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The elastic properties of a soft matter material can be greatly altered by the presence of solid
inclusions whose microscopic properties, such as their size and interactions, can have a dramatic
effect. In order to shed light on these effects we use extensive rheology computer simulations to
investigate colloidal gels with solid inclusions of different size. We show that the elastic properties
vary in a highly non trivial way as consequence of the interactions between the gel backbone and
the inclusions. In particular, we show that the key aspects are the presence of the gel backbone
and its mechanical alteration originated by the inclusions. To confirm our observations and their
generality, we performed experiments on an emulsion that presents strong analogies with colloidal
gels and confirms the trends observed in the simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Composite materials have been created since antiquity
to combine and enhance the mechanical properties of the
constituents. Since Einstein thought about the effects
of a low concentration of solid particles on the viscosity
of Newtonian fluids, experimental and theoretical works
have explored the mechanical properties of a wide range
of such materials.

The types of matrix and particle that can be used are
enormous and the variability in the properties of the re-
sulting materials equally. For example, the addition of
nanoparticles or fibrous objects can be highly efficient in
changing the elastic modulus, because of the high sur-
face area of nanoparticles and the capacity of the fi-
bres to create percolated networks even at low volume
fractions[1]. In the absence of specific particle-matrix in-
teractions, classical mechanics can be used to estimate
the elastic modulus of such composite materials. Those
are based on the assumption that the matrix is a contin-
uous linear elastic medium embedding ellipsoidal inclu-
sions [2, 3]. The Krieger and Dougherty (KD) equation
[4] was found to describe well the elastic modulus of vari-
ous elastic matrices loaded with monodisperse or bimodal
non-Brownian spherical particles [5, 6], although the hy-
pothesis of continuous material around the inclusions was
not fully justified for some of the studied matrices such
as emulsion or bentonite. This could be understood by
the fact that the inclusions were large compared to the
characteristic length-scale of those matrices. Recent work
with liquid foam loaded with solid particles showed that
the elastic modulus was correctly predicted by the KD
equation for inclusion-to-bubble size ratios close to unity
[7]. On the other hand, it has been shown that if the
particles are small enough to concentrate between the
bubbles and to form a skeleton-like granular packing,
stronger strengthening can be obtained [8, 9]. When the

particles were attractive, and formed a gel within the
foam channels, bulk gel elasticity was not sufficient to
describe the strengthening as the gel. This is because the
gel time (time at which an elasticity can be measured)
changes with confinement [10].

Those results revealed that finite size effects are not
easy to anticipate for a particle loaded matrix, especially
if the matrix can form various different micro-structures.
This is the case for colloidal gels for which the individ-
ual particles aggregate and cluster to form stress-bearing
networks of gels. At low volume fractions (φg < 0.1) it
is understood that the particles form clusters which then
percolate [11]. At high volume fractions (φg > 0.5) the
arrested states are spatially homogeneous, the particles
are localised between their neighbours and can be de-
scribed as attractive glasses [12]. Those structures can
be described using the cluster size as the characteristic
length scale at low φg, whereas the particle size is the
relevant size at high φg. The transition from one to the
other was predicted by Zaccone et al [13], where they
also showed how the cluster-cluster interactions control
gel elasticity. The role of the number density of the clus-
ters connections was further explored by Whitaker et al
[14].

The aim of this work is to discuss how colloidal gels’
mechanical properties are modified by the presence of
non interacting spherical inclusions of different sizes. In
the first part of the manuscript, we will present a sim-
ple numerical model in which the colloidal gel is the re-
sult of an arrested phase separation [15, 16]. Using a
finite strain rate algorithm [17, 18], we measured the me-
chanical properties as a function of volume fraction of
the inclusions as well as of their size. The picture that
emerges suggests that the size ratio between the particle
of the gel and the inclusions plays a major role. In fact,
when the inclusion’s size is comparable to the size of the
gel particles, the resulting composite gel is noticeably re-
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FIG. 1. Snapshot showing a typical simulation box for a mix-
ture with a ratio σ=3 for the inclusion particles. The inclu-
sion and gel particles are at equal relative concentration, with
φT =0.60, φg =0.30 and φinc =0.30.

inforced and can sustain much larger stresses. We will
show that this effect results from a non trivial coupling
between the structure and local mechanical stress that
results in an imbalanced distribution of local stresses. In
a second part of the paper, we will present an experi-
mental model of a colloidal gel, made of emulsion drops,
reinforced with solid polystyrene particles and we show
a semi-quantitative agreement with the simulation pre-
dictions. The similarity between the results from the
experimental and numerical models, despite their intrin-
sic differences, suggests that the reinforcing effect that
we observe in our composite gel could be general and
translated in other similar systems.

