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Abstract

Amorphization by severe plastic deformation has been observed in various

crystalline materials. However, developing a quantitative and comprehen-

sive theory for strain-induced amorphization remains challenging due to the

complex nature of microstructural evolutions and deformation mechanisms.

We propose a phase field model coupled with elastic-plastic theory to study

the strain-induced amorphization in nanocrystalline materials. The plas-

tic behaviors of crystalline phases and amorphous phases are coupled with

phase evolutions by finite strain theory through the strain energy. This cou-

pled model enables to quantitatively explore the effects of various defects on

formation of amorphous phases such as shear bands. Simulations using our

model predict that amorphous nucleation follows the martensitic transforma-

tion, and occurs primarily within localized regions of high stress, including

shear bands. Our results also indicate an increase in the critical plastic strain
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for amorphization as the grain size increases. These findings align well with

experimental results, validating the proposed model in capturing key features

of deformation-induced amorphization. Our work provides valuable insights

into deformation-induced amorphization and serves as a basis for developing

more quantitative models with complex microscopic mechanisms.

Keywords: amorphization, phase field model, finite deformation theory,

martensitic transformations

1. Introduction

Amorphization processes have been commonly found in crystalline mate-

rials under various macroscale severe plastic deformation techniques, includ-

ing cold rolling, ball milling, etc. [1–6]. For instance, Waitz et al. [1] achieved

nearly complete amorphization in bulk Ni–50.3at.%Ti by high-pressure tor-

sion. Hua et al. [3] also found that the amorphization happened in the NiTi

micropillars under serve shear deformation. Li et al. [6] reviewed amorphiza-

tion under mechanical deformation and concluded that deformation intro-

duces defects in the crystal structure, creating favorable conditions for amor-

phization. However, during dynamical deformation, complex microstructural10

evolutions, including phase evolutions like martensitic transformations and

developments of defects such as shear bands, make it challenging to explore

strain-induced amorphization quantitatively [5, 6]. Moreover, insufficient

study on microstructural evolutions sometimes leads to conflicting explana-

tions for the amorphous phase forming [3, 5, 7]. For example, Koike et al.

[8] considered the amorphization process depending on dislocation accumu-

lation, while Yamada and Koch [9] believed that amorphous phases directly
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grow at grain boundaries without dislocations. A comprehensive theory of

strain-induced amorphization, which incorporates microstructure evolutions,

remains elusive.20

The deformation-induced amorphization is often related to nanocrystal-

lization and phase evolutions in experiments [2, 3, 8, 10, 11]. Koike et al.

[8] confirmed the coexistence of nanocrystalline and amorphous phases by

observing sharp diffraction rings superimposed on an amorphous halo. Jiang

et al. [10] viewed nanocrystalline phases as a transition from coarse grains

to amorphous phases. Recently, the relation between amorphization and

martensitic transformation also attracts much attention. Jiang et al. [2]

proposed a sequence where the initial austenitic phase transforms into the

martensitic phase, ultimately leading to the amorphous phase under local

canning compression. Hua et al. [3] suggested a similar sequence of mi-30

crostructure evolution preceding amorphization in nanocrystalline NiTi al-

loy. The uniaxial compression experiments on NiTi micropillars showed that

the amorphization is initiated in the martensite instead of the austenite.

Furthermore, Zhang et al. [11] established an explicit experimental link be-

tween martensitic transformations and solid-state amorphization for β-Ti

alloy. These imply that the intrinsic connection between amorphization and

martensitic transformations might help to reveal underlying mechanisms of

strain-induced amorphization.

Some theories that have been successfully applied to martensitic trans-

formations are promising to uncover mechanisms of amorphization, such as40

molecular dynamics and phase field approaches. Numerous studies have uti-

lized molecular dynamics to explore amorphization phenomena induced by
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nanoindentation, high strain rates, and shear strain [3, 6, 12]. For exam-

ple, using molecular dynamics, Fan et al. [12] investigated the amorphization

process induced by the nanoindentation. The nanoindentation simulations

demonstrated that grain boundaries contribute significantly to the amor-

phization. However, molecular dynamics primarily focuses on the atomic

scale and performs simulations with high loading rates. Thus, insights into

plasticity and the amorphization mechanism provided by atomic models are

limited. On the other hand, phase field approaches offer a realistic frame-50

work for simulating thermodynamic and microstructural evolutions [13–16].

For instance, Xu and Kang [13] proposed a two-dimensional phase field

model for NiTi alloy considering martensitic transformations to investigate

the super-elasticity, elastocacaloric effect, shape memory effect, etc. The

numerical simulations revealed the complicated microstructure evolutions in

the geometrically graded NiTi alloy. This demonstrated the broad appli-

cability of phase field models. Specifically, phase variables change under

different driving forces, including compositional gradients, temperature, and

strain. It is also straightforward to quantitatively consider plastic behav-

iors of phases. Accordingly, phase field models have been widely employed60

in studying martensitic transformations, grain growth, twinning, etc. [17–

25, 25–29]. However, phase field approaches have not yet been applied to

investigate the evolution of the amorphous phase in highly deformed mate-

rials. Notably, phase field models are coupled with finite strain theory and

extensively applied to investigate multiphase problems under severe deforma-

tion. Levitas [28] successfully applied the phase field theory at large strains

to explore phase transformations in various materials under uniaxial loading.
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This is promising to use phase field approaches to uncover the deformation

mechanisms that govern the formation and behavior of amorphous phases in

large-deformed crystalline materials.70

In this paper, we propose a novel phase field model to study the amor-

phization process in highly-deformed crystalline materials. Two phase vari-

ables are used to describe martensitic transformations and amorphization.

Martensitic transformations are driven by the free energy difference between

the martensite and the austenite, while the amorphization is actuated by

the strain energy from severe deformations. By combining the phase field

model with finite strain theory, we quantitatively consider the plasticity and

evolution of crystalline and amorphous phases, capturing intricate interplay

between severe mechanical deformation and amorphization. The coupled

model allows for consideration of the evolution of various defects in strain-80

induced amorphization, including shear bands, grain boundaries, and dislo-

cations. The proposed model provides a comprehensive framework for quan-

titatively studying deformation-induced amorphization under various micro-

scopic mechanisms.

