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We demonstrate that discontinuous shear thickening (DST) can take place even in a moderately
dense inertial suspension of hydrodynamically interacting frictionless soft particles. The results
which demonstrate this fact are obtained using the Lubrication-Friction Discrete Element Method.
Our simulation indicates that DST can be observed for lower densities if the inertia of suspended
particles and their softness are both of a marked nature. We also confirm that the DST behavior
is effectively approximated by the kinetic theory under these conditions without consideration of
hydrodynamic interactions.

Introduction.— Discontinuous shear thickening (DST)
is a process, whereby the viscosity of a dense suspen-
sion changes abruptly at a certain critical shear rate [1–
4]. The normal stress difference also changes abruptly at
the same time [5, 6]. DST is observed in suspensions of
solid particles in liquid media, and also in frictional dry
granular materials [7], where it is closely related to the
phenomenon of shear jamming [8–12]. DST is thus of
industrial importance, for the design and performance of
such apparatus such as sporting equipment [13], traction
controls [14], and protective vests [15] as well as materi-
als handling in general. DST also attracts much interest
among physicists as an instructive example of a nonequi-
librium phase transition. Therefore, the correct physical
understanding of DST is both of theoretical interest and
a key requirement of the improved design of industrial
applications based on densely packed particles.
The physical origin of DST is still the subject of de-

bate. At present, it seems as though the most likely ori-
gin of DST lies in inter-particle frictional forces [4, 7, 16,
17]. Other potential causal mechanisms for DST such
as order-disorder transition [18–20], and hydrodynamic
clusters [1, 21–26] have also been proposed.
It is known that a DST-like phenomenon caused by the

ignited-quenched transition exists in inertial suspensions;
a model of aerosols has been developed in which collisions
between particles play an important role [27–29]. There
are also several theoretical studies of inertial suspensions
consisting of hard-core frictionless particles based on the
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kinetic theory, that is, without hydrodynamic interac-
tions between particles [30–40]. These theoretical stud-
ies indicate that DST or the ignited-quenched transition
becomes the continuous shear thickening if the volume
fraction ϕ is larger than a few percent [32, 36, 39, 40].
This behavior is completely different from the DST com-
monly observed in colloidal suspensions, where DST can
be observed only in dense suspensions.
In this Letter, we demonstrate the occurrence of DST

and the ignited-quenched transition when hydrodynam-
ically interacting particles are soft, frictionless, and in
moderately dense concentrations. This finding may be
regarded as a new mechanism for DST in moderately
dense suspensions. In earlier work, we have reported
a complementary analysis based on the kinetic theory
of moderately dense inertial suspensions for frictionless
soft particles without hydrodynamic interaction [41]; this
work is based on an extension of the kinetic theory of di-
lute inertial suspensions [42]. Thus, clarifying the role
of hydrodynamic interactions among particles is also a
motivation of our present study.
Langevin model.— We consider N monodisperse fric-

tionless soft particles (each particle of mass m and diam-
eter d), which are suspended in a fluid and are confined
in a three-dimensional cubic box with the linear size L.
We assume that the contact force between particles is
described by the harmonic potential

U(r) =
ε

2

(
1−

r

d

)2
Θ
(
1−

r

d

)
, (1)

where r is the inter-particle distance and ε is the energy
scale to characterize the repulsive interaction, and Θ(x),
defined as Θ(x) = 1 (x ≥ 0) and 0 (x < 0) is the step
function. Although clustering effects caused by attractive
interactions between particles cannot be ignored in real-
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istic situations, such effects are suppressed if particles are
charged [43–45]. Moreover, particles are also prevented
from clustering if the temperature is high enough [30, 46–
48].
The equation of motion of the suspended particle i (its

position ri) under simple shear with the shear rate γ̇ is
given by

dpi

dt
=
∑

j 6=i

Fij −
∑

j

←→
ζijpj + ζSh

i + ξi, (2)

where we have introduced the peculiar momentum pi ≡
m(vi − γ̇yiêx) with the unit vector êx parallel to the x
direction and the velocity vi of the i−th particle, Fij ≡
−∂U(rij)/∂rij is the inter-particle force between the i–th
and j–th particles with rij ≡ ri − rj and rij ≡ |rij |.

