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Several seemingly different soft materials, including foams, cells, and many complex fluids, exhibit
remarkably similar rheological properties and microscopic dynamics, termed soft glassy mechanics.
Here, we show that such behavior emerges from a simple model of a damped ripening foam, for
sufficiently weak damping. In particular, we observe intermittent avalanchey dynamics, bubble
super-diffusion, and power-law rheology that vary as the damping factor is changed. In the limit
of weak damping, the dynamics are determined by the tortuous low-lying portions of the energy
landscape, as described in a recent study. For strong damping the viscous stresses cause the system
configuration to evolve along higher energy paths, washing out small-scale tortuosity and produc-
ing motion with an increasingly ballistic character. Using a microrheological approach, the linear
viscoelastic response of the model can be efficiently calculated. This resembles the power-law rhe-
ology expected for soft glassy mechanics, but unexpectedly, is only weakly sensitive to the damping
parameter. Lastly, we study the reported memory effect in foams after large perturbations and find
that the timescale of the memory goes to zero as the damping parameter vanishes, suggesting that
the effect is due to viscous stress relaxation rather than slow structural changes stabilized by the
energy landscape.

I. INTRODUCTION

Soft glassy materials (SGMs) [1–3] such as foams and
emulsions exhibit complex physical and rheological prop-
erties that continue to defy explanation. Moreover, the
similarity of soft glassy mechanics to that of living cells
[4–6] and glassy materials [7] has long been noted. Pre-
vious experimental and theoretical models have captured
different aspects of such systems while falling short of a
complete physical picture. For foams, rheological exper-
iments have shown conflicting results — showing weak
[8, 9] or no [10] power-law frequency dependence of the
dynamic shear modulus. Modeling efforts have largely
focused on the now canonical ‘bubble model’ [11, 12],
but the dynamic shear modulus of this model has not
been reported. While a more recent study did report
power-law rheology [13] it used a simplified system with-
out damping. Further, experiments have shown memory
effects [14, 15] in which a deformed foam shows perturbed
mechanics which relaxes back to the unperturbed trend
after a long time. The physical origin of this memory
effect remains poorly understood.

Here, we study the soft glassy mechanics and rheology
of foams, as well as their recovery from mechanical per-
turbation using a 3-D bubble model [11, 12, 16] with a
simple damping law [7, 12], driven by simulated Ostwald
ripening [17]. Previous stress-strain simulations [16, 18]
of a 2-D bubble model without ripening have indicated
a transition to avalanchey dynamics with reduced ap-
plied strain rate. We look for a similar effect in our
ripening foam model by changing the damping param-
eter ξ, effectively changing the relative rates of ripening
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and viscous relaxation. This however requires the com-
putationally expensive integration of the bubble model’s
equation of motion at low ξ. We find that for sufficiently
low damping (or equivalently slow ripening), the system
dynamics are determined by the tortuous character of the
energy landscape, as observed in a damping-free model
[13], leading to avalanches in energy, super-diffusive bub-
ble motion, and fractal configuration-space paths. For
stronger damping, this behavior disappears, being re-
placed by a more continuous motion having a ballistic
character. We use a microrheological approach to deter-
mine the dynamic shear modulus of our model from its in-
trinsic, non-thermal fluctuations [19, 20], and find that it
generically has power-law rheology resembling recent ex-
perimental measurements [8, 9]. The rheology exponent
is, unexpectedly, only a weak function of damping, pro-
viding new insights into the origin of power-law rheology
in SGMs. Lastly, we study foam’s recovery from mechan-
ical perturbation by randomly scrambling the locations
of bubbles in our model, finding that scrambling leads to
perturbed mechanics that slowly return to the (average)
unperturbed baseline, resembling experimental reports of
mechanical memory in foams [14, 15]. The foam recov-
ers to the baseline more quickly as the damping factor
is reduced, and does so immediately when damping is
removed, indicating that the memory effect is controlled
by viscous stress relaxation, and not due to activation
between energy minima.

II. DAMPED SGM MODEL

A. Coarsening bubble dynamics

We model a coarsening foam using the bubble model
[11, 12] with a simplified damping rule and simulated
Ostwald ripening. While the bubble model has been tra-
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ditionally used to simulate foams [11, 18], it also serves as
an effective model for many other SGMs [7, 13, 21]. The
constituent bubbles of foam in this model are treated as
soft-sphere particles that can overlap and interact via a
pairwise repulsive potential when overlapping:

V (rij) =

 ε
2

(
1− ‖rij‖

ai+aj

)2

, if ‖rij‖ < ai + aj

0, otherwise.
(1)

with rij being the distance between two bubbles of radii
ai and aj , and V (rij) being the corresponding potential.

The positions of the bubbles interacting via the pair-
wise potential in Eq. 1 are evolved using an (over-
damped) equation of motion [11]. Notably, we consider
a simplified version of the viscous force, Fi = ξvi [7, 12],
on each bubble to reduce computational overload while
preserving relevant model physics.

ξ
dri
dt

= −

nn∑
j

∂V (rij)

∂ri
(2)

with the right-hand side representing a summation over
neighboring bubbles that contribute to the force on bub-
ble i. Meanwhile, the left side is the damping force with
ξ being the effective viscous damping factor.

