kbond/2) (r − lbond)2 with r being the distance between
the connected LJ beads, kbond = 1110 the spring constant
and lbond = 0.967 the equilibrium bond length.

Configuration ensemble.We sample dense configurations
containing M = 3072 chains of length N = 4. This short
chain length is sufficiently long to impede the crystalliza-
tion tendency of the monodisperse LJ beads. The total
number of monomer n = 12288 is sufficient to make con-
tinuum mechanics applicable. Periodic cubic simulation
boxes are used. The temperature T and/or the normal
pressure P are imposed by means of the Nosé-Hoover
algorithm provided by LAMMPS [19]. A velocity-Verlet
scheme with time steps of length δt = 0.005 is used.
Starting with an equilibrated configuration at T = 0.6 we
continuously cool down the configurations while impos-
ing P = 0 (nPγT-ensemble). The average volume V thus
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decreases slightly with decreasing temperature T . This al-
lows the determination of the glass transition temperature
Tg ≈ 0.39 by calorimetry [17,23,21]. Details concerning
the quench protocol may be found in [17]. We focus be-
low on one low temperature T = 0.2 well below the glass
transition. After having reached this temperature we fix
the volume (nVγT-ensemble),3 temper the systems over
∆t = 105 and perform only then production runs over
again ∆t = 105. By retempering and resampling several
configurations we have verified that ageing effects can be
regarded to be irrelevant — at least for the macroscopic
properties (averaging over the entire simulation box) of
interest here.

Data sampling.We compute time series of various instan-
taneous properties â with entries made each velocity-Verlet
sweep over the total sampling time ∆t. Using the expres-
sions reminded in Appendix A we write down especially
the instantaneous shear stress τ̂ and the instantaneous
shear elasticity µ̂A for the three shear planes (x, y), (x, z)
and (y, z). If nothing else said, we average in the end over
these three equivalent shear planes and overm = 100 inde-
pendently quenched configurations. The average behavior
and the fluctuations of an instantaneous property â for a
given configuration are characterized first by computing
the time-averages â and â2. The expectation values are
then obtained by taking the first moment A over the con-
figuration ensemble. (We thus determine, e.g., the shear
stress fluctuation µF.) To characterize also the fluctua-
tions between different configurations we take in addition
the second moment of the (time-preaveraged) property
over the ensemble. We thus indicate below standard devi-
ations δA and error bars δA/

√
m. We only consider one

shear plane for the latter properties to give a conservative
estimate without any spurious correlations.

3 Computational results

Static properties.Several static and dynamical first mo-
mentsA sampled over the configuration ensemble obtained
at our reference temperature T = 0.2 are presented in
fig. 2. Let us focus first on the static properties. The affine
shear elasticity µA = 83.0 ± 0.07 is indicated by the hor-
izontal dashed line, the shear modulus GF ≈ 14.3 ± 0.15
determined according to the stress-fluctuation formula,
eq. (4), by the bold horizontal line. The mean-squared
shear stress fluctuation µF ≡ µ0 − µ1 and its two contri-
butions are given by µF ≈ 69.7± 0.15, µ0 ≈ 102± 3.7 and
µ1 ≈ 32± 3.7. As a consequence,

µ0 − µA ≈ 19± 4, (8)

3 Changing from the nPγT- to the nVγT-ensemble does, of
course, not change the average normal pressure for the large
systems considered here [4]. Concerning the stress-fluctuation
formula, eq. (4), we could have continued with the nPγT-
ensemble [18]. Not possible are ensembles at imposed average
shear stress τ .

Fig. 2. Determination of G(t) at T = 0.2. The values of the
ensemble-averaged static properties µ0, µA, µF, µ1 and GF

(from top to bottom) are represented by horizontal lines. The
filled symbols indicate for one configuration the ACF c(t) for
the shear planes xy, xz and yz demonstrating strong fluctu-
ations between different shear planes. The ensemble-averaged
ACF (crosses) is similar to µ1. As indicated by the open sym-
bols, eq. (5) yields essentially for each shear plane the same
behaviour as the ensemble-averaged relation (stars).

i.e. the condition eq. (7) is clearly not satisfied. The errors
δA/
√
m given above are obtained from the corresponding

standard deviations δA. Note that δµ0 ≈ δµ1 ≈ 37 is
about the same order as the corresponding mean values
µ0 and µ1. This is nearly two orders of magnitude larger
than δµF ≈ δGF ≈ 1.5 and δµA ≈ 0.7. Since µF = µ0−µ1,
this implies that µ0 and µ1 must be strongly correlated,
i.e. the dimensionless covariance coefficient of both quan-
tities must be close to unity (as one readily verifies di-
rectly). The large number m = 100 of independent config-
urations of this study was needed to obtain a sufficiently
small error-bar (≈ δµ0/

