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We demonstrate that a discontinuous shear thickening (DST) can take place even in a moderately
dense inertial suspension consisting of frictionless soft particles. This DST can be regarded as an
ignited-quenched transition in the inertial suspension. An approximate kinetic theory well recovers
the results of the Langevin simulation in the wide range of the volume fraction without any fitting
parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

When we apply a simple shear for dense suspensions, the viscosity exhibits a discontinuous jump at a certain shear
rate. This discontinuous change of the viscosity is known as the discontinuous shear thickening (DST) [1–4]. The
normal stress difference is also discontinuously changed associated with the DST [5, 6]. The DST can be observed
even in frictional dry granular materials [7]. Although the DST is analogous to the first-order phase transition
in equilibrium, the DST takes place only in nonequilibrium situations. The DST is closely related to the shear
jamming [8–12]. Thus, the DST is important to study the physics of densely packed systems.
Although there are some debates [1, 13–21] on the origin of the DST, frictional contacts between particles are

believed to be the main origin of the DST [4, 7, 22, 23]. One of the natural questions is whether the DST-like process
can happen even if we are interested in suspensions consisting of frictionless particles.
A DST-like phenomenon can be observed in inertial suspensions, a model of aerosols [24–26], in which collisions

between particles play important roles. There are several theoretical studies of inertial suspensions consisting of
frictionless hard-core particles based on the kinetic theory under the influence of Stokes’ drag [27–37]. The theoretical
prediction quantitatively reproduces the results of simulation in the wide range of the volume fraction (ϕ . 0.50) [36,
37]. It is noteworthy that the DST-like behavior, caused by an ignited-quenched transition of the kinetic temperature,
can be observed only in dilute inertial suspensions of hard-core particles. Namely, the DST becomes the continuous
shear thickening (CST) if the volume fraction ϕ is larger than a few percent [29, 33, 36, 37]. This behavior is completely
different from the DST commonly observed in colloidal suspensions in which the DST can be observed only in dense
suspensions.
Sugimoto and Takada recently developed the kinetic theory of dilute inertial suspensions comprising frictionless soft

particles [38]. They discovered that discontinuous changes in kinetic temperature and viscosity can occur twice, with
their theoretical results agreeing with the simulation results without any fitting parameters. This is a remarkable result,
although the second discontinuous change is difficult to observe in real experiments because the kinetic temperature
in the ignited phase becomes approximately 106 times larger than that in the quenched phase.
This paper extends the analysis of dilute suspensions discussed in Ref. [38] to denser situations with the aid

of the Enskog theory [36, 37, 39–44]. Detailed discussions for hydrodynamic interactions between particles based on
simulations as well as the comparison between such systems with the kinetic theory without hydrodynamic interactions
are presented in a companion paper [45]. We also note that the recent molecular dynamics (MD) simulation for a
mixture of elastic molecules and granular grains recovers the results of the kinetic theory of inertial suspensions [46].
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The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we introduce the Langevin equation used for
the simulation of inertial suspensions. In Sect. III, we develop the kinetic theory of inertial suspensions under the
influence of Stokes’ drag in a simple shear flow, and derive a set of dynamic equations that describes the rheology of
this system. In Sect. IV, we present the results of the steady rheology obtained from both the kinetic theory and the
Langevin simulation, in which we verify the existence of DST-like processes in the wide range of parameters’ space.
In Sect. V, we conclude and discuss our results. Appendix A contains the explanation of the framework of the kinetic
theory and the derivation of the kinetic equation. In Appendix B, we summarize the expressions of the scattering
angle and the turning point of soft-core particles. Appendix C compares the results of simulation based on Cauchy’s
contact stress with an approximate expression for the soft-core systems by using the collisional contribution to the
stress in an inner-hard core model. In Appendix D, we discuss the convergence of the expression of the stress tensor

in terms of a series expansion of the dimensionless shear rate. In Appendix E, we evaluate the collision moment
←→
Λ

in dilute soft-core systems.

II. LANGEVIN MODEL

We considerN monodisperse frictionless soft particles (massm and diameter d of each particle), which are suspended
in a fluid (the viscosity η0) and are confined in a three-dimensional cubic box with the linear size L as shown in Fig. 1.
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) is the
step function satisfying Θ(x) = 1 (x ≥ 0) and 0 (x < 0). Although clustering effects caused by attractive interactions
between particles cannot be ignored in realistic situations, such effects are suppressed if particles are charged [47–49]
or if the temperature is high enough [27, 50–52].

FIG. 1. A snapshot of our system. Particles are initially distributed at random. The arrows indicate the shear direction.

Equation of motion of the suspended particle i with its position ri under a simple shear with the shear rate γ̇ is
given by

dpi

dt
=
∑

j 6=i

Fij − ζpi + ξi, (2)

where pi ≡ mVi with Vi ≡ vi − γ̇yiêx with the unit vector êx parallel to x direction and the velocity vi of i−th
particle is the peculiar momentum, Fij ≡ −∂U(rij)/∂rij is the inter-particle force between i–th and j–th particles
with rij ≡ ri− rj and rij ≡ |rij |, and Tenv is the environmental (solvent) temperature. Note that the drag coefficient
ζ is expressed as ζ = 3πη0d/m. The noise ξi(t) = ξi,α(t)êα satisfies the fluctuation-dissipation relation:

〈ξi(t)〉 = 0, 〈ξi,α(t)ξj,β(t′)〉 = 2mTenvζδijδαβδ(t− t′), (3)
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where 〈·〉 expresses the average over the noise.

The assumptions behind Eqs. (1), (2), and (3) are summarized as follows. (i) Suspended particles are monodisperse
and frictionless. (ii) The inter-particle force is given by the harmonic potential in Eq. (1) and collisions between
particles are elastic. (iii) Suspended particles are agitated by the white Gaussian noise as in Eq. (3). (iv) Suspended
particles also feel Stokes’ drag while the hydrodynamic interaction between particles is ignored. (v) The environmental
temperature Tenv is independent of the motion of suspended particles. (vi) Perfect density matching between solvent
and particles is assumed. Although aerosols cannot satisfy the density matching condition, the sedimentation is
negligible within the observation time for small suspended particles [25, 26]. Note that the role of hydrodynamic
interactions among particles in inertial suspensions is analyzed in another paper [45].

In the simulation, we also adopt the SLLOD dynamics [53, 54] to simulate the shear flow with the aid of the Lees-
Edwards boundary condition [55] (see Fig. 1). As far as we have checked, the uniform flow is stable once the system

reaches a steady state. The time increment for the simulations is chosen as ∆t = 10−2min(d/
√

2T/m, d
√

m/ε),
where min(a, b) chooses the smaller one between a and b, which is small enough for the convergence of the results.
In addition, all variables are nondimensionalized in terms of the mass m, the diameter d, and the drag coefficient ζ.
In the following, the control parameters are the volume fraction ϕ, the (dimensionless) shear rate γ̇∗, the softness ε∗,
and the strength of the noise ξenv. The explicit forms of these parameters are given by

ϕ ≡ π

6

Nd3

L3
, γ̇∗ ≡ γ̇

ζ
, ε∗ ≡ ε

md2ζ2
, ξenv ≡

√

Tenv

m

1

dζ
. (4)

Throughout this paper, we fix the number of particles as N = 1000.

What we are interested in are the viscosity and kinetic temperature. The kinetic temperature T and the viscosity
η are, respectively, defined by

T ≡ 1

N

∑

i

p2i
3m

, η ≡ σxy

γ̇
, (5)

in the simulation. Here, the stress tensor σαβ consists of two parts:

σαβ = σk
αβ + σc

S,αβ , (6)

where the kinetic and contact stresses, σk
αβ and σc

S,αβ are, respectively, given by

σk
αβ ≡ −

1

L3

∑

i

pi,αpi,β
m

, σc
S,αβ ≡ −

1

L3

∑

i

∑

j<i

rij,αFij,β . (7)

Here, the subscript S for σc
S,αβ stands for the expression for soft-core systems. We can evaluate the dimensionless

viscosity η∗ ≡ ηζ/(nTenv) and dimensionless temperature θ from the simulation by

η∗ ≡
Πxy +Πc

S,xy

γ̇∗
, θ ≡ T

Tenv
, (8)

where

Παβ ≡
σk
αβ

nTenv
, Πc

S,αβ ≡
σc
S,αβ

nTenv
. (9)

III. KINETIC THEORY OF INERTIAL SUSPENSIONS

In this section, we develop the kinetic theory of inertial suspensions consisting of frictionless soft particles. In the
first subsection, we present the kinetic equation for the one-body distribution for the inertial suspension and present
the moment equations for the stress tensor. Because the kinetic equation itself cannot be solved exactly, we put some
assumptions in the subsequent subsections. In the second subsection, we adopt the Enskog approximation. In the
third subsection, we employ Grad’s approximation to obtain a set of closure equations.
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A. Kinetic equation for inertial suspensions