To simulate the mass exchange between bubbles due
to Ostwald ripening [17], the bubble radii are allowed to
evolve while keeping total bubble volume constant (pre-
serving notional mass). Ripening causes larger bubbles
to grow and smaller ones to shrink over time via a pair-
wise mass flux. We model this process with a flow rate
that depends on the degree of overlap between neighbor-
ing bubbles (over the overlap cross-section), along with
a mean-field flux that flows through the connected phase
medium.

Qi = −α1ρ
nn∑
j

(
1

ai
− 1

aj

)
Aoverlap︸ ︷︷ ︸

neighbor-neighbor

−α2ρ

(
1

ai
− 1

〈a〉

)
ai︸ ︷︷ ︸

mean-field

(3)

As indicated, the first term represents the pair-wise mass-
flux between neighboring bubbles over the cross-section
of overlap and the second represents the mean field con-
tribution. The values for α1(= 0.05) and α2(= 0.002)
were chose akin to our previous study [13]. When a bub-
ble’s volume turns negative over the course of the simula-
tion, we remove it from the simulation box, while ensur-
ing that the mass of the deleted bubble and its neighbors
is conserved.

To realize the overall evolution of the system, we inde-
pendently evolve the system using the equation of motion
(Eq. 2) and ripening rules (Eq. 3) for all bubbles at every
time step. We use a simple explicit Euler scheme with
small dt values, to numerically integrate the equations of
motion (more details in Appendix A 2. The use of other
integrators like a second-order Runge-Kutta numerical
discretization led to similar results. While we note that
the equations of motion can be physically unstable at
very high energies (when there is a significant overlap
between bubbles), we verify that such large overlaps are
not present at the energy levels presented here. Further,
while using small step-sizes within the range of numerical
stability (more details in Appendix A 2), we ensure the
simulation has converged by cross-validating with smaller
step-sizes (dt). It may be noted here that smaller step-
sizes (dt) are required for lower values of ξ, and thus are
computationally more expensive to simulate.

Bubble model simulations [13] when initialized ran-
domly, eventually reach a dynamic steady state with a
characteristic bubble size distribution and various sys-
tematic trends in properties such as total energy or
mean bubbles size, as with experiments [22]. We ini-
tialize a system of N ∼ 1000 bubbles at a volume frac-
tion of φ = 0.75 (just above its jamming volume frac-
tion [13, 23]) with a Weibull bubble radius distribution,
P(a) ∼ (k/λ)(x/λ)k−1, where k = 1.75, λ = 0.73, and
let the system evolve as a function of time. This distri-
bution is representative of the steady state bubble size
distribution that a Gaussian initialized system reaches
when evolved in the quasi-static limit (ξ → 0) [13]. Us-
ing this as a starting point for all our simulations, we
model over a range of damping factors (ξ) and calculate
various physical quantities of interest. It must be noted
that we end our simulations when bubbles grow consid-
erably large leading to multiple (> 1) overlaps between 2
bubbles. This happens much earlier in larger ξ systems
thus producing shorter simulation trajectories overall.

Fluctuations in the system’s total potential energy
change significantly for different simulated viscosities.
Two distinct limits are observed, as shown in Fig. 1.
Low viscosity simulations (ξ ≤ 0.001), produce large fluc-
tuations in ∆U(∆t = 1)/U(t) (see Fig. 1a, indicative
of avalanchey, intermittent dynamics. These are sug-
gestive of the system following the ‘bumpy’ lower lev-
els of the energy landscape. Conversely, with higher ξ
values, the system no longer moves from minimum to
minimum of the underlying energy landscape but evolves
in a dynamic force balance between the larger interac-
tion forces and viscous stresses. This allows the system
to fly over the barriers and rugged features of the energy
landscape, with a higher time average potential energy
for the system (see Fig. 6a). This change in the fluctua-
tions is shown more clearly in the distribution of energy
drops, Fig. 1b, which becomes more heavy-tailed at lower
ξ. Further, a similar trend can also be seen in Fig. 1c,
where the average coordination number (over a system
configuration) is higher at higher viscosities, indicating
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(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 1. (a) Traces of relative energy differences ∆U/U(t) (for
∆t = 1 or simulation points spaced by 1 time unit) are sensi-
tive to intermittent dynamics. For lower damping, ξ . 0.01,
the relative change in energy shows abrupt peaks character-
istic of intermittent motion. (b) Lower ξ simulations show
a heavy-tailed probability distribution of energy fluctuations,
typical of an avalanchey system. As the system becomes more
viscous, the energy fluctuations become more Gaussian. (c)
The average system coordination number 〈z〉 remains low for
lower ξ simulations, characteristic of lower energy configura-
tions close to potential energy minima on the landscape. zC
is the critical coordination for jamming, with zC = 6 in 3−D
[21].

that viscous stresses are shifting the foam structure away
from the minimum energy states, and farther from jam-
ming, defined as coordination with 〈z〉 ' zc [21]. Thus
foam configurations formed at low damping explore lower
and more tortuous portions of the energy landscape and
ones with higher damping cruise through higher and ap-
parently smoother portions of the energy landscape.

