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Multiple polymer networks, such as double-network elastomers comprising a sacrificial and a
matrix network, exhibit exceptional mechanical resilience, commonly attributed to the formation
of an extended damage zone before a crack can grow. However, the microscopic mechanisms un-
derlying their toughness remain poorly understood. Here, we combine advanced light scattering
methods and molecular dynamics simulations to explore the microscopic relaxation dynamics and
stress redistribution at the polymer strand scale of single-network and double-network elastomers
under uni-axial loading. Dynamic light scattering experiments show that microscopic rearrange-
ments and bond breaking events are localized near the crack tip in single networks, readily causing
the crack to advance. In contrast, double networks exhibit delocalized microscopic rearrangements
well ahead of and not directly correlated with crack propagation, enabling the dissipation of energy
over broader regions and timescales. Numerical simulations of the damage zone show that bond
breaking in the matrix network of double networks leads to widespread stress redistribution, miti-
gating catastrophic damage localization. This enhanced ability to redistribute stress in a non-local
manner allows a much larger extension before localized macroscopic failure occurs, explaining the
superior toughness of double networks. Our findings identify early, delocalized bond breaking events
combined with more efficient dissipation pathways through enhanced microscopic rearrangements
as the key microscopic mechanisms responsible for the outstanding toughness and extensibility of
multiple elastomer networks.

Understanding how materials fail is essential for pre-
dicting their lifetime and guiding the design of resilient
systems. Broadly, failure occurs via two main pathways:
progressive ductile deformation, which leads to loss of
shape and function —-particularly at high temperatures
and in flowable materials [1, 2]—- or the nucleation and
propagation of localized cracks, which abruptly split the
material [3, 4]. Cross-linked polymer networks, such as
hydrogels and elastomers, cannot flow and thus fail ex-
clusively by cracking.

Sequentially polymerized interpenetrated polymer net-
works, referred here as multiple polymer networks, in-
cluding double- and triple-network hydrogels and elas-
tomers, have emerged as a general and robust strategy
to simultaneously enhance the stiffness and toughness of
soft materials while retaining reversible elastic behavior
at small strains. Since the seminal work by Gong and
co-workers [5, 6], double-network (DN) hydrogels have
become prototypical examples of how soft polymer net-
works with remarkable mechanical properties can be de-
signed by tuning network architecture, more specifically
by combining a brittle, densely cross-linked network with
a soft, extensible matrix, resulting in materials that are
not only stretchable but also extremely tough. This ar-
chitecture enables a remarkable combination of strength,

extensibility, and resilience [7, 8]. The prestretched sac-
rificial network fractures early, dissipating energy, while
the matrix preserves structural integrity and enables de-
layed [6, 9–12] and more ductile [13, 14] failure.

Inspired by these hydrogels, multiple-network elas-
tomers have been developed to achieve enhanced perfor-
mance in dry or swollen systems [15]. Toughness in these
materials arises from controlled damage in the stiff net-
work and stress transfer to a more extensible one. This
strategy has produced elastic materials with fracture en-
ergies and failure strains far beyond those of their single-
network counterparts [16].

Extensive experimental work confirms that bond scis-
sion in the sacrificial network plays a central role
in the enhancement of the mechanical properties.
Mechanophore-based imaging, fluorescence techniques,
and postmortem analyses have shown that damage can
extend hundreds of microns ahead of a crack tip, form-
ing a broad damage zone [16–18]. Yet, the microscopic
mechanisms governing stress redistribution within and
between networks in that dissipative zone—and how this
leads eventually to damage localization—remains poorly
understood.

Numerical simulations are a powerful tool to under-
stand rupture in polymer systems [19–22]. Recent studies
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on multiple networks emphasize the importance of non-
affine and heterogeneous stress redistribution. Tauber et
al. [19] showed, via coarse-grained molecular dynamics,
that fracture in DN elastomers proceeds via a two-step
process involving intra- and inter-network load trans-
fer. Their results revealed that affine deformation models
overestimate bond breakage, underscoring the need for
spatially resolved models. Similar findings from experi-
ments showed that load sharing through the matrix net-
work delays failure and suppresses localization [14, 16–
18].

Most prior studies, however, have examined either
macroscopic mechanical behavior or simulations that lack
spatial resolution of the fracture process. A notable ex-
ception is the mesoscale model by Walker and Field-
ing [20], which employed a 2D athermal representation of
tightly coupled DN systems. Their work demonstrated
that strong inter-network connectivity—although gen-
erally considered disadvantageous for network toughen-
ing [23]—can suppress stress concentrations and promote
diffuse failure. While insightful, these findings are dif-
ficult to generalize to more complex, three-dimensional
systems with loosely connected networks, where entropic
contributions and structural heterogeneity dominate the
early stages of deformation.

In this work, we address these limitations by com-
bining spatially and temporally resolved light scattering
measurements of microscopic dynamics [24] with three-
dimensional coarse-grained molecular dynamics simula-
tions in the rubbery regime to investigate bond scis-
sion and network rearrangements in single- and double-
network elastomers under uni-axial loading. Experimen-
tally, this approach allows us to directly visualize the mm
scale spatially distributed microscopic activity and bond
breaking prior to failure, showing that DN systems ex-
hibit early-onset, delocalized dynamics before crack prop-
agation, while in single-network (SN) systems macro-
scopic fracture is controlled by localized bond scission.
At the nm scale, we simulate a volume element inside
the damage zone undergoing uni-axial tension, demon-
strating that for DN the bond scission remains spatially
homogeneous up to a much larger stretch, while the SN
localizes the damage at lower stretch. These results
demonstrate that sacrificial bond breaking alone does
not account for toughness; rather, toughness arises from
spatio-temporal stress redistribution and enhanced mi-
croscopic dynamics that delay damage localization and
crack growth.

RESULTS

We study experimentally and numerically single (SN)
and double (DN) network elastomers. In experiments,
poly (ethyl acrylate) networks are synthesized as in [13],
see also Sec. Materials and Methods. Figure 1a illustrates
the main steps of the synthesis of a DN through snapshots
of our numerical model of the networks (see Sec. Ma-
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FIG. 1. Architecture and mechanical properties of sin-
gle and double polymer networks. a) Architecture of the
network model used in our simulations and obtained through
a protocol analogous to the experimental one: a sacrificial net-
work (blue, left snapshot) is first synthesized and then swollen
by a linear factor λ0 by adding monomers (red, middle snap-
shot), which are finally polymerized and cross-linked to form
the matrix network (right snapshot). λ0 = 1.7, 2 in our exper-
iments and simulations, respectively. b) Main graph: exper-
imental engineering stress σE vs stretch λ = L/L0 for single
(SN) and double (DN) pre-notched networks, with L and L0

the sample length along the stretching direction during and at
the beginning of the test, respectively. Shaded regions indi-
cate where microscopic rearrangements increase significantly,
as discussed in the text. Inset: image of a SN sample, the
notch is circled. The sample size along the vertical direction
is 10 mm.

terials and Methods): a first, or sacrificial, network is
osmotically swollen by a factor λ0 by adding monomers
(λ0 = 1.7 in our experiments on DNs), which are in turn
polymerized and cross-linked to form a second, or ma-
trix, network, interpenetrating the first one. Consistent
with previous studies [13, 14], uni-axial tensile tests on
pre-notched samples show that single and double net-
works have similar linear elasticity (Young’s modulus =
0.84 and 1.27 MPa, respectively, see the Supplementary
Information), but DNs have significantly larger engineer-
ing stress, σE , and stretch, λ = L/L0, at break, resulting
in a remarkably enhanced toughness, see Fig. 1b.

Simultaneously to the mechanical tests shown in
Fig. 1b, we perform Photon Correlation Imaging (PCI)
measurements [24, 25], see Fig. S2 of the Supplementary
Information, where images of laser light singly scattered
by the networks during the traction test are recorded, al-
lowing for sample visualization and quantification of the
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FIG. 2. Notch propagation in single and double net-
works. Colorized speckle images at selected λ values, for a
SN (a,b) and a DN (c,d), showing the crack shape and tra-
jectory in a traction test. In b) and d), the white solid line is
the crack tip trajectory, while yellow crosses show its position
at intervals of one minute, starting from the position of the
crack tip at the λ value of the corresponding left panels. The
dotted line in b) is a parabolic fit to the red pluses marking
the crack shape. While the cracks are similar in single and
double networks at the onset of propagation (a,c), they differ
in shape and trajectory as they propagate through the sam-
ple.

microscopic dynamics on multiple length scales from tens
of nanometers to about 1 µm.