The kinetic theory is a powerful tool to describe the behavior of inertial suspensions quantitatively. The basic
assumption of the kinetic theory is that both the random noise and collisions between particles are important, though
the collisions have been ignored in the analysis of colloidal suspensions so far.
As shown in Appendices A 1 and A2, the kinetic equation for the one-body distribution function f(R1,V1; t) can

be written as
[

∂

∂t
− γ̇V1,y

∂

∂V1,x
+ V1 ·

∂

∂R1

]

f(1) ≈ ζ
∂

∂V1
·
[(

V1 +
Tenv

m

∂

∂V1

)

f(1)

]

+ J [V1|f (2)(1, 2)], (10)

where R1 ≡ r1 − γ̇ty1êx, (1) and (1, 2) are the abbreviations of (R1,V1; t) and (R1,V1,R2,V2; t), respectively. To
be consistent with the simulation setup, we ignore the hydrodynamic interaction between particles. If the interaction
is short-ranged and collisions are elastic, J [V |f (2)(1, 2)] is given by [39]

J [V1|f (2)(1, 2)] =

∫

dV2

∫

dΩS(χ, V12)V12

[

f (2)(1′′, 2′′)− f (2)(1, 2)
]

, (11)

where V12 ≡ |V1 − V2|, (1′′, 2′′) expresses a set of pre-collisional positions and velocities of (1, 2), χ is the scattering
angle, dΩ = sinχdχdφ, and S(χ, V ) is the differential collision cross section (see also Fig. 2). Then, the particle
trajectory is bent for rmin < r ≤ d and is reflected at r = rmin, where rmin is the turning point of the trajectory given
by Eq. (B1b), which depends on the impact parameter b and the relative speed v between two colliding particles.
The explicit relationship between χ and the impact parameter b is also presented in Appendix B. It is noted that the
impact parameter b is related to the differential cross section as S(χ, V ) sinχ = b|∂b/∂χ| [56, 57].
As in the case of hard-core collisions, the relationships between the pre-collisional velocities (V ′′

1 ,V ′′
2 ) and the

post-collisional ones (V1,V2) are expressed as
{

V ′′
1 = V1 − (V12 · k̂12)k̂12

V ′′
2 = V2 + (V12 · k̂12)k̂12

, (12)

where k̂12 ≡ r21/r21. Note that (V ′′
1 ,V ′′

2 ) and (V1,V2) must be measured for r > d, i.e. without influence of the
soft-core potential.

FIG. 2. A schematic of a scattering process between two colliding particles with the impact parameter b and the relative speed
v, where the scattering angle χ and the closest distance rmin are given by Eqs. (B1).

Now, let us assume that the system is uniform, and thus we can ignore the term V1 ·∂f(R1,V1, t)/∂R1 in Eq. (10).
1 Under this assumption, by multiplying mVαVβ into Eq. (10) and integrating over V1, one obtains an approximate
equation

d

dt
σk
αβ + γ̇

(

δαxσ
k
yβ + δβxσ

k
yα

)

≈ −2ζ
(

σk
αβ + nTenvδαβ

)

+ Λαβ, (13)

1 If there exists such a term, we cannot get a closed equation for the stress.
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where
←→
σk is the kinetic contribution of the stress tensor defined by

←→
σk ≡ −m

∫

dV VVf(1), (14)

and the collision moment by

←→
Λ ≡ −m

∫

dV VVJ [V |f (2)]. (15)

Let us introduce the theoretical temperature T and two anisotropic temperatures ∆T and δT , respectively, as

T ≡ −σk
αα

3n
, ∆T ≡ −

σk
xx − σk

yy

n
, δT ≡ −σk

xx − σk
zz

n
, (16)

where we have adopted Einstein’s convention in which double Greek characters take summation over x, y, and z, i.e.
σk
αα ≡ σk

xx + σk
yy + σk

zz throughout this paper. Then, Eq. (13) can be rewritten as

dT

dt
=

2

3n
γ̇σk

xy + 2ζ(Tenv − T )− 1

3n
Λαα, (17a)

d∆T

dt
=

2

n
γ̇σk

xy − 2ζ∆T − δΛxx − δΛyy

n
, (17b)

dδT

dt
=

2

n
γ̇σk

xy − 2ζδT − 2δΛxx + δΛyy

n
, (17c)

dσk
xy

dt
= −γ̇σk

yy − 2ζσk
xy + Λxy, (17d)

where

δΛxx ≡ Λxx −
1

3
Λαα, δΛyy ≡ Λyy −

1

3
Λαα. (18)

For practical calculations, let us rewrite the set of Eqs. (17) in the dimensionless forms. Let us introduce the
dimensionless temperatures and kinetic deviatoric stress as

∆θ ≡ ∆T

Tenv
, δθ ≡ δT

Tenv
, Παβ ≡

σk
αβ

nTenv
+ θδαβ (19)

as well as the dimensionless time τ ≡ γ̇t. Using these quantities, the set of Eqs. (17) is rewritten as

dθ

dτ
=

2

3
γ̇∗Πxy + 2(1− θ)− 1

3
Λ∗
αα, (20a)

d∆θ

dτ
= 2γ̇∗Πxy − 2∆θ − δΛ∗

xx + δΛ∗
yy, (20b)

dδθ

dτ
= 2γ̇∗Πxy − 2ζδθ − 2δΛ∗

xx − δΛ∗
yy, (20c)

dΠxy

dτ
= −γ̇∗Πyy − 2Πxy + Λ∗

xy, (20d)

with

Λ∗
αβ ≡

Λαβ

nζTenv
, δΛ∗

αβ ≡
δΛαβ

nζTenv
. (21)

So far, we have not used any assumption in the framework of the kinetic theory for spatially uniform simple shear
flows. However, this sef of equations (20) cannot be solved since it contains the two-body distribution f (2)(1, 2). In
the subsequent subsections, we adopt some assumptions to solve the set of equations (20).
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B. Enskog approximation

In this subsection, we adopt the Enskog approximation to obtain a closure of the one-body distribution. It should be
noted that the Enskog approximation is only applicable to hard-core systems because we cannot describe continuous
changes in the distribution function for soft-core systems during contact in real soft-core situations. This problem does
not appear in the Boltzmann equation for dilute gases because we do not need to consider the position dependence
of the distribution function [56].
Instead of the analysis of real soft-core systems without approximation, we approximate a soft-core collision by

a hard-core collision at the turning point r = rmin introduced in Eq. (B1b). Therefore, the collision integral
J [V |f (2)(1, 2)] can be approximated as

J [V |f (2)(1, 2)] ≃
∫

dV2

∫

dΩS(χ, V12)V12

[

f (2)(R1,V
′′
1 ,R1 − rmink̂12,V

′′
2 ; t)− f (2)(R1,V1,R1 + rmink̂12,V2; t)

]

.

(22)
Within this approximation, the effect of softness is absorbed in the differential cross section S(χ, V12).
Let us adopt the decoupling (Enskog) approximation of the two-body distribution function in which the two-body

distribution function can be expressed as a product of the one-body distribution functions multiplied by the correlation
function. Such a procedure is used for the Boltzmann equation for dilute gases and the Enskog equation for moderately
dense gases [29, 30, 32, 37, 39–44]. Since the collision is characterized by the turning point r = rmin, we may utilize
the decoupling approximation for hard-core particles as

f (2)(1, 2) ≃ g0f(1)f(2), (23)

where the radial distribution function at contact g0 ≡ (1 − ϕ/2)/(1 − ϕ)3 is the dimensionless geometric factor to
express the effect of the finite density [58]. Note that the volume fraction is not measured by the turning point but by
the outer boundary of the acting potential force. It is also noted that the effect of shear on g0 is ignored. In general,
g0 depends on the angle as discussed in Refs. [59–61]. The last assumption we use is

f
(

R∓ rmink̂12,v1; t
)

≃ f
(

V1 ± γ̇rmink̂12,yêx, t
)

, (24)

since we are interested in spatially uniform cases [36]. This assumption means that only affine deformations are
considered. The validity of the above approximations can be verified by the comparison of the theoretical results with
numerical results. Under these assumptions, the kinetic equation (10) is converted to the Enskog equation for the
inertial suspension of frictionless soft-core particles [29, 30, 32, 37, 39–44] as

(

∂

∂t
− γ̇V1,y

∂

∂V1,x

)

f(V1, t) = ζ
∂

∂V1
·
[(

V1 +
Tenv

m

∂

∂V1

)

f(1)

]

+ JE[V1|f, f ] (25)

with

JE[V1|f, f ] = g0

∫

dV2

∫

dΩS(χ, V12)V12

[

f (V ′′
1 , t) f

(

V ′′
2 + γ̇rmink̂12,yêx, t

)

− f (V1, t) f
(

V2 − γ̇rmink̂12,yêx, t
)]

