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W e re-analyse experim ents on a foam sheared in a two-dim ensionalCouette geom etry

[Debr�egeasetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,178305(2001)].W echaracterisethebubbledefor-

m ation by a texturetensor.O urm easurem entsarelocalin tim e:they show two regim es,

onetransientand onestationary.They provideboth theaverageand 
uctuationsofthe

anisotropy.M easurem entsare also localin space:they show thatboth the deform ation

and theelasticcontribution tothestress�eld donotlocalise,varyingsm oothly acrossthe

sheargap.W ecan thusdescribethefoam asacontinuousm edium with elasticproperties.

1. Introduction

A liquid foam exhibits \com plex" behaviour under stress:it is elastic for sm allde-

form ation,plasticforlargedeform ation,and 
owsatlargedeform ation rates(W eaire&

Hutzler1999),(Jiangetal.1999).Itisam odelforthestudy ofcom plex 
uids:itstypical

length scaleperm itsdirectobservation.In particular,a foam with only onebubblelayer

(so-called \two-dim ensionalfoam " (W eaire& Hutzler1999))iseasy to im age,and im age

analysisyieldsinform ation on allthe geom etricalpropertiesofthe foam .

Recently,Debr�egeas et al.(Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001) quasistatically

sheared a fairly dry foam in a two-dim ensionalCouettegeom etry (Fig.1).They studied

the velocity �eld and showed that it localises in a shear band:its changes of value

happen as a steep gradient on a layer m uch thinner than the gap,rather than over

a long distance.Itdecreasesexponentially acrossthegap (r1 � r0),asexp[� (r� r0)=d].

Here r is the distance to the wheelcenter,r0 the radius of the inner wheel,r1 the

radius ofthe outer wheel,and d � (r1 � r0) is a characteristic length com parable to

onebubblediam eter.Such shear-banding hasbeen explained and num erically sim ulated

by the com bination offrozen disorder,elastic behaviourat low deform ation,and local

discretebubblerearrangem ents,leadingtoan instability m orelikely tooccurattheinner

side where
uctuationsarelarger(K abla & Debr�egeas2003).

W hatdom inatesthe m acroscopicbehaviourofthe m aterial:averagesor
uctuations?
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Figure 1.Run 1(transientregim e):foam understeady quasistaticshearin a Couettegeom etry.

Picturesofthefoam correspond to di�erentvaluesofapplied shearstrain 
:(a)0,im m ediately

after switching from counter-clockwise to clockwise rotation;(b)0.15;(c) 0.5,when the inner

boxes have reached the yield strain (see Fig.5);and (d) 7.6,wellinto the stationary regim e.

The cross-com ponent r� ofthe texture tensor,de�ned in eq.(3.11),is positive (a),zero (b),

negative (c),and stationary (d).

Thisquestion isim portantin the rheology offoam s,aswellasin otherdisordered m a-

terials.Brie
y,ifthe signature of
uctuations averagesout at large scales,a \therm o-

dynam icallim it" existsin which theaveragedom inates;a constitutiveequation relating

the stressand strain �eldscan then describe the m aterialasa continuousm edium (like

a solid ora liquid).Ifthe 
uctuationshavethe sam e orderofm agnitude asthe average

at allscales,they can dom inate the physicalbehaviour,which need notcorrespond to

any continuousm edium .W heneverthe 
uctuationsdom inate,we can ask whetherthey

correlate(leading to largestressdrops)orhavea white spectrum .The answerneed not

be the sam e fordi�erentm aterials(say,foam and granularm aterials)norfordi�erent

quantities(say,velocity and deform ation).

Sim ilarly,the existence and origin oflocalisation raise di�erent questions:the e�ect

ofboundary conditions,the respective roles ofstrain and strain rate,the precise role

of
uctuations,the di�erences between various (disordered) m aterials,the distinction
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between sharp (Coussotetal.2002)orexponential(Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio

2001)decreases,the dim ension ofspace (2D or 3D),and even the �eld itself(velocity

or deform ation).W e would like to extractadditionalphysicalinform ation,beyond the

velocity �eld.