The terms containing
←→
ζij and ζSh in Eq. (2) originate

from the hydrodynamic force acting on the i–th particle.
If smooth particles are embedded in a Stokes fluid, the
particles cannot collide with each other because the lu-
brication force between contacting particles pushes them
apart, hydrodynamically, before they make contact [49–
53]. We note that previous studies of colloidal suspen-
sions have ignored the effects of inertia in the equation
of motion. Therefore, it is important to clarify the role
of both hydrodynamic interactions and inertia effects on
the rheology of the system we are modeling [54]. For
this purpose, we focus on situations in which the fluid
motion can be described by the Stokes equation, and in

which, therefore, the resistance matrix
←→
ζij depends only

on the positions of the i−th and j−th particles. Then, we
adopt the Lubrication-Friction Discrete Element Method
(LF-DEM) which considers only the short-range lubri-
cation force between particles [4, 48]. Such a simplifi-
cation, whereby we ignore long-range hydrodynamic in-
teractions, may be justified in relatively dense particle
concentrations.
Within the framework of the LF-DEM the resistance

matrix
←→
ζij in the Stokes flow is expressed as [48, 52, 55]

ζij,αβ =





3π
η0dH
m

δαβ +
∑

k 6=i

1

m
A

(11)
ik,αβΘ(rc − rik) (i = j)

−
1

m
A

(11)
ij,αβΘ(rc − rij) (i 6= j)

,

(3)
where η0 is the viscosity of the solvent, rc ≡ dH(1 +
δ) is the cutoff length of the lubrication force with the

hydrodynamic diameter dH (which is dH ≤ d), and A
(11)
ij,αβ

is given by Refs. [55, 56]. Although smooth hard-core
particles are not allowed to contact each other [49–53],
the LF-DEM does allow contact between rough particles,
and so we introduce the roughness parameter δ ≡ (d −
dH)/dH [4, 12, 48]. This parameter equates to a simplified
description of dimples located on the surface of particles.
Previous papers have adopted δ = 0.05 [4, 12, 48], but we
are free to choose larger or smaller values of δ. Similarly,
the vector ζSh

i is the contribution from the shear flow due

to the lubrication force:

ζShi,α = 2η0γ̇
∑

j

G̃
(11)
ij,xyα, (4)

where G̃
(11)
ij,xyα is presented in Refs. [55, 57].

The noise parameter ξi(t) = ξi,α(t)êα satisfies the
fluctuation-dissipation relation:

〈ξi(t)〉 = 0, 〈ξi,α(t)ξj,β(t
′)〉 = 2mTenvζij,αβδ(t− t′),

(5)
where 〈·〉 expresses the average over the noise and Tenv

is the environmental (solvent) temperature. Note that

the resistance matrix
←→
ζij is not diagonal if hydrodynamic

interaction exists between the particles. The implemen-
tation of the noise parameter ξi(t) satisfying Eq. (5) is
explained in Ref. [55]. We also note that ζSh

i in Eq. (2)
expresses the hydrodynamic force in the presence of the
shear flow, which is proportional to the shear rate γ̇ [49–
53]. Now, let us introduce two dimensionless parameters
for later convenience:

ε∗ ≡
ε

md2ζ2
, ξenv ≡

√
Tenv

m

1

dζ
, (6)

where ζ ≡ 3πη0d/m is the Stokesian drag acting on a
sphere.
The assumptions behind Eqs. (2) and (5) are sum-