,

(26)
where the subscript E is attached to represent the quantity under the Enskog approximation. Then, the collision
moment (15) becomes [37]

ΛE
αβ = Λ

E

αβ − γ̇(δαxσ
c
H,yβ + δβxσ

c
H,yα), (27)

where the quantity Λ
E
is defined by [37]

Λ
E

αβ ≡
m

2
g0

∫

dV1

∫

dV2

∫

dΩS(χ, V12)V12(V12 · k̂12)

×
[

V12,αk̂12,β + V12,β k̂12,α − 2(V12 · k̂12)k̂12,αk̂12,β)
]

f
(

V1 + γ̇rmink̂12,yêx, t
)

f (V2, t) . (28)

Here, we adopt the approximation that the contact stress can be approximated by the collisional contribution to the
stress of a hard-core system with the core diameter rmin as

σc
H,αβ ≡ −

m

2
g0

∫

dV1

∫

dV2

∫

dΩS(χ, V12)V12rmin(V12 · k̂12)k̂12,αk̂12,β

× f

(

V1 +
1

2
γ̇rmink̂12,yêx, t

)

f

(

V2 −
1

2
γ̇rmink̂12,yêx, t

)

, (29)
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where the subscript H stands for the expression for hard-core systems. Note that this σc
H,αβ can be obtained once

we know the one-body distribution function f(V , t). Although the theoretical consistency between Eqs. (7) and (29)
cannot be justified, we regard σc

S,αβ as the correspondence of σc
H,αβ . This replacement sufficiently reproduces the

simulation results as demonstrated in Appendix C.
When we analyze collision processes of soft-core particles, we need to consider the time dependence of differential

cross section S(χ, V12), which is too complicated to handle precisely. As previously mentioned in the previous sub-

section, the relationship between b and χ = π − 2ϑ is given by S(χ, V ) sinχ = b|∂b/∂χ|. Using dk̂12 = sinϑdϑdφ (see
also Fig. 2) and that the distribution function may be independent of the angle φ, one can get

∫

dΩS(χ, V12)V12 = 4

∫

dϑdφ sinϑS(χ, V12)V12 cosϑ = 4

∫

dk̂12S(χ, V12)(V12 · k̂12). (30)

Then, Eq. (28) can be rewritten as

Λ
E

αβ = 4× m

2
g0

∫

dV1

∫

dV2

∫

dk̂12S(χ, V12)(V12 · k̂12)
2

×
[

V12,αk̂12,β + V12,β k̂12,α − 2(V12 · k̂12)k̂12,αk̂12,β)
]

f
(

V1 + γ̇rmink̂12,yêx, t
)

f (V2, t) . (31)

Since we ignore the continuous change of the distribution function during a contact, we can use

S(χ, V12) ≃
d2

4
Ω∗

2,2Θ(V12 · k̂12), (32)

where Ω∗
2,2 is defined as [38, 56, 57]

Ω∗
k,ℓ

(

T

ε

)

≡
∫ ∞

0

dyy2ℓ+3e−y2

∫ 1

0

db∗b∗
[

1− sink χ
(

b∗, 2y
√
T ∗

)]

(33)

with b∗ ≡ b/d and T ∗ ≡ T/ε. Note that Ω∗
2,2 expresses the softness. The expression of Eq. (32) contains a decoupling

approximation where we ignore the Ω dependence of the distribution function. Note that this Ω∗
k,ℓ is independent of

ϕ [56, 57].
So far, the adopted approximations are reasonable, but it is still difficult to solve the Enskog equation because rmin

depends on b∗ and T ∗. Then, we adopt a crucial simplification for rmin by the replacement with d as

rmin → d (34)

for later discussion.
The temperature dependence of Ω∗

2,2 is plotted in Fig. 3 as a theoretical result. The softness parameter of the
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of Ω∗
2,2 given by Eq. (33) (open circles) and its fitting curve Ωfit∗

2,2 given by Eq. (35) (solid

line). The inset shows the relative error |Ω∗
2,2 − Ωfit∗

2,2 |/Ω
∗
2,2 against the temperature.

differential cross section Ω∗
2,2 becomes 1 in the low-temperature limit. This is because the kinetic energy is sufficiently

smaller than the potential energy in this limit, which means that the trajectories of particles become almost the same
as those of hard-core particles. Ω∗

2,2 also behaves as Ω∗
2,2 ∼ (T/ε)−2 and 1 − Ω∗

2,2 ∼ (T/ε)1/2 in the high and low
temperature regimes, respectively [38].
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We also find that the temperature dependence of Ω∗
2,2 can be well fitted by:

Ωfit∗
2,2 (T

∗) =
1

1 + a0
√
T ∗ + a1T ∗ + a2T ∗2

, (35)

with

a0 ≃ 2.6206, a1 ≃ 0.39208, a2 ≃ 154.37. (36)

The relative error |Ω∗
2,2 − Ωfit∗

2,2 |/Ω∗
2,2 is smaller than 2× 10−2 as shown in the inset of Fig. 3. Thus, it is sufficient to

use Eq. (35) for the practical usage of Ω∗
2,2.

After using the replacement (34), Eq. (31) is rewritten as

Λ
E

αβ =
m

2
d3g0Ω

∗
2,2

∫

dV1

∫

dV2

∫

dk̂12Θ(V12 · k̂12)(V12 · k̂12)
2

×
[

V12,αk̂12,β + V12,β k̂12,α − 2(V12 · k̂12)k̂12,αk̂12,β)
]

f
(

V1 + γ̇dk̂12,yêx, t
)

f (V2, t) . (37)

Substituting Eqs. (32)–(36) to Eq. (29), we obtain an approximate expression for the collisional contribution to the
stress as

σc
H,αβ ≃ −

m

2
d3g0Ω

∗
2,2

∫

dV1

∫

dV2

∫

dk̂12Θ(V12 · k̂12)(V12 · k̂12)
2k̂12,αk̂12,β

× f

(

V1 +
1

2
γ̇dk̂12,yêx, t

)

f

(

V2 −
1

2
γ̇dk̂12,yêx, t

)

. (38)

C. Rheology based on Grad’s approximation

Although we have adopted several assumptions to simplify the calculation in the previous subsection, it is still
difficult to solve a set of equations (17) because the collision moment Λαβ is an integral of a nonlinear function of
f(V , t). It is known that Grad’s approximation [44, 62, 63]

f(V , t) ≃ nv−3
T f̃M(c, t)

(

1− Παβ

θ
cαcβ

)

(39)

with

c ≡ V

vT
, vT ≡

√

2T

m
, (40)

and the dimensionless Maxwell distribution

f̃M(c, t) = π−3/2 exp
(

−c2
)

, (41)

yields good approximations for hard-core [27, 36, 37, 42, 44, 64–72] and dilute soft-core [38, 73] systems. An extended
Grad’s approximation is also used for non-Brownian suspensions, in which Παβ is replaced with the counterpart of the
contact stress [60]. We adopt Grad’s approximation for moderately dense inertial suspensions consisting of soft-core
particles in this paper.
We follow the parallel procedure to those used in Refs. [37, 74, 75], where the collisional moment and the contact

stress are written in a series of an expansion parameter given by

˜̇γ ≡ γ̇∗

ξenv
√
θ
. (42)

Thus, the corresponding terms in Eq. (21) are, respectively, given by 2

Λ∗
αα ≃ ϕg0ξenvθ

3/2Ω∗
2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

C
(i)
1

˜̇γi, Λ∗
xy ≃ ϕg0ξenvθ

3/2Ω∗
2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

C
(i)
2

˜̇γi, (43a)

δΛ∗
xx ≃ ϕg0ξenvθ

3/2Ω∗
2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

C
(i)
3

˜̇γi, δΛ∗
yy ≃ ϕg0ξenvθ

3/2Ω∗
2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

C
(i)
4

˜̇γi. (43b)

2 The expressions of the coefficients C
(i)
1 , C

(i)
2 , C

(i)
3 , and C

(i)
4 in Eqs. (43) and C

(i)
5 in Eq. (45) are equivalent to Λ̃

(i)∗
αα , Λ̃

(i)∗
xy , δΛ̃

(i)∗
xx ,

δΛ̃
(i)∗
yy , and Π̃

(i)∗
H,xy given by Eqs. (3.11) in Ref. [37], respectively.
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Strictly speaking, we should set Nc →∞ in Eqs. (43). This treatment with Nc →∞ has been performed for sheared
dry granular gases with hard-core particles [76], but nobody has succeeded for our setup. However, it is sufficient to
terminate the calculation at a finite order Nc for practical use. This is because the convergence is fast enough when
the collisions are elastic (see Appendix D). In this paper, we adopt Nc = 2.
After putting some assumptions explained in the previous subsections, we can rewrite the set of (dimensionless)

dynamic equations (20). We note that the coefficients C
(i)
1 , C

(i)
2 , C

(i)
3 , and C

(i)
4 in Eqs. (43) can be written in terms

of these dimensionless quantities [37, 74, 75]. Then, with the aid of Eqs. (43), the set of (dimensionless) dynamic
equations (20) is rewritten as

dθ

dτ
=

2

3
γ̇∗Πxy + 2(1− θ)− 1

3
ϕg0ξenvθ

3/2Ω∗
2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

C
(i)
1

˜̇γi, (44a)

d∆θ

dτ
= 2γ̇∗Πxy − 2∆θ − ϕg0ξenvθ

3/2Ω∗
2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

(

C
(i)
3 − C

(i)
4

)

