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The “Eshelby problem” refers to the response of a 2-dimensional elastic sheet to cutting away
a circle, deforming it into an ellipse, and pushing it back. The resulting response is dominated
by the so-called “Eshelby Kernel” which was derived for purely elastic (infinite) material, but has
been employed extensively to model the redistribution of stress after plastic events in amorphous
solids with finite boundaries. Here we discuss and solve the Eshelby problem directly for amorphous
solids, taking into account possible screening effects and realistic boundary conditions. We find
major modifications compared to the classical Eshelby solution. These modification are needed for
modeling correctly the spatial responses to plastic events in amorphous solids.

Introduction: The “Eshelby problem” consists of
computing the displacement field resulting from cutting
out a circle from an elastic sheet, deforming it into an
ellipse and pushing it back [1]. Surprisingly, it turned
out that this seemingly artificial problem is intimately
connected to the physics of plastic events in strained
amorphous solids, cf. Fig. 7 in [2]. Similarly to elec-
trostatic theory that conserves charges (monopoles), but
allows dipoles (dielectrics), elasticity theory conserves
monopoles and dipoles, but allows quadrupoles. Thus
the “cheapest” plastic events in amorphous solids that
can release stress locally are quadrupolar in nature, and
this agrees with the geometry of the Eshelby problem.
Accordingly, the “Eshelby problem” has become popular
and a frequently employed theory to discuss the redistri-
bution of stress after plastic events. In particular, the
Eshelby kernel was often used in the context of “elasto-
plastic” models which purport to describe the mechanical
response of amorphous solids to external strains, up to
mechanical yield by shear banding [3–5].

In this Letter we stress that the application of the Es-
helby theory to amorphous solids in which plastic events
appear at any amount of strain, is fraught with difficul-
ties. To underline this fact, we present here a new an-
alytic solution of the Eshelby problem in an amorphous
solid with plastic events and realistic boundary condi-
tions in a finite domain. We show that the resulting dis-
placement field changes qualitatively from the Eshelby
solution. The difference in physics between amorphous
materials and perfect elastic sheets dictates a reassess-
ment of the Eshelby kernel which is being used in study-
ing the response to external strains. The more ductile
the material is, the more severe is the deviation from the
classical Eshelby solution.

Definition of the problem: We consider the Eshelby
problem in circular geometry, see Fig. 1. Initially the
amorphous material is confined between an inner circular
cavity of radius rin and an outer circle of radius rout. The
inner circle is deformed to an ellipse of the same area,

FIG. 1. The geometry used: amorphous solid is contained
between the outer circle of radius rout and an inner circle of
radius rin, which is then distorted to an ellipse of of the same
area. We are interested in the displacement field as a result
of this distortion.

with major semi-axis a and minor semi-axis b, such that
ab = r2in. The boundary of the ellipse is now

x2

a2
+
y2

b2
= 1 . (1)

Defining δ ≡ a/rin, the boundary of the ellipse r(θ) is
traced by

r(θ) =
rin√

cos2(θ)/δ2 + δ2 sin2 θ
, (2)

where θ = arctan(y/x). We are interested in the dis-
placement field that responds to the change from circle
to ellipse, with radial component dr(r, θ)r̂ and transverse

component dθ(r, θ)θ̂, where r̂ and θ̂ are unit vectors in the
radial and the transverse directions.

Equations to be solved: In a purely elastic sheet the
displacement field that arises in a response to a pertur-
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FIG. 2. Examples of the analytic solutions ar(r) and bθ(r)
for three values of the screening parameter κ = 0.25, 0.35
and 0.45 respectively. Here µ = 15.93, λ = 60, rin = 5 and
rout = 80.

bation of the type shown in Fig. 1 satisfies the equation

µ∆d+ (λ+ µ)∇ (∇ · d) = 0 , purely elastic. (3)

Here λ and µ are the classical Lamé coefficients. It was
shown in a recent series of papers [6–10] that in the pres-
ence of plastic events that are typical to the response of
amorphous solids, the equation changes to take into ac-
count the screening effects that result from plasticity; the
equations reads

µ∆d+ (λ+ µ)∇ (∇ · d) = −κ2d with screening. (4)

Here κ is an emergent screening parameter with dimen-
sion of inverse length. Writing this vector equation in
polar coordinates, we find two coupled equations for the
radial component dr(r, θ)r̂ and dθ(r, θ)θ̂. These equations
read

(2µ+ λ)

r2
[
r2d′′r + rd′r − dr

]
− (3µ+ λ)

r2
∂dθ
∂θ

+
µ

r2
∂2dr
∂θ2

+
(µ+ λ)

r

∂2dθ
∂r∂θ

+ κ2dr = 0 (5)