II. METHODS

In this paragraph we will introduce the numerical ap-
proach, as well as the experimental system.

A. Simulations

1. Numerical model

In our simulations, we use a colloidal mixture model
made of N spherical particles with two distinguishable
species: gel particles and inclusion particles. The parti-
cles tagged as g represent the building block of the gel
backbone, which is formed by particles with two different
diameters, at equal relative concentrations, that have an
average diameter of 〈Dg〉. Particles tagged as inc model
the spherical solid inclusions of diameter Dinc. The in-
teractions are described by the potential

us(i)s′(j)(rij)=


Cε
[(
Dij

rij

)p
−
(
Dij

rij

)q]
+Uss′ rij<r

ss′

0 rij≥rss
′

, (1)

where rij = |rj − ri| denotes the distance between two
particles (i and j), Dij is the average diameter of the
interacting particles i and j, s(i) is the species of parti-
cle i and s′(j) is the species of particle j. The constant

Uss′ is chosen accordingly such that uss′(r
ss′) = 0. The

exponents p and q in Eq. 1 define the range of the attrac-
tion, and are set to p = 36 and q = 24. The constant

C = p
p−q

(
p
q

)q/(p−q)
ensures that the minimum of the

potential is unitary while the cut-off parameter rss
′

sets
the range of the interaction. For simplicity, we have set
ε = 1.

The cut-off rss
′

is chosen such that

rss
′

=

 1.9Dij s=s′=1 gel− gel

Dmin else
, (2)

where Dmin = (3/2)1/2Dij is the distance at which the
potential in Eq. 1 has its minimum. Then, with Eq. 2,
the potential in Eq. 1 describes gel-gel interactions as
attractive while all other interactions as completely re-
pulsive.

We have chosen the two different diameters of the
gel particles as Dg1 = 0.909D0 and Dg2 = 1.091D0.
With this, the average diameter of the Ng gel particles
is 〈Dg〉 = (1/2)(Dg1 + Dg2) = D0. The unit of lengths
are fixed as we have set D0 = 1. To characterize the
size of the inclusions, we use the ratio σ between the
diameter of the inclusion particles and the average di-
ameter of the gel particles, σ = Dinc/〈Dg〉. The ra-
tio values σ studied here are 0.8, 1.0, 1.3, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0,
5.0 and 10.0. The total packing fraction of our simu-
lation box is set as φT = φg + φinc, with φg and φinc
the effective packing fraction of the gel and inclusion
particles in the simulation box. To study the effect of
different loads of inclusion particles in the final com-
posite structures, we chose the total packing fraction
range 0.30 ≤ φT ≤ 0.60, with 0.10 ≤ φg ≤ 0.50 and
0.10 ≤ φinc ≤ 0.40. The total number of particles in our
systems is 1.4× 104 ≤ N ≤ 6.6× 104.

All simulations were performed with the open-source
MD simulation package LAMMPS[19]. For each total
packing fraction value studied, we start with an initial
isotropic configuration, with no overlaps, which we gen-
erate randomly at the desired total packing fraction. Af-
ter this, the interaction described by Eq. 1 is turned on
and the system is allowed to evolve at kBT/ε = 0.01 for

a period of at least 4× 103 τ∗, where τ∗ =
√
m(D0)2/ε

is the molecular dynamics time unit in our simulations.
The time step in the initial sample preparation runs is
δt = 5 × 10−4τ∗. After the initial runs, we apply the
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following dissipative viscous dynamics to our system[17]

m
d2ri

dt2
= −ξdri

dt
−∇riu. (3)

Where m is the particle mass and ξ the friction coeffi-
cient. We use m/ξ = 1.0τ∗, which corresponds to the
overdamped limit [20]. This dynamics is run for at least
1×104 τ∗, which draws the kinetic energy to a value lower
than 10−10 and leads to an arrested configuration. From
this stage onward, all time steps of the simulations are
set to δt = 5× 10−3 τ∗.

In Fig 1, we present a typical final arrested configura-
tion for a gel network (red particles) with solid inclusions
(blue particles) at a total packing fraction φT = 0.60 and
equal relative concentrations, φg = 0.30 and φinc = 0.30,
with a ratio σ = 3 for the inclusions. Here it can be seen
that the solid inclusions are scattered in the simulation
box, without any apparent preference, and that the gel
particles are forming a network. In the following sec-
tions, we will expand more on the composite structures
explored.