˜̇γi, (44b)

dδθ

dτ
= 2γ̇∗Πxy − 2δθ − ϕg0ξenvθ

3/2Ω∗
2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

(

2C
(i)
3 + C

(i)
4

)

˜̇γi, (44c)

dΠxy

dτ
= γ̇∗

(

θ − 2

3
∆θ +

1

3
δθ

)

− 2Πxy + ϕg0ξenvθ
3/2Ω∗

2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

C
(i)
2

˜̇γi. (44d)

We can solve the set of equations (44) numerically to obtain θ, ∆θ, δθ, and Πxy. Substituting them into Eq. (39) we
can obtain the approximate velocity distribution function. Then, inserting this distribution function into Eq. (38) we

can determine the collisional contribution to the stress as a series of ˜̇γ as

σc
H,xy ≃

π

6
n2d3g0TΩ

∗
2,2

Nc
∑

i=0

C
(i)
5

˜̇γi. (45)

Therefore, we obtain the approximate expression of the (dimensionless) viscosity as

η∗ ≃
Πxy +Πc

H,xy

γ̇∗
, (46)

with

Πc
H,xy ≡

σc
H,xy

nTenv
. (47)

To close this section, we list the assumptions used in the theoretical analysis. (i) We ignore the spatial inhomogeneity
in the simple shear flow. (ii) We adopt the Enskog approximation even for soft-core systems, in which we regard the
turning diameter rmin as the impact-speed dependent inner-hard core. Then, the contact stress for the soft-core
system is approximated by that for the hard-core system in Eq. (29), which is evaluated by the product of the
one-body distribution function. (iii) Using the decoupling approximation, the differential cross section is reduced to
Ω∗

2,2d
2/4 as in Eq. (32). To evaluate Ω∗

2.2 we adopt a Padé approximation as in Eq. (35). (iv) We replace rmin with
d after we extract Ω∗

2,2 which expresses the soft-core effect. This is the most crucial approximation. (v) We adopt
Grad’s approximation Eq. (39). We note that assumptions (i) and (v) are commonly used even for the dilute system
[38], while the other assumptions (ii)–(iv) are newly introduced for moderately dense systems in this paper.

IV. STEADY RHEOLOGY

In this section, we present the theoretical predictions of steady rheology based on the solutions of a set of dynamic
equations (44) and compare the results with those by the simulation. As already mentioned, we adopt Nc = 2 for the
analysis in Eqs. (43) and (45). Although the results of the linear theory with Nc = 1 are a little deviated from those
of Nc ≥ 2, there are some analytic expressions in the linear theory as in Appendix D2.
Figures 4 and 5 show the comparison of the theory of Nc = 2 for η∗ and θ versus γ̇∗ with the results of the simulation

for ϕ = 0.10, 0.20, and 0.30 in Fig. 4, and 0.40 and 0.50 in Fig. 5, respectively, with fixing ε∗ = 104, and ξenv = 1.0.
Now, the theoretical values of η∗ and θ are obtained by solving the set of Eqs. (44) with the aid of Eqs. (43) and (46).
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FIG. 4. Plots of the theoretical (a) η∗ and (b) θ against γ̇∗ for ϕ = 0.10 (dotted line), 0.20 (dashed line), and 0.30 (solid line)
with fixing ξenv = 1.0, ε∗ = 104, and Nc = 2, where the theoretical curves are obtained by Eqs. (44)–(47). The left and the
right vertical dotted lines are discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ from the ignited and the quenched phases, respectively. The
symbols for circles (ϕ = 0.3), squares (ϕ = 0.20), and triangles (ϕ = 0.1) correspond to the simulation results. The guide lines

represent η∗ ∝ (γ̇∗)−2/3 and θ ∝ (γ̇∗)4/3, respectively.
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FIG. 5. Plots of the theoretical (a) η∗ and (b) θ against γ̇∗ for ϕ = 0.40 (dotted line) and 0.50 (dashed line) with fixing
ξenv = 1.0, ε∗ = 104, and Nc = 2, where the theoretical curves are obtained by Eqs. (44)–(47). The left and the right vertical
dotted lines are discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ from the ignited and the quenched phases, respectively. The symbols for
circles (ϕ = 0.50) and squares (ϕ = 0.40) correspond to the simulation results. The guide lines represent η∗ ∝ (γ̇∗)−2/3 and

θ ∝ (γ̇∗)4/3, respectively.

We have numerically solved the set of equations (44) under the initial kinetic temperature θ = 1 at τ = 0. As can be
seen in these figures, the theory gives reasonable agreement with the results of simulations even for ϕ = 0.50, though
the agreement between the theory and simulation for large ϕ is a little worse than that in the dilute case. It should
be noted that all theoretical flow curves having DST-like ignited-quenched transitions are associated with hysteresis.
For later discussion, we simply call the DST-like ignited-quenched transition the DST or DST-like change.
Remarkably, the DST can be observed in the wide range of ϕ from the dilute limit [38] to ϕ = 0.50, as shown in Figs. 4

and 5. These results differ from the conventional DST which can be only observed in dense colloidal suspensions [1–
4, 52]. These discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ in the wide range of ϕ are also different from those of hard-core inertial
suspensions, where the DST becomes the CST above a critical fraction which is a few percent [27, 29, 33, 36, 37]. Our
results indicate that the DST observed here is induced by the softness and the inertial effect of particles. In addition,
the system exhibits shear thinning for γ̇∗ ≫ 1. As reported in Ref. [38], Ω∗

2,2 behaves as Ω∗
2,2 ∼ θ−2 for γ̇∗ ≫ 1. As a

result, the viscosity and temperature should behave as η∗ ∼ (γ̇∗)−2/3 and θ ∼ (γ̇∗)4/3 for γ̇∗ ≫ 1. These theoretical
predictions are consistent with those obtained from the simulations as shown in Figs. 4 and 5. Thus, our crucial
assumption in Eq. (34) does not cause any significant disagreement between the theory and simulation.
Interestingly, the contact stress Πc

xy decreases as γ̇∗ increases for γ̇ > γ̇c, while the kinetic stress abruptly increases
around γ̇ = γ̇c as shown in Fig. 6. This is because the duration time becomes negligibly small when the kinetic
temperature becomes sufficiently large [38]. Thus, the DST can be observed only when we consider the kinetic stress.
Our result is consistent with Kawasaki et al. [50] which presented only the contact stress.
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FIG. 6. Plots of the theoretical kinetic shear stress Πxy (red solid line) and contact shear stress Πc
H,xy (blue dashed line) against

γ̇∗ for ϕ = 0.30 with fixing ξenv = 1.0, ε∗ = 104, and Nc = 2, where the theoretical curves are obtained by Eqs. (44)–(47).
The symbols (circles for the kinetic stress and squares for the contact stress Πc

S,xy) correspond to the simulation results. The
left and the right vertical dotted lines are discontinuous changes of the shear stress from the ignited and the quenched phases,
respectively.
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FIG. 7. The theoretical flow curves for (a) η∗ and (b) θ against ϕ and γ̇∗ for ξenv = 1.0 and ε∗ = 104, respectively, where the
theoretical curves are obtained by Eqs. (44)–(47). Here, the red and the blue solid lines express the flow curves in the ignited
and quenched phases, respectively, and the red and blue dotted lines are discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ from the ignited
and quenched phases, respectively.
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FIG. 8. The theoretical flow curves for (a) η∗ and (b) θ against ϕ and γ̇∗ for ξenv = 1.0 and ε∗ = 108, respectively, where
the theoretical curves are obtained by Eqs. (44)–(47). Here, the red and the blue lines express the flow curves in the ignited
and the quenched phases, respectively, while the purple lines represent the intermediate thickening phase that appears only for
ϕ < 1.8× 10−2.
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Figures 7 and 8 also exhibit how the DST-like transitions of η∗ and θ depend on ϕ and γ̇∗ for ε∗ = 104 and 108,
respectively, with fixing ξenv = 1.0 based on the kinetic theory with Nc = 2. As indicated by Ref. [38], there are
two-step DST-like changes of η∗ and θ at γ̇∗