µ

r2

[
r2d′′θ + rd′θ +

∂2dθ
∂θ2

− dθ

]
+

(µ+ λ)

r2

[
∂2dθ
∂θ2

+ r
∂2dr
∂r∂θ

]
+
(3µ+ λ)

r2
∂dr
∂θ

+ κ2dθ = 0 . (6)

The boundary condition on the outer circle are d(r =
rout) = 0 , and on the ellipse dr(θ) = r(θ) − rin and
dθ(θ) = 0. The analytic solutions of these equations for
an arbitrarily large value of δ is cumbersome, mainly be-
cause fitting the boundary conditions on the ellipse calls
for expanding in a series of periodic functions. Therefore
we follow in the footsteps of Eshelby, solving analytically
the Eshelby problem for a small distortion of the ellipse,
i.e. δ = 1 + ϵ+ · · · . Then on the ellipse

dr(θ) = rinϵ cos(2θ) , dθ(θ) = 0 . (7)

Equations (5) and (6) can be solved analytically sub-
ject to the boundary conditions Eq. (7). The solution is
described in the Appendix, with the final result expressed
in terms of the radial and tangential components

dr(r, θ) = ar(r) cos(2θ)

dθ(r, θ) = bθ(r) sin(2θ) . (8)

Examples of the functions ar(r) and bθ(r) are plotted
in Fig. 2, for three values of the screening parameter κ.
Notice in particular that the radial component, which
without screening is expected to decay like a power law
in the bulk, can now cross to negative domain showing an
inward radial displacement instead of an outward (decay-
ing) displacement. For higher values of κ these functions
gains oscillations typical of the Bessel functions that ap-
pear in the analytic solutions as seen in the Appendix.
Numerical Simulations: In order to demonstrate

the usefulness of the theoretical considerations, we study
the Eshelby problem in a two-dimensional poly-dispersed
model of point particles having equal mass m = 1, with
interaction given by shifted and smoothed Lennard-Jones
(LJ) potentials, u(r) [11],

uij(r) =

{
uLJ
ij +Aij +Bijr + Cijr

2, if r ≤ Rcut
ij

0, if r > Rcut
ij ,

(9)

where

uLJ
ij = 4ϵij

[(σij
r

)12

−
(σij
r

)6
]
. (10)

The smoothing of potentials in Eq. (9) is such that they
vanish with two zero derivatives at distances Rcut

ij =
2.5σij [12]. The interaction lengths σij are chosen from
the probability distribution P (σ) ∝ 1/σ3. The param-
eters for smoothing the LJ potentials in Eq. (9) and
for i and j particle interactions in Eq.(10) are as fol-
lows: Aij = 0.4526ϵij , Bij = −0.3100ϵij/σij, Cij =
0.0542ϵij/σij

2. The reduced units for mass, length, en-
ergy and time have been taken as m, σ̄, ϵij = 1 and

σ̄
√
m/ϵij respectively.

We employ 20,000 particles in an annulus of initial in-
ner radius rin = 5 and rout = 80. The system is ther-
malized at some “mother temperature” Tm using Swap
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FIG. 3. Examples of typical displacement field measured in
the numerical simulations. Here rin = 5, rout = 80. Panel
(a): δ = 1.01, Tm = 1. Panel b: δ = 1.05, Tm = 3.

Monte Carlo [13] and then cooled down to T = 0, using
conjugate gradient methods. The interaction between
the point particles and the two walls are of the same form
Eq. (9), where rij and σij are replaced by the distance
to the wall and by σi.

First the system is mechanically equilibrated with the
total force on each particle smaller than 10−8. At that
point the shear and bulk moduli µ and K are computed
using standard methods [14], furnishing values for the
second Lamé coefficients λ = K − µ. Then we distort
the inner radius rin into an ellipse as is explained above.
It should be stressed that this deformation is instanta-
neous, not quasi-static. After deformation we mechani-
cally equilibrate the system again by the conjugate gra-
dients, and then measure the displacement field d, com-
paring the two equilibrated configuration before and after
distortion.