M ost suggestionsto quantify statistically the anisotropy and the deform ation ofthe

internalstructure ofthe foam ,that is,the bubble wallnetwork,are based on scalar

quantities (Elias etal.1999).Since the deform ation encom passes inform ation on both

anisotropy and orientation,itisactually a tensor(Landau & Lifschitz1986),(Alexander

1998).Recentsuggestionsofpossible tensorialdescriptionsbased on bubble detailsare

prom ising (Reinelt& K raynik 2000),(K raynik,Reinelt& van Swol2003),(Ball& Blu-

m enfeld 2002),(Blum enfeld 2004).Here,we use the \texture tensor" (eq.3.11),which

hasthe following advantages(Aubouy etal.2003):(i)itispurely geom etrical,indepen-

dent ofstresses and forces;(ii) it applies to both sm alland large num bers ofbubbles;

(iii)itislocalin tim eand space(Jiang etal.2000),so itcan characterisea sub-region of

the foam ;(iv)itappliesto disordered orordered,2D or3D m aterials,in elastic,plastic

or
uid regim es.

Theplan ofthispaperisasfollows.Section (2)reviewstheoriginalexperim entalset-up,

and ourim age analysisprotocol.The theoreticalsection (3)reviewsthe de�nitionsand

m easurem entsofstress,texture and strain tensors;itcan be read separately.The next

section (4)presentsouranalysesofexperim ents.The�rst(section 4.1),resolved in both

tim e and space,studiesthetransientregim ebeforea stationary 
ow isestablished.The

second (section 4.2),resolved in space but averaged in tim e,shows that in stationary


ow,both the bubble anisotropy and the elastic contribution to the deviatoric stress

�eld vary sm oothly acrossthe Couette gap;they do notlocalise nearthe innerrotating

wheel.The third (section 4.3),again resolved in tim e,showsthatin stationary 
ow the


uctuations are largernearthe inner wheel.In section (5),we discuss whether we can

describe thefoam asa continuousm edium with elasticproperties.

2. M aterials and M ethods

2.1. Experim ents

G eorgesDebr�egeasgenerouslyprovided experim entaldataobtained in twodi�erentruns.

Forexperim entaldetailssee Ref.(Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001).Brie
y,the

set-up consistsofan innershearing wheeland an outer�xed one,with no-slip conditions

due to tooth-shaped boundaries (tooth depth:radius 1.2 m m ).The foam is con�ned

between two transparentplates separated by h = 2 m m spacers(Fig.2(d));this foam

thickness is sm aller than the distance between bubble centers (see below),enforcing a

single layerofbubbles (Cox,W eaire & Vaz 2002).The 
uid fraction,m easured by the

weightofwaterintroduced in thecell,is� = 5:2% .Thebubblesizedispersity is� 30% ,

enough to preventcrystallisation.Coarsening and sizesorting undersheararenegligible

during theexperim ent.A CCD digitalcam era recordsthe position and theshapeofthe

bubbles.

The inner wheelrotatesslowly enough (Vw heel = 0:25 m m .s� 1) thatthe 
ow is well

in quasistatic regim e:the foam passes through a succession ofequilibrium states.All

averaged static physicalquantities,like the elastic strain or stress,rem ain the sam e if

the applied shearrate Vw heel=(r1 � r0)varies.K inetic quantities,like the velocity �eld,

therateofT1s,and theinputpowerand dissipation,scaleastheshearrate.Thisscaling

istypicalofsolid-like friction (only athighervelocity doesthe foam exhibita 
uid-like

friction,when theinputpowerand dissipation scalelikethesquareoftheshearrate).As
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required forcom parison to otherexperim ents,we thusexpressallresultsasa function

ofthe totalapplied shearstrain:


=
Vw heelt

r1 � r0
: (2.1)

Note that
 isproportionalto tim e t,notto the localshearin each box.

Run 1 (unpublished data)containsa transientregim e.To preparethefoam ,theinner

disc isrotated counter-clockwise,untila stationary regim eisreached.Then,atan arbi-

trary tim e,chosen astheorigin (t= 
= 0),the sheardirection isswitched to clockwise

(Fig.1),theexperim entbeginsand 500 picturesarerecorded.Ther�com ponentsofthe

deform ation thusswitch from positiveto negative(Fig.3).Each pictureshows200 bub-

bles,in an angularsectoroftheexperim entalcell(Fig.1).Theaveragedistancebetween

thecentresofm assofneighbouringbubblesis3:0m m ,with astandard deviation of� 0:5

m m ,corresponding to a m ean bubblewalllength ofh‘i= 1:7 m m .Theinternalradiusis

r0 = 71 m m (sam e forboth runs)and the externalradiusisr1 = 112 m m (di�erentfor

each run).Thus
= 1correspondstoawheeldisplacem entofVw heelt= r1� r0 = 41m m :

i.e.15-20 bubble diam eters.