c1 and γ̇∗
c for dilute inertial suspensions. The DST-like changes at γ̇∗

c1

disappear for ϕ > ϕc1 ≃ 0.01, corresponding to the disappearance of the DST-like behavior in hard-core systems
[33, 36]. On the other hand, the DST-like changes of η∗ and θ at γ̇∗

c survive in the wide range of ϕ for larger ε∗ (see
Fig. 8).
These results are counterintuitive, but as shown in Fig. 9, η∗ can be scaled by ǫ∗4/3 in the vicinity of γ̇∗

c except for
extremely soft particles (such as ε∗ = 1). This means that the viscosity in the ignited phase diverges in the hard-core
limit. Thus, we can only observe the CST for moderately dense inertial suspensions consisting of hard-core particles.
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FIG. 9. Plots of η∗/ε∗4/3 against γ̇∗ for various ε∗ with fixing ϕ = 0.40 and ξenv = 1.0. The theoretical results are expressed
as lines (red solid lines for ε∗ = 108, blue dashed line for ε∗ = 104, purple dotted line for ε∗ = 102, and black chain line for
ε∗ = 1), where the theoretical curves are obtained by Eqs. (44)–(47). The symbols (circles for ε∗ = 108, squares for ε∗ = 104,
purple upper triangles for ε∗ = 102 and black lower triangles for ε∗ = 1) are obtained by the simulation. The left and the right
vertical dotted lines are discontinuous changes of η∗ from the ignited and the quenched phases, respectively.

We also check how the rheology depends on the softness parameter ε∗. Figure 10 exhibits the comparison of the
theoretical results with those of the simulations for ε∗ = 100, 102, 104, and 106 with fixed ϕ = 0.40 and ξenv = 1.0. As
can be seen in Fig. 10, the theory gives reasonable agreement with the results of simulations. Figure 10 also indicates
that the DST-like discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ of moderately dense inertial suspensions disappear, at least, for
ε∗ ≤ 10.
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FIG. 10. Plots of (a) η∗ and (b) θ against γ̇∗ for ε∗ = 1, 102, 104, and 106 with fixed ϕ = 0.40 and ξenv = 1.0. Here, the lines
express the theoretical flow curves with Nc = 2 obtained by Eqs. (44)–(47). The corresponding symbols are obtained by the
simulation. The left and the right vertical dotted lines are discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ from the ignited and the quenched
phases, respectively.

Next, let us also investigate ξenv dependence of the flow curves. Figure 11 demonstrates that the theory works well
in the wide range of ξenv when we fix ϕ = 0.30 and ε∗ = 104. The DST-like changes of η∗ and θ disappear if ξenv is
large enough such as ξenv = 102. To clarify the critical ξenv, we control ξenv in the range 60 ≤ ξenv ≤ 70 with fixing
ϕ = 0.30 and ε∗ = 104. As shown in Fig. 12, the divergence of the slope dη∗/dγ̇∗ disappears at around ξenv ≃ 66.
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FIG. 11. Plots of (a) η∗ and (b) θ against γ̇∗ for ξenv = 10−1, 100, 101, and 102 when we fix ϕ = 0.30 and ε∗ = 104. Here, the
lines express the theoretical expressions, where the theory is given by Eqs. (44)–(47). The corresponding symbols are obtained
by the simulation. The left and the right vertical dotted lines are discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ from the ignited and the
quenched phases, respectively.

This means that there is a transition from DST to CST at this point.
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FIG. 12. Plots of dη∗/dγ̇∗ against γ̇∗ obtained from the theory for ξenv = 60, 66, and 70 when we fix ϕ = 0.30 and ε∗ = 104.

Figures 13 presents the results of the simulation to show how η∗ and θ depend on ε∗ and γ̇∗ for ϕ = 0.4 and
ξenv = 1.0. These figures indicate that both η∗ and θ are continuous for small ε∗ but become discontinuous if ε∗

is larger than a critical value. Similarly, Fig. 14 illustrates how η∗ and θ depend on γ̇∗ and ξenv for ϕ = 0.40 and
ε∗ = 104. These figures indicate that the discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ become continuous if ξenv is larger than
a critical value.
Finally, we comment on the validity of the theoretical assumptions (i)–(v) listed in the last paragraph of the previous

section. Although we cannot obtain the explicit expression of Λαβ in moderately dense suspensions, we can write its
form explicitly in the dilute limit with the assumptions (i) and (v) (see Appendix E). This leads to the precise results
as shown in Ref. [38]. The additional assumptions used in (ii)–(iv) which cannot be justified lead to slight deviations
of the theoretical predictions from the simulation results. Nevertheless, it is unexpected that our theoretical results
reasonably agree with the simulation results.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This study successfully demonstrates the existence of DST-like changes in the viscosity and kinetic temperature
in moderately dense inertial suspensions comprising frictionless soft-core particles using Langevin simulation. By
adopting several assumptions in the theoretical analysis, the kinetic theory well describes the discontinuous changes
of both the viscosity and the kinetic temperature in the wide range of parameters’ space if we ignore the hydrodynamic
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FIG. 13. Plots of the theoretical (a) η∗ and (b) θ against γ̇∗ and ε∗ when we fix ϕ = 0.30 and ξenv = 1.0, where the theoretical
curves are drawn based on Eqs. (44)–(47). The red and the blue lines express the flow curves in the ignited and the quenched
phases, respectively, while the purple lines represent the flow curves for the continuous shear thickening.
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FIG. 14. Plots of the theoretical (a) η∗ and (b) θ against γ̇∗ and ξenv when we fix ϕ = 0.30 and ε∗ = 104, where the theoretical
curves are drawn based on Eqs. (44)–(47). The red and the blue lines express the flow curves in the ignited and the quenched
phases, respectively, while the purple lines represent the flow curves for the continuous shear thickening.

interactions among particles. Notably, our findings have confirmed that these discontinuous changes persist even when
considering hydrodynamic interactions between particles as illustrated in Ref. [45]. We also stress that the recent
MD simulation for a mixture supports the validity of the kinetic theory without hydrodynamic interactions [46]. This
unveils a new mechanism for DST caused by the ignited-quenched transition for frictionless soft-core particles.
It is hard to observe the discontinuous changes of η∗ and θ obtained in our model experimentally if the solvent is

a liquid. The significant increase in kinetic temperature during the ignited phase, possibly reaching 106 times that
of the quenched phase, might lead to liquid evaporation due to intense stirring effects caused by suspended particles.
Our model does not encompass the heat-up of Tenv due to stirring effects. Even if we consider particles suspended in
a gas, it might be difficult to be free from the melting of solid particles. Nevertheless, the indication of the existence
of DST-like changes of η∗ and θ for frictionless soft-core particles even for relatively dense suspensions is important.
Let us discuss the possibility of experimental observation when we consider aerosols. Here, let us assume that the

diameter, the mass density, and Young’s modulus Y of aerosol particles are roughly given by d ∼ 10−6 m, ρ ∼ 1 g/cm3,
and Y ∼ 10 GPa, and thus, the mass becomes m ∼ 10−14 kg. When we consider a case when the solvent is air, whose
viscosity is approximately η0 ∼ 10−5 Pa · s. The corresponding drag coefficient becomes ζ = 3πη0d/m ∼ 104 1/s.
Because the DST takes place at around γ̇ ∼ ζ ∼ 104 1/s, this corresponds to the shear rate γ̇ ∼ 104 1/s.
As indicated in Ref. [45] the used value of ξenv (order of unity) is too large if we compare them with the typical

value ∼ 10−4 for colloidal suspensions in experiments. Nevertheless, the kinetic theory predicts the existence of the
DST even for ξenv = 10−4 as shown in Fig. 15. Note that the DST in our model can be observed for ξenv < ξcenv ≈ 66
as shown in Fig. 14. This suggests that we can expect the experimental observation of the DST even for frictionless
grains.
Needless to say, it is important to analyze suspensions of frictional grains corresponding to the typical experimental

setup for colloidal suspensions. This subject would be our future task.
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Appendix A: The basis of the kinetic theory of inertial suspension of soft particles

In this appendix, we explain the basis of the kinetic theory. The appendix consists of two parts. In the first
subsection, we explain the framework of the kinetic theory. In the second subsection, we derive the kinetic equation
of the inertial suspension of soft particles.