We perform numerical simulations using our model on the nanocrystalline

NiTi alloy under two-dimensional and three-dimensional settings. Simulation

results show that an amorphous phase forms in the martensite and grows un-

der severe deformations. The effect of the grain size on amorphization is in-

vestigated and simulation results demonstrate that the critical plastic strain

for amorphization increases as the grain size increases. When shear bands are90

introduced in simulations, the amorphous phase nucleates primarily within

shear bands, indicating that highly distorted regions facilitate favorable con-
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ditions for amorphous nucleation. These observations are in good agreement

with various experimental findings reported in literature [3, 30–32]. These

simulations validate the proposed phase field model in capturing the essen-

tial features of deformation-induced amorphization. They also provide valu-

able insights into the intrinsic mechanisms, enabling better understandings of

deformation-induced amorphization. Our proposed phase field model serves

as a basis for developing more quantitative theories related to strain-induced

amorphization.100

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 introduces the proposed

phase field model for amorphization coupled with finite strain theory. In

Section 3, we present a linearized theory for efficient numerical simulations.

Section 4 shows the applicability of our model through applications, including

shear in two dimensions and compression in three dimensions. The effects

of grain sizes and shear bands are also investigated. Finally, we provide a

conclusion in Section 5.

2. Phase field model for amorphization

A phase-field approach is employed to capture the microstructural evo-

lution during strain-induced amorphization. We start with the austenitic110

phase in our model. Upon loading, the parent phase transforms into the

martensitic phase, eventually leads to the amorphous phase.

2.1. Order parameters

The phase field models for martensitic transformation consider a contin-

uous field variable, ηM ∈ [0, 1], which specifies the martensite (ηM = 1) and

the austenite (ηM = 0) in a given region [33, 34]. Under large deformation,
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the amorphous phase forms. We define another continuous field variable,

ηg ∈ [0, 1], for the amorphous phase. Specifically, ηM = ηg = 0 represents the

austenitic phase, while ηM = 1, ηg = 0 defines the martensitic phase. The

amorphous phase is characterized by ηM = 0, ηg = 1. Considering ηM ≤ 1 in120

martensitic transformations, ηM ≤ 1− ηg is a straightforward generalization

in the amorphization process, i.e.,

ηM + ηg ≤ 1, (1)

where 1− ηM − ηg represents the existence of the austenitic phase in a given

region. These phase field variables, ηM and ηg, also are named in order

parameters.

2.2. Kinematics

We consider a reference configuration Ω0 ⊂ R3 and a material point x

within Ω0. The kinematics of finite deformation is described by a field X (x) :

x ∈ Ω0 → X ∈ Ω, mapping point x to pointX in the deformed configuration

Ω. The total deformation gradient, given by F = ∂X
∂x

is multiplicatively130

decomposed as [35]

F = FeFp, (2)

where Fe is the elastic part of the deformation gradient, and the inelastic

part, Fp, accounts for contributions from crystalline and amorphous regions.

The evolution rate of the plastic deformation gradient, i.e.,

Ḟp = LpFp, (3)

is determinied by the plastic velocity gradient Lp. The plastic velocity gra-

dient can be formulated as the sum of the shear rates on Ns slip systems in
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crystal and the visco-plastic strain rate in the amorphous phase [36, 37]:

Lp = (1− h(ηg))
Ns∑
α=1

γ̇αmα ⊗ nα + h(ηg)L
p
g, (4)

where Lp
g is the plastic velocity gradient in amorphous regions, γ̇α is the

shear rate on the slip system α, and the vectors mα and nα indicate the slip

direction and the slip plane normal, respectively. An interpolation function140

is used to represent the local phase volume fraction,

h(η) = 2η2 − η4, (5)

where η can be ηM and ηg, and h(η) is the local volume fraction of a given

phase.

The following plastic flow rule of crystalline phases is used. For the slip

system α, the shear rate reads [38, 39]

γ̇α = γ̇0

∣∣∣∣ταταc
∣∣∣∣ 1
m

sgn(τα), (6)

where τα is the resolved shear stress on the slip system α. γ̇0 and m are

material parameters. ταc is the slip resistance on the slip system α, which

can be given by the hardening behavior:

ταc =
Ns∑
β=1

hαβ|γ̇β|, (7)

in which hαβ is the hardening matrix, and the index β is refered to slip

systems.150

Considering the plastic flow rule for amorphous, we define τD,d as the

deviatoric Kirchhoff stress tensor, and then we get the visco-plastic flow
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vector is derived as [40–44]:

N =

√
1

2

τD,d

∥τD,d∥
, (8)

where ∥ · ∥ denotes the Frobenius norm. The plastic velocity gradient for the

amorphous phase can be formulated as

Lp
g = γ̇g(Re)

TNRe, (9)

where γ̇g denotes the visco-plastic multiplier and N is the visco-plastic flow

vector. Re is the elastic rotation tensor, satisfying Re = Fe

[
(Fe)

TFe

]− 1
2 .

Considering the visco-plastic multiplier, we define it as

γ̇g =
1

A
sinh

τ eqD
τ ∗

, (10)

where A is an Eyring-related function, and we choose it as a material pa-

rameter to simplify models. τ eqD is a Kirchhoff equivalent stress defined as160

τ eqD =
√

1
2
∥τD,d∥ and the material constant τ ∗ = 2kBT

Vatom
is the reference stress.

Vatom is the atomic volume, kB is the Boltzmann constant and T is the ab-

solute temperature.

2.3. Free energy functional

The free energy functional of the system, E, consists of local phase sep-

aration energy Elocal, the gradient energy Egrad and the elastic strain energy

Eel:

E (ηM , ηg,Fe) = Elocal (ηM , ηg) + Egrad (∇ηM ,∇ηg) + Eel (ηM , ηg,Fe) ,

=

∫
Ω

[elocal (ηM , ηg) + egrad (∇ηM ,∇ηg) + eel (ηM , ηg,Fe)] dx,

(11)
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where ηM and ηg are order parameters, and Fe represents the elastic defor-

mation gradient. elocal, egrad and eel are energy densities related with Elocal,

Egrad and Eel, respectively.170

2.3.1. Local phase separation energy

The bulk thermodynamic properties of the system dominate the local

phase separation energy density, elocal, which can be represented by a Landau-

type polynomial:

elocal (ηM , ηg) = κM

(
AM

2
η2M − BM

3
η3M +

CM

4
η4M

)
+ κg

(
Ag

2
η2g −

Bg

3
η3g +

Cg

4
η4g

)
+ κMg

D

2
η2Mη2g ,

(12)

where the function has value of 0 at ηM = ηg = 0, which corresponds to

the austenite. The constants AM , BM , CM , Ag, Bg, Cg, and D determine the

shape of the local phase separation energy. κM represents the energy dif-

ference between austenite and martensite, while κg denotes the energy gap

between the amorphous and austenitic parent phases. κMg represents the

barrier to the coexistence of martensite and amorphous phases. Based on180

the thermodynamics of martensitic transformation and amorphization, we

know that the function value of the martensitic phase should be lower than

that of the austenite. Besides this, the value of the amorphous phase is higher

than that of the austenitic parent phase [6],

AM

2
− BM

3
+

CM

4
≤ 0,

Ag

2
− Bg

3
+

Cg

4
≥ 0.