Figure 2 contrasts the shape and trajectory of the
crack for a SN (a,b) and a DN (c,d) during a tensile
test at fixed pulling speed on pre-notched samples. For
the SN, the crack tip follows a straight trajectory, with
progressively increasing speed. Furthermore, the crack
shape is parabolic (Fig. 2b). These features are typical
of crack propagation in a homogeneous elastic medium,
where failure occurs at the crack tip due to stress con-
centration [4, 26]. Although the crack shape in the DN
is initially similar to that of the SN (Fig. 2a,c), it rapidly
develops distinctive features: the shape of the crack be-
comes irregular and its trajectory meanders, alternating
quasi-static periods with rapid displacements, see the yel-
low crosses in Fig. 2d. These features suggest that the
crack progressively connects pre-damaged regions ahead
of the crack tip that occur in randomly dispersed weak
regions of the sample, hinting at more heterogeneous
mechanical properties and distinct stress redistribution
mechanisms in DNs as compared to SNs [14, 27].

To investigate failure at the microscopic level, we ana-
lyze the change in speckle intensity of the PCI images
over a small stretch increment ∆λ. Intensity fluctu-
ations result from microscopic polymer chain displace-
ments: We introduce a dimensionless dynamic activity

A, which quantifies microscopic displacements beyond
those associated with the evolution of the macroscopic
deformation field in the initial linear stretching regime,
see Sec. Materials and Methods. We collect PCI images
formed by light scattered in the forward (FS) and back-
ward (BS) directions, thereby probing rearrangements on
distinct length scales: A ≲ 0.8, as typically observed
in our experiments, corresponds to microscopic displace-
ments ≲ 1 µm and ≲ 70 nm for FS and BS, respectively.
As detailed in the Sec. Materials and Methods, the activ-
ity A depends on λ, the stretch increment ∆λ (or, equiv-
alently, the time lag τ between PCI images), and location
r in the sample. Activity maps are coarse-grained by av-
eraging over regions of lateral size 0.8 mm by 0.8 mm and
through the entire thickness of the sample. In all exper-
iments, we fix τ = 8 s, corresponding to ∆λ ≈ 8× 10−5.
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FIG. 3. Crack speed and microscopic dynamics prior
to rupture. Left axis: time dependence of the microscopic
rearrangements as quantified by the activity A (see text for
definition) averaged over the half-plane ahead of the crack
tip, for scattering in the forward (FSx, FSy) and backward
(BS) directions, see Sec. Materials and Methods and Sup-
plementary Information for details. ∆t = 0 corresponds to
macroscopic rupture and the top and bottom panels refer to
representative single and double networks, respectively. The
right axis and red line show vc, the propagation speed of the
crack tip, with zooms on the behavior right before rupture
in the insets. The dotted line in the insets is the threshold
below which vc is considered to be negligible for the analysis
of Fig. 5.

We start by focusing on ⟨A⟩, the activity averaged over
the sample volume ahead of the crack tip, shown in Fig. 3
for a single and a double network (top and bottom panels,
respectively), for BS and two orthogonal FS directions,
probing microscopic motion along (FSx) and perpendicu-
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lar to (FSy) the pulling direction, see Sec. Materials and
Methods. Data are plotted against time to macroscopic
rupture (bottom axis), with the corresponding stretch
shown on the top axis. For both the SN and the DN,
⟨A⟩ is initially very close to zero, indicative of micro-
scopic dynamics essentially identical to those in the me-
chanical linear regime. As λ increases, ⟨A⟩ rises above
zero, signalling microscopic rearrangements due to local
network damage. For both systems, the onset of mi-
croscopic rearrangements precedes macroscopic failure,
similarly to what was reported recently for a variety of
soft systems [28], including colloidal or polymeric net-
works [29–38]. Strikingly, however, the behavior of ⟨A⟩
is very different for single and double networks. For the
former, the onset of microscopic rearrangements occurs
only a few hundreds of seconds before macroscopic rup-
ture (see also the shaded region in Fig. 1b ), with a nearly
continuous increase of activity that accompanies the in-
crease of the crack tip propagation speed vc (red line
and right axis). By contrast, for the DN, ⟨A⟩ increases
above zero as early as thousands of seconds before sam-
ple rupture, exhibiting intermittent bursts of activity, of-
ten not concomitant with crack propagation. For both
the SN and the DN, the activity is higher in BS than
in FS, due to the higher sensitivity of back-scattering
to microscopic displacements (as discussed in detail in
the Sec. Materials and Methods). Inspection of the frac-
ture of distinct samples of SN and DN suggests that these
differences are more marked for the SNs, compare Figs.
SI3 and SI4. It has been argued that in amorphous
solids a weaker length-scale dependence of the dynam-
ics stems from more numerous and widespread sources
of local stress [39]. Thus, our PCI data hint to a larger
process zone for the DNs than for the SNs. Interestingly,
we find no significant differences for the two FS direc-
tions, indicating that microscopic rearrangements, while
induced by uni-axial traction, are isotropic.

PCI is sensitive to any microscopic motion, including
the relative displacement of network strands following a
change in the macroscopic strain field upon crack prop-
agation. To clarify the origin of the activity increase
shown in Fig. 3, we inspect the histogram of the joint
occurrence of pairs (vc, ⟨A⟩) approaching rupture. The
results obtained by binning FSx data from all our exper-
iments are shown in Fig. 4 (see Fig. SI5 in the Supple-
mentary Information for data for the two other scattering
geometries). For the SN, the crack speed and activity are
correlated, with no activity when there is no crack propa-
gation. This suggests that in SNs the microscopic motion
measured in our experiments is mostly due to the change
of the strain field upon crack propagation, in analogy to
recent findings for (single) networks of polydimethylsilox-
ane [38]. By contrast, for the DN a significant activity
is observed at low crack propagation speeds and even
without crack propagation, indicative of microscopic re-
arrangements not related to the change of the macro-
scopic strain field upon crack propagation. This differ-
ence is confirmed from measurements in the FSy and BS
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FIG. 4. Correlation between crack propagation and
microscopic dynamics depends on network architec-
ture. Color-coded number of occurrences of (vc, ⟨A⟩) pairs
obtained by binning measurements as those shown in Fig. 3,
for SNs (top) and DNs (bottom), in the FSx geometry. Data
obtained from tests on three SN and four DN samples in the
3000 s preceding macroscopic failure. Note the excess of large
values of activity at vanishing vc in DNs as compared to SNs.

geometries, see Fig. SI5 in the Supplementary Informa-
tion. These observations suggest that in DNs molecular
damage blunts the crack, as opposed to making it prop-
agate as in SNs.

We examine the spatial structure of the rearrangement
dynamics by building maps of A in a moving reference
frame where the crack tip is at the origin, averaging over
multiple samples in the 3000 s preceding macroscopic
fracture. As seen in Figs. 5a,b, we find a marked dif-
ference between SNs and DNs: for SNs, microscopic dy-
namics are overall less pronounced and more localized
close to the crack tip, as compared to DNs. The depen-
dence of A on distance from the crack tip, obtained by
azimuthally averaging the maps in a) and b), is shown in
Fig. 5c. While for the SNs A decays to zero essentially
within the range of the spatial resolution of our maps,
DNs exhibit non negligible microscopic dynamics up to
a few millimeters from the crack tip. The results shown
here refer to the FSx channel, which probes dynamics on
a length scale ∼ 1 µm in the direction parallel to pulling.
Similar results are also obtained for the spatial depen-
dence of FSy (dynamics perpendicular to the pulling di-
rection, see Figs. S6a-c), while on the small length scale
probed by the BS channel (∼ 70 nm), the spatial maps of
the dynamics for DNs are quite similar to those for SNs,
with dynamics localized close to the crack tip, see Figs.
S6d-f. The fact that for DNs microscopic rearrangement
dynamics are seen over regions extending up to a few mm
from the crack tip is surprising, in particular in view of
experiments on polymer networks probing bond scission
at the molecular level via fluorophores, suggesting little
if any bond breaking at distances larger than about one
hundred µm from the crack tip [9, 16, 17]. PCI measure-
ments thus suggest that network rearrangements induced
by bond breaking may extend over a much larger area
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FIG. 5. Spatial dependence of the activity in the half
plane ahead the crack tip. Spatial maps of A, for SNs (a)
and DNs (b), in a moving reference frame where the crack tip
corresponds to (x, y) = (0, 0) (red cross). Data are obtained
by averaging FSx measurements for all samples, in time inter-
vals with negligible notch propagation speed, vc ≤ 2.5 µms−1,
and within 3000 s before macroscopic rupture. (c) Activity
as a function of distance r to the crack tip, obtained by az-
imuthally averaging the data of a) and b). The shaded areas
show the standard deviation resulting from sample to sample
variations.

than the directly damaged region.
To summarize our experimental findings, PCI measure-

ments simultaneous to mechanical uni-axial traction tests
unveil microscopic rearrangement dynamics that progres-
sively build-up and dramatically accelerate hundreds to
thousands of seconds before failure. These dynamics are
strongly different for SNs and DNs, with respect to their
temporal fluctuations, their correlation to crack propaga-
tion, and their spatial distribution. The emerging picture
is that in DNs delocalized (both in time and space) plas-
tic events protect the system from catastrophic failure
associated with damage accumulation at the crack tip,
as observed in SNs.