marized as follows. (i) Particles are suspended in a
fluid in which the motion of the particles is agitated by
white Gaussian noise as in Eq. (5), (ii) the environmen-
tal temperature Tenv is independent of the motion of the
suspended particles, (iii) the hydrodynamic interactions
among the particles are only described by the lubrica-
tion force, and (iv) the effects of gravity can be ignored.
Although gravitational sedimentation plays some role in
aerosols, such an effect is negligible within the observa-
tion time for small, suspended particles [28, 29]. In ad-
dition, inertial suspension can be regarded as a model of
a colloidal suspension, in which the sedimentation effect
is negligible and the hydrodynamic interactions among
particles play important roles.
We adopt SLLOD dynamics [58, 59] to simulate shear

flow under the Lees-Edwards boundary condition [60]. As
far as we have checked, the uniform flow is stable once
the system reaches a steady state.
Rheology.— In this system, the stress tensor is given

by

σαβ =
1

NL3

∑

i

〈
−mvi,αvi,β −

1

2

∑

j 6=i

rij,αF
(el)
ij,β

+σSt
i,αβ +

1

2

∑

j 6=i

σH
ij,αβ



〉
, (7)

σSt
i,αβ is given by [52]

σSt
i,αβ =

5

12
πd3Hη0γ̇(δαxδβy + δαyδβx), (8)
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and the hydrodynamic stress σH
ij,αβ between the i–th and

the j–th particles is given by [52]

σH
ij,αβ = −2η0G

(11)
ij,αβγVij,γ + 2η0γ̇M

(1)
ij,αβ , (9)

with Vi ≡ vi − γ̇yiêx and Vij,γ is γ component of Vi −

Vj . The explicit expressions of G
(11)
ij,αβγ and M

(1)
ij,αβ are

presented in Refs. [55, 61].
Let us introduce the Peclet number Pe defined as [62]

Pe ≡
3πη0d

3

4Tenv
γ̇. (10)

Since ξenv introduced in Eq. (6) is proportional to√
mTenv/η20d

4, as shown in Eq. (6), ξenv increases as the
inertia becomes important. Using γ̇∗, we introduce the
dimensionless viscosity η∗ as

η∗ ≡
σxy

nTenvPe
. (11)

We examine N = 1000 and 10 ensemble averages in
the simulations. We control Pe, ξenv, ε

∗, and δ in the
range 0.25 ≤ Pe ≤ 25, 1 ≤ ξenv ≤ 102, 102 ≤ ε∗ ≤ 108,
and 0.02 ≤ δ ≤ 0.25, respectively.
Figure 1 shows how the scaled viscosity η̃ ≡ η∗/ηa and

the dimensionless temperature θ ≡ T/Tenv depend on Pe
with fixed values of ϕ(= πNd3/(6L3)) = 0.30, ε∗ = 104,
and ξenv = 1.0 for various δ, where we have introduced

the kinetic temperature T ≡
∑N

i=1〈miV
2
i 〉/(3N) and the

empirical expression of the apparent viscosity ηa in the
low shear limit ηa = 1 + (5/2)ϕ+ 4ϕ2 + 42ϕ3 [63]. Note
that we do not have any theoretical result for ηa until
O(ϕ3) as far as we have been able to ascertain, though
the expression until O(ϕ2) is well known for hard-core
suspensions [64]. Figure 2 is the corresponding result for
ϕ = 0.40 with δ = 0.05 and δ = 0.02. Figures 1(a) and
2(a) exhibit remarkable results, in which DST can be ob-
served around Pe = 10. It is noteworthy that DST is
observed even for δ = 0.02 (Figs. 1 (a) and 2(a)), though
the discontinuous jump of the viscosity is enhanced for
larger values of δ. Although the quantitative agreement
between the kinetic theory without consideration of hy-
drodynamic interactions [41] and hydrodynamic simula-
tion is poor for ϕ = 0.40 (see Fig. 2(a)), the kinetic theory
captures the qualitative behavior of the DST. Moreover,
the agreement between the theory and simulation is rea-
sonable for ϕ = 0.30 (Fig. 1 (a)). We note that the re-
sults of the simulation based on the LF-DEM approach
the theoretical prediction reported in Ref. [41] as δ in-
creases, though we have used the empirical expression
for ηa. Figures 1(b) and 2(b) indicate that these DSTs
are caused by the ignited-quenched transition.
Thus, we have confirmed that DST and the ignited-