(13)
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We also notice that the partial derivative of the local phase separation

energy concerning the field variables should be zero when ηi = 0,∀i ∈ {M, g}

or ηi = 0, ηj = 1, for all i ̸= j ∈ {M, g}, such that the pure phase corresponds

to a local energy minimum. These requirements give constraints as follows:

AM −BM + CM = 0,

Ag −Bg + Cg = 0.
(14)

Based on those constraints, we can choose suitable parameters for numerical

simulations.190

Considering the local phase separation energy, the driving force on each

field variable associated with it reads:

f local
ηM

= −δelocal
δηM

= −κM

(
AMηM −BMη2M + CMη3M

)
− κMgDηMη2g ,

f local
ηg = −δelocal

δηg

= −κg

(
Agηg −Bgη

2
g + Cgη

3
g

)
− κMgDη2Mηg.

(15)

2.3.2. Gradient energy

The gradient energy defines the energy of the interface between various

phases. We can express its density, egrad, as follows:

egrad (∇ηM ,∇ηg) =
1

2
βM |∇ηM |2 + 1

2
βg|∇ηg|2, (16)

where βM and βg are coefficients related to the interfacial energy between

neighboring phases.

The driving force on each field associated with elocal can be given by:

f grad
ηM

= −δegrad
δηM

= βM∇2ηM ,

f grad
ηg = −δegrad

δηg
= βg∇2ηg.

(17)
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2.3.3. Strain energy

The elastic strain energy density can be written as,200

eel (ηM , ηg,Fe) =
1

2
Ee : C(ηM , ηg) : Ee, (18)

where Ee =
1
2

(
F T

e Fe − I
)
is the elastic strain tensor, and elastic coefficients

in mixed regions are interpolated as follows,

C (ηM , ηg) = CA + [CM − CA][1− h(ηg)]h(ηM) + [Cg − CA]h(ηg), (19)

where h(η) is the interpolation function (5). CA, CM , and Cg define the

elastic coefficients matrix in austenite, martensite, and amorphous. ηM =

ηg = 0 defines the austenitic phase and the elastic constants give C = CA.

For the martensitic phase, ηM = 1, ηg = 0 shows C = CM . ηM = 0, ηg = 1

gives C = Cg for amorphous.

Following the variation method, the equilibrium equations can be given

by:

∇ · P = 0, (20)

where P is the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor and it obeys P = ∂eel
∂F

. It210

is not difficult to find that,

P =
∂eel
∂Ee

:
∂Ee

∂Fe

:
∂Fe

∂F
= Fe (C : Ee)F

−T
p ,

where the plastic deformation gradient can be given by the plastic flow (3).

The driving force on each field variable associated with the elastic energy

is:

f el
M = − ∂eel

∂ηM
= −1

2
Ee :

∂C
∂ηM

: Ee,

f el
g = −∂eel

∂ηg
= −1

2
Ee :

∂C
∂ηg

: Ee −
∂eel
∂Ee

:
∂Ee

∂ηg
,

(21)
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where ∂eel
∂Ee

= C : Ee is the elastic second Piola-Kirchhoff stress and ∂Ee

∂ηg
=

∂Ee

∂Fe

∂Fe

∂F−1
p

∂F−1
p

∂Lp

∂Lp

∂ηg
. Then, we have the driving force associated with the elastic

energy on ηg by the following equation,

f el
g = −1

2
Ee :

∂C
∂ηg

: Ee − (C : Ee) : CeFp

∂F−1
p

∂Lp

∂Lp

∂ηg
, (22)

where Ce = F T
e Fe is the elastic deformation tensor.

2.4. Phase-field evolution equations

The evolution of phases is governed by the time-dependent Ginzburg-220

Landau (TDGL) equation, which is a kinetic equation based on the assump-

tion that the rate of change of field variables is proportional to the thermo-

dynamic driving force:

∂ηM
∂t

= MM

(
f local
ηM

+ f grad
ηM

+ f el
ηM

)
,

∂ηg
∂t

= Mg

(
f local
ηg + f grad

ηg + f el
ηg

)
,

(23)

where the driving forces f local
ηM

, f grad
ηM

, and f el
ηM

have been introduced Equations

(15), (17) and (21). MM and Mg are kinetic coefficients for the martensite

and the amorphous. Substitution of Equations (15), (17) and (21) into (23)

yields:

∂ηM
∂t

= MM

[
−κM

(
AMηM −BMη2M + CMη3M

)
− κMgDηMη2g

+βM∇2ηM − 1

2
Ee :

∂C
∂ηM

: Ee

]
,

∂ηg
∂t

= Mg

[
−κg

(
Agηg −Bgη

2
g + Cgη

3
g

)
− κMgDη2Mηg

+βg∇2ηg −
1

2
Ee :

∂C
∂ηg

: Ee −
∂eel
∂Ee

:
∂Ee

∂ηg

]
.

(24)
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3. Geometric linearization

The phase-field model coupled with finite strain theory is presented in

previous sections, but multiple phase variables and nonlinear equations makes230

the model time-consuming in numerical simulations. Here, we simplify the

model by linear elasticity to make simulations more efficient.

3.1. Kinematics

In linear elasticity, the elastic strain energy density, eel, is:

eel
(
ηM , ηg, ε

el
)
=

1

2
σ : εel, (25)

where σ = C (ηM , ηg) : ε
el is the stress tensor. And C (ηM , ηg) are the elastic

constants, defined by equation (19).

Under small deformation assumption, elastic strains can be given by:

εel = ε− εM − εp, (26)

where ε = 1
2

(
∇uT +∇u

)
is the total strain and u is the displacement field.

The eigenstrain, εM = ηMε0, is the transformation-induced strain and ε0 is

the stress-free strain for martensitic transformations. The plastic strain εp240

consists of the crystal plastic strain εpcrystal and the amorphous plastic strain

εpg,

εp = (1− h (ηg)) ε
p
crystal + h (ηg) ε

p
g, (27)

where the plastic flow for crystalline phases still follows equation (6).