1. Framework of kinetic model

Let us consider anN -body distribution function f (N)({ri}, {pi}, t). We adopt the abbreviation f (N) ≡ f (N)({ri}, {pi}, t)
to simplify the notation. From the conservation of probability, one gets [39, 53, 77, 78]

∂f (N)

∂t
+
∑

i

∂

∂ri
·
(

dri
dt

f (N)

)

+
∑

i

∂

∂pi
·
(

dpi

dt
f (N)

)

= 0 (A1)

for soft particles. Substituting Eq. (2) into Eq. (A1), we obtain the stochastic-Liouville equation

∂f (N)

∂t
+
∑

i

∂

∂ri
·
[(pi

m
+ γ̇yiêx

)

f (N)
]

+
∑

i

∂

∂pi
·









∑

j 6=i

Fij − ζpi + ξi



 f (N)



 = 0. (A2)

With the aid of the noise average, Eq. (A2) can be rewritten as

[

∂

∂t
+
∑

i

Vi ·
∂

∂ri
−
∑

i

γ̇Vi,y
∂

∂Vi,x

]

〈f (N)〉 =
∑

i

∂

∂Vi
·
[

ζ

(

Vi +
Tenv

m

∂

∂Vi

)

〈f (N)〉
]

−
∑

i,j

∂

∂Vi
·
(

Fij

m
〈f (N)〉

)

,

(A3)

where 〈f (N)〉 is the noise-averaged distribution function and we have introduced Vi ≡ pi/m. Integrating Eq. (A3)
over ri and Vi for i = 2, 3, · · · , N , we obtain

[

∂

∂t
+ V1 ·

∂

∂r1
− γ̇V1,y

∂

∂V1,x

]

f(X1; t)

=
∂

∂V1
·
[

ζ

(

V1 +
Tenv

m

∂

∂V1

)

f(X1; t)

]

− 1

N − 1

∑

j

∂

∂V1
·
(

F1j

m
f (2)(X1, Xj ; t)

)

≃ ∂

∂V1
·
[

ζ

(

V1 +
Tenv

m

∂

∂V1

)

f(X1; t)

]

− ∂

∂V1
·
(

F12

m
f (2)(X1, X2; t)

)

, (A4)
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where we have introduced one- and two-body distribution functions as

f(X1; t) ≡
1

(N − 1)!(L3)N−1

∫ N
∏

j=2

dXj〈f (N)〉, (A5a)

f (2)(X1, X2; t) ≡
1

(N − 2)!(L3)N−2

∫ N
∏

j=3

dXj〈f (N)〉 (A5b)

with dXj ≡ drjdpj , and Xj ≡ (rj ,pj). To obtain the last expression in Eq. (A4), we put j = 2 and attach N−1 factor
to the second and third terms on the right-hand side (RHS) of Eq. (A4) in the first line. As shown in Appendix A2
the last term on the RHS of Eq. (A4) can be written as the collision integral J [V1|f (2)(1, 2)], at least, in the low
density limit. Thus, we can reach Eq. (10).

2. Derivation of the equation of one-body distribution function

In this subsection, we derive the collision operator for a dilute gas without solvents based on Ref. [77].
The stochastic Liouville equation can be rewritten as

∂f (N)

∂t
= (L(N) + Lγ̇ + Lhyd)f (N) (A6)

where we have introduced three parts of Liouvillian acting on a variable A as

L(N)A ≡ {A,H(N)}, (A7)

Lγ̇A ≡ −γ̇
N
∑

i=1

{

∂

∂xi
(yA)− ∂

∂pi,x
(pi,yA)

}

(A8)

LhydA ≡
N
∑

i=1

∂

∂pi
·
[

(
←→
ζijpj + ξi)A

]

(A9)

with Poisson’s bracket {A,B}:

{A,B} ≡
N
∑

i=1

(

∂A

∂ri
· ∂B
∂pi
− ∂B

∂ri
· ∂A
∂pi

)

, (A10)

and the total Hamiltonian HN :

H(N) ≡
N
∑

i=1







p2
i

2m
+

1

2

N
∑

j=1

U(rij)







. (A11)

Since Eq. (A6) is a linear equation for f (N), the linear combination of the solution of each Liouville equation

∂f
(N)
0

∂t
= L(N)f

(N)
0 (A12)

∂f
(N)
γ̇

∂t
= Lγ̇f (N)

γ̇ (A13)

∂f
(N)
hyd

∂t
= Lhydf (N)

hyd (A14)

i.e. f (N) = c1f
(N)
0 + c2f

(N)
γ̇ + c3f

(N)
hyd with constants c1, c2, and c3 is a solution of Eq. (A6).

Now, let us rewrite Eq. (A12). Here, the one-particle distribution f
(1)
0 (1) with 1 ≡ (r1,p1; t) satisfies

∂f
(1)
0 (1)

∂t
+
{

f
(1)
0 (1), H(1)(1)

}

= L3

∫ N
∏

j=2

dXj

{

H(N) −H(1), f
(N)
0

}

, (A15)
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where H(1)(1) is the one-particle Hamiltonian and dXj ≡ drjdpj . It is obvious that the kinetic Hamiltonian is

commutable with f (N), because
∫

dpjpj · ∂f (N)/∂rj vanishes at the boundary. Thus, the Liouville equation for the
one-particle can be expressed as [77]

∂f
(1)
0 (1)

∂t
+
{

f
(1)
0 (1), H(1)(1)

}

= n

∫

dX2

{

U (2), f
(2)
0 (1, 2)

}

, (A16)

with

U (2) ≡ U(r12). (A17)

Poisson’s bracket with H(1)(1) is {f (1)(1), H(1)(1)} = v · ∇f (1)(1) with v = p/m. Thus, the one-body distribution
satisfies

(

∂

∂t
+ v · ∇

)

f
(1)
0 (1) = nJ(1), (A18)

where

J(1) ≡
∫

dX2

{

U(r1, r2), f
(2)
0 (1, 2)

}

. (A19)

It should be noted that Eqs. (A18) and (A19) with the assumption of naive molecular chaos f
(2)
0 (1, 2) = f

(1)
0 (1)f

(1)
0 (2)

does not lead to the Boltzmann equation but the Vlasov equation

(

∂

∂t
+ v · ∇

)

f
(1)
0 (1) = ∇p · F(1)f (1)

0 (1), (A20)

where ∇p denotes the divergence in momentum space and

F(1) ≡ −n ∂

∂r1

∫

dX2f
(1)
0 (2)U(r1, r2). (A21)

Thus, the derivation of the Boltzmann equation is non-trivial.
If the density is low enough, we may neglect the contribution of the collision integral in the equation for f (2)(1, 2).

Under this assumption, we can write the equation

∂

∂t
f
(2)
0 (1, 2) +

{

f
(2)
0 (1, 2), H(2)(1, 2)

}

= 0. (A22)

Now, we write

f
(2)
0 (1, 2) = Ωf

(1)
0 (1)f

(1)
0 (2). (A23)

with an operator

Ω ≡ lim
τ→∞

S(2)(−τ)S(0)(τ). (A24)

Here, S(s)(t) is a streaming operator satisfying

∂

∂t
S(s)(t)A = {S(s)(t)A,H(s)}. (A25)

This operator also satisfies

S(s)(0) = 1, S(s)(t)S(s)(u) = S(s)(t+ u), S(s)−1(t) = S(s)(−t). (A26)

Substituting Eq. (A23) into the collision operator in Eq. (A19) we obtain

J(1) ≃ J2(1);

J2(1) ≡
∫

dX2{U(r1, r2),Ωf
(1)
0 (1)f

(1)
0 (2)}. (A27)
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Let us introduce a new operator ϑ defined as

ϑA(1, 2) ≡ {U(r1, r2), A(1, 2)}

=
∂U(r1, r2)

∂r1
·
(

∂

∂p1
− ∂

∂p2

)

A(1, 2). (A28)

Since the total momentum is conserved, Ω does not affect the mass-center position or velocity, one can write

ϑΩ = v12 · ∇rΩ− Ωv12 · ∇r. (A29)

The resulting form of J2(1) can be written as

J2(1) =

∫

dX2[v12 · ∇rΩ− Ωv12 · ∇r]f
(1)
0 (1)f

(1)
0 (2). (A30)

When the system is almost spatial homogeneous, J2(1) can be approximated as

J2(1) =

∫

dX2v12 · ∇rΩf
(1)
0 (p1; t)f

(1)
0 (p2; t). (A31)

To evaluate the integral we use the cylindrical coordinate where z−axis is parallel to v12. Then, J2 can be rewritten
as

J2(1) =

∫

d3p2

∫

bdbdφ

∫ ∞

−∞

dzv12
d

dz
Ωf

(1)
0 (p1; t)f

(1)
0 (p2; t)

=

∫

d3p2

∫

v12bdbdφ[Ωf
(1)
0 (p1; t)f

(1)
0 (p2; t)|z=∞ − Ωf

(1)
0 (p1; t)f

(1)
0 (p2; t)|z=−∞], (A32)

where b is the impact parameter. In this case S(0) does not play any role, and then, Ω is equivalent to limτ→∞ S(2)(−τ).
Here, there is no interaction between two particles for |z| ≫ 1 in the region of z < 0, which means that the second

term in the bracket of Eq. (A32) is f
(1)
0 (p1; t)f

(1)
0 (p2; t). In the first term, S(2)(−τ) takes the particles back through

a collision and converts p1,p2 to the pre-collisional momenta p′
1,p

′
2. Thus, J2(1) is reduced to Boltzmann’s collision

operator.