To characterize the system’s high dimensional motion
over the energy landscape, we look at the path traversed
by the system through configuration space for the range
of viscosities studied. The different time points on a
simulation trajectory in configuration space are analyzed
for end-to-end distances (∆R2) and path contour lengths
(∆s). This serves as a measure of the tortuosity of the 3N
dimensional configurational trajectory taken by the sys-
tem over time. As expected from our conclusions above,
we observe that lower viscosities yield fractal, self-similar

(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. Analysis of bubble motion in 3-N dimensional space
and real space shows a mixture of fractal and ballistic motion.
(a) The different simulation points in high dimensional (3N)
space are analyzed for end-to-end distances ∆R2 and contour
lengths ∆s to study fractal scaling over different length scales.
Simulations with larger ξ values give almost ballistic scaling in
hyperspace. However, lower ξ lead to a more tortuous trajec-
tory characteristic of a fractal path, leading to super-diffusive
scaling. The grey dashed line is a reference with ballistic
scaling ∆R2 ∼ ∆s throughout. All data points above rep-
resent values pooled over 4 simulations and log-bin-averaged
over contour distances. (b) Time and ensemble (4) averaged
mean-squared displacement for an ensemble of bubbles that
remain finite sized throughout our simulations, plotted for
the different ξ values shows ballistic motion rolling over to a
super-diffusive form for lower ξ simulations. In comparison,
more viscous simulations show more ballistic behavior over a
larger range of τ .

scaling at large lengthscales with a fractal dimension
of Df ∼ 2/1.38 (slope at large distances) ' 1.45 (see
Fig. 2a) – capturing the intrinsic fractal physics of the
landscape [13]. Simulations with higher damping show
almost no large lengthscale fractal character, indicative
of their ability to avoid lower energy portions of the en-
ergy landscape. Alternatively, the slight bends on Fig. 2
may be interpreted as a shift in the lengthscale (as a func-
tion of ξ) over which a fractal slope would be observed.
This, however, is further evidence for the self-similar frac-
tal nature of the landscape and indicates that one would
have to examine considerable lag times (or configuration
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distances traveled by the system) to observe soft-glassy
mechanics for systems with larger damping. Here, it
must be noted that when particles shrink to zero size
as a result of ripening, we fix their positions in space,
thus conserving the number of dimensions (3N) used to
calculate ∆R2. In Fig. 2b, we compute the ensemble and
time-averaged mean-squared displacement as a function
of lag time (τ). These curves show a functional form that
is similar to that of the ∆R2 above because the mean-
squared displacement is a projection of those curves to
3-D space; the slight difference in the exponent is due
to the calculation being done on a slightly different en-
semble of bubbles that remain finite sized throughout the
simulation.

Here, one may also identify a dimensionless group of
interest called the Deborah number De, which can be
expressed as the ratio of time scales associated with re-
laxation and the mode of driving—the two relevant dy-
namic processes for this system. Here, that would be
the damped relaxation time from Eq. 2 (τR = ξ〈a〉2/ε)
and timescale associated with changing bubble radii (a)

imparted by the ripening process, Eq. 3 (τC = 〈a〉2/α1

when α1 > α2). This gives us a ripening Deborah num-
ber, (Deα = ξα1/ε) which is a ratio of the relaxation
(τR) and coarsening (τC) times (typically ranging be-
tween 10−3− 10−6 for our simulations). This dimension-
less group presumably depends on the system’s volume
fraction φ and its proximity to the jamming volume frac-
tion φJ [11, 18].

This dimensionless group formalism can be a useful
way to explain many previous experimental and simula-
tion results [12, 16, 18]. We begin by noting that the
avalanchey dynamics and intermittent rearrangements
observed in our simulations resemble previous studies
of similar systems [11] driven by shear strain instead
of coarsening. Various comprehensive studies [16, 18]
using 2D shear strain point out a similar transition to
avalanchey rearrangement events below a certain shear
strain rate. Thus, our results can be interpreted as a
transition in landscape physics as a function of Deα while
shear simulation results [16] can be explained using a cor-
responding shear Deborah number, Deγ .

For a foam experiment, we note that the energy scale
and damping factor vary as the system evolves: ε ' σ〈a〉2
[11] and ξ ∝ 〈a〉, while α1 is effectively independent of

〈a〉. Thus experimentally, Deα ∝ 〈a〉3 changes for dy-
namically aging foam where 〈a〉 increases as a function
of time [13, 22](see Fig. 5). This keeps pushing the aging
system away from the landscape-dominated regime, po-
tentially explaining the issue associated with the shifting
cut-off [1], and tending to produce behavior akin to high
ξ simulations.

B. Rheology of SGMs

The rheology of soft-glassy systems is typically found
to be weakly frequency dependent (solid-like), often with

a power-law form, while different experiments on foams
[8, 10] yield apparently conflicting results. Computation-
ally, capturing low-frequency responses to applied strains
can be very expensive, making the determination of rhe-
ology difficult [13]. Here, we provide a numerical proce-
dure that derives its essentials from a microrheological
approach [19, 24] that computes the power spectra of the
active, fluctuating shear strain and stress from the par-
ticle motions, and computes the dynamic shear modulus
from their ratio.