quenched transition of inertial suspensions for soft and
frictionless particles can survive even if hydrodynamic
interactions between particles exist. We have also con-
firmed the relevance of the kinetic theory developed in
Ref. [41] to describe the suspensions with hydrodynamic
interactions.
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FIG. 1. Plots of (a) η̃ and (b) θ against Pe for δ = 0.02
(open circles), 0.05 (open squares), 0.10 (open triangles), and
0.25 (crosses) with fixed values of ϕ = 0.30, ε∗ = 104, and
ξenv = 1.0. The dashed line represents the prediction of the
kinetic theory in Ref. [41].

Figure 3(a) is the plot of η̃ against Pe for various ξenv
with fixed values of δ = 0.05 and ϕ = 0.40. We ver-
ify that DST still persists for ξenv = 10 but disappears
around 10 . ξenv . 20. Figure 3(b) is the plot of η̃/ε∗4/3

against Pe for various ε∗ with fixed values of δ = 0.05
and ϕ = 0.40. Except for the case of ε∗ = 102, η̃ exhibits
DST. As the softness parameter ε∗ increases, the upper
branch also increases (see Fig. 3(b)). In accordance with
Ref. [41] and as shown in Figs. 3(b) and (c), the viscos-
ity in the upper branch is scaled as η̃/ε∗4/3 except for
ε∗ = 102. Thus, we conclude that DST with frictionless
soft particles can be observed for systems with ξenv ≤ 20
and ε∗ ≥ 104.

Concluding remarks.— In this Letter, we have success-
fully demonstrated the existence of DST-like changes in
viscosity and kinetic temperature for moderately dense
inertial suspensions composed of frictionless soft particles
using the LF-DEM. The kinetic theory without consid-
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FIG. 2. Plots of (a) η̃ and (b) θ against Pe for δ = 0.05
(open squares) and δ = 0.02 (open circles) with fixed values
of ϕ = 0.40, ε∗ = 104, and ξenv = 1.0. The dashed line
represents the prediction of the kinetic theory in Ref. [41].

eration of hydrodynamic interaction effectively describes
the discontinuous behaviors of both viscosity and kinetic
temperature. Our results also reveal a new mechanism
for DST caused by the ignited-quenched transition for
frictionless soft particles.
It is difficult to observe the simultaneously large and

discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ obtained in our model
if the solvent is a liquid. Indeed, if the kinetic tempera-
ture in the ignited phase becomes 106 times larger than
that in the quenched phase, the liquid in the ignited
phase might be evaporated because of the strong stir-
ring effect of suspended particles, though our model does
not include such effects. Even if we consider particles sus-
pended in a gas, it might be difficult to avoid the melting
of solid particles. Nevertheless, an indication of the ex-
istence of DST-like changes of η∗ and θ for frictionless
soft particles, even among relatively dense suspensions,
is important.
Let us discuss whether this behavior is observable in
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FIG. 3. (a) Plot of η̃ against Pe for various ξenv. (b) Plot

of η̃/ε∗4/3 for various ε∗. Here, we fix (a) ε∗ = 104 and (b)
ξenv = 1, respectively. (c) A detailed view of the high Pe
regime of (b). Parameters are fixed as ϕ = 0.40 and δ = 0.05.
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experiments of colloidal suspensions. Here, let us assume
that the diameter, the mass density, and Young’s mod-
ulus of colloidal particles are given by d = 2 × 10−6 m,
ρ = 103 kg/m3, and Y = 10 GPa, and thus, the mass
m becomes m ∼ 4× 10−15 kg. When we consider a case
when the solvent is water at room temperature, of which
the viscosity is η0 ∼ 10−3 Pa · s, the corresponding drag
coefficient becomes ζ = 3πη0d/m ∼ 5× 106 s−1. We can
also evaluate ε∗ ∼ 6×105δ ∼ 6×103 with the assumption
of δ ∼ 10−2 [65]. The value of ε∗ is close to that used
in Fig. 3. Note that the behavior of the viscosity can