It is straightforward to rewrite Eq. (A13) as

∂f
(1)
γ̇ (1)

∂t
− γ̇Vy

∂

∂Vx
f
(1)
γ̇ (1) = 0 (A33)

for the one-body distribution function.

Equation (A14) can be rewritten as

∂〈f (1)
hydr(1)〉
∂t

=
∂

∂V1
·
[

ζ

(

V1 +
Tenv

m

∂

∂V1

)]

〈f (1)
hydr(1)〉. (A34)

Through the argument of this appendix, we can use the additive approximation of three contributions for the
equation of the one-body distribution function. As the result of the arguments in this appendix, we obtain Eq. (10).
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Appendix B: Detailed expressions of χ and rmin

In this appendix, we present the explicit expressions of the scattering angle χ and the turning point rmin. Because
their derivations are given in Ref. [38], we only show the final results as functions of b and v:

χ = π − 2 sin−1 b

d
−































































































4
√
A1A2

(D1D2)1/4

{

α2

A1

[

F

(

π

2
,
A2

2

A2
1

)

− F

(

sin−1

(

w0

A2

)

,
A2

2

A2
1

)]

+
α1 − α2

A1

[

Π

(

A2
2;

π

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

A2
2

A2
1

)

−Π

(

A2
2; sin

−1

(

w0

A2

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

A2
2

A2
1

)]

+
α1 − α2

√

(A2
1 − 1)(1−A2

2)
tan−1

(
√

(A2
1 − 1)(A2

2 − w2
0)

(1−A2
2)(A

2
1 − w2

0)

)}

(D1 ≥ 0)

4
√
A1A2

(−D1D2)1/4

{

α2
√

A2
1 +A2

2

F

(

cos−1

(

w0

A2

)

,
A2

2

A2
1 +A2

2

)

+
α1 − α2

(1−A2
2)
√

A2
1 +A2

2

Π

(

− A2
2

1−A2
2

; cos−1

(

w0

A2

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

A2
2

A2
1 +A2

2

)

+
α1 − α2

√

(A2
1 + 1)(1−A2

2)
tan−1

(
√

(A2
1 + 1)(A2

2 − w2
0)

(1−A2
2)(A

2
1 + w2

0)

)}

(D1 < 0)

, (B1a)

rmin =
2d√

β +
√
D2

, (B1b)

where b∗ ≡ b/d, v∗ ≡ v/(
√

ε/m), p ≡ (2 − v∗2)/(b∗2v∗2), q ≡ −4/(b∗2v∗2), r ≡ −q/2, P ≡ −(p2/3 + 4r), Q ≡
−(2/27)p3 − q2 + (8/3)pr, ∆ ≡ (Q/2)2 + (P/3)3,

β ≡



















−2p

3
+

(

−Q

2
+
√
∆

)1/3

+

(

−Q

2
−
√
∆

)1/3

(∆ ≥ 0)

−2p

3
+ 3

√

−P

3
cos

{

1

3
cos−1

[

−Q

2

(

− 3

P

)3/2
]}

(∆ < 0)

, (B2)

and

D1 ≡ −β − 2p+
2q√
β
, D2 ≡ −β − 2p− 2q√

β
, (B3a)

w0 ≡ −
√

q2 + 2β2(p+ β) + q − 2β
√

q2 + 2β2(p+ β)− q + 2β
, (B3b)

α1 ≡
q +

√

q2 + 2β2(p+ β)

2β
, α2 ≡

q −
√

q2 + 2β2(p+ β)

2β
, (B3c)

A1 ≡
√

− β2D1
√

q2 + 2β2(p+ β)− q − β3/2
=

√

q + β3/2 +
√

q2 + 2β2(p+ β), (B3d)

A2 ≡
√

− β2D2
√

q2 + 2β2(p+ β)− q + β3/2
=

√

−q + β3/2 +
√

q2 + 2β2(p+ β). (B3e)

Here, F (φ,m) ≡
∫ φ

0
dφ′/(1 − m sin2 φ′)1/2 and Π(a, φ|m) ≡

∫ φ

0
dφ′/[(1 − a sin2 φ′)(1 − m sin2 φ′)1/2] are the elliptic

integrals of the first and third kind, respectively [79]. We note that the sign of the inside of the square root for A2 in
Ref. [38] should be minus. The velocity dependence of the scattering angle χ and the closest distance rmin are shown
in Fig. 16. These have a complicated dependence on the softness of particles. We note that these results are obtained
without considering three-body collisions and the effect of the drag from the background fluid.

Appendix C: Comparison between Cauchy’s contact stress and the collisional contribution to the stress in a

hard-core system

In this appendix, we examine the validity of Πc
H,xy in Eq. (47) with Eq. (38) used for the theoretical analysis

to evaluate the contact stress Πc
S,xy for the soft-core systems Eq. (9) with (7) from the comparison between two
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FIG. 16. Velocity dependence of (a) the scattering angle χ and (b) the closest distance rmin against the dimensionless relative
speed v∗ for b∗ ≡ b/d = 0.4, 0.6, and 0.8. Here, we have introduced r∗min ≡ rmin/d.
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FIG. 17. Shear rate dependence of the contact shear stresses Πc
H,xy and Πc

S,xy for ϕ = 0.30 and 0.40 by fixing ξenv = 1.0 and

ε∗ = 104. The lines represent the theoretical results Πc
H,xy obtained from Eq. (29). The symbols correspond to the simulation

results Πc
S,xy obtained from Eq. (7).

expressions. Figure 17 illustrates that Πc
H,xy is reasonably close to Πc

S,xy in the wide range of the parameters’ space.

This is the indirect evidence of the validity of the replacement of Eq. (7) by Eq. (29), although we cannot justify this
treatment theoretically.
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Appendix D: Convergence of Λ∗
αβ and Πc

H,xy in the expansions of ˜̇γ and the linear theory

In this appendix, we show how the calculated stress depends on the number of truncation terms Nc in the set of
equations (43). We also present some analytic results of the linear theory with Nc = 1.

1. Convergence of expansions

In this subsection, we present how the expansions of Λ∗
αβ and Πc

H,xy in the set of equations (43) converge as the
number of Nc increases.

We plot the theoretical viscosity η∗ against γ̇∗ for various Nc in Fig. 18 with ϕ = 0.30, ξenv = 1.0, and ε∗ = 104.
We illustrate that the difference between viscosity obtained by Nc = 2 and that by Nc = 6 is invisible, although the
linear theory with Nc = 1 deviates from those for Nc ≥ 2. We also obtain the similar results for θ. Thus, we adopt
Nc = 2 for the calculations in the main text. We note that it is possible to get analytic expressions of η∗ and θ in the
case of Nc = 1 as shown in the next subsection, while it is impossible to obtain the analytic expressions if we adopt
Nc ≥ 2.

(a) (b)
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FIG. 18. Plots of (a) η∗ and (b) θ against γ̇∗ for ϕ = 0.30, ξenv = 1.0, and ε∗ = 104 when we control the truncation Nc = 1
(solid line), 2 (dashed line), and 6 (crosses).

2. Linear theory

In this subsection, let us show the explicit forms when we only consider the terms up to the linear order with
respect to the expansion parameter ˜̇γ (i.e. Nc = 1) in the set of equations (43). A set of dynamical equations (44) in
the steady state with Nc = 1 is reduced to (see also Ref. [36]):

2γ̇∗

3
CΠxy = 2(θ − 1), (D1a)

2γ̇∗Πxy = (2 + ν∗)∆θ, (D1b)

2γ̇∗EΠxy = (2 + ν∗)δθ, (D1c)

−(2 + ν∗)Πxy = γ̇∗

(

2

3
D∆θ − 1

3
Eδθ − Cθ

)

, (D1d)
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with

C ≡ 1 +
8

5
ϕg0Ω

∗
2,2, (D2a)

D ≡ 1− 4

35
ϕg0Ω

∗
2,2, (D2b)

E ≡ 1− 16

35
ϕg0Ω

∗
2,2, (D2c)

ν∗ ≡ 96

5
√
π
g0ϕξenv

√
θΩ∗

2,2. (D2d)

We note that these quantities are equivalent to those for hard-core systems [36, 37, 40, 72, 80] for Ω∗
2,2 → 1. The set

of solutions of Eqs. (D1) is given by

Πxy =
3

γ̇∗C (θ − 1), (D3a)

∆θ =
3

C
2(θ − 1)

2 + ν∗
, (D3b)

δθ =
3E
C

2(θ − 1)

2 + ν∗
. (D3c)

Substituting Eqs. (D3) into Eq. (D1d), we obtain the expression of γ̇∗ as

γ̇∗ =

√

−3(1− θ−1)(2 + ν∗)

CF , (D4)

where

F ≡ 2

3
D∆θ

θ
− 1

3
E δθ
θ
− C = 2D − E2

C
2(1− θ−1)

2 + ν∗
− C. (D5)

Equation (D4) is an equation to determine γ̇∗ under a given set of ϕ and θ. Once we fix θ, we can determine the
other rheological quantities Πxy, ∆θ, and δθ from Eqs. (D3a)–(D3c), respectively. Correspondingly, the collisional
contribution to the shear stress is given by

Πc
H,xy =

8

5
ϕg0Ω

∗
2,2

(

Πxy +
1√
π

γ̇∗

ξenv
√
θ

)

. (D6)

This quantity is also equivalent to that for hard-core systems for Ω∗
2,2 → 1 [36, 37].