We begin by noting that one can relate the stress (σ(t))
and strain (γ(t)) to the creep compliance (J(t)) using the
theory of linear response [25, 26] and the Boltzmann su-
perposition principle, relating them through a convolu-
tion:

J(t) ~ σ̇(t) =γ(t)∫ t

−∞
J(t− t′)σ̇(t′)dt′ =γ(t)

(4)

While this basic constitutive equation represents the
relation between the macroscopic stress and strain for a
linear material, we extend this formalism to its micro-
rheological version wherein each bubble/ particle can be
treated as a tracer moving in a homogeneous viscoelas-
tic continuum (formed by all the other bubbles) driven
by active fluctuating stresses. Thus, typically one can
use the bubbles’ positional vectors describing their mo-
tion in the effective medium to describe the local, time-
dependent strain in the effective medium [24]. Similarly,
the local fluctuating active stress acting on each bubble
in the system can be computed as follows [27, 28]:

σ(ri) = −

 nn∑
j

rij ⊗ Fij

 δ(r− ri) (5)

where rij and Fij represent the inter-particle displace-
ments and forces between particles i and j.

Applying the above equations directly to the data
would be impractical because the σ(t) and γ(t) signals
for each bubble are random functions of time. Instead,
we transform the equation described in Appendix B 1 to
a relation between the ensemble-averaged mean squared
differences (MSD), the stress, and strain. The stress
MSD is calculated by considering the squared difference
between the three off-diagonal elements of the bubble-
wise symmetric tensor (see Eq. 5). Further, we consider
the ensemble average over all bubbles in our system and
over similar lag times to get a statistically consistent
MSD. Meanwhile, the strain MSD can be estimated using
the positional MSD or mean-squared displacement intro-
duced earlier (see Fig. 2a). These quantities can further
be related using the modified Fourier transformed (FT)
version of the above equation [13, 19, 20]:
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|G∗(ω)|2 ' ∆̃σ2(ω)

3π 〈a〉 ∆̃r2(ω)
(6)

To avoid assumptions and approximations related to
computing Fourier transforms of these MSDs over a finite
range of lag times, [13, 20], we consider the exact convolu-
tional relation described in Appendix B 1. This equation
can be further modified using the Wiener-Khinchin the-
orem and the relationship between autocorrelation and
MSD for the stress and strain, giving us the following
equation:

2J2(0)〈σ2〉+

∫ τi

0

f(τi − t′)(〈σ2〉 − 〈∆σ2〉(t′)/2)dt′

= (〈γ2〉 − 〈∆γ2〉(τi)/2)

' 3π〈a〉(〈r2〉 − 〈∆r2〉(τi)/2)/〈a〉3

where f(τi) is defined as follows,

f(τi) =

(∫ τi

0

J̇(τi − t”)J̇(t”)dt” + 2J(0)J̇(τi)

)
(7)

where ∆σ2(τ) and ∆γ2(τ) represent the time-averaged,
mean-squared difference of the bubbles’ stress and
strains, in our analyses. We approximate the strain using
the position vector, r [19, 24] as discussed above. Further,
we ensemble average our MSDs over 4 simulation runs.
Finally, to represent the creep compliance, we use a mod-
ified version of the model suggested by Lavergne and co-
authors in Ref. [8]: J(t) = 1/G∞+kD/G∞[(1+t/τ0)β−1]
(more details in Appendix B 2). Using this as a model
for the viscoelastic rheology for the foam, we undertake a
simultaneous fitting operation for the parameters of the
model, i.e., G∞, kD and β, at various lag times or τi in
the convolutional integral equation shown above (Eq. 7).
Using the optimal parameters from the fit gives us the
creep compliance and, subsequently, the complex modu-
lus G∗(ω) using the relation, G∗(ω)J(ω) = 1/iω. Further
details of the derivation and mathematics of the numer-
ical procedure are provided in Appendix B 1. It may be
further noted that attempts to model the rheology using
a Maxwell model produced inferior solutions to Eq. 7,
with the power-law model cited above providing signifi-
cantly better fits.

The results from the computed creep compliance and
dynamic shear moduli are summarized in Fig. 3. G∗(ω)
exhibits a power-law regime over the ω range of inter-
est and is characteristic of behavior predicted in theory
[1], simulations [13] and observed in experiments [8–10].
Recent experiments and our simulation results here (see
Fig. 3), evaluated with a robust numerical approach pro-
vide clear evidence in support of the existence of power-
law rheology in SGMs. Fig. 3a, shows the fits for the J(t)
model described above, with a family of curves with simi-
lar power-low exponents. Considering the semi-analytical
FT to obtain G∗(ω) gives us the viscoelastic moduli with

(a)

(b)

FIG. 3. We compute the viscoelastic moduli for the dynamic
viscous simulations considered from the fluctuating stresses
and displacements of bubbles in the simulation, as described
in the text. ξ values with data over a significant τ range were
considered for the calculation. The dotted grey lines indicate
the τ range of the MSD data used for the above calculation.
(a) Fitting the model explained in the text to simulation data
gives us suitable fits with a family of curves with power-law
behavior. The creep compliance scales as J(τ) ∼ tβ in the
lag time range shown above. (b) G∗(ω) obtained from J(τ),
gives us power-law rheology in ω i.e., G∗(ω) ∼ ωβ . This
behavior is observed at all ξ values calculated above. (inset)
The predicted β values, indicative of the log-slope for the
curves in (b), hover consistently in the range ∼ 0.15 − 0.2,
similar to previously observed values in simulation [13], and
experiments [8, 9].

a power regime defined by G∗(ω) ∼ ωβ , with weak depen-
dence of the exponent β on damping, showing that this
is a universal feature for foams, regardless of damping.