be scaled by ε∗4/3. This means that the DST discussed
in this paper can be observed in the region of large Pe.
A serious problem exists in the value of ξenv. If we as-
sume that Tenv = 4× 10−21 J corresponding to the room
temperature, ξenv becomes about 2× 10−4. This value is

much smaller than the critical value (10 < ξcenv < 102) of
the absence of the DST, which means that we can expect
the existence of the DST. We have verified that the DST
still can be observed for realistic values of parameters in
the prediction of the kinetic theory [41]. Thus, the obser-
vation of such a DST for frictionless small grains which
are supposed to be Brownian suspensions is challenging
for experimentalists.
Needless to say, it is important to analyze suspensions

of frictional grains for larger ε∗ corresponding to the typ-
ical experimental setup for colloidal suspensions. This
will be our forthcoming task.
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Supplemental Materials for “Discontinuous Shear Thickening of a
Moderately Dense Inertial Suspension of Hydrodynamically Interacting

Frictionless Soft Particles: Some New Findings”

This Supplemental Material explains the details of calculations that are not included in the main text. In Sect. I,
we briefly explain how we generate random numbers when the resistance matrix in Eq. (5) has non-diagonal elements.
In Sect. II, we summarize the hydrodynamic interaction when we consider the lubrication force between particles. In
Sect. III, we check the convergence of the results depending on the strain.

I. GENERATION OF RANDOM NUMBERS OBEYING NONUNIFORM DISTRIBUTION

In this section, let us explain how we generate random numbers obeying nonuniform distribution based on Ref. [S1].
We consider a situation where the random number Xk (k = 1, 2, · · · , 3N) obeys

〈Xk(t)Xℓ(t
′)〉 = 2Dkℓδ(t− t′). (S1)

Here, Xk and Dkℓ, respectively, relates to the noise ξi and the resistance matrix
←→
ζ as



X3i−2

X3i−1

X3i


 =



ξi,x
ξi,y
ξi,z


 , (S2a)



D3i−2,3j−2 D3i−2,3j−1 D3i−2,3j

D3i−1,3j−2 D3i−1,3j−1 D3i−1,3j

D3i,3j−2 D3i,3j−1 D3i,3j


 =



ζij,xx ζij,xy ζij,xz
ζij,yx ζij,yy ζij,yz
ζij,zx ζij,zy ζij,zz


 , (S2b)

for i, j = 1, 2, · · · , N . It is useful to introduce Yi as

Xk =
k∑

ℓ=1

αkℓYℓ, (S3)

where Yk satisfies

〈Yk(t)〉 = 0, 〈Yk(t)Yℓ(t
′)〉 = 2δkℓδ(t− t′). (S4)

Now, the coefficients αkℓ should be given by (see Ref. [S1])

α11 = D
1/2
11 , (S5a)

αk1 = Dk1/α11, (S5b)

αkk =

(
Dkk −

k−1∑

ℓ=1

α2
kℓ

)1/2

(k > 1), (S5c)

αkℓ =

(
Dkℓ −

ℓ−1∑

m=1

αkmαℓm

)
/αℓℓ (k > ℓ > 1). (S5d)

By solving Eqs. (S5) with Eq. (S3), we can evaluate the random force ξi.

II. HYDRODYNAMIC INTERACTION

In this section, we summarize the hydrodynamic interactions between suspended particles when the fluid motion is
expressed as the Stokes equation [S2–S6]. If two particles (i–th and j–th particles, i 6= j) interact with each other,
the following lubrication forces and stresses act between them:




FH
ij

FH
ji←→

σH
ij
←→
σH
ji


 = −η0




←−→
A

(11)
ij

←−→
A

(12)
ij

←−→
G̃

(11)
ij

←−→
G̃

(12)
ij

←−→
A

(21)
ij

←−→
A

(22)
ij

←−→
G̃

(21)
ij

←−→
G̃

(22)
ij←−→

G
(11)
ij

←−→
G

(12)
ij

←−−→
M

(11)
ij

←−−→
M

(12)
ij

←−→
G

(21)
ij

←−→
G

(22)
ij

←−−→
M

(21)
ij

←−−→
M

(22)
ij







vi −
←→
E xi

vj −
←→
E xj

−
←→
E

−
←→
E


 , (S6)
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where FH
ij is the force acting on i–th particle due to the lubrication effect between i–th and j–th particles. Because

we are only interested in the simple shear condition, the matrix
←→
E is reduced to

Eαβ = γ̇δαxδβy, (S7)

where γ̇ is the shear rate.