Run 2 (published in Ref.(Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001))focusses on the

stationary regim e.The preparatory rotation is clockwise.Then,at an arbitrary tim e,

chosen as the origin (t= 
 = 0),it is switched to counter-clockwise (Fig.2).Pictures

are recorded only after a full2�-turn,corresponding to 
 = 8;the r� com ponents of

the deform ation are thuspositive (Fig.6).A quarterofthe Couette cellis�lm ed,with

700 bubbles in each picture.To im prove the statistics,the cam era is then displaced

to record successively the fourquarters;2000 pictures are obtained asfour 500-im ages

m ovies.Data arem easured and averaged overthefourquartersofthefoam .Theaverage

distancebetween thecentresofm assofneighbouringbubblesis2:4m m ,with a standard

deviation of� 0:4 m m ,corresponding to a m ean bubble walllength ofh‘i = 1:4 m m .

The internalradius is r0 = 71 m m (sam e for both runs) and the externalradius is

r1 = 122 m m (di�erentforeach run).Thus
 = 1 correspondsto a wheeldisplacem ent

of51 m m :i.e.20-25 bubblesdiam eters.

2.2. Im age analysis

W eanalysetheim agesusing a hom e-m adeextension m oduleto thepublicsoftwareNIH-

Im age.W e threshold the im age,and skeletise the bubble wallsto a one-pixelthickness.

W e identify the pointswherethree wallsm eet(\vertices").W e replaceeach wallby the

vector~‘linking itsvertices(white linesin Fig.2a,top right).

To respectthesym m etry oftheCouettecell,thiswallvector~‘(Fig.2b)isexpressed in

localpolarcoordinates(r;�)(Fig.2a).Thisneglectsthevariation ofthepolarreferential

between both itsend points.Thisassum ption iscorrectaslong as‘� r.

For the sam e reason,we choose equi-spaced orthoradial,circularboxes (Fig.2a,top

right)to dividethefoam and m easurethedeform ation using spatialaveragesto im prove

the statistics.In the quasistaticregim e,the bubble deform ation rem ainsvery sm alland

barely visibleby eye.Aftertrying variousbox sizes,wechoose8 boxesasa com prom ise

between the quality ofthe statisticsand the levelofvisibledetails.

ForRun 1,each box is2:7h‘iwide,and box num beriisatposition ri1 = r0 + [0:4+

2:7(i� 0:5)]h‘i.The num ber ofbubbles in each box grows linearly,typically from 17

bubblesin the 1stbox,to 32 in the 8th box.

ForRun 2,ri2 = r0 + [2:8+ 3:1(i� 0:5)]h‘i.Dueto theshapeofthepictures(Fig.2a),

the num berofbubbles�rstincreaseswith i(from typically 105 bubblesin the 1stbox),

then decreases(to 41 in the 8th box).
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Figure 2. Run 2 (stationary 
ow):im age analysisand notations.(a)Bottom left:top view of

the originalexperim entby D ebr�egeasetal.(D ebr�egeas,Tabuteau & D iM eglio 2001),rotating

counter-clockwise.Top right:im age analysis.The reconstructed network ofvertices linked by

vectors (white)and the boundariesofthe 8 equi-spaced concentric circular boxesused as rep-

resentative volum e elem ents (RVE) for spatialanalysis (black circular arcs) are superim posed

on thesnapshotoftheexperim ent.W eexcludetheregionsnearboth wheels,wherethebubbles

are notentirely visible.(b)W e denote by ~‘the vectorlinking both verticesofa given wall.(c)

Ifone ofthese verticesisoutside ofthe box (de�ned in (a),top right),we denote by f 2 [0;1]

the fraction ofthe bubblewalllength inside thebox;f = 0 ifthe wallisentirely outside,f = 1

ifitisentirely inside.(d)Side-view sketch ofa verticalbubble wallcross-section,between two

horizontalglassplates.

3. D e�nitions and m easurem ents ofdeviatoric elastic stress and

strain

3.1.Capillary contribution to the stress

3.1.1.Theoreticalde�nition

In 
uid foam s,the three m ain contributions to stress � are the capillary term �
cap

due to the tension ofthe liquid walls,the pressure ofthe gaswithin each bubble,and

the viscous dissipation.In what follows,the \deviatoric" part of the capillary stress

refers to the traceless tensor,i.e.�
cap

� Tr
�
�
cap�

I=2,where I is the identity tensor

in 2 dim ensions.It consists in the shear stress �
cap

r�
and the norm alstress di�erence

�caprr � �
cap

��
.