√
m) for the difference indicated

in eq. (8). Considering that µA = µ0 strictly holds in the
liquid limit above Tg (e.g., µA = µ0 ≈ 75 for T = 0.5),
eq. (8) is a remarkable and unexpected result.4 We stress
that µA and µ0 are both proper static properties, i.e. their
expectation values do not depend on the sampling time
∆t [8]. This has been verified by comparing the averages
for different sampling times ∆t. Without entering deeper
into this issue we emphasize that in this sense around and
below the glass transition some truely static (thermody-
namic) properties change with respect to the liquid state.

First and second tips.We turn now to the dynamical
properties presented in fig. 2. The large open symbols

4 We remind that µA = µ0 holds strictly in systems of self-
assembled transient networks created by reversibly bridging
soft spheres by harmonic springs irrespective of the scission-
recombination frequency f [9]. Hence, GF(∆t) = µ1(∆t) for
all f . The shear modulus thus becomes finite at low f due
to ∆t-dependent transient shear stresses, i.e. due to a purely
dynamical effect.
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indicate the values of µA − h(t) obtained for the three
different shear planes of one arbitrary configuration. It is
seen that the data for all three shear planes are more or
less identical. The reason for this is simply that the differ-
ent frozen shear stresses of each shear plane automatically
drop out if eq. (5) is used. Interestingly, even the values
of one single configuration are already very similar to the
ensemble-averaged data indicated by the large stars. Note
that µA−h(t) is similar for t� 10 to the stress-fluctuation
estimate GF of the shear modulus indicated by the bold
horizontal line. (The thermostat is not sufficiently strong
to suppress oscillations for smaller times.) We have di-
rectly checked that the standard deviation δ[µA − h(t)]
remains below unity for all times.5 Assuming m ≈ 10 con-
figurations thus corresponds to error bars much smaller
than the symbol size. This confirms that eq. (5) works
and this with little fluctuations between different shear
planes and configurations.

Third tip.The failure of the condition eq. (7) suggests that
eq. (1) cannot be the appropriate relation for the deter-
mination of the relaxation modulus G(t). That this is in-
deed the case can be seen from the ACFs c(t) presented in
fig. 2. The filled symbols indicate data for the three differ-
ent shear planes of the one configuration we have already
focused on above. It is seen that the data for each shear
plane is rather different and, moreover, essentially con-
stant. This is readily explained by noting that the ACFs
are given by the (essentially) frozen average shear stress
τ̂ of each shear plane, i.e.

βV τ̂(t)τ̂(0) ≈ βV τ̂2 for 1� t ≤ ∆t. (9)

As shown by the crosses, 〈. . .〉-averaging over all m = 100
configurations and the three shear planes does not make
things better. In agreement with eq. (3), this simply leads
to c(t) ≈ µ1 (thin horizontal line). This is much larger
than the shear modulus GF (bold horizontal line). Being
similar as the data presented in fig. 9 of ref. [9] for self-
assembled transient networks, we find that the standard
deviation δc(t) is constant, δc(t) ≈ δµ1, i.e. it is of the
same order as its mean c(t) ≈ µ1.

4 Conclusion

Summary.Extending our recent work on permanent and
transient elastic networks [5,6,7,8,9] to more realistic poly-
mer glasses we have confirmed (validity, statistical effi-
ciency) the recently proposed expression G(t) = µA−h(t)
for the numerical determination of the shear stress relax-
ation modulus G(t). We have focused on one low refer-
ence temperature (T = 0.2) in the solid limit and one
fixed sampling time (∆t = 105). Under these conditions
plastic rearrangements can be neglected and strong frozen
shear stresses naturally appear. Our key relation is seen

5 Interestingly, δh(t) ≈ δµA for not too large times for all
temperatures T < Tg.

to be particularly useful under these conditions since the
frozen shear stresses — strongly fluctuating between dif-
ferent shear planes and configurations — do directly drop
out for the shear stress MSD h(t). Moreover, it was shown
that the less fundamental approximation G(t) ≈ c(t) must
fail in this limit since the condition µA = µ0, eq. (7), is
violated. As a consequence, the long-time limit GF of G(t)
differs from the moment µ1 of the shear stresses. The rela-
tionG(t) ≈ c(t) is thus not just statistically badly behaved
as observed for self-assembled transient networks [9], but
should not be used at all. This point constitutes a rather
unexpected side-result of the presented work.