2. Mechanical tests

The mechanical properties of our composite systems
were tested using continuous strain deformation and
small amplitude oscillatory rheology (SAOR), as previ-
ously reported for colloidal gels [18]. To study samples
under continuous strain deformation, we applied a series
of incremental strain steps, in simple shear geometry, to
each sample analysed[17, 18]. This is done by first apply-
ing, for each step, the instantaneous affine deformation
Γ∆γ to the simulation box,

r′i = Γ∆γri =

1 ∆γ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 ri. (4)

which represents a simple shear in the xy plane. After a
strain step deformation of ∆γ is imposed, the boundary
conditions are updated and the simulation box is then
relaxed by applying the damped dynamics described in
Eq.3. This procedure is repeated for n steps, obtain-
ing a cumulative strain in the system of γ = n∆γ. We
have chosen a strain increment of ∆γ = 0.001 and a
relaxation time interval ∆t such that the shear rate is
γ̇ = ∆γ/∆t = 10−5τ−1

0 , with τ0 = ξD2
0/ε the time it

takes a particle subjected to a force ε/D0 move a distance
of D0.

The average state of stress of the system is given by the
tensor Σ. In our simulations we compute each component
Σαβ using the standard viral definition[17, 18],

Σαβ =
1

V

N∑
i=1

∂u

∂rαi
rβi . (5)

where α, β stand for the Cartesian components {x, y, z}.
In this analysis, we consider only the pairwise energy

contribution, all other terms are assumed negligible as
the velocities for all particles are kept small for all shear
rates. For the step-strain curves, we compute the shear
component Σxy which corresponds to the same compo-
nent of the deformation. In the following sections we
refer to Σxy as Σ.

For our SAOR analysis, the frequency dependent re-
sponse is measured by imposing the oscillatory shear
strain γ(t) = γ0 sin(ωt) to the system, with the dynamics
given by

m
d2ri

dt2
= −∇riu− ξ

(
dri

dt
− γ̇(t)yiex

)
. (6)

During each cycle, we compute the shear stress compo-
nent Σ, as for the step-strain analysis. The first harmonic
expansion of the shear stress, for a visco-elastic solid, can
be written as:

Σ(t) =γ0

[
G′(ω, γ0) sin(ωt) +G′′(ω, γ0) cos(ωt)

]
.

With G′(ω, γ0) and G′′(ω, γ0) the elastic and plastic mod-
uli, respectively. In the present work we will focus our
analysis on G′, which is refered to as G in the following
sections. The modulus is extracted by a simple Fourier
transform of Σ and γ.

B. Experiments

We have made weakly elastic emulsions of rapeseed
oil (from Brassica Rapa, Sigma-Aldrich) in aqueous solu-
tions of sodium dodecyl sulphate (SDS, Sigma-Aldrich)
at 30 g/L. The surfactant solution is freshly prepared by
dissolving SDS in deionised water and used within one
day. The emulsions are made using the double syringe
method [21]: two syringes (60 mL, Codan Medical) are
partially filled with oil and SDS solution respectively and
connected with a double luer lock. The oil and the aque-
ous phase are then manually pushed through the connec-
tion 20 times, at which point a homogeneous emulsion is
formed. A stock emulsion at 0.70 of oil is prepared with
an average drop diameter, 2〈Rg〉 of 5 µm. Emulsions at
lower oil volume fractions, between 0.63 and 0.44, are
obtained by dilution with the same SDS solution. Solid
spheres (polystyrene or poly(methyl methacrylate), (Mi-
crobeads) of different sizes (from 6 to 250 µm) are dis-
persed by carefully mixing them into the diluted emul-
sions using a spatula. The elastic moduli of the com-
posite materials are measured with a MCR302 rheome-
ter (Anton Paar) by performing oscillatory strain sweeps
(frequency 1 Hz, amplitude from 10−5 to 1) in a Couette
geometry with sandblasted surface. All experiments are
performed at (20.0 ± 0.5) ◦C.

The high concentration of surfactant used, ensures the
presence of micelles and screening of electrostatic repul-
sion. Although the exact form of the attraction is not
clear, the emulsions exhibit an elastic modulus at pack-
ing fractions below random close packing indicating the
presence of an attractive interaction [22].
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For the experiments with the confocal microscope
the oil was dyed with pyrromethene. The inclusion
particles were not dyed so appear as black spots. The
concentration of emulsion in the confocal microscopy
experiment was φ∗g = 0.5.