To better understand at the microscopic scale the
mechanisms imparting DNs their remarkable properties,

FIG. 6. Differences in mechanical behaviour and dam-
age propagation between simulated single and double
networks (a) Stress σT = σxx − 0.5(σyy + σzz) as a function
of stretch λ for single (solid black line) and double (solid ma-
genta line) networks. The stress contribution of the sacrificial
and matrix sub-networks in the DN are shown with blue and
red dashed lines, respectively. (b) Simulations snapshots pro-
jected onto the (x, y) plane at various stretch values λ for a
SN (gray beads) and a DN (red and blue beads for the matrix
and sacrificial networks, respectively).

we perform 3D molecular dynamics simulations, focusing
on the structural rearrangements and stress redistribu-
tion of single and double networks submitted to uni-axial
deformation. The simulations are coarse-grained at the
polymer segment level rather than being fully atomistic,
in order to study larger systems, see Sec. Materials and
Methods for details. They capture the key differences in
mechanical properties and damage propagation seen in
the experiments: Fig. 6a shows that the maximum stress
σmax and the corresponding stretch λ(σmax) = λpeak are
larger in DNs relative to SNs, as seen in experiments
(Fig. 1b). Figure 6b shows snapshots of the simulated
networks during stretching. Although macroscopic, pre-
notched samples cannot be reproduced numerically, the
simulated stretched volume can be seen as being rep-
resentative of a volume element in the damaged zone
preceding a crack [14]. The macroscopic fracture that
eventually occurs in simulations, resulting from large,
localized density fluctuations, can thus be pictured as
the region where the damage zone fails, as discussed in
two seminal theoretical papers on fracture of double net-
works [40, 41]. Note that in the DN, significant damage
occurs at larger λ and is spread over a larger stretch in-
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terval as compared to the SN, mirroring the behavior of
real samples, see the shaded regions in Fig. 1b, where a
more stretched and hence wider damage zone results in
a higher fracture energy [41].

FIG. 7. Stress build-up and damage localization in
simulated networks. a): Rescaled stress-stretch curve (en-
gineering stress σT/λ normalized by the areal density of sac-
rificial network strands λ−2

0 vs overall stretch of the sacrificial
network, accounting for pre-stretch λ0, with λ0 = 1, 2 for
the SN and DN, respectively. b): Difference ∆ρ̃ between the
maximum and the minimum of density along the stretching
direction (averaged over the orthogonal direction y and z) vs
rescaled stretch λλ0.

In order to highlight similarities and differences be-
tween single and double networks, we plot in Fig. 7a
the same data as in Fig. 6a, but using rescaled variables
that account for λ0, the swelling-induced prestretching of
the sacrificial network embedded in the DN [13], where
λ0 = 2 for the simulated DNs. In this representation,
the rescaled strain-stretch curves of both systems initially
nearly superimpose, indicating that at small stretch the
elasticity of DNs is essentially ruled by the response of the
sacrificial network, as confirmed by examining separately
the various contributions to the stress in the DN, see the
red and blue dashed lines in Fig. 6a. This representa-
tion also allows for clearly identifying distinct regimes
during the test. For the SN, an initial growth of the
stress (regime (i)) is followed by a drop of σT for λλ0 ≳ 5
(regime (iii)), eventually resulting in breakage. The DN
exhibits the same regimes, but separated by two inter-
mediate regimes, (ii)-a and (ii)-b, where σT first plateaus

and then increases again.

The various regimes highlighted in Fig. 7a correspond
to specific changes in the structure of the networks, re-
vealed in Fig. 7b, where we report the density fluc-
tuations during stretching, quantified by ∆ρ̃, the rela-
tive amplitude of the difference between the densest and
sparsest network regions, see Sec. Materials and Meth-
ods and Fig. S7 in the Supplementary Information.
For both systems, regime (i) corresponds to a very mild
growth of density fluctuations, due to isolated, rare bond
breaking events. In this regime, bond rupture occurs
randomly in space and is governed by the properties of
the initial network configuration such as, e.g., the initial
strand stretch [19]. In regime (iii), density fluctuations
grow rapidly in both systems. Note that in the simula-
tions, where the system is not pre-notched, the growth
of large density fluctuations leading to the formation of
a macroscopic crack is akin to the failure in the damage
zone at the tip of the crack in the experimental crack
propagation regime. The intermediate regimes (ii)-a and
(ii)-b, seen in DNs but not in SNs, correspond to a mild
growth of ∆ρ̃ due to small clusters of breaking events and
to the progressive damage of the matrix, respectively (see
Fig S7 and S8 in Supplementary Information). Interest-
ingly, in regimes (ii)-a and (ii)-b the sacrificial network
exhibits ductile behavior due to delocalized damage, as
shown by the stress plateau over an extended range of
stretch, dotted blue line in Fig. 6a. Thus, in DNs the ma-
trix network protects the sacrificial network from brittle
failure, a first important observation to explain the ori-
gin of the remarkable mechanical properties of double
networks.
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FIG. 8. Correlation between the microscopic dynamics
and density localization and bond breaking in simu-
lated single and double networks. a),b): Derivative of
density localization (dashed line and left axis) and dynamic
activity AQ (green line and right axis) vs λλ0 for single, a),
and double, b), networks. The shaded areas indicate stan-
dard deviation over two SN and three DN realizations. c)
Dynamic activity as a function of number of broken bonds,
both calculated over a stretch increment ∆λ = 0.40, for sin-
gle (black circles) and double (magenta squares) networks,
before (filled symbols) and after (empty symbols) the stress
peak, respectively. The lines are linear fits to the data in the
λ < λpeak regime, AQ = sNBB + A0, with sSN = 4.5 × 10−5,
A0

SN = 9.3 × 10−3 and sDN = 5.7 × 10−4, A0
DN = 4.3 × 10−3

for SNs and DNs, respectively.

In experiments, microscopic rearrangements with no
crack propagation where seen for DNs, a feature absent
in SNs (Fig. 3). This is confirmed in our simulations by
direct measurements of damage propagation and micro-

scopic motion. Microscopic dynamics are quantified by a
dynamic activity AQ = 1 − Q (green line and right axis
in Figs. 8a,b), akin to the experimental space-averaged
dynamic activity ⟨A⟩ discussed in relation to Fig. 3. AQ

quantifies the loss of overlap Q between successive sam-
ple configurations during stretching, spaced by a stretch
∆λ = 0.4, chosen to filter out small-amplitude displace-
ments associated to thermal fluctuations, see Sec. Ma-
terials and Methods. Damage propagation is quantified
by d∆ρ̃/dλ, the rate at which density fluctuations grow
upon stretching. Figures 8a,b contrast the behavior of
single and double networks. In the former, microscopic
motion is strongly correlated to d∆ρ̃/dλ (black dashed
line and green solid line), throughout all regimes. By
contrast, in the latter we observe significant microscopic
dynamics with no corresponding damage propagation in
regime (ii)-b of the DNs (left axis and dashed pink line).