C. Memory and recovery in perturbed SGMs

The SGM system shows a significant downhill descent
in energy as the largest bubbles coarsen and grow. As this
downward trend continues, the system reaches a dynam-
ical scaling steady state [13]. While it is unclear whether
configurations in this regime form an ergodic ensemble
over some characteristic time, the bubbles show stable
trends in various structural quantities like average co-
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. Scrambling a quasi-static system shows an imme-
diate return to trend. (a) We scramble the configurational
positions of a system in steady state (at t = 400) in a quasi-
static (ξ = 0) simulation. Surprisingly, the system always
finds a ’new’ steady state right away, as indicated by the co-
ordination number (z − zC) measured here, and continues to
evolve with similar dynamic properties. The dark and light
symbols represent the scrambled and unscrambled simulation,
respectively. (b) Running multiple (∼ 100) such scrambles at
t = 400, gives us a Gaussian distribution of 〈z〉 as shown
above. This overlaps well with 〈z〉 values obtained at t = 400
for 10 different realizations of the same simulation as indicated
by the mean ± standard deviations. This tells us that the
scrambled simulation returns to the newly found steady state
instantaneously. (inset) Moreover, the temporal autocorre-
lations for these z ensembles - scrambled and unscrambled -
provide similar decorrelation times. These findings indicate
similar dynamic properties for the scrambled and unscram-
bled simulation.

ordination number, mean bubble radius, normalized ra-
dial distribution, etc. Bubbles initially move around to
reach the steady state, defined by the dynamical scaling
‘attractor’ on the energy landscape, and then continue
to evolve in this steady state ensemble. Any perturba-
tion away from the attractor would thus lead the system
back to a ’new’ steady state as defined by the structural
and dynamical properties of the attractor and the sys-
tem landscape. Experiments have observed [14, 15] that
a strain-perturbed foam relaxed back to its unperturbed
steady state after an unexpectedly long waiting time, and

FIG. 5. Scrambling a quasi-static system shows no change to
ripening evolution. Here, we look at the structure through
the radial distribution formed at steady state for a scrambled
and unscrambled system. As previously in Fig. 4, the system
instantaneously continues in steady state. As can be noticed,
the slope changes for the scrambled simulation at t = 400 (in-
dicated by arrows), indicative of a new foam initiation time
[13]; however, the trend remains linear, consistent with dy-
namic scaling state behavior 〈a〉2 ∼ tage.

have described this as a memory phenomenon or measure
of history dependence. The consensus [14, 15] on the ori-
gin of this memory is that coarsening mediated excita-
tions are needed to enable the system to overcome local
minima that the perturbed system relaxes into. Thus,
the long waiting time has been considered a result of
slow coarsening.

To study this phenomenon’s structural and dynamical
significance computationally, we run a set of simulations
using our modified damped model over various ξ values.
We consider the theoretical extreme of a perturbation
by introducing positional scrambles in our system. To
do so, we begin with a typical steady-state system and
randomly scramble the various 3N positions of the bub-
bles. This scramble randomly assigns a point in hyper-
space for the system of soft spheres, providing a ran-
dom structural perturbation. We then continue with the
relaxation-coarsening procedure described previously in
Section II A. It must be noted here that for the quasi-
static case when ξ = 0, we relax the system to its first en-
ergy minimum (i.e. mechanical equilibrium) using FIRE
[29] instead of using Eq. 2.

For the quasi-static case, we see that the system, upon
one (or even multiple) scrambles, returns to the earlier
dynamical scaling steady trend (see Fig. 4a) immediately.
Indicators like 〈z〉 and 〈a〉2 show no significant change
from steady-state behavior, as can be seen in Fig. 4 which
plots the scrambled (at t = 400) and unscrambled aver-
age coordination number as a function of time. Here the
scrambled system experiences no barriers to reaching this
’new’ steady state with FIRE traversing the large config-
urational distance on a relatively smooth portion of the
energy landscape (at higher energies) to find the nearest
(primary) minima. It may be noted that the scramble
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moves the system to a random 3N -dimensional configu-
ration on the energy landscape. The system thus evolves
in the particular meta-basin corresponding to the scram-
bled positions going forward. So while a single simula-
tion might not erogodically explore all portions in con-
figuration space, these different hyperspaces on the en-
ergy landscape have similar structural properties. Small
changes in moving ensemble averages indicate the slight
variations in different regions or metabasins of the energy
landscape. Effectively, all these primary minima that
the minimizer finds belong to the ’steady-state ensem-
ble’ of the particular foam radii distribution realization
at t = 400.