III. RESULTS

A. Numerical results

We have measured the elastic modulus G at varying
gel volume fractions φg as shown in Figure 2. Our analy-
sis focuses on the limit of small frequency, and all our
G values are obtained using an equivalent shear rate
ωτ0 = 1×10−3 and γ0 = 1×10−4. The filled black data
points in Figure 2 correspond to samples without inclu-
sions, pure gels, and as expected the elastic modulus of
the gel increases with φg. The concentrations studied in
this work are high enough so that the percolating struc-
tures are not particle fractals, and models based on this
assumption are indeed not suitable here. In this volume
fraction range, the elasticity of the gel is no longer con-
trolled by the individual particles but by the properties
of the clusters [13, 23, 24]. In the range φg = 0.2 − 0.5,
the data are well described using a 2.8 power law. This
power law behaviour is close to that found in experiments
by Romer et al [24], where they measured 3.1 at inter-
mediate volume fractions up to around φg = 0.25.

Above φg = 0.5, the elastic modulus is higher than pre-
dicted by the power-law, probably because we are getting
deep into the glassy regime. On the other side, we ob-
serve that for our lowest density, i.e. φg = 0.1, Gg is
smaller than expected. This could be an indication that,
for this specific concentration the fractal nature of the
aggregates plays a significant role.

Next, we focus our attention on the mechanical prop-
erties of the composite gels that, as discussed before, are
made by adding inclusions to the gel (different inclusion
sizes σ and volume fractions φinc). The corresponding
elastic modulus G for a given φg, as obtained by the
computer simulations, is presented as empty symbols in
Figure 2. These data points correspond to samples with
size ratio values 1.0 ≤ σ ≤ 10.0 and total packing frac-
tions of 0.30 ≤ φT ≤ 0.6. We first present the general
trends observed, later in the paper we will analyse those
trends in more detail. In most cases the effect of the
inclusions is to increase G. However at low gel volume
fractions G is shown to decrease.

To highlight the mechanical effect of the inclusions,
we now plot G/Gg(φg) in Fig 3a as a function of φinc,
the volume fraction of inclusions. The presence of the
inclusions leads to a slight stiffening of the material in
most cases, but two data series show a stronger increase.
These are both at total volume fraction, i.e. gel particles
+ inclusions, φT = 0.6 and with the small inclusions: σ
= 1 or 2. In such cases the elastic modulus can increase

FIG. 2. Simulation data for the shear elastic modulus as
a function of volume fraction φg of the gel particles. Filled
symbols correspond to pure gels (Gg) and empty symbols cor-
respond to gels with added inclusions (G).

at most by a factor 6.
Comparison with theory leads us to calculate also the

ratio G/G∗g, where the elastic modulus of the matrix G∗g
is described by G∗g = Gg(φ

∗
g) using φ∗g = φg/(1 − φinc),

i.e. the volume fraction of the gel embedding the inclu-
sions. This normalisation is shown in Fig 3b. Again, we
observe two different behaviours depending on the total
volume fraction φT. For φT = 0.6, the effect of the in-
clusions is to stiffen the composite gel with a magnitude
that depends strongly on the size ratio σ: the smaller is
σ the more pronounced is the variation, reaching a max-
imum of roughly 2 times the elastic modulus of the pure
gel.

As a theoretical reference we will consider the Krieger
and Dougherty (KD) equation [4], which was originally
proposed to describe the shear viscosity of non-Brownian
solid particles in Newtonian fluids [25]. Note that the
problem of elasticity of rigid particles embedded with a
linear elastic material is formally similar to the problem
of the viscosity of rigid particles suspended in a Newto-
nian liquid. In the KD equation the elastic modulus in-
creases with the volume fraction of solid inclusions φinc,
as:

G

G∗g
=

(
1− φinc

φm

)−xφm

(7)

with φm the close packing volume fraction at which the
elastic modulus diverges and where the coefficient x = 2.5
has been conveniently introduced to recover the Einstein
equation [26] at low concentration (first order in φinc),
i.e. G/G∗g ' 1 + 5

2φinc. For spherical inclusions char-
acterized by slip condition at their surface, just like the
inclusions we have simulated, the equation derived by
Taylor [27, 28], i.e. G/G∗g ' 1 + φinc, is more appropri-
ate at low volume fraction. For higher volume fractions,
empirical equations were proposed [29] but, for the sake
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FIG. 3. a) Simulation data of the elastic modulus of the com-
posite material normalised by the elastic modulus of the bare
gel shown as a function of the inclusion volume fraction. b)
Same data as in a, now normalised using the gel volume frac-
tion in the continuous phase φ∗

g. The line is the KD equation
with full slip boundary condition. The different inclusion sizes
are shown in the legend. c) The G/G∗

g as a function of σ for
samples with φinc = 0.1. The different φT are shown in the
legend.

FIG. 4. Elastic modulus of composite gel as a function of
the fraction of particles which are inclusion particles instead
of gel, i.e. φinc/φT = 0 refers to a sample with no inclusions
and φg = 0.6. In all the samples shown φT = 0.6.

of simplicity, it is sufficient to use Eq. 7 with x = 1 for
comparison with our simulations. Such a comparison is
presented in Figure 3b, using φm = 0.59. The elastic
modulus is below the KD prediction as a function of φinc
for all the samples except for the σ = 1 at φT = 0.6.