In Fig. 3 we show two typical displacement fields ob-
tained in the numerical simulations. Panel (a) pertains
to a well quenched configuration from Tm = 1, with a
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FIG. 4. Comparison of the functions ar(r) and bθ(r) from
the analytic solution with κ = 0 and the angle average of the
numerical simulations that are shown in the upper panel of
Fig. 3.

small distortion from circle to ellipse, δ = 1.01. We see
the classical quadrupolar response that is so well known
as the Eshelby solution. In panel (b) the system was
quenched from Tm = 3, and the distortion was higher,
δ = 1.05. A host of the plastic events appear, leading to
screening, as is shown next.
To compare with the theory we compute the angle-

averaged radial and tangential components of the dis-
placement field ar(r) and bθ(r), cf. Eq. (8). Typically
we use about 25 concentric annuli, starting with the first
one at r ≈ 2rin. Angle averaging at smaller values of
r are meaningless due to the small number of partici-
pating particles. In Fig. 4 we show the functions ar(r)
and bθ(r) when the response is the one shown in panel
(a) of Fig. 3. While not perfect, the agreement is semi-
quantitative, displaying the famous power-law decay of
the Eshelby solution, modified by the zero boundary con-
ditions at rout. In strong contrast, the data presented in
panel (b) of Fig. 3 exhibits strong disagreement with the
classical Eshelby solution. The data are shown in Fig. 5,
in which the function ar(r) crosses zero and comes back
from the negative side, showing that indeed the power law
expected from the Eshelby solution is strongly screened.
We note that the agreement here is still quite good, al-
though we have used only one sample for the comparison.
The deviations however indicate that the small ϵ assump-
tion in the analytic solutions is already at peril.
The upshot of this work is that the Eshelby problem

gains interesting (and maybe unexpected) aspects when
applied to amorphous solids. In contrast to perfect elas-
tic sheets, amorphous solids in the thermodynamic limit,
both in two and three dimensions, suffer from plastic
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the functions ar(r) and bθ(r) from
the analytic solution with κ = 0.25 and the angle average of
the numerical simulations that are shown in the loser panel
of Fig. 3. Here µ = 6.21 and λ = 60.

events at any value of the imposed external strain [15, 16].
As the system becomes more ductile, the density of these
plastic events increases, leading to the phenomenon of
screening that was studied extensively in recent work [6–
10]. We offered in this paper an analytic solution of the
Eshelby problem, taking into account screening as is it
appears in Eq. (4). One expects that the new solution
should be relevant in other contexts, like simple or pure
shear [17]. The analytic solutions was found for small
values of ϵ. For higher values of ϵ one expects higher
order terms in the form of cosnθ that will lead to more
complex solutions. Such nonlinear theory is feasible, and
is on our program in the near future.

Acknowledgments: This work has been supported
in part by the the joint grant between the Israel Sci-
ence Foundation and the National Science Foundation of
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APPENDIX: ANALYTIC SOLUTION OF THE
EQUATIONS TO O(ϵ)

To solve Eqs. (5) and (6) we note that the Helmholtz
theorem implies that any sufficiently continuous vector
field can be represented as the sum of a scalar potential
plus the curl of a vector potential. Thus, the displace-
ment field can be represented as:

d = ∇ϕ+∇×ψ (11)

Where, ϕ is the scalar potential and ψ is the vector po-
tential. The gradient term in the decomposition has a

zero curl, while the curl term is divergence free. Fur-
thermore, it is useful to choose the vector field ψ with
zero divergence: ∇·ψ = 0. Plugging this presentation in
Eq. (4):

(λ+2µ)∇(∇2ϕ)+µ∇×(∇2ψ) = −κ2(∇ϕ+∇×ψ) (12)

Taking divergence of Eq. (12) gives the following relation:

∆∆ϕ = − κ2

λ+ 2µ
∆ϕ (13)

Also, taking curl of Eq. (12) gives:

∆∆ψ = −κ
2

µ
∆ψ (14)

For solving, Eqn. 13, let’s suppose ∆ϕ = χ and m2 =
κ2

λ+2µ . Then Eqn. 13 becomes a Poisson equation of the
form:

∆χ = −m2χ (15)

A general solution to the Eq. (15) can be sought in a
separable form χ(r, θ) = f(r)g(θ), which when plugged
into Eq. (15) gives two second order ODEs of r and θ:

r2
f

′′
(r)

f(r)
+ r

f
′
(r)

f(r)
+m2r2 = −g

′′
(θ)

g(θ
= λ (16)

The ODE with θ as the independent variable has a
solution of the form:

g(θ) = Ancos(nθ) +Bnsin(nθ) where n
2 = λ (17)

The ODE with r as the independent variable is a Bessel
equation of the form:

r2f
′′
(r) + rf

′
(r) + f(r)(m2r2 − n2) = 0 (18)

Eq. (18) has a general solution:

f(r) = CnJn(mr) +DnYn(mr) (19)

Therefore, taking into account the boundary condition
Eq. (7), we seek a solution to to Eq. (15) in the form :

χ(r, θ) = [A2cos(2θ) +B2sin(2θ)]

×[C2J2(mr) +D2Y2(mr)] (20)

Next, in order to obtain ϕ(r, θ), one needs to solve
another Poisson equation where the source term is given
by χ(r, θ).