In the amorphous region, the plastic flow obeys the following model [43],

ε̇p =
1

A
sinh

σe

τ ∗
S

σe

, (28)
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where S is the deviatoric stress tensor, which means Sij = σij − 1
3
σkkδij.

Its J2 invariant is the Mises stress, σe =
√

3
2
STS. A and τ ∗ are material

constants which have been introduced in (10).

3.2. Free energy

The total free energy functional can be formulated as,

E =

∫
V

[elocal + egrad + eel] dV,

=

∫
V

[
κM

(
AM

2
η2M − BM

3
η3M +

CM

4
η4M

)
+ κg

(
Ag

2
η2g −

Bg

3
η3g +

Cg

4
η4g

)
+ κMg

D

2
η2Mη2g

+
1

2
βM |∇ηM |2 + 1

2
βg|∇ηg|2 +

1

2
σ : εel

]
dV.

(29)

Considering the driving forces related to the elastic energy on phases, we250

can find,

f el
M = −1

2
εel :

∂C
∂ηM

: εel + σ : ε0,

f el
g = −1

2
εel :

∂C
∂ηg

: εel − ∂eel
∂εel

:
∂εel

∂ηg
,

= −1

2
εel :

∂C
∂ηg

: εel − σ : (−∂εp

∂ηg
),

= −1

2
εel :

∂C
∂ηg

: εel + σ :
∂εp

∂ηg
,

(30)

where ∂εp

∂ηg
can be given by,

∂εp

∂ηg
=

(
εpg − εpcrystal

) ∂h(ηg)
∂ηg

= 4
(
εpg − εpcrystal

) (
ηg − η3g

)
.

(31)

Following the elastic energy, we can give the equilibrium equations as,

∇ · σ = 0, (32)
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where σ = C : εel. The boundary conditions will be given according to

simulations.

3.3. Phase evolution equations

The evolution equations of phases are formulated as,

∂ηM
∂t

= MM

[
−κM

(
AMηM −BMη2M + CMη3M

)
− κMgDηMη2g

+βM∇2ηM − 1

2
εel :

∂C
∂ηM

: εel + σ : ε0
]
,

∂ηg
∂t

= Mg

[
−κg

(
Agηg −Bgη

2
g + Cgη

3
g

)
− κMgDη2Mηg

+βg∇2ηg −
1

2
εel :

∂C
∂ηg

: εel + 4σ :
(
εpg − εpcrystal

) (
ηg − η3g

)]
.

(33)

Equation (32) and Equation (33) present the phase field theory for amor-

phization coupled with linear elasticity, which aids in understanding strain-

induced amorphization.260

3.4. Non-dimensional linearized equations

Before performing numerical simulations, we give dimensionless equations

on both the length and time scales, which helps eliminate unnecessary param-

eters [45]. We define the dimensionless space coordinate by x̃ = x
l0
, ỹ = y

l0
,

and z̃ = z
l0
, where l0 is the size of the grid cell, and the dimensionless time

t̃ = tMgκM . So, the non-dimensional equations for Equations (33) can be

16



given,

∂ηM

∂t̃
= −M̃M

[(
AMηM −BMη2M + CMη3M

)
− ˜κMgDηMη2g

+β̃M∇̃2ηM − 1

2
εel :

∂C̃
∂ηM

: εel + σ̃ : ε0

]
,

∂ηg

∂t̃
= −κ̃g

(
Agηg −Bgη

2
g + Cgη

3
g

)
− ˜κMgDη2Mηg

+ β̃g∇̃2ηg −
1

2
εel :

∂C̃
∂ηg

: εel + 4σ̃ :
(
εpg − εpcrystal

) (
ηg − η3g

)
.

(34)

where M̃M = MM

Mg
, κ̃g = κg

κM
and ˜κMg =

κMg

κM
. We also have β̃M = βM

κM l20
,

β̃g =
βg

κM l20
and the operator ∇̃2 = ∂2

∂x̃2 +
∂2

∂ỹ2
+ ∂2

∂z̃2
is the dimensionless Laplace

operator. The dimensionless elastic constant matrix is C̃ = C
κM

, and the270

dimensionless stress will be given as σ̃ = C̃ : εel.

4. Applications

In this section, we perform numerical simulations using the proposed

phase-field model for amorphization. The Euler method is utilized in time.

We use the finite difference method to perform two-dimensional (2D) simula-

tions [21]. In the three-dimensional (3D) problems, an efficient finite element

framework — MOOSE [46], is adopted in numerical implementations of the

amorphization process under compression.

4.1. Shear in two dimensions

We simulate a 2D square cell with the length L = 80nm of the nanocrys-280

talline NiTi shape alloy. We apply a pure shear deformation with periodic

conditions on the left and right boundaries, and displacement conditions on

the top and bottom boundaries (in Figure 1). Mechanical constants of crystal
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phases are obtained: EA = EM = 64.3GPa, νA = νM = 0.43, γ̇0 = 1× 10−4,

m = 6, h = 1GPa, and the yield stress τc,0 = 2.7GPa [45]. Schuh et al.

[41] estimated mechanical parameters of amorphous phases: Eg = 47GPa,

ν = 0.3 and 1
A
= 5 × 10−5, σ0 = 1.2GPa. Considering parameters for the

phase-field model, we assume κM = 4.403× 107 J ·m−3, which is 10% of the

typical strain energy for martensitic transformations [45]. κ̃g = κg

κM
= 10,

and κ̃Mg =
κMg

κg
= 10 are assumed for the energy barrier in amorphization.290

For martensitic transformations, we set AM = 1, BM = 15, and CM = 14,

while Ag = 3, Bg = 12, Cg = 14, and D = 1 for the amorphous phase, and

these satisfy constraints (13) and (14). For the interfacial energy, we consider

the boundaries between various phases and set β̃M = 2 and β̃g = 10 because

transition regions between crystal and amorphous should be more distorted.

We also use M̃M = 103, t̃ = 0.1, and ε̇ = 10−1 in numerical simulations.

Before discussing the results, it is essential to note that the interfacial

energy density γ is related to the coefficients βM and βg. Following Zhong

and Zhu [45], we utilize the interfacial energy density of martensite twinnng,

187mJ · m−2, to estimate the grid size, l0 = 3γ

4κM

√
2β̃M

= 1.6nm. Hence,300

when the simulation is performed in a domain with Nx ×Ny = 50× 50 mesh

grids, the square simulation cell has a length L ∼ 80nm.