It is known that the coefficients A
(kℓ)
ij,αβ , G

(kℓ)
ij,αβγ , and M

(kℓ)
ij,αβγδ in Eq. (S6) satisfy the following symmetries [S5]:

A
(kℓ)
ij,αβ = A

(ℓk)
ij,βα, (S8a)

G
(kℓ)
ij,αβγ = G̃

(ℓk)
ij,γαβ , (S8b)

M
(kℓ)
ij,αβγδ = M

(ℓk)
ij,γδαβ . (S8c)

The explicit forms of the coefficients are written as

A
(kℓ)
ij,αβ = X

A(kℓ)
ij k̂ij,αk̂ij,β + Y

A(kℓ)
ij

(
δαβ − k̂ij,αk̂ij,β

)
, (S9a)

G
(kℓ)
ij,αβγ = X

G(kℓ)
ij

(
k̂ij,αk̂ij,β −

1

3
δαβ

)
k̂ij,γ + Y

G(kℓ)
ij

(
k̂ij,αδβγ + k̂ij,βδαγ − 2k̂ij,αk̂ij,β k̂ij,γ

)
, (S9b)

M
(kℓ)
ij,αβγδ = X

M(kℓ)
ij k̂

(0)
ij,αβγδ + Y

M(kℓ)
ij k̂

(1)
ij,αβγδ + Z

M(kℓ)
ij k̂

(2)
ij,αβγδ, (S9c)

respectively, where we have introduced X
A(kℓ)
ij , Y

A(kℓ)
ij , X

G(kℓ)
ij , Y

G(kℓ)
ij , X

M(kℓ)
ij , Y

M(kℓ)
ij , and Z

M(kℓ)
ij which are

functions of the separation length hij ≡ 2(rij − dH)/dH = 2(rij/dH − 1), as well as k̂
(0)
ij,αβγδ, k̂

(1)
ij,αβγδ, and k̂

(2)
ij,αβγδ

as [S5]

k̂
(0)
ij,αβγδ ≡

3

2

(
k̂ij,αk̂ij,β −

1

3
δαβ

)(
k̂ij,γ k̂ij,δ −

1

3
δγδ

)
, (S10a)

k̂
(1)
ij,αβγδ ≡

1

2

(
k̂ij,αk̂ij,γδβδ + k̂ij,β k̂ij,γδαδ + k̂ij,αk̂ij,δδβγ + k̂ij,β k̂ij,δδαγ − 4k̂ij,αk̂ij,β k̂ij,δ k̂ij,γ

)
, (S10b)

k̂
(2)
ij,αβγδ ≡

1

2

(
δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ − δαβδγδ + k̂ij,αk̂ij,βδγδ + k̂ij,γ k̂ij,δδαβ − k̂ij,αk̂ij,γδβδ

−k̂ij,β k̂ij,γδαδ − k̂ij,αk̂ij,δδβγ − k̂ij,β k̂ij,δδαγ + k̂ij,αk̂ij,β k̂ij,δ k̂ij,γ

)
, (S10c)

When we consider their leading terms for hij , these coefficients for the monodisperse particles are reduced to [S3, S4].
Note that these expressions are dimensional. We should be careful when we compare these results with those given
in Refs. [S3–S5].