Simulations allow for establishing a direct link be-
tween microscopic dynamics and bond breaking, a fea-
ture that could not be directly measured in our experi-
ments. Figure 8c shows the relationship between micro-
scopic dynamics and the number NBB of broken bonds,
both calculated over small stretch increments ∆λ = 0.40.
Two different regimes are seen. For the solid symbols
corresponding to strains smaller than λpeak (defined in
Fig. 6a), there is a clear linear correlation between AQ

and NBB : broken bonds are thus directly responsible
for the observed dynamics. For λ > λpeak, by contrast,
data are quite scattered (open symbols), with an overall
trend of enhanced dynamics (larger AQ) due to large lo-
cal displacements associated with crack growth. Remark-
ably, we find that dynamics are overall enhanced in DNs:
in the λ < λpeak regime, bond breaking in DNs results
in dynamics about five times larger than for SNs. For
λ > λpeak, the increase is threefold, on average. These
results are consistent with the experiments, where DNs
overall exhibited enhanced dynamics as compared to SNs.
Note that chain motion in the crowded environment of
the networks entails chain friction, and hence viscous dis-
sipation. Thus, the enhanced chain dynamics in DNs
as compared to SNs indicates that energy dissipation is
more important in DNs, a second key finding explain-
ing the overall difference in the macroscopic mechanical
response between single and double networks.
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FIG. 9. Response to bond breaking: displacement field
and stress relaxation. a) Displacement magnitude, ∆u, as
a function of the x and z coordinates, in response to a single
bond breaking event located in (0, 0, 0) in the SN (top), and
in the DN, for bond breaking occurring either in the sacrificial
network (middle) or in the matrix (bottom). Data averaged
over 40-80 events in each panel. b): Displacement magnitude
vs distance r to a bond breaking event, measured in the plane
x = 0 perpendicular to the stretching direction. c): Maps of
the average change in the xx component of stress following a
single bond breaking event, see labels for the various networks.
d) Average change in stress σxx as a function of r, defined as
in b). In b) and d), the shaded areas indicate the standard
deviation over 40-80 bond breaking events.

The enhanced dynamics seen in simulations of DNs
stems from rearrangements involving displacements of
larger magnitude and occurring over a larger region as
compared to SNs. This is shown in Figs. 9a,b, which dis-
play the spatial dependence of the dynamics upon a bond
breaking event, taking the origin as the event location
(details in the Sec. Materials and Methods). Maps are
obtained by averaging over 40-80 bond breaking events
occurring in all regimes[42]. Overall, the displacement
field ∆u generated by a bond breaking event is larger and
longer-ranged in the DNs as compared to the SNs, with
remarkable differences between the sacrificial and matrix
networks within a SN. Indeed, a bond breaking event in
the matrix generates more displacement than one occur-
ring in the sacrificial network (compare the bottom panel
of Fig. 9) to the middle one), as also seen in Fig. 9b,
which displays ∆u as a function of distance r to the bro-
ken bond, in the x = 0 plane perpendicular to stretching
(details in the Sec. Materials and Methods). This may be
due to the fact that the cross-link concentration in the
matrix network is lower than in the sacrificial one (see
the Sec. Materials and Methods), and hence the con-
tour length of the chain segments in between cross-links
is larger in the former than in the latter, allowing for ex-
ploring a larger number of configurations in response to a
breaking event. This highlights the key role of the matrix
network in dissipating energy following a bond breaking
event, a new result generally overlooked in qualitative
interpretations of the toughening effect.

The enhanced dynamics of the DNs result in a more ef-
ficient redistribution of the stress following a bond break-
ing event, as depicted in Figs. 9c,d, where we show ∆σxx,
the xx component of the change in the stress tensor in re-
sponse to a single bond breaking event. Here, we consider
the stress variation due to the the change of the bond
interaction potential, since this is the dominant contri-
bution, see Fig. S11 in the Supplementary Information.
In Figure 9c, positive ∆σxx (red shades) corresponds to
bond loading and hence enhanced breaking probability,
whereas negative ∆σxx (blue shades) indicates reduced
bond stress, entailing a lower breaking probability. In the
SNs, bond breaking leads to stress redistribution with a
distinctive dipolar appearance, top panel of Fig. 9c, re-
sulting in regions with significant increase of the load, as
generally observed in elastic media [43], which may cause
additional bond breaking in an avalanche-like manner.
A similar dipolar structure is also observed in the ∆σxx

field when breaking occurs in the sacrificial network in
the DN (mid panel of Fig. 9c), but stress release is en-
hanced and spread over a larger region as compared to
the SN. Remarkably, the stress drop following a rupture
event in the matrix network (bottom panel of Fig. 9c) is
much larger than in the sacrificial network or the single
network as expected from the larger cross-link concentra-
tion [44]. These differences are summarized in Fig. 9d,
which displays ∆σxx(r). The stress change along the

radial (r =
√
y2 + z2) direction is positive and decays

slowly with r for the SN, indicating an overall increase
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of the stress in the direction perpendicular to stretching
following an event, while for the DNs it is close to zero
or even negative at small r, confirming efficient stress re-
lease and redistribution. Ultimately, the differences in
stress redistribution highlighted in Fig. 9 are responsible
of the synergistic effects between the sacrificial and ma-
trix networks leading to an efficient microscopic energy
dissipation mechanism that helps sustaining much larger
stresses and delays the onset of rupture.

FIG. 10. Double networks are resilient to bond break-
ing. a) Fraction of broken strands in the single (black solid
line) and double (magenta solid line) networks vs rescaled
stretch λλ0. The contributions of the sacrificial (blue) and
matrix (red) networks are shown as dashed lines. The frac-
tion of broken strands is calculated for each network relative
to its own total number of strands. b) Rupture rate as a func-
tion of rescaled stretch λλ0 (derivative of the data of panel
a)). In a) and b), shaded areas indicate the standard devia-
tion over different realizations for the DNs.

These mechanisms endow the DNs with a higher re-
silience to bond breaking: as shown in Fig. 10a, a larger
fraction of the network bonds have to be broken for a
DN to fail, as compared to SNs. The stretch evolution
of Fbroken, the fraction of broken strands with respect to
all strands in a given network, follows distinct behaviors
in the various regimes defined in Fig. 7. For the SNs
(black line), the rate of events grows steeply in regime
(i) and then decreases rapidly in regime (iii), since a few

localized events occurring around a zone where several
bonds have already been broken are sufficient to lead to
crack amplification and sample failure. As a consequence,
Fbroken grows rapidly and plateaus at a relatively low
value, Fbroken ≈ 12%, at failure. For the DNs (magenta
line), after an initial growth in regime (i), the rate of
breakage remains moderate and nearly constant over an
extended stretch range, λλ0 ≤ 17, showing that not only
is damage spread over a wide zone, as seen in Fig. 6b,
it also occurs more progressively in time as compared
to SNs . The dashed blue and red curves in Figs. 10a
show the contributions of the sacrificial and matrix net-
works, respectively. In regime (i), essentially all broken
strands belong to the sacrificial network, whose evolution
follows that of a SN: this is consistent with the observa-
tion that in regime (i) the matrix network is almost un-
loaded, Fig. 6a. This is seen also by inspecting the rate
at which bonds are broken, shown in Fig. 10b, which
further reveals that in regime (ii)-a and in the initial
phases of (ii)-b, there still are virtually no events in the
matrix network, which protects the sample from macro-
scopic failure via the stress redistribution mechanisms
discussed in Fig. 9. Interestingly, the bond breaking rate
in the sacrificial networks exhibits a second maximum in
regime (ii)-b, indicating that stress coupling between the
two networks enhances sacrificial bond breaking. Cru-
cially, this allows Fbroken of the sacrificial network to keep
growing, well above the level attained in SNs at failure.
In the second part of regime (ii)-b, the rate of events in
the sacrificial network declines, signalling incipient fail-
ure. At the same time, the matrix network takes over, as
shown by the rapid increase of breaking events therein.
These events occur where the sacrificial network has al-
ready been damaged, see Fig. S8 in the Supplementary
Information, most likely because stress accumulates in
the voids formed in the sacrificial network. Remarkably,
the decrease in the rate of bond breaking in the sacri-
ficial network is nearly balanced by the growth of bond
breaking in the matrix network, resulting in the nearly
constant breaking rates observed in the DN as a whole.
Finally, Fbroken levels off in regime (iii), as for the SN.

Discussion and Conclusions

Previous works investigating the origin of the out-
standing toughness of multiple polymer networks pointed
to the key role of energy dissipation through the en-
hanced scission of bonds, in particular in the sacrificial
network [9, 14, 19, 20], and the subsequent stress redistri-
bution. They also hinted at damage delocalization as a
possible mechanism protecting multiple networks. Dam-
age delocalization was reported in 2D simulations of a
mesoscopic network model [19, 20] and was included in
another mesoscopic model proposed to account for the
evolution of the strain field measured in uni-axial ex-
tension tests on multiple elastomer networks [14]. How-
ever, confocal imaging of bond scission via mechanophore
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cross-linkers suggested that in double networks similar
to those studied here, the damage zone extends only
over limited distances from the crack, of the order of
100 µm [9, 16, 17], leaving open the question of the mi-
croscopic mechanisms allowing for the effective energy
dissipation in multiple elastomer networks.