Figure 2 presents simulation results for shear deformation on this NiTi

alloy. Figure 2(a) gives the initial state of NiTi alloy. ηg = ηM = 0 refers to

the austenite and εp = 0 comes from nondeformed alloy. Figure 2(b) shows

that upon applying shear deformation to the alloy, ηM (in the second row)

changes from 0 to 1, i.e., the parent phase is completely transformed into

martensite when the plastic strain, εp (in the third row), is about 0.2. When
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Figure 1: Numerical setup of shear in two dimensions. ε̇ is the loading rate. L is the size

of the simulation square cell.

the martensitic phase is further applied with severe shear deformation, in

Figure 2(c), ηg (in the first row) increases from 0 to 0.5, i.e., the amorphous310

phase is formed when εp ≥ 0.4. From (b) to (c), ηM changes from 1 to 0.4,

which means the martensite becomes amorphous. Figure 2(d) shows that ηg

changes to 1 and ηM decreases to 0, i.e., the entire alloy transforms into the

amorphous phase when εp ≥ 0.5.

The evolution curves of phases are presented in Figure 3. The blue curve

in Figure 3 shows ηM changes from 0 to 1 when εp increases to 0.18. This

refers to the martensitic transformation. When εp is over 0.38, ηM decreases

to 0, which results from amorphization. The red curve is the evolution of

ηg, and it shows that ηg remains 0 until εp = 0.38, which is the critical

plastic strain for amorphization. When the plastic strain further increases,320
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Figure 2: Results of shear in two dimensions. Three rows from top to bottom represent

the evolution of order parameters ηg and ηM , and the plastic strain εp. ηg shows the

amorphous phase while ηM represents the martensite.

ηg increases gradually to 1. It means that the alloy completely changes to

amorphous. Following the evolution curves, the austenitic phase of the NiTi

alloy transforms into a martensitic phase and then into an amorphous phase

under severe deformation. From this simulation, the critical plastic strain

for amorphization is about 0.38 in nanocrystalline NiTi alloy. These results

align well with experimental findings of strain-induced amorphization for the

NiTi alloy reported by Jiang et al. [2] and Hua et al. [4], demonstrating that

the proposed model is able to predict the amorphization process.

To illustrate the contribution from the amorphous phase during severe

plastic deformation, we examine the total free energy variation under the330

two cases of allowing and prohibiting amorphization, and results are shown

in Figure 4. In this figure, the blue curve shows the change in the total
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Figure 3: Results of shear in two dimensions. The horizontal ordinate denotes the plastic

strain εp, and the vertical ordinate denotes order parameters, including ηM and ηg. The

red curve shows the evolution of ηM , which corresponds to the martensite, while the blue

one shows the evolution of ηg, related to amorphous.
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energy when amorphization is allowed in simulations. In contrast, the red

curve represents the total energy when amorphization is prohibited. Both of

them demonstrate that the free energy is reduced by martensitic transfor-

mation when the plastic strain εp = 0.18. After completing the martensitic

transformation, the total energy increases acceleratingly. This may result

from strain-hardening of crystalline phases, making the plastic strain more

difficult. As the strain exceeds the critical value of amorphization, the blue

curve shows that the amorphous phase dissipates much of the total energy340

when it is formed. However, in the red curve, the total energy continues

to increase until failure when the amorphous phase does not exist. These

results demonstrate that the martensitic transformations and amorphization

are essential pathways for energy dissipation for highly-deformed materials.

We further investigate the effect of grain size on amorphization using our

model. We perform identical simulations on different-sized square cells to

explore the size effect. In Figure 5, the blue, red, and green curves represent

the evolution of ηg under shear in two dimensions for domains of L = 80, 100,

and 160nm, respectively. For the critical plastic strains for amorphization,

Figure 5 shows they are 0.38, 0.42, and 0.58 for cells with L = 80, 100, and350

160nm, respectively. When we fix the plastic strain, such as εp = 0.5, we

find that the value of the field variable, ηg, increases from 0 to 1 as the

cell size increases. These suggest that the formation of an amorphous phase

becomes increasingly difficult as the grain size increases, which is aligned

with experimental findings reported by Hua et al. [3] and Fan et al. [12].

These simulation results demonstrate that the proposed model can effectively

capture the nature of amorphization processes.
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Figure 4: Evolution of the total energy in shear in two dimensions. Ẽ denotes the dimen-

sionless total free energy. ’MT’ means the martensitic transformation. The blue curve

gives the energy curve in the simulation, which considers the amorphization. The red

curve represents the evolution of the energy without nucleation of amorphous phases. The

rectangle shows the change in the total energy when the amorphous phase is formed.
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Figure 5: The amorphization curves for different domains. Three curves are green, red,

and blue, representing cells with lengths of 160nm, 100nm, and 80nm, respectively.

4.2. Amorphization in shear bands

Previous studies by Hua et al. [3] and Tat’yanin et al. [30] have shown

that the amorphous phase occurs in martensitic shear bands. We examine360

this phenomenon through numerical simulations in a 2D square cell with

L = 80nm. In our simulations, a shear band is introduced after the complete

martensitic transformation. Parameters in this simulation are the same as

those in the previous sections.

Figure 6 shows the simulation result. Figure 6(a) shows the initial state

of materials. In Figure 6(b) ηM (in the second row) changes to 1, which

means that the martensitic transformation is completed. At this moment, a

shear band is introduced in the middle of cells. Upon further shear loading,

Figure 6(c) shows that ηg (in the first row) increases to 0.4 in the shear band,

indicating that the amorphous phase is nucleated. In Figure 6(d), ηg changes370
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to about 0.72 and ηM decreases to 0.3 in the shear band, i.e., the martensite

in the shear band almost completely becomes the amorphous phase. The

plastic strain εp (in the third row) in the shear band also increases to 0.85,

which suggests that the crystalline structure is highly distorted within the

shear band. From Figure 6(c) to (d), ηg and εp spread over the shear band.

These results demonstrate that amorphous phases are formed in shear bands

first and then spread out.

Figure 6: Amorphization in shear band. The first two rows give the evolution of the phase

field variables ηM and ηg, respectively. The last row shows the plastic behavior in the

materials.

In Figure 7, we compare the amorphization behaviors of shear bands and

non-localized zones. Figure 7(a) gives the material with a shear band in the

middle as ’location b’, and a nonlocalized zone as ’location c’. The evolution380

curve in the shear band, ’location b’, is given in Figure 7(b) and in this
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figure, ηM changes from 0 to 1, which refers to martensitic transformations.