To discuss further the results, we present G/G∗g in
Fig. 3c as a function of σ for a fixed φinc = 0.1 but
varying the gel concentration φg. When the total volume
fraction is below 0.6, the elastic modulus displays a weak
or moderate dependence on σ, essentially a decrease. On
the other side, when the total volume fraction reaches
0.6, the system does display a remarkable sensitivity to
the size of the inclusions, with an up to one and a half
times larger value of the elastic modulus with respect to
the pure gel. We can conclude that the smaller are the
inclusions the stronger is the effect on the mechanical
properties, a behaviour whose origin can be understood
by looking at the microscopic interplay between the gel
and the inclusions.

In such a granular (colloidal) system, the elastic mod-
ulus depends on the number density of contacts, the
stiffness of the contact and the gel structure (texture).
By considering a dense homogeneous gel at total volume
fraction φT = 0.6, we can assume that the structure is
not significantly modified if gel particles are replaced by
inclusions of the same size. In this case, we could write
Gg(φT) ∝ zφTχg−g/〈Rg〉, where z is the coordination
number and χg−g is the contact stiffness between two
gel particles[13]. In the composite gel at φT, volume
fraction φinc of gel particles have been replaced by non-
attractive inclusions, and this leads to a decrease of the
modulus. With those assumptions, the corresponding
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modulus writes G ∝ zφT

〈Rg〉

(
φg

φT
χg−g + φinc

φT
χg−i

)
, where

χg−i represents the effective contact stiffness between gel
particles and inclusion particles. Therefore, the reduced
elastic modulus can be expressed as:

G

Gg(φT)
= 1− φinc

φT

(
1− χg−i

χg−g

)
. (8)

A single parameter fit to the data, shown by the dashed
line in Fig. 4, yields

χg−i

χg−g
= 0.34. This shows how the

replacement of g− g interaction by g− i interaction con-
tributes to decrease the shear elastic modulus of those
loaded particle gels. As can be seen in Fig. 4, the ef-
fect of size ratio σ is to decrease the elastic modulus
with respect to Eq. 8. This behavior is expected to
be partly related to the well-known increase of the maxi-
mum volume fraction of bimodal granular assemblies [30].
Note that here we consider that φT is constant, so the
volume fraction of gel particles between the inclusions
φ∗g = (φT − φinc)/(1 − φinc) decreases significantly as a
function of φinc.

More drastic changes can be anticipated in the gel
structure due to the introduction of inclusions. As an
example, and with contrast to continuous matrices, gel
particles can be excluded from the gaps between inclu-
sions. To highlight such structure effect, we performed
mechanical tests on samples where we removed the in-
clusions. In this protocol, the gel assembles in the pres-
ence of inclusions, but the latter are then removed be-
fore proceeding to the mechanical test. In Fig. 5a, we
compare the system with and without the inclusions in
a similar fashion to what was done in Fig. 3, but here
only for φT = 0.6 where the size effects appeared to be
most prominent. It is shown that the dependence on σ is
much weaker than the one observed for systems including
the inclusions. At this stage it is interesting to compare
these results with the theory for continuous matrix with
holes, as given by micromechanics calculation [28, 31]:
Gr/G

∗
g = 1−5φ/(3+2φ), where φ is the volume fraction

of holes (here we have φ = φinc). Comparison is shown
in Fig 5b for two size ratios (σ = 10 and σ = 1). It
appears that results for σ = 10 are compatible with the
theory, which can be understood by the fact that φ∗g is
high enough for the gel particle assembly to be shaped by
the precursor inclusions as a thick skeleton (see Fig. 9).
In contrast, for σ = 1 such a skeleton does not exist be-
cause the precursor inclusions have altered the gel par-
ticle network (see Fig. 9) as numerous weakness points.
As a result, the second configuration is weaker than the
first one although gel volume fractions are the same.
Gr appears to be the relevant elastic modulus to be

considered when quantifying the effects of the inclusions,
so we divided the composite gel modulus G by its mod-
ulus with removed inclusions, Gr. Moreover, one ex-
pects finite size of the gel particles to come into play
when the mean gap size e between inclusions is close or
smaller than the gel particle size, i.e. 2〈Rg〉. Accord-
ing to the parameters defined above, the ratio e/2〈Rg〉