Our experiments coupling the quantification of micro-
scopic dynamics (PCI) and mechanical tests, unveil, for
DNs, enhanced microscopic dynamics over millimeter-
sized regions, well ahead of macroscopic failure. We
propose that these dynamics, uncorrelated from crack
propagation, are a key mechanism for energy dissipa-
tion. Dynamics extend as far as millimeters away from
the crack tip, where bond scission is presumably too
rare and evenly distributed to be directly measured by
mechanophore imaging, explaining a lack of signal in pre-
vious works [9, 16, 17]. This should be contrasted with
SNs, where microscopic activity is localized closer to the
crack and is correlated with its propagation. Interest-
ingly, we find that the difference between DNs and SNs
in the range of the microscopic activity and in its cor-
relation to crack propagation is more marked in forward
scattering than in backward scattering, compare Figs. 4
and 5 to Figs. S5 and S6, respectively. This suggests
that in DNs dissipation is enhanced mainly through the
relaxation of density fluctuations on large length scales,
of the order of 1 µm, while dynamics on smaller length
scales are less differentiated in single and double net-
works. This highlights the importance of a multiscale
approach, which goes well beyond the molecular scale of
bond scission and even the ten-nanometer scale probed
in backscattering or in previous works based on multiple
scattering experiments [36, 38].

Our simulations support these qualitative differences
and help to rationalize the experimental results. We have
shown that density fluctuations in DNs are distributed
over a significantly larger region than in SNs. This con-
firms our experimental finding that bond scission may af-
fect larger sample volumes than previously inferred from
mechanophore measurements [9, 16, 17]. This discrep-
ancy may be due to the fact that scission events spread
homogeneously over length scales larger than the confo-
cal microscopy resolution, which would result in a weak
and difficult-to-detect mechanophore signal. In contrast,
several events localized within a single voxel produce a
much stronger signal. Additionally, the simulations show
that bond scission results in more microscopic motion in
DNs as compared to SNs, see Fig. 8c, which may also ex-
plain why in experiments the region over which activity
is detected is much larger in DNs than in SNs. Note that
enhanced dynamics entails more dissipation, thus provid-
ing a further explanation of the effectiveness of DNs in
dissipating energy without catastrophically failing.

Crucially, simulations allow the investigation of quan-
tities not accessible in experiments, in particular stress
redistribution across the matrix network to mitigate the
localization of damage and to delay the onset of crack
propagation. We found that in DNs a bond breaking

event leads to a decrease of the average load on the sur-
rounding bonds and even an overall decrease of load when
the scission occurs in the matrix (Fig.9 c,d). This un-
expected stress relaxation pattern is a key finding in ex-
plaining the exceptional toughness of DNs and underlines
the value of 3D, molecular-level modelling.
Our work highlights that sacrificial bond breaking is

necessary but not sufficient for toughness. Rather, it is
the coupling of bond scission with efficient spatial stress
redistribution associated with enhanced microscopic dy-
namics that fundamentally controls the fracture process
in multiple-network elastomers. Our integrated exper-
imental and numerical approach thus opens a pathway
for rational design strategies targeting spatial control
of stress dissipation, with broad implications for tough,
damage-tolerant soft materials.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Experiments

Synthesis of the polymer networks

Polymer network samples were synthesized us-
ing ethyl acrylate (EA), butanediol bis(acrylate)
(BDA), 2-hydroxy-2-methylpropiophenone (HMP) as the
monomer, cross-linker, and UV initiator, respectively.
All chemicals were purchased from Sigma Aldrich; EA
was purified over a column of activated alumina to re-
move the inhibitor before use, while the other chemicals
were used as received. Melamine resin colloidal particles
(MR) with 418 nm diameter supplied from MicroParti-
cles GmbH in powder form were used to obtain a suitable
scattering signal (see details below). Synthesis was car-
ried out in a glove box (Mbraun Unilab) under a nitrogen
atmosphere and after bubbling all reactants with nitro-
gen for a minimum of 30 minutes, to avoid side reactions
with oxygen and water.
The synthesis follows the preparation procedure of

Ref. [13], but with the addition of 4 × 10−4 − 6 × 10−4

mass fraction MR particles to ensure an adequate single
scattering signal with a transmission of ≈ 80% for all
samples. The particle radius is 209 nm and the interpar-
ticle average distance is ≈ 5− 20 µm, both much larger
than the mesh size, which is of the order of ξ ≈ 2 nm, as
estimated using E ∼ kBT/ξ

3, with kB Boltzmann’s con-
stant, T absolute temperature and E the Young modu-
lus [45]. For both SNs and DNs, addition of particles at
these low volume fractions modestly increases the Young
modulus, by about 16% and 25% for SNs and DNs, re-
spectively, see Fig. S1 in the Supplementary Information.
The particles were dispersed in EA through vortexing be-
fore stirring in an ultrasonic bath for 1h. Then, BDA and
HMP were added, at molar concentrations of (0.5 mol%)
and (1.16 mol%) relative to the molar concentration of
EA, respectively. All reactants were stirred for 5 min-
utes to obtain homogeneous precursor solutions, which
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were injected into a 1 mm thick glass mold. Single net-
works were free radically polymerised after 2 hours of
UV curing. Double networks were made by swelling sin-
gle networks to equilibrium in a bath of monomer EA,
0.01 mol% of BDA and 0.01 mol% of HMP. The first (sac-
rificial) network thus swollen was removed from the bath,
clamped between polyethylene terephthalate sheets, and
pressed between glass plates. The polymerization of the
second (matrix) network was induced by 2h of UV ex-
posure. The final polymer networks had a refractive in-
dex of 1.47 and the pre-stretch of the sacrificial networks
within them was λ0 = 1.7 .
The polymer sheets were cut to size using an Arbor

press and die to yield x = 50 mm by y = 10 mm samples,
see inset of Fig. 1b and Fig. S2, with thickness of about
0.9 mm and 1.5 mm for SNs and DNs, respectively. A
2 mm notch parallel to the y axis was made with a fresh
razor blade, before mounting the sample on the custom
built rheometer described below.

Experimental Setup

The experimental setup is described in detail in [25],
see Fig. SI2 in the Supplementary Information for a
scheme. In brief, a laser beam with in-vacuo wave-
length of 532 nm and typical power of 100 mW (Samba,
by Cobolt) is spatially filtered, split into forward, FS,
and backward, BS, scattering paths and shaped with
lenses so as to illuminate a sample area of size up to
10 × 20 mm2 of the sample. Two shutters allow for
alternating FS and BS illumination. Objective lenses
form an image of the sample on the detectors of two
CMOS cameras (Basler acA2000-340km Camera Link),
using light scattered in the FS or BS direction, accord-
ing to the shutters’ status. With this photon correla-
tion imaging (PCI) scheme [24], each camera pixel cor-
responds to a well-defined location in the sample and
receives light scattered at a well-defined scattering vec-
tor, with magnitude q = 4πnλ−1 sin θ, where θ is the
scattering angle and n = 1.47 is the refractive index of
the poly(ethyl acrylate) network. PCI probes the dy-
namics on a length scale ∼ 1/q, projected on the di-
rection of the scattering vector. The components of q
are [qx, qy, qz] = [2.2, 1.9 × 10−3, 1.3 × 10−1] µm−1 for
FSx, [qx, qy, qz] = [4.9 × 10−4, 2.0, 7.0 × 10−2] µm−1 for
FSy, [qx, qy, qz] = [1.5, 8.3× 10−2, 3.5× 10] µm−1 for BS
(camera 1) and [qx, qy, qz] = [3.3×10−1, 1.5×10−1, 3.5×
10] µm−1 for BS (camera 2), where the sample lays in the
(x, y) plane and x is the pulling direction, see Fig. SI2
in the Supplementary Information. The activity signals
from the two BS cameras were found to be the same. The
average forms the reported BS signal.

The poly-(ethyl acrylate) polymer networks are de-
formed simultaneously to the PCI experiments thanks to
a custom-built, strain-controlled rheometer. The sample
is clamped on both sides to holders that are displaced
in opposite directions at the same speed, using preci-

sion stepper motors (LTA-HL by Newport). The ex-
tension speed v is set to achieve an engineering strain
rate ε̇ = v

l0
= 10−5 s−1 for samples of initial length

l0 ≈ 25 mm. The clamps displacement is monitored by a
position detector (Keyence IL-065 laser head with an IL-
1000 sensor). A force gauge (Andilog Centor Star Touch
and SBlock force load cell) measures the resistance force
F exerted by the sample, from which the engineering
stress is obtained as σ = F/(l0h0), with h0 = 10 mm the
dimension of the unstretched sample along the y direc-
tion, set by the size of the die. The precise value of l0,
typically around 25 mm, is measured for each sample as
the clamp distance where the force begins its up turn dur-
ing extension. Scattering from imperfections on the sam-
ple surface is suppressed by immersing the clamps and
sample in a custom-built bath filled with glycerol [25],
with refractive index ≈ 1.47, very close to that of the
networks.
The crack tip trajectory is determined manually, by

inspecting PCI movies with a time resolution of 2 s. The
tip velocity is calculated from the change in position over
two consecutive frames, using the calibration 1 pixel =
0.025 µm determined by imaging a ruler at the sample
position and subsequent analysis in ImageJ.