Then, ηg increases gradually after εp = 0.3, indicating that amorphization

occurs within the shear band and the critical plastic strain for amorphization

in the shear band is about 0.23. Figure 7(c) shows the evolution curve in

the nonlocalized zone, ’location c’. It illustrates that the martensite outside

the shear band does not form amorphous even when εp = 0.3. These results

indicate that shear bands significantly decrease the critical plastic strain for

amorphization. This may result from the high distortion energy stored in

shear bands that can overcome the formation barrier of amorphous phases.390

In this simulation, shear bands are simplified as localized shear-deformed

areas, giving insights into the relation between amorphization and localiza-

tion of deformation. These simulation results show that the critical plastic

strain for amorphization decreases significantly in highly distorted regions,

such as shear bands. These results suggest that localized deformation may

help overcome the barrier of amorphization and reduce the threshold of plas-

tic strain. It explains that amorphization is more likely to nucleate in shear

bands and grain boundaries, as reported in previous literature [3, 6].

4.3. Compression in three dimensions

To implement our models in 3D for strain-induced amorphization, we uti-400

lize an open-source finite element framework, Multiphysics Object-Oriented

Simulation Environment (MOOSE) [46]. The forward Euler method is ap-

plied in time coordinates [47].

Both simulations presented above and previous works demonstrate that

the amorphous solid nucleates in the martensitic phase rather than the

austenitic phase. They also imply that martensitic transformations are very
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Figure 7: Comparison evolutions between the shear band and non-localized shear regions.

(a) shows ’location b’ within the shear band and ’location c’ in a non-localized region.

Figure (b) illustrates the evolution of phases in ’location b’. Figure (c) gives the evolu-

tionary behavior in ’location c’ outside the shear band.
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fast compared to amorphization in general, meaning that it is challenging to

catch details of martensitic transformations on the time scale of amorphiza-

tion. The finding aligns well with experimental results in the previous studies

on martensitic transformations. It suggests that we may ignore martensitic410

transformations and focus on the amorphization process in martensite, which

also helps reduce the computational cost of our model. Following this idea,

the free energy functional (29) can be reduced as,

E =

∫
V

{eel + elocal + egrad} dV,

=

∫
V

[
1

2
σ : εel + κMg

(
Ag

2
η2g −

Bg

3
η3g +

Cg

4
η4g

)
+

1

2
βg|∇ηg|2

]
dV,

(35)

where κMg is the energy gap between the martensitic and amorphous phase

and βg is related to the interfacial energy in transition regions.

From this total free energy, we can obtain the evolution equation of phase

field variable ηg, related to the amorphous,

∂ηg

∂t̃
= −

(
Agηg −Bgη

2
g + Cgη

3
g

)
+ β̃g∇̃2ηg −

1

κMg

∂eel
∂ηg

, (36)

and this equation is normalized by following the same method for (34).

The simulation is performed in a cubic cell of size L = 170nm, with a

random initial value between 0 and 0.1 assigned to the phase variable ηg. The420

compression along the Z axis is applied to the nanocrystalline NiTi shape

alloy, whose mechanical properties are γ̇0 = 1 × 10−4, m = 6, h = 1GPa

and the yield stress τc,0 = 2.7GPa. For amorphous phases, 1
A
= 5 × 10−5,

σ0 = 1.2GPa are used. All thermodynamic parameters are set as follows:

κMg = 4.403 × 108 J · m−3, Ag = 3, Bg = 12, Cg = 14. The gradient

coefficient β̃g is set to 1, and the interfacial energy density of transition
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regions is assumed to be 706mJ ·m−2 [9]. Based on these parameters, we can

estimate the grid size as l0 ≈ 8.5nm, and we use a cubic cell ofNx×Ny×Nz =

20× 20× 20, giving the length of the cubic domain as ∼ 170nm.

Figure 8 shows the results of this compression simulation in 3D. The first430

row in Figure 8 provides a 3D overview of the distributions of amorphous and

stress in the compressed alloy. The second, third, and fourth rows show some

clips of the simulation cell along the Y-Z, X-Z, and X-Y planes, respectively.

The phase variable for the amorphous phase, ηg is given in the left column,

and the magnitude of stress σx =
√

σ2
xx + σ2

xy + σ2
xz is given in the right

column. As shown in Figure 8, the amorphous phase is mostly nucleated on

the surfaces and interior regions under high stress.

Figure 9 shows the isosurfaces of the phase variable ηg = 0.5, considered

as a threshold for amorphization. In Figure 9(a) and (b), amorphous phases

are formed on the surfaces, when the compression strain εc ≤ 0.302. Un-440

der further compression deformation, as shown in Figure 9(c) and (d), the

isosurfaces roughly align with the diagonal regions and surfaces of the com-

pressed cell, which generally refer to highly distorted regions. These results

suggest that amorphous phases are formed in highly-distorted areas, such as

surfaces and diagonal regions in the compressed alloy. This is consistent with

experimental observations made by Guo et al. [31] and Zhao et al. [32].

Figure 10 gives the curve of the volume fraction of amorphous phases Vg

vs. the applied strain εc. In Figure 10, the amorphous phase forms until

the compressed strain εc > 0.25. When εc = 0.35, the volume fraction of

the amorphous phase Vg attains 0.15. These quantitative predictions align450

with experimental findings in the nanocrystalline NiTi alloy [3], validating

29



Figure 8: Results of compression in three dimensions. The first row illustrates a general

picture of the distributions of the order parameter ηg (left), which relates to the amorphous

phase and the magnitude of stress σx (right). The following three rows show the clips along

the Y-Z, X-Z, and X-Y planes of ηg (left) and σx (right), respectively.
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(a) εc = 0.228 (b) εc = 0.302

(c) εc = 0.332 (d) εc = 0.365

Figure 9: Isosurfaces of ηg = 0.5. The compressed strain applied in the alloy is represented

by εc. Figure (a) to (d) show the evolution of region where ηg = 0.5 upon loading.
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Figure 10: The curve of amorphization under compression. Vg represents the volume

fraction of the amorphous phase, and εc is the applied strain.

our model in predicting strain-induced amorphization.