In the extrem e \wetfoam " lim it� � 1,bubblesare wellseparated from each other.

The capillary contribution in a representative volum e elem ent(RVE)V which contains
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N bubbleswith surfacetension � is(Rosenkilde1967),(Batchelor1970):

�
cap

=
�

V

X

S2V

I

S

�

I� ~n 
 ~n

�

ds;

�
cap

ij
= �

N

V

�I

S

(�ij � ninj) ds

�

V

: (3.1)

HereN =V isthedensity ofbubbles;S isthesurfaceofeach bubble;~n istheunitvector

norm alto the surfaceelem entds;and h:iV isthe averageoverbubblesin V .

In theotherextrem e,\dryfoam "lim it� � 1,pairsofbubblesurfacesm ergeintoa�lm

with surfacetension 2�.Thecapillary contribution is(K han & Arm strong 1986),(K han

& Arm strong 1987),(Reinelt& K raynik 2000),(K raynik,Reinelt& van Swol2003):

�
cap

=
2�

N V

I

S

�

I� ~n 
 ~n

�

ds+ O
�
�2
�
: (3.2)

Thecorrection oforder�2 isa contribution oftheintegraloverthesurfaceS ofitsm ean

curvature (M ecke & Stoyan 2002).Since the m ean curvature is m ostly concentrated

in bubble edges (\Plateau borders"),this contribution is physically equivalent to the

recently identi�ed line tension which a�ects the bubble edges (K ern & W eaire 2003),

(G�em inard etal.2004).

3.1.2.Operationalde�nition in two dim ensions

A true2D foam hasan interesting property:atequilibrium ,orin a quasistaticregim e,

thecoarse-grained Laplacian ofthepressureiszero (G raneretal.2001),(G raner2002).

Thesm allscale
uctuationsofbubblepressures,accordingto bubblesidenum bers,aver-

ageoutto zeroatlargescales(W eaire& Hutzler1999).In thepresentCouettegeom etry,

wherenolarge-scalepressuregradientexists,pressuredoesnotvary signi�cantly (W eaire

etal.2004).Hence,in-planecurvaturesrem ain m uch sm allerthan theinverseofbubble

sizes.They contributeto thestressthrough theiralgebricaverage(nottheirsecond m o-

m ent),which issm allalong any path within thefoam :curvaturesarecounted positively

ifthe path crossesthe wallfrom theconcaveside(G raner2002).They thusinduce only

a negligible correction to the deviatoric capillary stress,with respect to straight walls

(Asipauskasetal.2003).

However,adapting theabovede�nition (eq.3.2)to m easuredeviatoriccapillary stress

�eldsin bubblem onolayersrequirescare.In thepresentcase,thecurvatureradiusin the

third dim ension,notvisible in im ages,issm allerorequalto the halfdistance between

plates(Fig.2(d)).Itsinverse,nam ely thecurvaturein thethird dim ension,islargerthan

the curvature visible in the im age.Thiscase isthusinterm ediate between two lim iting

bubble m onolayers:bubble rafts,and Langm uirfoam s.

In bubble rafts,stress has already been m easured,in a circular Couette geom etry,

by m echanicalm easurem entsofthe force atthe boundaries(Pratt& Dennin 2003),or

indirectly by localm easurem entsofbubble ellipticity (Ybert & diM eglio 2002).Since

bubbletop surfacesarecurved (they areapproxim ately sphericalcaps),directlocalm ea-

surem entsofstressaredi�cult.

Atthe otherextrem e,Langm uirfoam sareone m oleculethick:theiraspectratio isof

the order ofnanom eters divided by centim eters,with no well-de�ned curvature in the

third dim ension.They arethusprobably theclosestapproxim ation toa true2D foam (as

longas3D viscosity e�ectsrem ain negligible),and capillary stress�eldscan bem easured

asdescribed below (eq.3.5)(Courty etal.2003).

In the present case,for a single layer ofbubbles (Cox,W eaire & Vaz 2002) in the
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quasistatic regim e,the dry partofthe �lm rem ainsvertical(Fig.2(d)).By sym m etry,

we can assum e thatthe curvatureson both sidesofa �lm are alm ostopposite,so that

theire�ectsalm ostcanceleach other.W ethusneglectthee�ectofcurvaturein thethird

dim ension.