Outlook.While the observables presented in fig. 2 should
not depend on the system size, this is less clear for the
corresponding standard deviations. For systems of self-
assembled transient networks it can be demonstrated that
µ0, µ1 and c(t) reveal a strong lack of self-averaging, while
the standard deviations δµA, δµF, δGF and δ[µA − h(t)]

decay as 1/
√
V [9,24]. It is thus likely that future simu-

lations with larger system sizes will reveal that the dif-
ference between the standard deviations of both sets of
observables becomes even more striking. We note finally
that we have taken advantage of the key relation eq. (5) to
systematically determine G(t) and δG(t) with high preci-
sion for a broad range of temperatures focusing especially
on the behavior close to the glass transition. Another is-
sue is to describe the temperature dependence of GF and
(µ0 − µA)/µA and of the reduced dimensionless standard
deviations δµ1/µ1, δµ0/µ0 and δGF/GF. These data will
be given elsewhere.
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A Canonical affine shear strains

Let us consider a small shear strain increment γ in the
xy-plane as it would be used to measure G(t) by means
of a direct out-of-equilibrium simulation [4,5,6,7,8,9]. For
simplicity all particles are in the principal simulation box
[4]. It is assumed that all particle positions r and particle
momenta p follow the imposed “macroscopic” strain in a
canonical affine manner according to [6]

rx → rx + γ ry and px → px − γ py (10)

where the negative sign in the second transform assures
that Liouville’s theorem [25] is satisfied. The Hamiltonian

Ĥ of the configuration will thus change as

(Ĥ(γ)− Ĥ(γ = 0))/V ≈ τ̂ γ +
1

2
µ̂γ2 for |γ| � 1. (11)
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We thus define the instantaneous affine shear stress τ̂ and
the instantaneous affine shear elasticity µ̂ by

τ̂ ≡ Ĥ′(γ)/V |γ=0 and (12)

µ̂ ≡ Ĥ′′(γ)/V |γ=0 = τ̂ ′(γ)|γ=0 (13)

where a prime denotes a functional derivative with respect
to the imposed canonical affine transformation [6]. It fol-
lows from the last equality in eq. (13) that G(t = 0) = µ̂
for the shear relaxation modulus of one configuration. As-
suming the Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥid + Ĥex to be the sum
of an ideal and an excess contribution Ĥid and Ĥex, simi-
lar relations apply for the corresponding contributions τ̂ id

and τ̂ ex to τ̂ = τ̂ id + τ̂ ex and for the contributions µ̂id and
µ̂ex to µ̂ = µ̂id + µ̂ex. As shown elsewhere [6] this implies
for the ideal contributions

τ̂ id = − 1

V

n∑
i=1

pi,xpi,y/mi and (14)

µ̂id =
1

V

n∑
i=1

p2i,y/mi (15)

where the sums run over all n particles of mass mi. Note
that the minus sign for the ideal shear stress follows from
the minus sign in eq. (10) required for a canonical trans-
formation. Assuming a pairwise central conservative po-
tential Ĥex =

∑
l ul(rl) with l labeling the interactions

and rl the distance between the pair of monomers, one
obtains the excess contributions [6]

τ̂ ex =
1

V

∑
l

rlu
′(rl) nl,xnl,y and (16)

µ̂ex =
1

V

∑
l

(
r2l u
′′(rl)− rlu′(rl)

)
n2l,xn

2
l,y

+
1

V

∑
l

rlu
′(rl) n

2
l,y (17)

with nl = rl/rl being the normalized distance vector. Note
that eq. (16) is strictly identical to the corresponding off-
diagonal term of the Kirkwood stress tensor [4]. Similar
relations are obtained for the xz- and the yz-plane. For
isotropic systems the thermal averages of all three affine
shear elasticities are finite and equal. The index “A” in-
dicated for historical reasons in the main text reminds
that µA assumes a strictly affine strain without relax-
ation. It thus provides only an upper bound µA = G(t =
0) ≥ GF ≡ µA − µF ≥ 0 to the thermodynamic shear
modulus as may be seen by taking twice the derivative of
the free energy with respect to γ [18,6]. That the stress-
fluctuation contribution µF ≥ 0 may not vanish in the
zero-temperature limit has first been emphasized by Lut-
sko [13]. See refs. [15,16,6] for details.
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