5. Conclusions

We introduce a phase field model to investigate deformation-induced

amorphization at large strains. The proposed phase-field model incorporates

martensitic transformations and amorphization using two phase field vari-

ables. The elastic-plastic theory is coupled with our model through the strain

energy, which drives the amorphization during severe deformations. Various

microscopic mechanisms related to amorphization, such as shear bands, can

be explored using this coupled model. We perform numerical simulations460

to validate the proposed model and quantitatively study the strain-induced

amorphization. Simulation results show that amorphization occurs within

the martensitic phases rather than the austenitic phase. The effect of the
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grain size on amorphization is investigated and simulation results demon-

strate that the critical plastic strain of amorphization increases as the grain

size increases. Shear bands are considered in our simulations and the re-

sults show that the amorphous phase is formed within shear bands and then

spread out. The simulation on compression in 3D also shows that nucleation

of amorphous phases occurs in diagonal regions and on surfaces, which refer

to highly-distorted areas in the compressed cell. These simulation results470

from shear bands and compression indicate that defects and high distortion

in materials facilitate favorable conditions for the formation of amorphous

phases. These observations align well with experimental results from pre-

vious works, validating the proposed model. This novel phase field model

lays the groundwork for more quantitative theories of deformation-induced

amorphization and provides a realistic tool for studying the underlying mech-

anisms of amorphization. Some simplifications for efficient simulations, in-

cluding linear elasticity, might limit the investigation into amorphization

under large deformations. Considering further work, the developments of

various defects, which play a significant role in the amorphization process,480

such as dislocations and grain boundaries, can be investigated using our

model.
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Appendix: Symbols

Table 1: List of symbols

Symbol Meaning

ηM/ηg Order parameter for the martensite/amorphous phase

Ω0 /Ω Reference/deformed configuration

x Material point in Ω0

X Image point in Ω

F Total deformation gradient

Fe/Fp Elastic/inelastic part of deformation gradient

Lp Plastic velocity gradient

Ns Number of slip systems in crystal

α, β Indices of slip systems

γ̇α Shear rate on slip system α

mα Slip direction on slip system α

nα Slip normal of slip system α

Lp
g Plastic velocity in amorphous regions

τα Resolved stress on the slip system α

γ̇0 and m Material constants for crystal phases

ταc Slip resistance on the slip system α

hαβ Hardening matrix

τD,d Deviatoric Kirchhoff stress tensor

N Visco-plastic flow vector

γ̇g Visco-plastic multiplier

Re Elastic rotation tensor
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Symbol Meaning

A Eyring-relation function for amorphous phase

τ eqD Kirchhoff equivalent stress

τ ∗ Reference stress for amorphous phase

E Total energy functional

Elocal(elocal) Local phase separation energy (density)

Egrad(egrad) Gradient energy (density)

Eel(eel) Elastic strain energy (density)

AM , BM , CM ,

Ag, Bg, Cg, D

Parameters determine phase separation energy

κM/κg Energy gap between the austenite and marten-

site/amorphous

κMg Energy barrier for the co-existence of martensite and

amorphous

f local
ηM

Driving force for ηM related with elocal

f local
ηg Driving force for ηg related with elocal

βM , βg Coefficients related to the interfacial energy

f grad
ηM

Driving force for ηM related with egrad

f grad
ηg Driving force for ηg related with egrad

Ee Elastic strain tensor

C Elastic coefficients in mixed regions

CA/ CM/ Cg Elastic coefficients in the austenite/martensite/ amor-

phous

P First Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor

Ce Elastic deformation tensor
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Symbol Meaning

f el
ηM

Driving force for ηM related with eel

f el
ηg Driving force for ηg related with eel

MM ,Mg Mobilities for the martensite and amorphous

εM Eigenstrain of martensitic transformation

εpcrsytal Plastic strain in crystalline phases

εpg Plastic strain in amorphous

S Deviatoric stress tensor

References

[1] T. Waitz, V. Kazykhanov, and H.P. Karnthaler. Martensitic phase

transformations in nanocrystalline NiTi studied by TEM. Acta Ma-490

terialia, 52(1):137–147, January 2004. ISSN 13596454. doi: 10.

1016/j.actamat.2003.08.036. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.

com/retrieve/pii/S1359645403005184.

[2] Shuyong Jiang, Li Hu, Yanqiu Zhang, and Yulong Liang. Nanocrys-

tallization and amorphization of NiTi shape memory alloy under se-

vere plastic deformation based on local canning compression. Jour-

nal of Non-Crystalline Solids, 367:23–29, May 2013. ISSN 00223093.

doi: 10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2013.01.051. URL https://linkinghub.

elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0022309313000732.

[3] Peng Hua, Bing Wang, Chao Yu, Yilong Han, and Qingping Sun.500

Shear-induced amorphization in nanocrystalline NiTi micropillars un-

der large plastic deformation. Acta Materialia, 241:118358, December

36

https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645403005184
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645403005184
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645403005184
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0022309313000732
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0022309313000732
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0022309313000732


2022. ISSN 13596454. doi: 10.1016/j.actamat.2022.118358. URL https:

//linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645422007376.

[4] Peng Hua, Minglu Xia, Yusuke Onuki, and Qingping Sun. Nanocom-

posite NiTi shape memory alloy with high strength and fatigue re-

sistance. Nature Nanotechnology, 16(4):409–413, April 2021. ISSN

1748-3387, 1748-3395. doi: 10.1038/s41565-020-00837-5. URL https:

//www.nature.com/articles/s41565-020-00837-5.

[5] Hosni Idrissi, Philippe Carrez, and Patrick Cordier. On amorphiza-510

tion as a deformation mechanism under high stresses. Current Opin-

ion in Solid State and Materials Science, 26(1):100976, February 2022.

ISSN 13590286. doi: 10.1016/j.cossms.2021.100976. URL https:

//linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359028621000796.

[6] B.Y. Li, A.C. Li, S. Zhao, and M.A. Meyers. Amorphization by

mechanical deformation. Materials Science and Engineering: R: Re-

ports, 149:100673, June 2022. ISSN 0927796X. doi: 10.1016/j.mser.

2022.100673. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/

pii/S0927796X22000122.

[7] Lowell Miyagi, Waruntorn Kanitpanyacharoen, Stephen Stackhouse,520

Burkhard Militzer, and Hans-Rudolf Wenk. The enigma of post-

perovskite anisotropy: deformation versus transformation textures.

Physics and Chemistry of Minerals, 38(9):665–678, October 2011. ISSN

1432-2021. doi: 10.1007/s00269-011-0439-y. URL https://doi.org/

10.1007/s00269-011-0439-y.