W esim plify furthereq.(3.2)using two approxim ations.First,although strictly speak-

ing itappliesto closed surfaces(com plete surfacesofbubbles),weextend itto averages

on open surfaces(wallsbetween bubbles),assum ing thatany possiblenon-com pensated

term (due forinstance to bubbles atthe foam boundary)hasa negligible contribution

to the average (K raynik,Reinelt & van Swol2003).Second,on closed surfaces in 2D,

the integralofthe m ean curvatureonly contributesa constant,so thatthe O
�
�2
�
term

need not be considered here;in what follows,on open surfaces,we again neglect the

contribution ofpossiblenon-com pensated term s.

Finally,eq.(3.2) sim pli�es to an expression which has already been used (but not

alwaysjusti�ed)forvarioustypesofbubblem onolayers(W eaire& Hutzler1999),(K abla

& Debr�egeas2003),(Asipauskasetal.2003),(Courty etal.2003):

�
cap

=
1

V

X

~‘

f

�

�̂e
 ~‘

�

: (3.3)

Here(Fig.2)the2D RVE V isasurfacearea;the~‘sarethechordslinking twoconnected

vertices,approxim ating bubblewalls;f isthefraction ofthewalllength contained in V ;

ê= ~‘=‘istheunitvectortangentto ~‘.Theline tension �isequalto �h m ultiplied by a

geom etricconstantwhich dependson � (Fig.2(d)):itvariesfrom 2 fora dry foam (two


atinterfacesoflength h)to � fora wetfoam (two half-circlesofdiam eterh).

3.1.3.Com m entson thisde�nition

Eq.(3.3)isanalogousto the expression forthe elasticstressin a (2D or3D)network

with a density � oflinks ~‘ undergoing two-body interactions with tensions ~� (K ruyt

2003):

�
cap

= �

D

~�
 ~‘

E

V
: (3.4)

In the continuum lim it,the averageh:iV isthe averageofthe wallprobability distri-

bution function,and thisexpression forthe stressisexactly the sam e (see forinstance

ref.(K ruyt2003)ortheappendix ofref.(Aubouy etal.2003))astheclassicalde�nition

based on the linkscrossing the boundariesofV (Landau & Lifschitz 1986).Thisequiv-

alence validates a posterioriour application ofeq.(3.2) to open surfaces.In practice,

experim entaldata have a �nite size:the num ber oflinks used in the calculation,and

so the signal/noiseratio ofthe resulting m easurem ent(Asipauskasetal.2003),ism uch

largerifweuse alllinksin V ,ratherthan only the linkscrossing itsboundaries.

Eq.(3.4)showsthat,in anetworkofpointswhich interactthrough apairwisepotential,

we can m easure the stressfrom an im age ifwe know the expression for the two-points

forcelaw ~� = ~�(~‘)explicitly (forinstanceLennard-Jones,orharm onic).

Forquasistatic2D foam s(eq.3.3),alltensionshavethesam em odulus�;hence~�(~‘)=

�̂e.The im ageprovides�
cap

=�,which isenough forourpurposes:

�
cap

�
= �

D

ê
 ~‘

E

V
;

�
cap

ij

�
= �

�
‘i‘j

‘

�

V

: (3.5)
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Here�isthearea density ofbubblewalls:the num berofbubble wallsin V weighted by

f,divided by V ;h:iV isthe averageoverthe wallsin V ,also weighted by f.

3.2. Statusofthe elastic strain tensor

3.2.1.M acroscopic de�nition ofthe elastic strain

A m acroscopic de�nition ofelastic strain (M acosko 1994),(Farahani& Naghdabadi

2000)isusually a function ofthe deform ation gradientF :

F =

�
@~x

@~x0

� t

=

�
~r ~x

�

;

Fij =
@xi

@x0j
; (3.6)

where ~x is the current position of a point initially at position ~x0.This deform ation

gradientF coincideswith the identity I in a solid translation,and hasa determ inant1

in a volum e-conserving transform ation.

From F ,we can de�ne two sym m etric tensorsU and V through a rotation R (Phan-

Thien 2002):

F = R U = V R: (3.7)

They are called the rightand leftstretch tensors.They coincide with the identity I in

a solid transform ation (translation and rotation),and also have a determ inant 1 in a

volum e-conserving transform ation.