To test whether the scrambled simulation actually re-
turns to the ’steady-state ensemble’ for a similar foam
at the same age, we compare the average coordination
numbers at t = 400 for 10 different quasi-static simu-
lations (different positional initializations at t = 0) in
Fig. 4b; with a pool of coordination numbers obtained
from scrambling the same test simulation (from Fig. 4a)
configuration at t = 400, a 100 different ways and quench-
ing them using FIRE. As seen in Fig. 4b, the distribution
of average coordination numbers for a quenched minima
from the test simulation lies in the range of expected
steady-state 〈z〉 values for a similar foam simulation at
the same age. Lastly, looking at the inherent tempo-
ral correlations in the coordination number further tells
us that similar correlations get rebuilt after the system
evolves on the randomly chosen ’metabasin’ on the en-
ergy landscape Fig. 4a(inset). Thus we conclude that
while the system doesn’t return to the exact configu-
rational hyperspace on the energy landscape, the foam
exhibits a ’memory’ effect in various physical and dy-
namical properties.

Interestingly, this also doesn’t affect the coarsening
mediated bubble size distribution reached at dynamic
scaling as seen in Fig. 5. This can be seen in the av-
erage system radii measured over time in Fig. 5. While
there is a noticeable change in the rate of radial change or
the slope, the trajectory remains in steady state as indi-
cated by the linear gradient. Additionally, the scrambled
simulation continues to evolve with similar moments of
the radii distribution (see Fig. 4a(inset)). Overall, this
shows that while any steady state structure built in by
the dynamics and coarsening before the scramble gets ru-
ined by the perturbation, it gets restored immediately by
quenching to the nearest minima (using FIRE).

Repeating the same computational experiment at fi-
nite ξ provides insight into the mechanism of the mem-
ory phenomenon. In agreement with previous experi-
ments [10, 15], we see that the system requires a sur-
prisingly long time to recover to its former steady state
trend (see Fig. 6). However, unlike previous suggestions
of this time-scale being coarsening-mediated, we observe
a ξ dependent phenomenon. This viscous time scale dic-
tates the time the system takes to relax any energetic
stress built in by the overlaps caused by the positional
scramble. Larger ξ leads to a longer time for the sys-

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. Scrambled foams with damping show very slow relax-
ation towards their prior trends in energy and coordination.
Finite ξ simulations are scrambled at t = 400 and evolved
using the dynamical equation Eq. 2. (a) The potential en-
ergies post scrambling show a progressive trend in reaching
the steady state. Fitting the energies (b) The mean coordi-
nation number 〈z〉 of the system shows similar ξ dependent
trends. Interestingly, the initial dynamics directs the system
to lower 〈z〉 configurations before relaxing to the appropriate
steady-state value.

tem to relax these unstable overlaps. Fig. 6 shows the
progression of energy and average coordination number
towards equilibrium after a positional scramble. Inter-
estingly, the z values shoot below the steady state line
post scramble before trending back to steady state, much
like previous experiments measuring rearrangement rate
[14]. Finally, one may note here that while the waiting
times seem to be damping dependent, they are, however,
much larger than τR = ξ〈a〉/ε ∼ O(ξ). This discrepancy
might be due to the extreme nature of positional pertur-
bation introduced in our simulation – which introduces
many large and small perturbations for all N bubbles
away from the nearest steady-state ensemble configura-
tion. Thus, the waiting time is a compounded sum of all
these different distances that the bubbles must traverse
to reach the ’new’ steady state.
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III. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that the ‘bubble model’ with sim-
ple damping and simulated ripening recreates many of
the exciting phenomena reported for soft-glassy materi-
als. Specifically, this model exhibits avalanchey, inter-
mittent dynamics at low viscosities with non-Brownian
super-diffusive motion. Considered in high-dimensional
configuration space, such motion occurs along a fractal
configurational path that is constrained to the lowest en-
ergy portions of the potential energy landscape. We find
that the energy minima of the bubble model are clus-
tered together in configuration space, scattered along
the configuration path followed by the model (at low
viscosity). In the practical absence of viscous stresses,
the system hops from each (ripening destabilized) en-
ergy minimum to a nearby, adjacent energy minimum.
This landscape-dominated motion subsequently produces
the observed super-diffusive motion and stress and strain
fluctuations corresponding to power-law rheology. As the
simulated viscosity is increased, the system shows pro-
gressively smoother dynamics and motion with a more
ballistic character. In this case, viscous stresses cause the
configuration never to explore the true potential energy
minima but instead evolve along a path that is adjacent
to the cluster of energy minima. The system effectively
stays at higher potential energy, and the finer details of
the fractal configuration path seen at lower viscosity are
washed out, leading to a straighter path and more ballis-
tic motion. Between these two limits, one can find a gra-
dation of properties, where the system displays increasing
characteristic length and time scales above which the low
viscosity behavior may still be observed.

This model also successfully generates power-law rheol-
ogy, which previously has not been reported for a damped
bubble model. However, unlike other properties, power-
law rheology seems to be a consistent feature in SGMs
over a wide range of viscosity values. This suggests an
extended fractal nature for the energy landscape, con-
sistently producing power-law rheology even when the
configurations are at energy somewhat above the energy
minima. Further, our microrheology-based approach pro-
vides a robust and reliable way to compute viscoelas-
tic moduli from force and strain fluctuations measure-
ments of constituent particles and is free of any system-
atic truncation errors associated with earlier microrheo-
logical methods.