Photon Correlation Imaging Analysis

The microscopic dynamics are quantified by cI [24],
the degree of correlation between the intensity scattered
at time t, corresponding to a stretch λ(t) = l(t)/l0, and
that scattered at a subsequent time t+ τ , corresponding
to a stretch λ(t) + ∆λ(τ) = [l(t) + vτ ]/l0:

cI(λ,∆λ, r) = β
⟨Ip(λ)Ip(λ+∆λ)⟩ROI(r)

⟨Ip(λ)⟩ROI(r)⟨Ip(λ+∆λ)⟩ROI(r)
− 1 .

(1)
Here, β ≲ 1 is a normalization factor such that cI → 1
for ∆λ → 0, Ip is the intensity of the p-th pixel, and
the average < · · · >ROI(r) is performed over a region of
interest (ROI) centered around position r in the sample,
with size 0.8 by 0.8 mm2 (32 by 32 px2).
For a finite ∆λ, cI < 1 even in the linear elastic regime,

due to the network affine deformation. In this regime, for
a fixed ∆λ, cI is constant with λ, with only small fluctua-
tions. At larger λ, network damage results in fluctuations
and an overall decrease of cI . To focus on dynamics in
excess to the linear affine deformation, we introduce a
spatially- and temporally-resolved dynamic activity A,
defined as

A(λ,∆λ, r) =
|cI(λ,∆λ, r)− ⟨cI(λ,∆λ, r)⟩λlat |

⟨cI(λ,∆λ, r)⟩λlat

, (2)

where λlat, is a latent stretching window before signif-
icant changes in cI occur. Typically, λlat is centered
around λ ∼ 1.08 for SN and ∼ 1.4 for DN and extends
over a 900 s time window, before any increase in A is ob-
served. We use ∆λ ≈ 8× 10−5 corresponding to τ = 8 s.
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This choice allows for good temporal resolution as we ob-
serve activity spikes in double networks lasting roughly
≈ 40 s and crack propagation timescales of ≈ 70 s.
Changing τ in the range 4 s to 20 s does not change
the overall behavior reported in the main text. Values of
A ≲ 0.8, as typically observed here, correspond to micro-
scopic displacements of order ≲ 1 µm and ≲ 70 nm for
forward and backward scattering, respectively.

Numerical simulations

Numerical polymer model

We use a coarse-grained approach in which polymeric
strands are modeled as chains of bonded beads, following
a methodology similar to the well-known Kremer-Grest
model [46, 47]. Beads interact with each other through
a repulsive potential (to avoid overlaps) and an attrac-
tive potential to form polymeric chains and to create
cross-links. Bending rigidity is accounted for by adding
a three-body angular potential between bonded beads.
The repulsive potential between beads separated by a
distance r is modelled by the Weeks-Chandler-Andersen
(WCA) potential, which consists of a truncated and
shifted Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential :

UWCA(r) =

4ε

[(σ
r

)12

−
(σ
r

)6
]
+ δ, r ≤ rc

0, r > rc

(3)

where ε is the interaction strength, σ represents the di-
ameter of a particle, rc = 21/6σ is the potential cutoff
distance, and δ = ε ensures continuity at r = rc. All
results are reported in reduced units using the bead size
σ, the typical interaction energy ε, and the particle mass
m. The reduced time unit we use is τ =

√
ε

mσ2 (the typ-
ical vibrational time of beads) and the stress unit is ε

σ3

(the typical force between beads per bead size area). It is
possible to re-scale time and stress knowing the typical
bead size (about 3 monomers) and mass together with
the typical energy scale of bead interactions to obtain
comparable units with respect to the experiments [47].

During polymer network synthesis, adjacent beads
within a chain are connected via an attractive finite ex-
tensible nonlinear elastic (FENE) potential, given by:

UFENE(r) =

− 1
2kR

2
0 ln

[
1−

(
r

R0

)2
]
, r ≤ R0

∞, r > R0

(4)

where k = 30(ε/σ2) and R0 = 1.5 σ. This specific choice
prevents chains from crossing each other [46, 48, 49].

At the end of the synthesis protocol, the FENE bond
potential is replaced by the following quartic potential to
allow for bond scission, when the bond length exceeds a
length R0 during uni-axial extension tests:

Ubond(r) = K(r −Rc)
3(r −Rc −B) + U0 + UWCA(r)(5)

whereK = 2351, Rc = R0, U0 = 92.74467, B = −0.7425.
This choice of parameters prevents the chains still from
crossing each other and has the same equilibrium length
as the FENE potential [50].
In our simulations, bonded beads also interact via

a three-body angular potential to account for bending
rigidity:

Uangular(θ) = Kθ (1 + cos θ) (6)

where θ is the angle between three consecutive monomers
along the polymer chain and Kθ = 1.276 is chosen to
mimic the bending rigidity of poly(ethyl acrylate) (PEA)
polymers [13, 47]. We adjust the density at which the
polymerization and cross-linking are performed to the
experimental synthesis protocol. It is known that the
response is sensitive to network preparation and archi-
tecture [19, 51].

Protocol for forming simulated double network samples

Sacrificial network A mixture of Nbeads
1 monomers

of the sacrificial network, dimer cross-linker molecules
(made of two bonded beads) with a concentration c1,
and N radical

1 radical beads (with N radical
1 = Nbeads

1 cr1) is
prepared at an overall density ρ0 = 0.8. We use a cross-
link concentration c1 = 5% and a radical concentrations
cr1 = 1/(200σ) (such that the chain length resulting from
the radical-like polymerization in the absence of cross-
linking would be ℓ1 = 200σ). All beads interact via
the same repulsive WCA potential. Radical-like poly-
merization and cross-linking are then performed, creating
FENE bonds between bonded atoms, leading to a single
network of size L×L×L (Fig. 1-a), left panel). The net-
work thus formed is heterogeneous and the strand length
between two consecutive cross-links follows an exponen-
tial distribution [52, 53].
Swelling and matrix network Nmonomers

2 matrix
beads, cross-linker molecules at a concentration c2 =
1% for the matrix network and N radical

2 radical beads
(N radical

2 = Nbeads
2 cr2 with cr2 = 1/(1000σ) such that

ℓ2 = 1000σ) are added. The repulsive potential be-
tween the beads of the second network is first set as

a “soft potential”: E = A
(
1 + cosπ r

rc

)
for which the

prefactor A is slowly increased in time (ramped from 0
to 50 during 100 τ) in order to separate progressively
overlapping atoms in the NPT ensemble (with a pres-
sure P = 3.8ϵσ−3 in reduced LJ units). The potential is
switched to WCA and the sample is relaxed in the NVT
ensemble with a sample size λ0L× λ0L× λ0L (Fig. 1-a),
middle panel). Simultaneous radical-like polymerization
and cross-linking is then performed (by creating FENE
bonds between bonded atoms (Eq. 4)) to obtain a hetero-
geneous double network of size λ0L×λ0L×λ0L (Fig. 1-a,
right panel). Finally, the FENE bonds are switched to
quartic bonds and the system is relaxed (R0 = 1.5).
The total number of beads of the network is N =

440000. The system size is λ0L = 82σ, with λ0 = 1
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for the SN and λ0 = 2 for the DN. The corresponding
mesh sizes for the sacrificial and the matrix network are
10σ and 50σ.

Results averaged over two single network and three
double network samples are shown.

Stress calculation

The stress response is calculated from both the virial
stress (which has contributions from the pair, bond and
angular potential) and the kinetic contribution (although
the kinetic contribution is small) [54]. The true stress is
calculated as σT = σxx − 1

2 (σyy + σzz). The engineering
stress reads σe = σT /λ.

Stress maps are obtained by outputing a per-atom
stress tensor for each atom, and then averaging over a
small volume dxdydz with dx = 5σ and dy = dz = 2σ.