In turn,they determ inea rightand a leftdeform ation tensors,called theFingertensor

and the Cauchy-G reen tensor,respectively (Phan-Thien 2002):

B = F F
t

= V
2

;

C = F
t

F = U
2

: (3.8)

Theytooaresym m etric,coincidewith theidentityIin asolidtransform ation(translation

and rotation),and havea determ inant1 in a volum e-conserving transform ation.

Finally,a strain m easure tensorE isforinstanceequalto

�

B � I

�

=2,

�

C � I

�

=2,or

m ore generally to one ofthe Seth-Hillstrain m easure tensors based on the successive

powersofU orV:

E
(m )

=
U
m

� I

m
;

or E
(m )

=
V
m

� I

m
; (3.9)

where m isa positive ornegativeinteger(Farahani& Naghdabadi2000).They alltend

towardsthelinearelasticity de�nition (thegradientofthedisplacem ent�eld)in thelim it

ofin�nitesim altransform ation.

The particular case ofm = 0 corresponds to the logarithm -based de�nition (Hoger

1987) and generalises the Hencky strain tensor (Tanner & Tanner 2003) to arbitrary

deform ations:

E
(0)

= logU =
1

2
logC ;

or E
(0)

= logV =
1

2
logB : (3.10)
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This true strain tensor E
(0)

correctly quanti�es both volum e-invariant deform ations

(which appearastracelessstrain tensors)and dilations(which appearasthe logarithm

ofthe volum e,as,forexam ple,in gases).

Constitutive equationsofa m aterial,that is stress-strain relations,can use either of

thesetensors;som eargum entsfavorrighttensors(Farahani& Naghdabadi2000),(Larson

1997)while otherfavorleftones(M acosko 1994).

3.2.2.M icrom echanicalde�nitionsofelastic strain

A m icroscopic de�nition ofelastic strain (K ruyt & Rothenburg 1996),(Liao et al.

1997),(Alexander 1998),(Ball& Blum enfeld 2002),(Blum enfeld 2004),(K ruyt 2003),

(G oldhirsch & G oldenberg 2002),(Zim m erm an 1999),(Aubouy et al.2003) adopts a

di�erentpointofview:itconstructsthe m acroscopicelasticstrain from the positionsof

individual\sites"(i.e.atom s,grains,orverticesofanetwork),justasstressisconstructed

from individualforces,seeeq.(3.4).

Forinstance,Zim m erm an considerselastic deform ationsof2D or3D ordered atom ic

crystals(Zim m erm an 1999).He constructsseparately the stress(from atom istic poten-

tials)and theelasticstrain (from displacem ents).Heshowsthat,in theordered caseshe

considers,his strain yields a continuum -m echanics lim it identicalto that derived from

the Cauchy-G reen tensor.

K ruyt (2003) expands the analysis he used in a series ofpapers with Rothenburg,

which,for instance,predicted the elastic m oduliofdisordered or ordered 2D granular

m aterials (K ruyt & Rothenburg 2002).He constructs separately the stress from indi-

vidual forces (obeying equilibrium conditions) and the elastic strain from individual

displacem ents (obeying geom etric com patibility conditions) sm allenough to avoid re-

arrangem ents(K ruyt2003).

G oldhirsch and G oldenberg (2002) rewrite elasticity theory on a m icroscopic basis,

take the continuouslim it,and show itscom patibility with classicalelasticity,including

the energeticsand conjugation relations(G oldhirsch & G oldenberg 2002).In particular,

they show thattheirde�nition ofelastic strain isbetterthan those based,forinstance,

on �tsofthedisplacem entsto a m acroscopicstrain �eld (Liao etal.1997)and that,even

forgranularm aterials,m icroscopic
uctuationsprogressively averageoutwhen going to

m acroscopicscales.

3.3. Extension to plastic and 
uid regim es

M acroscopicand m icrom echanicelasticstrain tensorsbecom edi�cultto de�neafterthe

�rsttopologicalrearrangem ent.They �nally lose theirm eaning aftera few rotationsof

the Couette-cellinnerwheel,and m athem aticalsingularitiesappear.Thisbreakdown of

form alism iscounterintuitive;experim entally,the m echanicalbehaviorsofelasto-plasto-

viscousm aterialsdo notappearto changediscountinuously.

W e need to treat the (even large) elastic deform ation,independently from the 
ow

involving rearrangem entsoftheconnectionsbetween neighbouring sites(changesin net-

worktopology).Thetotalapplied shearstrain decom posesintoplasticand elasticstrains.