FIG. 5. a) Elastic modulus of the composite material nor-
malised by the elastic modulus of the continuous phase as a
function of the size ratio of the inclusions. The filled circles
correspond to systems with the solid inclusions present, the
empty circles are the same systems, but once the solid in-
clusions are removed. b) Normalised elastic modulus of the
samples with inclusions removed and the prediction of the
effect of added holes. c) Elastic modulus of the composite
normalised with the elastic modulus once the inclusions are
removed as a function of the distance between inclusion par-
ticles.
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FIG. 6. Stress-strain curves for samples with φg = 0.3 without
inclusions (blue curve) and with φinc = 0.3 for different σ.
Shear rate γ̇ = 10−5τ−1

0 and strain step ∆γ = 0.001.

writes: σ(( φm

φinc
)

1
3 − 1). The resulting values are used to

plot G/Gr against e/2〈Rg〉 in Fig. 5c, where a fair col-
lapse is obtained for all the different cases. This indicates
that the two contributions, i.e. interaction and structure
effects, can be decoupled for this total volume fraction
and, once the change in the backbone structure has been
taken into account, effects of interactions of the inclu-
sions with the gel particles can be described by the ratio
e/2〈Rg〉. It appears that although the effective stiffness
is weaker for interactions involving inclusions, small in-
clusions (i.e. e/2〈Rg〉 < 1) are embedded within the gel
particle backbone and provide strengthening by support-
ing the backbone. On the other hand, larger inclusions
(i.e. e/2〈Rg〉 � 1) are not included into the backbone
but rather shape it around them, providing strengthen-
ing comparable to prediction of the classical theory, i.e.
KD.

To pin down the microscopic origin of the mechani-
cal response discussed above, we performed continuous
strain deformation simulations to unveil the microscopic
stress experienced by each particle in our composite gels.
We focus on the case of φinc = 0.30 and φg = 0.30 and
we simulated, using step-strain deformation, a continu-
ous deformation in the xy plane. The resulting stress-
strain curves for different inclusion sizes as well as for
the pure gel case are displayed in Fig. 6. We immedi-
ately notice a strong difference between the response of
the pure gel and the composite gel, however this does
not come as a surprise given the fact that for the pure
gel there are no inclusions that reinforce the overall struc-
ture. A more relevant comparison is for systems with dif-
ferent size of inclusions and, in this case, several different
trends are observed. In agreement with the measure-
ment of the elastic modulus discussed above, for small
strain the slope of the curve grows when the size of the
inclusions decreases. For large inclusions, we notice that,
upon straining, stress builds up continuously. For small

inclusions, in particular when their size is similar to the
size of the gel, the strain-stress curve presents clear signs
of yielding. In this case, at γ ' 0.10 we notice that the
curve has leveled off and reached a value that is more
than three times larger than the stress observed for larger
inclusion sizes, which confirms the differences that we
have observed before.

Next, we move to the discussion of the structural
properties of the composite gel and, from now on,
we will focus only on two representative cases of size
ratios, namely σ = 1 and σ = 10. In Fig. 7 (a) and
(b), the inclusion-gel radial distribution functions are
presented as a function of the non-dimensional distance
(r − Dmin)/2〈Rg〉, where Dmin is the cut-off distance
after which there is no net force between two particles
and 2〈Rg〉 is the average diameter of the gel particles.
A remarkable difference appears between the two
cases, despite the fact that the σ = 10 curves present
some noise due to finite size. For the large size ratio,
the distribution is almost flat while, for smaller size
ratio, there is a pronounced peak. This is an impor-
tant information because only the particles for which
(r−Dmin)/2〈Rg〉 < 0 will exert a net force on each other.

A more direct way to test this observation is to per-
form a direct calculation of the local stress acting on the
gel backbone. To this aim, we calculated the local stress
tensor Σi for each particle i and its three eigenvalues
Σi1 ≥ Σi2 ≥ Σi3 which represent the three invariant prin-
cipal stresses in the frame of reference of the stress. This
stress tensor has been normalized with the volume of the
corresponding particle. We focus on Σi3, which indicates
the largest compression on each particle, and from now
on we will refer to it as Σ3. Note that this value is not the
same as the shear component Σ used in previous sections.
In the calculation of the stress tensor for each particle, all
the interactions between particles are taken into account,
this includes gel-gel, gel-inclusion and inclusion-inclusion
interactions. For different strain values, we have tracked
the variation of Σ3 with respect to the undeformed case
γ = 0, i.e. Σ3 − Σ3(0). The histograms for this quan-
tity, for σ = 1 and σ = 10, are presented in Fig. 8a and
Fig. 8b respectively for different values of γ. In Fig. 8c
we calculate the skewness of the two distributions as a
function of the strain. In the case σ = 1, the distribution
remains basically symmetric around the minima whereas,
for σ = 10, the distribution becomes remarkably skewed
toward the negative values.