Lastly, we investigate the ‘memory’ of the ripening
bubble model for mechanical perturbations by randomly
scrambling the bubble positions. We find that scram-
bled configurations (effectively a random point in config-
uration space) must relax a long configuration distance
before reaching their first potential energy minimum.
Moreover, those first energy minima are indistinguish-
able (statistically) from the ensemble of configurations
explored by other ripening simulations of the same age.
This is most clearly shown by the quasi-static simulation
that immediately recovers its earlier (ensemble averaged)

baseline properties when it reaches its first energy min-
imum. For finite viscosity, the system can take a long
time to traverse the required configuration distance to
return to the vicinity of the energy minima cluster and
recover its earlier mechanical properties. In viscous sys-
tems, this recovery time (and effective ‘memory’ time) is
proportional to the viscous relaxation time of the model.
This viscosity-mediated recovery process is contrary to
previous experimental inferences and a consequence of
the barrier-free potential energy landscape at higher en-
ergies that the perturbed system must traverse.

Future work would include developing a model that
captures other long-time characteristics of these SGMs.
We hope that such a description will provide a more com-
plete and practical model for SGMs. Modeling the phys-
ical properties of the many materials categorized under
SGMs could be of potential use in fields ranging from
material science (foams and complex fluids) to biology
(living cells [4, 5]).
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Appendix A: Damped SGM Model

1. Underdamped limit of an overdamped equation

The equation used for the simulations, as described in
the main text, is:

ξ
dri
dt

= Fi

= −

nn∑
j

∂V (rij)

∂ri

(A1)

It can be seen that the equation is similar to an over-
damped equation of motion. However, it must be noted
that though the equation resembles and has the charac-
teristics of an overdamped equation of motion, the same
is not due to a large viscosity but rather the non-inertial
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nature of the constituent particles considered in the sys-
tem. One may recall that dynamics for a mass attached
to a damped spring are mediated by the damping factor
ζ = b/(2

√
km). That can be evaluated for our system

of interest as follows ζ ' ξ/
√
ερ〈a〉. Since overdamped

dynamics is achieved when ζ ≥ 1, we see that the non-
inertial particles (ρ → 0) in our case give rise to the
so-called overdamped equation of motion. Meanwhile,
we continue to operate with a finite value of ξ.

2. Integration and stability

The simulation can be summarized as a numerical in-
tegration of the two equations – Eq. 2 and eq. 3 using a
numerical integration technique. Due to the stiff nature
of Eq. 2 (especially at small ξ values, one needs to choose
appropriate dt values to ensure any error perturbations
don’t diverge as the simulation proceeds and that the
solution is a converged one. We use a simple Explicit
Euler scheme to perform our integration here. We note
that other methods, like implicit Euler and second-order
Runge Kutta scheme, provide more extensive stability
regimes for dt and are more accurate but can have more
significant computational overload associated with the
integration scheme. Below, we perform a simple numeri-
cal stability test.

We start by considering Eq. 2 for all N particles or
3N degrees of freedom, i.e., i ∈ {1, 2, ...3N}, which can
be expressed in terms of the Hessian for using a Taylor
expansion as follows: and

ξ
dr

dt
= F

= F0 −Hr
(A2)

where r, F are 3N dimensional vectors and H is a
3N × 3N matrix or the Hessian of the potential field.
We may note here that for most ξ simulations, the sys-
tem configurations are close to mechanical equilibrium,
so for our stability analysis, we may approximate this us-
ing F0 ' 0. Further one may note that the any error εi
would propagate via an equation similar to Eq. A2:

ξ
dε

dt
= −Hε (A3)

Now, using the Explicit Euler formalism, for time steps
n+ 1 and n, we get:

ξ
εn+1 − εn

dt
= −Hεn

= −λεn
||εn+1||
||εn||

= ||I− λ||dt/ξ

(A4)

where λ is a matrix containing all eigenvalues of H.
Enforcing the criteria of stability on the equation above
we have,

||εn+1||
||εn||

≤ 1

||I− λ||dt/ξ ≤ 1

0 ≤ ||λmax||dt/ξ ≤ 2

(A5)

where λmax is the largest eigenvalue for H. Since all
eigenvalues would be real for this physical system, we
now have,

0 ≤ ||λmax||dt/ξ ≤ 2

dt ≤ 2ξ/λmax
(A6)

For most configurations, explored in our system simu-
lation the λmax varies around ∼ 1−10. This gives us that
dt 6 ξ/5 is the condition for stability. Here, we choose
dt = ξ/10, as the step size for all simulations reported
in this study. Since we have Eq. 3, which also controls
overall dynamics, this choice of time-step was validated
for convergence. We have verified that our explicit Euler
scheme was converged by checking other smaller values
of dt. Other schemes like the RK-2 also produced similar
results. Further, for ξ > 0.01, we stuck with the use of
dt = 0.001, as the system moves further away from me-
chanically stable states and the above approximation in
Eq. A3 fails to strictly hold.