∆ϕ(r, θ) = {A2cos(2θ)+B2sin(2θ)}{C2J2(mr)+D2Y2(mr)} .
(21)

From the linearity of the Laplace operator and the form
of the source function, the solution should be of the same
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form as that of the source function. Hence, we consider
a trial solution:

ϕ(r, θ) = {Ã2cos(2θ)+B̃2sin(2θ)}{C̃2J2(mr)+D̃2Y2(mr)}
(22)

Plugging in the trial solution in Eq. (21):

∂2ϕ

∂r2
+

1

r

∂ϕ

∂r
+

1

r2
∂2ϕ

∂θ2
= [A2cos(2θ) +B2sin(2θ)]

×[C2J2(mr) +D2Y2(mr)] ,

[Ã2cos(2θ) + B̃2sin(2θ)][−C̃2m
2J2(mr)− D̃2m

2Y2(mr)]

= [A2cos(2θ) +B2sin(2θ)][C2J2(mr) +D2Y2(mr)] (23)

By matching coefficient , Ã2 = A2, B̃2 = B2, C̃2 =
−C2/m

2, D̃2 = −D2/m
2. Therefore, the general solution

of Eq. (21) is given as:

ϕ(r, θ) = − [A2cos(2θ) +B2sin(2θ)][C2J2(mr) +D2Y2(mr)]

m2

(24)
Next, Eq. (14) can be solved in a similar fashion. We

consider the vector ψ(r, θ) to have only z component,

that is, ψ(r, θ) = ψz(r, θ)êz. This choice makes the vector
field, ψ(r, θ) divergence free trivially . Moreover, finite
ψr(r, θ) and ψθ(r, θ) component will not have any con-
tribution to the r and θ component of the displacement
field. Then the general solution for the z component of
the vector field ψ(r, θ) is:

ψz(r, θ) = − [Â2cos(2θ) + B̂2sin(2θ)][Ĉ2J2(nr) + D̂2Y2(nr)]

n2
,

(25)

where n2 = κ2

µ

Then, from Eq. (11), the r and θ component of the
displacement field can be expressed as

dr =
∂ϕ

∂r
+

1

r

∂ψz

∂θ
, (26)

dθ =
1

r

∂ϕ

∂θ
− ∂ψz

∂r
. (27)

Further, using the expression for ϕ(r, θ), ψz(r, θ) and to
match the boundary condition, dr and dθ can be ex-
pressed as:

dr = cos(2θ)

[
a1
2m

{J3(mr)− J1(mr)}+
a2
2m

{Y3(mr)− Y1(mr)} −
2a3
n2r

J2(nr)−
2a4
n2r

Y2(nr)

]
(28)

dθ = sin(2θ)

[
2a1
m2r

J2(mr) +
2a2
m2r

Y2(mr) +
a3
2n

{J1(nr)− J3(nr)}+
a4
2n

{Y1(nr)− Y3(nr)}
]

(29)

The boundary conditions are as follows:

1. dr = rinϵ cos(2θ) @ r = rin.

2. dr = 0 @ r = rout.

3. dθ = 0 @ r = rin.

4. dθ = 0 @ r = rout.

Substituting these boundary conditions in the expres-
sion for dr and dθ will give rise to four linear algebraic
equations, which in the matrix form can be expressed as
MX=B, where M:


−J1(mrin)+J3(mrin)

2m
−Y1(mrin)+Y3(mrin)

2m − 2J2(nrin)
n2rin

− 2Y2(nrin)
n2rin

−J1(mrout)+J3(mrout)
2m

−Y1(mrout)+Y3(mrout)
2m − 2J2(nrout)

n2rout
− 2Y2(nrout)

n2rout
2J2(mrin)

m2rin

2Y2(mrin)
m2rin

J1(nrin)−J3(nrin)
2n

Y1(nrin)−Y3(nrin)
2n

2J2(mrout)
m2rout

2Y2(mrout)
m2rout

J1(nrout)−J3(nrout)
2n

Y1(nrout)−Y3(nrout)
2n



On the other hand XT ≡ [a1, a2, a3, a4] and B
T ≡

[rinϵ, 0, 0, 0] . These equations can easily be solved simul-
taneously to obtain a1, a2, a3, a4, and the corresponding
displacement field satisfying the boundary conditions.
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