This trend is clearly related to the structural proper-
ties of the composite gel and, in Fig. 9, we present snap-
shots of the same systems for γ = 0.3. Inclusion particles
are coloured in blue while the gel particles are coloured
according to their proximity to an inclusion. In particu-
lar, if their distance from an inclusion is less than Dmin

(the cut-off of the potential) the particles are coloured in
red. It is evident that, for σ = 10, the number of par-
ticles in close proximity to an inclusion is much smaller
than for the case σ = 1. In the second case almost all
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FIG. 7. Gel-inclusion particle radial distribution function as
a function of deformation. The results are for two represen-
tative size ratios σ = 1 (a) and σ = 10 (b).

particles in the gel are in contact with at least one inclu-
sion. The inclusions reinforce the system and help reduce
compression in comparison with the pure system (or the
composite mixture with σ = 10). We conclude that the
unexpected trend of the mechanical response of our com-
posite gel is the result of a subtle interplay between the
structural properties and the mechanical interactions be-
tween the inclusions and the gel and for this reason it
depends strongly on the size ratio between the two.

B. Experimental results

As explained in the Sec II B, we explored the influ-
ence of the matrix grain size using oil-in-water emulsions.
Those emulsions are made of polydisperse oil droplets
with an average size of around 5 µm. Several common
points with our numerical system can be noted as follows:
(1) the droplets can be well-approximated by spheres for
the oil fractions we studied, and (2) the drops are stabi-
lized using an excess of ionic surfactant, which is at the
origin of the attractive interaction between the drops (de-

FIG. 8. Local stress histogram distribution at different strain
for two representative size ratios σ = 1 (a) and σ = 10 (b).
In panel c, we present variation of the skewness of the two
distributions as a function of the strain γ.

pletion forces). With respect to the second point, note
that electrostatics just plays a marginal role in the inter-
action since it is screened due to the high concentration
of surfactant counter-ions.

On the other hand, our experimental system could ap-
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FIG. 9. Snapshots of the simulations a) and b) are with σ =
1 and c) and d) with σ = 10. In a and c inclusion particles are
coloured in blue while the gel particles are coloured according
to their proximity to an inclusion. If their distance from an
inclusion is less than Dmin (the cut-off of the potential) the
particles are coloured in red; all other colours correspond to
bigger separation distances. In b and d the inclusions have
been removed.

pear to be very different from the ideal numerical system
due to the intrinsic softness of the oil droplets. Actually,
we think this difference is an interesting point to inves-
tigate. Indeed, the addition of solid spheres (inclusions)
in oil-in-water emulsions has been shown to increase the
elastic modulus according to the KD model [5, 6]. But
this was done only in the limit where the size of the in-
clusions is much bigger than the characteristic size in the
matrix (σ � 1). Therefore this system is of particular
interest to seek for the finite size effects highlighted in
the previous section. Besides, note that our results have
been obtained out of the size ratio range corresponding
to σ � 1, for which the inclusion particles are allowed to
organize between the particles of the matrix in the shape
of a skeleton-like packing, providing strongly amplified
strengthening [7–9].

A microscope image of an emulsion without inclusions
with φg = 0.5 is shown in Figure 10a. The emulsion
drops have been dyed using pyrromethene, which fluo-
resces in red. In this attractive system, as we are below
close packing of the emulsions, the system will present a
gel-like structure with its typical heterogenous structure.
The size of the pores will depend on the attraction as
well as on the oil volume fraction. Once added to the
system, the inclusions will sit in these cavities and, as a
consequence, will profoundly affect the structure of the
gel matrix. An example of the resulting composite ma-
terial is shown in Figure 10b with φinc = 0.1 and with
σ = 2.5.

FIG. 10. a) Image taken using a confocal microscope of an
emulsion at φ∗

g = 0.5 without inclusions and b) The same
emulsions with added inclusions with σ = 2.5, resulting in
φ∗
g = 0.5 and φinc = 0.1.

We measure the elastic modulus of the composite gel at
different φinc for inclusion sizes corresponding to σ = 4
and σ = 20 as calculated with the average emulsion drop
size. As it could be expected, the elastic modulus of
the composite gel increases with increased φinc. In the
experiments we expect that the boundary condition is a
no-slip condition [5, 6], and we compare to the KD model
with x = 5

2 . The two measurements of G/G∗g are shown
in Fig. 11a as a function of φinc. The red line shows the
KD prediction with φm = 0.59 that describes the results
well.