Pressure-controlled uni-axial deformation protocol

Uni-axial stretching of the simulation box is performed
using a step-wise protocol [55] in which the box di-
mensions and particle positions are affinely displaced by
∆λ = 1% along the x-axis at each step. After each
deformation step, the system is relaxed for a period of
time trelax under a Langevin dynamics at temperature
T = 1.0, with a damping coefficient ξ = 1.0, ensuring a
strain rate of λ̇ = ∆λ/trelax = 4 ·10−5τ−1 . A Berendsen
barostat is applied in the y and z directions (uncoupled)
to maintain a constant pressure of P = 3.8, correspond-
ing to the equilibrium pressure prior to deformation. Pe-
riodic boundary conditions are applied in the simulation
box. The integration time step is set to ∆t = 0.005.
Simulations are performed using the LAMMPS package
[56] and visualization is performed through the OVITO
software [57].

Average response to single bond breaking events

In order to compare typical network configurations be-
fore and after the occurrence of a bond breaking event, we
average each configuration over (at least) 150 snapshots
spaced by 0.2τ - 2τ , leading to an averaging time window
Tav ranging between 30τ - 300τ (see the Supplementary
Information and Fig. S10 for the detailed protocol). The
average displacement field and change in stress due to a
bond breaking event is calculated using these averaged
configurations.

The magnitude of the average displacement between
two consecutive configurations averaged over a time win-
dows Tav is however non-zero even in the absence of
bond breaking, because of the slow relaxation dynam-
ics of long polymer strands (mean square displacement
reaching a plateau after ∼ 1000τ), which is inherent to

the non-equilibrated nature of our networks in a large-
deformation protocol at finite strain rate. We checked
that the baseline displacement measured far from a bond
breaking event is consistent with the displacement mea-
sured in the absence of a rupture event (see Fig. S12
in the Supplementary Information), such that this back-
ground contribution could be safely removed.
Bond breaking events induce a stress response in the

surrounding strands that can be seen in the pair, bond
and angular contributions to the interaction potential
(see Fig. 11 in the Supplementary Information). The
dominant contribution is due to the bond interaction po-
tential.
The maps of displacement and stress change shown in

Fig. 9a,c are obtained by integrating along y over the
sample thickness and averaging in the (x, z) plane using
bins of size dx = 5σ, dz = 2σ. The graphs of Fig. 9b,d
are obtained by azimuthally averaging data in a slice of
thickness dx = σ centered around x = 0 and parallel to
the (y, z) plane.

Density fluctuations

Density profiles, ρ(x), along the stretching direction
x are computed by integrating the local density along
y and z, the directions perpendicular to the stretching
direction, and then by binning along x using a bin width
∆x = 10 (see Fig. S7 in the Supplementary Information).
The density localization is computed as ∆ρ̃ = (ρmax −

ρmin)/ρ0 with ρmin and ρmax the minimum and maximum
densities in the profile, respectively, and ρ0 the average
density. A density localization larger than 1 means that
the network has one or several regions with a density
ρmin ≃ 0 (fractured regions), with other regions being
densified after fracture, yielding ρmax > ρ0.

Overlap parameter

We compute the overlap from the cross-link positions
between two instantaneous configurations α and γ (i.e.,
not averaged over thermal fluctuations) as:

Q(rα, rγ) =
1

Nc

∑
i

ω

(
|rα,i − rγ,i|

a

)
(7)

where the sum extends over the Nc simulated cross-link
beads, a is a cutoff parameter and ω(x) a step function,
ω = 1 for x < 1 and ω = 0 for x ⩾ 1. The cutoff param-
eter is chosen by inspecting the probability distribution
of the bead displacements, which contains contributions
from both thermal motion and strain-induced rearrange-
ments, see Fig. S9 in the Supplementary Information.
We choose a = 10, large enough to exclude most of the
small fluctuating displacements due to thermal motion,
but still small enough to be sensitive to differences in dis-
placement as a function of stretch λ and to preserve good
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statistics. Moreover, focusing only on cross-link bead po-
sitions enables one to accelerate the overlap computation
and remove some noise due to the large motion of beads
within the strand, espcially at low stretch.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Experiments

Effect of inclusion of melamine resin colloidal particles on
the Young modulus of the polymer networks

We add melamine resin colloidal particles at a 4 ×
10−4 − 6 × 10−4 mass fraction, in order to optimize the
scattering signal. As shown in Fig. S1, this results in a
modest increase of the Young’s modulus, of about 16%
for SNs and 25% for DNs, to be compared to a typical
sample-to-sample variability of about 15% and 16% for
SNs and DNs, respectively. The Young moduli for single
and double networks with particles are 0.84± 0.13 MPa
and 1.27± 0.20 MPa, respectively.
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Pa

SNparticles
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FIG. S1. Engineering stress σE in response to stretching
λ = L/L0 for single and double polymer networks with and
without colloidal particles. Data for samples with particles
are averaged over five SNs and three DNs, respectively. The
shaded areas show the standard deviation over measurements
on distinct networks of the same kind.

Experimental setup

Figure S2 shows schematically the setup coupling ten-
sile tests and Photon Correlation Imaging [58]. See
Ref. [25] and the Sec. Materials and Methods section of
the main text for details.

camera 2
camera 1

ki(BS)

q(FSx)

q(BS)

ki(FS)

ks(1)ks(2)q(FSy)

x

yz
sample

crack

imposed 
strain

FIG. S2. Scheme of the experimental setup. The sample is
held by two clamps fixed to motors (not shown) to apply uni-
axial elongation. The axis of one motor is equipped with a
force sensor (not shown), to measure the stress. Laser light il-
luminates the sample alternating between the directions of the
wave vectors ki(FS) and ki(BS), for forward and backward
scattering, respectively. Two CMOS cameras take images of
the sample formed by scattered light, either in the scattering
plane (x, z) (camera 1), or slightly above it (camera 2). kS(1)
and kS(2) are the wave vectors of scattered light collected by
camera 1 and 2, respectively. The scattering vectors for the
BS and FSx, FSy geometries are indicated by the blue arrows
and q letter.

TABLE I. Samples used in distinct fracture experiments for
which data are shown in the figures of the main text. All sam-
ples of the same kind (SN or DN) have the same composition.
Figures S3-S6 show the results for all samples.

Main text figure SN I SN II SN III DN I DN II DN III DN IV

1b. ✓ ✓
2. ✓ ✓
3. ✓ ✓
4. ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
5. ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Activity and notch speed during fracture

In the main text we show two representative exper-
iments that highlight how activity in the sample vol-
ume ahead of the notch tip behaves as the samples are
stretched (Fig. 3 of the main text). These data where
collected for samples SN I and DN IV, see Table I that re-
caps all the studied samples. Figures S3 and S4 include
repeat experiments for all SNs and DNs, respectively.
From Fig. S3 we see that overall the SN experiments
behave similarly, with increased activity directly before
fracture. Additionally, SNs fracture at similar stretches,
λ ∼ 1.10−1.12. Figure S4 shows that intermittent bursts
of activity and crack advancement are consistently ex-
hibited by each DN, albeit with some differences, e.g.
in the duration of the quiescent periods between bursts



15

of activity. Interestingly, in DNs the sample-to-sample
variations of the stretch at break are larger than for SNs
(1.4 ≲ λ ≲ 1.5), consistent with the larger heterogeneity
of the former, as discussed in the main text.
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FIG. S3. Crack speed and microscopic dynamics prior
to rupture for repeats of SN experiments. The left axis
shows time dependence of the microscopic rearrangements as
quantified by the activity, < A > (see main text for defini-
tion), averaged over the half plane ahead of the crack tip, for
scattering in the forward (FSx, FSy) and backward (BS) di-
rections. ∆t corresponds to the time to macroscopic rupture.
The right axis and red line show vc, the propagation speed of
the crack tip, with zooms on the behavior right before rupture
in the insets. The dotted line in the insets is the threshold
below which vc is considered to be negligible for the analysis
of Fig. S6.
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FIG. S4. Crack speed and microscopic dynamics prior
to rupture for repeats of DN experiments. The left axis
shows time dependence of the microscopic rearrangements as
quantified by the activity, ⟨A⟩ > (see main text for defini-
tion), averaged over the half plane ahead of the crack tip, for
scattering in the forward (FSx, FSy) and backward (BS) di-
rections. ∆t corresponds to the time to macroscopic rupture.
The right axis and red line show vc, the propagation speed of
the crack tip, with zooms on the behavior right before rupture
in the insets. The dotted line in the insets is the threshold
below which vc is considered to be negligible for the analysis
of Fig. S6.