3. Dimensionless group analysis: Deborah number

Apart from evaluating the Deborah number De as
the ratio of the damped relaxation time from Eq. 2
(τR = ξ〈a〉2/ε) and probing time associated with chang-
ing bubble radii (a) imparted by the coarsening process,

Eq. 3 (τC = 〈a〉2/α1, we can do a simple Buckingham Pi
analysis to determine the relevant Π group. Below, we
present the analysis to derive the Deborah number as a
Π group.

One can re-model the system through an experimental
lens and pose the problem statement as measuring the
average radii 〈a〉 as a function of time. Intuitively, this
might be influenced by system properties like ε, ρ, α1, ξ.
These 4 quantities along with 〈a〉, are comprised of the
dimensions M , L and T . Thus 2 Π groups can be made
using these variables for every combination of 3 repeating
variables being chosen. Here, we choose ρ, α, and ξ as
are repeating variables.

Π1 = f(ε, ρ, α1, ξ)

= ερxαy1ξ
z (A7)

Solving for x, y, and z so that Π1 is dimensionless, we
get Π1 = ε/(α1ξ) or De = ξα1/ε.
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Appendix B: Rheology

1. Analytical Derivation

Here, we provide a derivation for the integral equation
Eq. 7, which we used to compute the viscoelastic moduli
for our simulation. We start by noting that the theory of
viscoelasticity for linear materials [25, 26] shows that the
creep compliance J , can be related to the stress σ and
strain γ as follows:

∫ t

−∞
J(t− t′)σ̇(t′)dt′ = γ(t) (B1)

Here we may note that J , σ and γ are = 0 ∀t ∈ (−∞, 0)
and ≥ 0 ∀t ∈ [0,∞). Thus, we can extend the integral
limits by doing the following:

∫ ∞
−∞

J(t− t′)σ̇(t− t′)dt′ = γ(t)∫ ∞
−∞

J̇(t− t′)σ(t− t′)dt′ = γ(t)

using the product rule∫ t

0

J̇(t− t′)σ(t− t′)dt′ + J(0)σ(t) = γ(t)

(B2)

Taking the Fourier Transform of the non-decomposed
equation above and applying the convolution theorem
gives us,

˜̇J σ̃ = γ̃ (B3)

While one could potentially work with Eq. B2 or
Eq. B3, the numerical inaccuracies associated with an
FT [13, 20] and the statistical noise in a trajectory func-
tion like σ(t) or γ(t), would make the procedure more
difficult. Thus, we use the Wiener–Khinchin theorem
and further transform the auto-correlation into its mean
squared version as follows:

˜̇J ˜̇J =
||γ̃||2

||σ̃||2

=
R̃γγ

R̃σσ

=
˜〈γ2〉 − 〈∆γ2〉/2
˜〈σ2〉 − 〈∆σ2〉/2

(B4)

Reshuffling this equation and taking the inverse FT
yields an integral equation. We decompose the limits to
stay between 0 and t, which adds a few boundary terms
for the step function jump in J and σ at t = 0. Further,

we change our notation for t to τ , to be consistent with
the MSDs which are calculated as averages over lag times.

2J2(0)〈σ2〉+

∫ τ

0

f(τ − t′)(〈σ2〉 − 〈∆σ2〉(t′)/2)dt′

= (〈γ2〉 − 〈∆γ2〉(τ)/2)

where f(τ) is defined as follows,

f(τ) =

(∫ τ

0

J̇(τ − t”)J̇(t”)dt” + 2J(0)J̇(τ)

) (B5)

This equation can be approximated, using similar
mathematical approximations as used earlier in Ref. [20].

∫ τ

0

g(τ − t′)〈∆σ2〉(t′)dt′ = 〈∆γ2〉(τ)

where g(τ) is defined as follows,

g(τ) =

(∫ τ

0

J̇(τ − t”)J̇(t”)dt”

) (B6)

We approximate the right-hand side of this equa-
tion using the bubble portions r [19, 24], giving: '
3π〈a〉(〈r2〉−〈∆r2〉(τi)/2)/〈a〉3. However, it may be noted
that this equation is not well defined at τ = 0. Thus we
evaluate this only for lag times greater than zero. To get
an accurate solution, we consider the above equation at
various finite lag time values or τi and solve a set of simul-
taneous equations to find the appropriate creep compli-
ance, J(t). Specifically, we choose τi ∈ {τ1, τ2, τ3...τmax}.
Here, τ1 can be as small as dt. We report here results
for τ1 = 1. This choice, however, brings in some nu-
merical error due to the integrals going from 0 → τ . It
may be noted that this equation is mathematically exact
for ∀τ > 0 and that the upper limit of our observation
– τmax, does not affect the numerical procedure, effec-
tively avoiding a source of truncation error present in
many earlier approaches.

2. Choice of Fitting Model

One may notice that solving Eq. B5 or Eq. B6 requires
a model for J(t). Here we choose a modified version of
the model suggested in Ref. [8]. The original model put
forth in the above study has a terminal mode of relax-
ation at long times, given by t/ηR, and has been observed
previously in experiments [10]. In our simulations, we,
however, do not observe any terminal relaxation and thus
ignore the additional term mentioned above. We consid-
ered a modified version of the model given as follows.

J(t) = 1/G∞ + kD/G∞[(1 + t/τ0)β − 1] (B7)
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