Appendix E: Evaluation of the collision moment in dilute soft-core systems

In this appendix, we present the evaluation
←→
Λ in dilute soft-core systems [38, 71, 81] to clarify the difference

between the dilute system and the moderately dense system analyzed in this paper. Note that the results presented
in this appendix implicitly used Ref. [38] but it does not contain any explicit expressions.
Because the two-body distribution function does not include the information of positions, the collision integral

J [V |f (2)(1, 2)] is given by

J [V |f (2)(1, 2)] ≃
∫

dV2

∫

dΩS(χ, V12)V12

[

f (2)(V ′′
1 ,V ′′

2 ; t)− f (2)(V1,V2; t)
]

. (E1)

We also assume the decoupling approximation

f (2)(V1,V2; t) ≃ f(V1, t)f(V2, t). (E2)

Using this approximation, the collision moment becomes

←→
Λ ≡ 4× m

2

∫

dV1

∫

dV2

∫

dk̂12S(χ, V12)(V12 · k̂12)
2

×
[

V12k̂12 + k̂12V12 − 2(V12 · k̂12)k̂12k̂12)
]

f (V1, t) f (V2, t) , (E3)
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where we have used the tensor representation for later convenience. After introducing the velocity of center-of-gravity
and the relative velocity VG and V12 = V1 − V2 with

VG ≡
V1 + V2

2
, (E4)

and S(χ, V ) sinχ = b|∂b/∂χ| into Eq. (E3), one obtains

←→
Λ ≡ m

2

∫

dVG

∫

dV12

∫ d

0

db

∫ 2π

0

dφ bV12(V12 · k̂12)

×
[

V12k̂12 + k̂12V12 − 2(V12 · k̂12)k̂12k̂12)
]

f (V1, t) f (V2, t) . (E5)

Here, the angle φ is the same as that appears in Fig. 2. Using the Grad approximation, Λαβ is rewritten as

←→
Λ =

1

2
π−3mn2v3T

∫

dCG

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db

∫ 2π

0

dφ bc12

(

c12 · k̂12

)

exp

(

−2C2
G −

1

2
c212

)

×
[

c12k̂12 + k̂12c12 − 2
(

c12 · k̂12

)

k̂12k̂12)
]

[

1− Παβ

θ

(

2CG,αCG,β +
1

2
c12,αc12,β

)]

= 2(2π)−3/2mn2v3T

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db

∫ 2π

0

dφ bc12

(

c12 · k̂12

)

exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

×
[

c12k̂12 + k̂12c12 − 2
(

c12 · k̂12

)

k̂12k̂12

]

(

1− Παβ

2θ
c12,αc12,β

)

, (E6)

where we have introduced the dimensional velocities

CG ≡
VG

vT
, c12 ≡

V12

vT
, (E7)

and used Παα = 0 in the second equality.
Let us introduce the following four quantities:

←→
Λ∗
1 ≡

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db

∫ 2π

0

dφ bc12

(

c12 · k̂12

)

exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

(

c12k̂12 + k̂12c12

)

, (E8a)

←→
Λ∗
2 ≡ −2

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db

∫ 2π

0

dφ bc12

(

c12 · k̂12

)2

exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

k̂12k̂12, (E8b)

←→
Λ∗
3 ≡

Παβ

2θ

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db

∫ 2π

0

dφ bc12c12,αc12,β

(

c12 · k̂12

)

exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

(

c12k̂12 + k̂12c12

)

, (E8c)

←→
Λ∗
4 ≡ −

Παβ

θ

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db

∫ 2π

0

dφ bc12c12,αc12,β

(

c12 · k̂12

)2

exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

k̂12k̂12. (E8d)

Using these quantities, we can rewrite Eq. (E6) as

←→
Λ =

1

2
(2π)−3/2mn2v3T

(←→
Λ∗
1 +
←→
Λ∗
2 +
←→
Λ∗
3 +
←→
Λ∗
4

)

. (E9)

First, we calculate
←→
Λ∗
1 . It is convenient to to consider c12 to be the z-axis, and express k̂12 in the the polar

coordinates (θ, φ) from c12. We note that these θ and φ are the same as those in Fig. 2. Using these coordinates, it
shows the following:

∫ 2π

0

dφ
(

c12 · k̂12

)

k̂12 =

∫ 2π

0

dφc12 cos θ





sin θ cosφ
sin θ sinφ

cos θ





= 2πc12 cos
2 θ





0
0
1



 = 2π cos2 θc12. (E10)
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Then, the quantity
←→
Λ∗
1 becomes

←→
Λ∗
1 ≡ 4π

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc12 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

c12c12. (E11)

To calculate further, we express c12 in the polar coordinates (c12, θc, φc). Equation (E11) becomes

←→
Λ∗
1 = 4π

∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc512 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

×
∫ π

0

dθc

∫ 2π

0

dφc sin θc





sin2 θc cos
2 φc sin2 θc sinφc cosφc sin θc cos θc cosφc

sin2 θc sinφc cosφc sin2 θc sin
2 φc sin θc cos θc sinφc

sin θc cos θc cosφc sin θc cos θc sinφc cos2 θc





=
16

3
π2

∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc512 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

←→
1 , (E12)

where
←→
1 is the unit tensor whose size is 3× 3.

Similarly, let us consider the following:

∫ 2π

0

dφ
(

c12 · k̂12

)2

k̂12k̂12 =

∫ 2π

0

dφc212 cos
2 θ





sin2 θ cos2 φ sin2 θ sinφ cosφ sin θ cos θ cosφ
sin2 θ sinφ cosφ sin2 θ sin2 φ sin θ cos θ sinφ
sin θ cos θ cosφ sin θ cos θ sinφ cos2 θ





= πc212 cos
2 θ





sin2 θ 0 0
0 sin2 θ 0
0 0 2 cos2 θ





= π cos2 θ
[

c212 sin
2 θ
←→
1 +

(

2 cos2 θ − sin2 θ
)

c12c12

]

. (E13)

With the aid of this, the quantity
←→
Λ∗
2 is rewritten as

←→
Λ∗
2 = −2π

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc12 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

[

c212 sin
2 θ
←→
1 +

(

2 cos2 θ − sin2 θ
)

c12c12

]

= −2π
∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc312 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)[

4πc212 sin
2 θ +

4

3
π
(

2 cos2 θ − sin2 θ
)

]

←→
1

= −16

3
π2

∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc512 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

←→
1 . (E14)

Third, the quantity
←→
Λ∗
3 becomes

←→
Λ∗
3 ≡ −

Παβ

θ
2π

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc12 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

c12,αc12,βc12c12. (E15)

Let us consider the diagonal component Λ∗
3,xx.

Λ∗
3,xx =

1

θ
2π

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc12 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

(Πxxc12,xc12,x +Πyyc12,yc12,y +Πzzc12,zc12,z) c
2
12,x

=
Πxx

θ

16

15
π2

∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc712 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

. (E16)

Similarly, the nondiagonal component Λ∗
3,xy is obtained as

Λ∗
3,xy =

Πxy

θ
2π

∫

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc12 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

2Πxyc
2
12,xc

2
12,y

=
Πxy

θ

16

15
π2

∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc712 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)

. (E17)
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We can follow the same procedures for other components. As a result,
←→
Λ∗
3 is evaluated as

←→
Λ∗
3 =

16

15
π2

∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc712 cos
2 θ exp

(

−1

2
c212

)←→
Π

θ
. (E18)

Fourth, we calculate
←→
Λ∗
4 . After some calculation, one reaches

←→
Λ∗
4 = −16

15
π2

∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc712 cos
2 θ

(

1− 3

2
sin2 θ

)

exp

(

−1

2
c212

)←→
Π

θ
. (E19)

Substituting Eqs. (E12), (E14), (E18), and (E19) into Eq. (E9), one gets

←→
Λ = −1

5
n2T

√

πT

m

∫ ∞

0

dc12

∫ d

0

db bc712 sin
2(2θ) exp

(

−1

2
c212

)←→
Π

θ

= −ν∗ζ
(←→
σk + p

←→
1

)

, (E20)

with the static pressure p ≡ −σk
αα and the collision frequency for hard-core system νHC as given in Eq. (D2d).
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