X
A(11)
ij = −X

A(12)
ij = −X

A(21)
ij = X

A(22)
ij = 3πdH

1

4

1

hij
, (S11a)

Y
A(11)
ij = −Y

A(12)
ij = −Y

A(21)
ij = Y

A(22)
ij = 3πdH

1

6
ln

1

hij
, (S11b)

X
G(11)
ij = −X

G(12)
ij = X

G(21)
ij = −X

G(22)
ij =

3

8
πd2H

1

hij
, (S11c)

Y
G(11)
ij = −Y

G(12)
ij = Y

G(21)
ij = −Y

G(22)
ij =

1

8
πd2H ln

1

hij
, (S11d)

X
M(11)
ij = X

M(12)
ij = X

M(21)
ij = X

M(22)
ij =

1

8
πd3H

1

hij
, (S11e)

Y
M(11)
ij = Y

M(22)
ij =

1

10
πd3H ln

1

hij
, Y

M(12)
ij = Y

M(21)
ij =

1

40
πd3H ln

1

hij
, (S11f)

Z
M(11)
ij = Z

M(22)
ij ≃

5

6
πd3H, Z

M(12)
ij = Z

M(21)
ij ≃ −

3

16
πd3H, (S11g)

respectively.
Let us introduce the peculiar velocity Vi as

Vi ≡ vi −
←→
E xi. (S12)
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Then, the force acting on i–th particle from j–th particle is given by

FH
ij = −η0

(←−→
A

(11)
ij Vi +

←−→
A

(12)
ij Vj

)
+ η0

(←−→
G̃

(11)
ij +

←−→
G̃

(12)
ij

)
←→
E , (S13)

or equivalently,

FH
ij,α = −η0

(
A

(11)
ij,αβVi,β +A

(12)
ij,αβVj,β

)
+ η0

(
G̃

(11)
ij,αβγ + G̃

(12)
ij,αβγ

)
Eβγ

= −η0

(
A

(11)
ij,αβVi,β +A

(12)
ij,αβVj,β

)
+ η0

(
G

(11)
ij,βγα +G

(21)
ij,βγα

)
Eβγ

= −η0

(
A

(11)
ij,αβVi,β +A

(12)
ij,αβVj,β

)
+ 2η0γ̇G

(11)
ij,xyα, (S14)

where we have used the symmetric property of the tensor G
(kℓ)
ij (see Eq. (S8b)). We can rewrite FH

ij,α furthermore.
With the aid of the identity

A
(11)
ij,αβVi,β +A

(12)
ij,αβVj,β = A

(11)
ij,αβVi,β −A

(11)
ij,αβVj,β

= A
(11)
ij,αβVij,β , (S15)

with Vij ≡ Vi − Vj , we can rewrite Eq. (S14) as

FH
ij,α = −η0A

(11)
ij,αβVij,β + 2η0γ̇G

(11)
ij,xyα. (S16)

Similarly, Fji,α is also written as

FH
ji,α = η0A

(22)
ij,αβVij,β − 2η0γ̇G

(11)
ij,xyα

= η0A
(11)
ij,αβVij,β − 2η0γ̇G

(11)
ij,xyα

= −FH
ij,α. (S17)

Next, let us calculate the hydrodynamic stress tensor
←→
σH
ij :

σH
ij,αβ = −η0

(
G

(11)
ij,αβγVi,γ +G

(12)
ij,αβγVj,γ

)
+ η0

(
M

(11)
ij,αβγδ +M

(12)
ij,αβγδ

)
Eγδ

= −η0

(
G

(11)
ij,αβγVi,γ +G

(12)
ij,αβγVj,γ

)
+ η0γ̇

(
M

(11)
ij,αβxy +M

(12)
ij,αβxy

)
. (S18)

Using the similar procedure as that in Fi,α, we obtain the followings:

G
(11)
ij,αβγVi,γ +G

(12)
ij,αβγVj,γ = G

(11)
ij,αβγVi,γ −G

(11)
ij,αβγVj,γ

= G
(11)
ij,αβγVij,γ . (S19)

and

M
(11)
ij,αβxy +M

(12)
ij,αβxy =

(
XM

11 +XM
12

)
k̂
(0)
αβxy +

(
Y M
11 + Y M

12

)
k̂
(1)
αβxy +

(
ZM
11 + ZM

12

)
k̂
(2)
αβxy

= M
(1)
ij,αβ , (S20)

where we have introduced

M
(1)
ij,αβ ≡ X

M(1)
ij k̂

(0)
ij,αβxy + Y

M(1)
ij k̂

(1)
ij,αβxy + Z

M(1)
ij k̂

(2)
ij,αβxy, (S21)

with

X
M(1)
ij ≡ X

M(11)
ij +X

M(12)
ij =

1

4
πd3H

1

hij
, (S22a)

Y
M(1)
ij ≡ Y

M(11)
ij + Y

M(12)
ij =

1

8
πd3H ln

1

hij
, (S22b)

Z
M(1)
ij ≡ Z

M(11)
ij + Z

M(12)
ij =

31

48
πd3H. (S22c)
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Then, we can evaluate
←→
σH
ij as

σH
ij,αβ = −η0G

(11)
ij,αβγVij,γ + η0γ̇M

(1)
ij,αβ . (S23)

We can also calculate
←→
σH
ji, whose αβ component is given by

σH
ji,αβ = −η0

(
G

(21)
ij,αβγVi,γ +G

(22)
ij,αβγVj,γ

)
+ η0γ̇

(
M

(21)
ij,αβxy +M

(22)
ij,αβxy

)
, (S24)

where

G
(21)
ij,αβγVi,γ +G

(22)
ij,αβγVj,γ = −G

(22)
ij,αβγVij,γ , (S25)

and

M
(2)
ij,αβ ≡ X

M(2)
ij k̂

(0)
ij,αβxy + Y

M(2)
ij k̂

(1)
ij,αβxy + Z

M(2)
ij k̂

(2)
ij,αβxy, (S26)

with

X
M(2)
ij ≡ X

M(21)
ij +X

M(22)
ij = X

M(1)
ij , (S27a)

Y
M(2)
ij ≡ Y

M(21)
ij + Y

M(22)
ij = Y

M(1)
ij , (S27b)

Z
M(2)
ij ≡ Z

M(21)
ij + Z

M(22)
ij = Z

M(1)
ij . (S27c)

There, the hydrodynamic stress due to the hydrodynamic interaction between i–th and j–th particles is given by

σH
ij,αβ = σij,αβ + σji,αβ

= −η0

(
G

(11)
ij,αβγ −G

(22)
ij,αβγ

)
Vij,γ + η0γ̇

(
M

(1)
ij,αβ +M

(2)
ij,αβ

)

= −2η0G
(11)
ij,αβγVij,γ + 2η0γ̇M

(1)
ij,αβ . (S28)

In the LF-DEM simulation, we introduce the outer-cutoff of the interaction range rmax which is given by rmax/dH = 1.5.

III. CONVERGENCE OF THE RESULTS WITH RESPECT TO THE STRAIN INCREMENT OF THE

NOISE

In this section, we verify the convergence of the results regardless of the update interval of the noise term. Although
the noise term depends on the configuration of particles when the hydrodynamic interaction exists, the generation of
the noise is time-consuming as compared to the case when the resistance matrix is diagonal. Thus, we need to look
for the optimal update interval of the noise to implement the simulation code.
Let us check how the choice of the update step affects the results. Since we are interested in the behavior under a

simple shear with γ̇, the dimensionless time scale in the simulation is the strain γ ≡ γ̇t. Therefore, the time increment
in the simulation is expressed as the step strain ∆γ in the simulation.
Figure S1 shows that the evolution of the temperature is insensitive to the choice of the interval, at least, for

∆γ . 10−1. Therefore, in this paper, we adopt the updated interval of the noise term ∆γ = 10−1.
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FIG. S1. Plot of θ against the strain γ for the step strain ∆γ = 10−1 (solid line) and 10−2 (dashed line) under the conditions
of ϕ = 0.30, ε∗ = 104, and ξenv = 1.0.