Theplasticstrain ism uch larger,sinceitincreaseslinearly with tim e(itsderivative,cor-

respondingtothevelocity gradient,isconstantin steady 
ow).Theelasticstrain ism uch

sm aller:here,in steady 
ow,itrem ainsconstant;butitisphysically im portant,because

itcharacterisesthe currentstateofthe foam .

W e use below the approach ofAubouy etal.(2003),which consistsin three steps.It

�rstcharacterisesthecurrentstateofthem aterialby a\texture"(or\fabric")tensorM ,

builtfrom statisticalaveragesoverm icroscopic positions,which existsin allregim es.It
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then de�nesareferencestatecharacterised by areferencetensorM 0.It�nally constructs

the elasticstrain by a com parison ofboth tensors.W e now review thesede�nitions.

3.3.1.Texture tensor

The pattern ofthe wallsin a region ofthe foam can be statistically characterised by

the localtexture tensor M (Aubouy etal.2003).In 2D,itwrites(again with averages

weighted by f):

M =

D
~‘
 ~‘

E

V
;

M ij = h‘i‘jiV =

��
‘2r ‘�‘r

‘r‘� ‘2�

��

V

: (3.11)

It accounts for the direction and length ‘ ofthe walls;however,since the sym m etry
~‘! �~‘doesnota�ectthe pattern,the orientation of~‘playsno role.

The diagonalcom ponents M rr and M �� ofthis tensor are both oforder


‘2
�
.Con-

versely,the o�-diagonalcom ponentM r� = M �r (the tensorissym m etric),and the dif-

ference M rr � M ��,together characterise the anisotropy:they are both m uch sm aller

than


‘2
�
.They vanish when the foam isisotropic;in which case M = (h‘2i=2)I ispro-

portionalto I,and only encodes the r.m .s.walllength.Hence the tensor M has two

strictly positiveeigenvalues,also oforder


‘2
�
,thelargerbeing in thedirection in which

bubbleselongate.Itthusquanti�esthe averagesize,aswellasthe anisotropy direction

and am plitude,ofthenetwork consisting ofthebubblevertices(Fig.2a,top right).In a

stationary regim e,itisconstant,asareallaveraged physicalquantities.

3.3.2.Reference state

At any tim e,the currentstate ofthe foam correspondsto a currentreference state,

nam ely the state thatthe foam reachesafterrelaxation (Porte,Berret& Harden 1997).

Thisreferencestatede�nesthe reference texture tensor M 0.Itvarieswith tim e;butin

a stationary regim e,itisconstant,asare allaveraged physicalquantitiesincluding M .

The reference state isnotnecessarily equalto the initialstate (Porte,Berret& Harden

1997).

In the present experim ent,letting the inner wheelrotate back freely is di�cult,so

that in practice we do not have directaccessto a reference state.Butwe do notneed

m icroscopicaldetails to estim ate M 0:it su�ces to m ake a physicalapproxim ation on

the averagepropertiesofthe foam atrest.W echosebelow to assum ethatthe reference

state is statistically isotropic.W e thus approxim ate M 0 by M 0I,where the constant

M 0 = Tr

�

M 0

�

=2 is half the average over allboxes ofthe squared walllength.W e

im plicitly assum ethatthevolum eisconserved,which should becorrectin Couette
ow.

M oreprecisely,to avoid overestim atingM 0 dueto bubblestretching,wetaketheaverage

between h‘i2=2 and h‘2i=2;since here h‘i = 1:40 m m and
p
h‘2i = 1:45 m m ,we take

M 0 = 1:0 m m 2.

3.3.3.Elastic strain tensor

W e can operationally m easurethestatisticalelastic strain tensor U in each box from

(Aubouy etal.2003):

U (~r)=
logM (~r)� logM 0

2
: (3.12)

It obeys (Aubouy et al. 2003) the m athem aticalrequirem ents for a strain tensor:
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sym m etry properties under translation,rotation and index perm utation.It is always

de�ned:logM is the tensor with the sam e eigenvectorsas M ,but with the logarithm

ofits(strictly positive)eigenvalues.Itisthe only dim ensionlessfunction ofM and M 0

which isalwaysde�ned (there isno equivalentofthe division fortensors,exceptwhen

they com m ute).