Having seen that for σ = 4 the KD model works well,
we explore the effect of varying σ. In Fig. 11b, the ex-
perimental composite gel elastic moduli are normalised
using the KD prediction as a function of inclusion size.
For σ larger than 2 or 3, the enhancement of the inclu-
sions to the elastic modulus compares well with the KD
model. However, at smaller σ we observe an upturn. As
the inclusion size approaches the average drop size we see
a strong increase in the elastic modulus. Such a strong
strengthening behaviour revealed for σ ' 1 was not ob-
served by Gorlier et al. [7] for particle loaded foams. This
suggests that the nature of interactions between the par-
ticles, i.e. here attractive vs repulsive for liquid foams, is
a crucial parameter for strengthening. Therefore, and in
a more general way, it appears that tuning σ in colloidal
gels can be of great interest to optimize their strength.

The σ effect highlighted in Fig. 11b is reminiscent of
the simulation results shown in Fig. 5c. In order to com-
pare more closely with our numerical results, we plot in
Fig. 11c G/G∗g and G/Gr as a function of the gap size be-

tween inclusion particles, i.e. e/2〈Rg〉 = σ(( φm

φinc
)

1
3 − 1).

As can be seen, the agreement with numerical results
is remarkable, which gives significant insight into the fi-
nite size effects highlighted with the attractive emulsion:
small inclusions (i.e. e/2〈Rg〉 < 1) are allowed to be em-
bedded within the gel particle backbone and to provide
optimal strengthening by supporting the backbone, while
larger inclusions (i.e. e/2〈Rg〉 � 1) are not included into
the backbone and behave like classical solid inclusions,
providing strengthening in agreement with continuum
mechanics. For practical purposes, the measured finite
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size effect can be reasonably described by the following
approximate function:

G

G∗g
' 1 +

2

σ

((
φm
φinc

)1/3

− 1

)−1

(9)

Although this empirical equation can be useful to eval-
uate the magnitude of finite size effects for e/2〈Rg〉 <
2− 3, we stress that (1) it concerns attractive gels only,
and (2) it does not capture properly strengthening in the
limit e/2〈Rg〉 � 1, which is better described by the KD
equation.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have combined rheology computer simulations with
experiments to explore the elastic modulus of composite
attractive gels. Our work reveals significant finite size
effects in the mechanical response of such systems and
gives physical insight into their origin. These effects de-
pend on the total volume fraction (φT) in the system (gel
+ inclusions): At low total volume fraction (φT < 0.6)
the addition of inclusions leads to a weak stiffening of the
material, below the predictions of continuum mechanics
(KD model). However at φT = 0.6 the effect of the in-
clusions becomes strongly size dependent.

With large inclusions σ � 1 the elastic modulus of the
attractive composite gels is correctly described using the
KD prediction. On the contrary, as the inclusion size
decreases we observe considerable stiffening of the mate-
rial. These findings can be explained by the effects of the
inclusions, they can change the structure of the gel back-
bone and the average interactions, as the gel-inclusion
interactions are weaker than the gel-gel interactions. If
the inclusions are large the gel backbone structure is only
weakly modified by the presence of the inclusions, how-
ever once they become small they participate actively in
the gel structure and hence the mechanical properties.

The degree of stiffening is well accounted for by the
distance between the inclusions. Once the distance be-
tween the inclusions becomes comparable to the size of
the gel particles finite size effects dominate and contin-
uum mechanics approaches do not capture the mechan-
ical properties of the material. This result is confirmed
by both the simulations and the experiments. This de-
spite several differences between systems studied in the
simulation and experiments, in particular in terms of gel
particle polydispersity, interactions and effective modu-
lus of the particles. This suggests that the reported find-
ings concern a broad range of composite materials. It
should be stressed however that the attractive nature of
interactions in the studied gels seems to be necessary for
those finite size effects to be significant.

The results provide guidance for the control over the
mechanical properties of colloidal gels using inclusions.

FIG. 11. a) Elastic modulus of loaded emulsion divided by
the elastic modulus of the embedding emulsion φ∗

g = 0.5 as a
function of the volume fraction of inclusions φinc, for two size
ratios: σ = 4 and σ = 20. The solid line shows the shear elastic
modulus GKD according to the Krieger Dougherty law with
φm = 0.59 and x=2.5. b) Plot of G/GKD for different loaded
emulsions (characterized by φ∗

g and φinc) as a function of the
size ratio. c) Elastic modulus normalised by the inclusion free
modulus G/G∗

g for experiments and G/Gr for simulations as a
function of e/2〈Rg〉. The continuous line is given by Equation
9.
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However they can also help understand the many prac-
tical materials where solid inclusions are found in emul-
sions or gels, and the size ratios of the particles is no
longer large. Such composite materials are present in
drilling fluids, food or cosmetic products.
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