37

https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645422007376
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645422007376
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645422007376
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41565-020-00837-5
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41565-020-00837-5
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41565-020-00837-5
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359028621000796
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359028621000796
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359028621000796
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927796X22000122
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927796X22000122
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927796X22000122
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00269-011-0439-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00269-011-0439-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00269-011-0439-y


[8] Jun-ichi Koike, D. M. Parkin, and M. Nastasi. The role of shear

instability in amorphization of cold-rolled NiTi. Philosophical Maga-

zine Letters, 62(4):257–264, October 1990. ISSN 0950-0839, 1362-3036.

doi: 10.1080/09500839008215132. URL http://www.tandfonline.

com/doi/abs/10.1080/09500839008215132.530

[9] Kenjiro Yamada and Carl C. Koch. The influence of mill energy and

temperature on the structure of the TiNi intermetallic after mechanical

attrition. Journal of Materials Research, 8(6):1317–1326, June 1993.

ISSN 0884-2914, 2044-5326. doi: 10.1557/JMR.1993.1317. URL http:

//link.springer.com/10.1557/JMR.1993.1317.

[10] Shuyong Jiang, Zhinan Mao, Yanqiu Zhang, and Li Hu. Mechanisms

of nanocrystallization and amorphization of NiTiNb shape memory

alloy subjected to severe plastic deformation. Procedia Engineering,

207:1493–1498, 2017. ISSN 18777058. doi: 10.1016/j.proeng.2017.

10.1086. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/540

S187770581735885X.

[11] Long Zhang, Haifeng Zhang, Xiaobing Ren, Jürgen Eckert, Yandong

Wang, Zhengwang Zhu, Thomas Gemming, and Simon Pauly. Amor-

phous martensite in β-Ti alloys. Nature Communications, 9(1):506,

February 2018. ISSN 2041-1723. doi: 10.1038/s41467-018-02961-2. URL

https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-018-02961-2.

[12] Jinjun Fan, Jia Li, Zaiwang Huang, P.H. Wen, and C.G. Bailey.

Grain size effects on indentation-induced plastic deformation and amor-

phization process of polycrystalline silicon. Computational Materials

38

http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09500839008215132
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09500839008215132
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09500839008215132
http://link.springer.com/10.1557/JMR.1993.1317
http://link.springer.com/10.1557/JMR.1993.1317
http://link.springer.com/10.1557/JMR.1993.1317
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S187770581735885X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S187770581735885X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S187770581735885X
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-018-02961-2


Science, 144:113–119, March 2018. ISSN 09270256. doi: 10.1016/550

j.commatsci.2017.12.017. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/

retrieve/pii/S0927025617307024.

[13] Bo Xu and Guozheng Kang. Phase field simulation on the super-

elasticity, elastocaloric and shape memory effect of geometrically graded

nano-polycrystalline NiTi shape memory alloys. International Journal

of Mechanical Sciences, 201:106462, July 2021. ISSN 00207403. doi:

10.1016/j.ijmecsci.2021.106462. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.

com/retrieve/pii/S0020740321001971.

[14] Anup Basak and Valery I. Levitas. A multiphase phase-field study of

three-dimensional martensitic twinned microstructures at large strains.560

Continuum Mechanics and Thermodynamics, 35(4):1595–1624, July

2023. ISSN 0935-1175, 1432-0959. doi: 10.1007/s00161-022-01177-6.

URL https://link.springer.com/10.1007/s00161-022-01177-6.

[15] Sam Mirzakhani and Mahdi Javanbakht. Phase field-elasticity anal-

ysis of austenite–martensite phase transformation at the nanoscale:

Finite element modeling. Computational Materials Science, 154:41–

52, November 2018. ISSN 09270256. doi: 10.1016/j.commatsci.

2018.07.034. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/

pii/S0927025618304622.

[16] A. Artemev, Y. Jin, and A.G. Khachaturyan. Three-dimensional phase570

field model of proper martensitic transformation. Acta Materialia, 49(7):

1165–1177, April 2001. ISSN 13596454. doi: 10.1016/S1359-6454(01)

39

https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025617307024
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025617307024
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025617307024
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0020740321001971
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0020740321001971
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0020740321001971
https://link.springer.com/10.1007/s00161-022-01177-6
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025618304622
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025618304622
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025618304622


00021-0. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/

S1359645401000210.

[17] Efim Borukhovich, Philipp S. Engels, Jörn Mosler, Oleg Shchyglo,

and Ingo Steinbach. Large deformation framework for phase-field

simulations at the mesoscale. Computational Materials Science, 108:

367–373, October 2015. ISSN 09270256. doi: 10.1016/j.commatsci.

2015.06.021. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/

pii/S0927025615003808.580

[18] Anup Basak and Valery I. Levitas. Finite element procedure and sim-

ulations for a multiphase phase field approach to martensitic phase

transformations at large strains and with interfacial stresses. Computer

Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, 343:368–406, January

2019. ISSN 00457825. doi: 10.1016/j.cma.2018.08.006. URL https:

//linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S004578251830392X.

[19] Alphonse Finel, Y. Le Bouar, A. Gaubert, and U. Salman. Phase

field methods: Microstructures, mechanical properties and complexity.

Comptes Rendus Physique, 11(3-4):245–256, April 2010. ISSN 16310705.

doi: 10.1016/j.crhy.2010.07.014. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.590

com/retrieve/pii/S1631070510000794.

[20] Ingo Steinbach and Oleg Shchyglo. Phase-field modelling of microstruc-

ture evolution in solids: Perspectives and challenges. Current Opin-

ion in Solid State and Materials Science, 15(3):87–92, June 2011.

ISSN 13590286. doi: 10.1016/j.cossms.2011.01.001. URL https:

//linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359028611000027.

40

https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645401000210
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645401000210
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359645401000210
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025615003808
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025615003808
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0927025615003808
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S004578251830392X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S004578251830392X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S004578251830392X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1631070510000794
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1631070510000794
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1631070510000794
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359028611000027
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359028611000027
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1359028611000027


[21] S. Bulent Biner. Programming Phase-Field Modeling. Springer In-

ternational Publishing, Cham, 2017. ISBN 978-3-319-41194-1 978-3-

319-41196-5. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-41196-5. URL http://link.

springer.com/10.1007/978-3-319-41196-5.600

[22] Daniel Schneider, Felix Schwab, Ephraim Schoof, Andreas Reiter,

Christoph Herrmann, Michael Selzer, Thomas Böhlke, and Britta
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