Figure S5 shows the 2D histogram of the joint occur-
rence of pairs (vc, ⟨A⟩) (crack speed and average activity
in the half-plane ahead of the crack tip, respectively) for
data collected in the FSy and BS scattering geometry.
For the FSy geometry (left column of Fig. S5) the overall
behavior is similar to that of the FSx geometry discussed
in Fig. 4 of the main text: The crack speed and activity
are correlated for SNs, displaying no activity when there
is no crack propagation, while for DNs there is significant
activity at low crack propagation speeds. By contrast,
for the BS geometry (right column of Fig. S5), which is
sensitive to microscopic motion on smaller length scales
∼ 70 nm, we observe activity when the notch is not prop-
agating for both SNs and for DNs. As discussed in the
main text, this points to the relaxation of density fluctu-
ations on micrometric length scales as a key mechanisms
for energy dissipation in DNs, not present in SNs.
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FIG. S5. Correlation between crack propagation and
microscopic dynamics depends on network architec-
ture. Color-coded number of occurrences of (vc, ⟨A⟩) pairs
obtained by binning measurements as those shown in Fig. 3
of the main text, for SNs (top) and DNs (bottom). The re-
sults from scattering vectors FSy and BS are shown in a) ad
b), respectively. Data obtained from tests on three SN and
four DN samples in the 3000 s preceding macroscopic failure.
The excess of large values of activity at vanishing vc in DNs
as compared to SNs is clearly visible for the FSy data probing
dynamics on a length scale ≲ 1 µm, while this feature is less
evident for the BS data, which probe dynamics on shorter
length scales (≲ 70 nm), as discussed in the main text.

Similarly, we find that the spatial dependence of the
activity in the half place ahead of the crack tip as mea-
sured from the FSy data follows the same trend as for
the FSx data, compare Fig. S6a-c to Fig. 5 of the main
text. This has to be contrasted to the behavior of the
short length-scales dynamics (BS data, Fig. S6d-f), for
which once again the differences between SNs and DNs
are significantly less marked than for the micrometer-
scale dynamics.
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FIG. S6. Spatial dependence of the activity in the half
plane ahead the crack tip. The results for the scatter-
ing vector FSy are shown in (a) through (c). Spatial maps
of A, for SNs (a) and DNs (b), in a moving reference frame
where the crack tip corresponds to (x, y) = (0, 0) (red cross).
Data are obtained by averaging FSy measurements for all
samples, in time intervals with negligible notch propagation
speed, vc ≤ 2.5 µms−1, and within 3000 s before macroscopic
rupture. (c) Activity as a function of distance r to the crack
tip, obtained by azimuthally averaging the data of a) and b).
The shaded areas show the standard deviation resulting from
sample to sample variations. The results for the scattering
vector BS are shown in (d) through (f).
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Simulations

1. Profiles of density fluctuations and bond breaking in
regime II(a)

Density profiles (black lines and small circles in Fig.
S7) are obtained by integrating the number of atoms over
the system thickness in the y and z directions and over
slices of width ∆x = 10σ in the stretching direction.

FIG. S7. Example of profile of density fluctuations in the
(full) double network (black dots and solid line) with the cor-
responding broken bonds in the sacrificial (blue) and matrix
(red) networks at the end of regime (ii).

Similarly, profiles of bond breaking are obtained by
integrating the number of bond breaking events over the
system thickness in the y and z directions and over slices
of width ∆x = 10σ in the stretching direction. At a
stretch λ = 4, the matrix is still intact and all the events
occur in the sacrificial network.

2. Profiles of bond breaking in regime II(b)

At larger stretch values (λ = 7), rupture events occur
in both networks. Figure S8 shows profiles of bond break-
ing in the matrix and sacrificial network, obtained by in-
tegrating the number of bond breaking events occurring
in each network respectively over the system thickness in
the y and z directions and over slices of width ∆x = 10σ
in the stretching direction.

FIG. S8. Example of profile of density fluctuations in the sac-
rificial network embedded in the DN with the corresponding
broken bonds in the sacrificial networks (blue) in regime (ii).

3. Overlap parameter

Figure S9 depicts the distribution of displacement
magnitude between two instantaneous network snapshots
(no averaging). Most atoms display a small displacement
due to thermal noise. In order to filter some of this con-
tribution, we compute an overlap parameter with a cutoff
a = 10 which enables us to focus on the large tails of the
distributions, where bond breaking events contribute the
most.

FIG. S9. Distribution of displacement magnitude between
successive DN configurations at different stretch values λ.
The black vertical solid line indicate the cutoff value chosen
to compute the overlap.



18

4. Protocol to measure the average response to a single
bond breaking event

Fig. 9 of the main text depicts the average displace-
ment and stress responses in response to a single bond
breaking event. At the macroscopic scale, a bond break-
ing event leads to energy dissipation (as shown by the
drop in potential energy in Fig. S10, left panel).

FIG. S10. Protocol to measure average response to single
bond breaking events. a) Total potential energy of a sin-
gle network sample as a function of time (in LJ units). b)
Snapshots of single (left) and double (right) network config-
urations. Particles are colored depending upon the change of
stress they experience between their average state before and
after a bond breaking event. Only stress changes larger than
10 (in LJ units) are shown for clarity.

Since thermal motion induces significant particle dis-
placement and stress and energy fluctuations even in the
absence of bond breaking, we average the atoms’ posi-
tions and the stress over several instantaneous snapshots
sampled before and after the bond breaking event (see
Fig. S10a) in order to obtain the response (displacement
and change in stress) by comparing typical configura-
tions. Network configurations are saved every 0.2τ or 2τ
(depending upon the rate of bond breaking: typically we
take 2τ for the DN and 0.2τ for the SN), before and after
the bond breaking event. Typical configurations before
and after a bond breaking event are obtained by averag-
ing over at least 150 snapshots. The xx component of the
stress change is computed as : ∆σxx = σafter

xx − σbefore
xx .

The displacement is computed as : ∆ui = xafter
i −xbefore

i

for each component i. The stress change in response to
a single BB event is depicted for a SN (see Fig. S10b,
left panel) and a DN (see Fig. S10b, right panel). In
order to obtain the average maps shown in Fig. 9 of
the main text, we then average the response over several
bond breaking events, namely : 25 events for the SN, 89
events for bond breaking events occurring the sacrificial
network of the DN and 50 events occurring in the matrix
network in the DN. All these events are spread across the
different regimes of deformation (see main text).

5. Analysis of the different stress contributions

Figure S11a depicts the different contributions of the
interaction potential to the stress-strain curve, and one
can see that the macroscopic stress response is dominated

by the bond interactions. This is also true for the change
in stress in response to bond breaking, which is domi-
nated by a change in bond stress ∆σxx that can be posi-
tive, implying enhanced loading, or negative, correspond-
ing to stress relaxation (Fig. S11b).

FIG. S11. a) Rescaled stress strain curve for the double net-
work (magenta solid line) and for the different contributions
to the stress arising from the various terms in the interaction
potential: pair potential (green star symbols), bond potential
(cyan big circles) and angular potential (yellow small circles).
b) Distributions of the change in true stress following a bond
breaking event in the sacrificial network. The different con-
tributions to the stress are shown : pair potential term (solid
line), bond potential term (dashed line) and angular potential
term (dot-dashed line). The response of the two networks are
shown: sacrificial (blue) and matrix (red).

6. Noise on displacement measurements

The displacement magnitude measured between suc-
cessive snapshots always exhibits a non-zero baseline
(even in the absence of bond breaking events) due to
the fact that strands are not fully equilibrated.

In Fig. S12a, we show the displacement magnitude as
a function of the distance to bond breaking (green and
red squares) and in an arbitrary frame when there is no
bond breaking (black lines).
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We report in Fig. S12b the magnitude of the displace-
ment baseline measured from the data of panel a, far
from the bond breaking event, plotting it as a function
of the lag time ∆t. We see a linear increase of the dis-
placement as a function of lag time, as expected due
to the drift of non-equilibrated polymer strands. Note
that the mean squared displacement reaches a plateau
on timescales ranging between 103τ and 104τ [51]. The
data points associated with a bond breaking events oc-
curring between conf0 and conf1 lie on the same curve. It
is therefore reasonable to assume that the displacement
magnitude measured away from the bond breaking event
is due to thermal drift. We thus remove this thermal
drift contribution for each bond breaking event for the
displacement maps and profile shown in Fig. 9 of the
main text.

FIG. S12. a) Displacement magnitude ∆u as a function of
r (the distance to the bond breaking event in case of bond
breaking, in an arbitrary frame in the absence of bond break-
ing) for different shift times between the averaging windows.
b) Average displacement magnitude ⟨∆u⟩baseline (measured
from panel a)) as a function of the shift time ∆t in the ab-
sence of bond breaking (black dots) and baseline measured
away from the bond breaking event in the case of bond break-
ing (average of the last 6 points in the red and green curves
of panel a))
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