It also obeys the physicalrequirem ents for an elastic strain tensor.It statistically

quanti�es the deform ation reversibly stored in the present state of the m aterial.Its

di�erentialdU (and hence the elastic m odulifor in�nitesim aldeform ation around the

currentstate)dependsexplicitly only on the currentstate.

M oreover,letusconsiderthecasewherethe(sm allorlarge)deform ation iselasticand

a�ne.Then:

~‘= F ~‘0;

~‘
 ~‘= ~‘~‘
t = F ~‘0

~‘
t
0 F

t

= F

�
~‘0 
 ~‘0

�

F
t

;

M =

D
~‘
 ~‘

E

= F

D
~‘0 
 ~‘0

E

F
t

= F M 0 F
t

: (3.13)

Ifwe now assum e that M 0 com m utes with F ,which is the case iffor instance M 0 is

isotropic,then M = M 0 F F
t

.W e then prove that U coincides with the true strain

(Hoger1987),(Zim m erm an 1999):

U =
logM � logM 0

2
=

log

�

M 0 F F
t
�

� logM 0

2
=
1

2
log

�

F F
t
�

= E
(0)

; (3.14)

see eq.(3.10).The Finger tensor appearsbecause we base our elastic description on a

tensor,~‘
 ~‘ = ~‘ ~‘t.This constrastwith classicalelasticity,based on a scalarproduct

d~x � d~x = d~xt d~x = d~xt0 F
t

F d~x0,where the Cauchy-G reen tensorappears(Phan-Thien

2002).

A speci�c feature ofthe quasistatic regim e is that the deform ation (and hence the

elastic strain)rem ainssm all,barely visible by eye (Fig.1),even forlarge applied shear

strain (and hence largeplastic strain).W e thusassum e,and check a posteriori(Fig.7),

thatthe com ponentsofU are m uch sm allerthan one,so we approxim ate eq.(3.12)by

itslinearisation:

U (~r)�
1

2

 

M (~r)

M 0

� I

!

: (3.15)

4. R esults

4.1. Transientregim e

Alldata in thissection aretaken from Run 1 (Fig.1),which hastwo distinctregim es:a

transientand a stationary 
ow (Fig.3).

4.1.1.Texture tensor

In the transientregim e,the averagewalllength doesnotchange m uch,butthe walls

tend to align with the direction ofthe rotation (Fig.1).Hence,it is m ostly the cross-

com ponent M r� which correlatesto the shear (Fig.3).Since 
 = 0 m arks the change

from clockwiseto counter-clockwiseshear,M r� decreaseslinearly and changessign.The

correlation with shearofboth othercom ponents,ifany,isoforderoftheir
uctuations.
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Figure 4.Run 1 (transientregim e):crosscom ponentUr� versustheapplied shearstrain 
,for

box 1:closed circles,box 3:closed squares,box 5:open triangles,and box 7:crosses.Since


 = 0 m arksthe reversalofthe rotation (and notan initially unstrained state),we expectUr�
to bezero when 
 = 0:15,within experim entalerror(� 0.03).A linear�tofUr� versus
 yields

the derivative dUr�=d
,plotted in Insert,where the line is a linear �t with zero intercept to

dUr�=d
 versus1=r
2
.

4.1.2.Elastic strain tensor

During the transient,no bubble rearrangem ent(neighbourswapping,also called \T1

processes")isvisiblefor
< 0:3.Thisprobablycorrespondstotheelasticregim e(H�ohler,

Cohen-Addad & Hoballah 1997).The cross-com ponentUr� varies linearly with 
,and

a linear�tyieldsitsderivative dU r�=d
 (Fig.4).Itvariessm oothly with r,and a �tto

r� 2 yieldsthe prefactor(� 1600� 90)h‘i
2
.

Itisinteresting to com paredUr�=d
 with theexpression which would bepredicted by

classicalelasticity in a Couette geom etry:

dUr�

d

=

r21r0

r1 + r0

1

r2
: (4.1)

Theprefactorofeq.(4.1)is(r21r0)=[(r1 + r0)]= (� 1680� 80)h‘i
2
,wherewehavetaken

1.2 m m (thedepth oftheteeth)astheuncertainty ofthewheelradius.Thisagreeswith

the experim entalprefactorofr� 2 (Fig.4).

4.1.3.Yield

The 
ow becom es stationary at a value 
Y which we m easure by determ ining the

intersection between the transient build-up of M r� �tted by a straight line and the

stationaryplateau �tted by ahorizontalline(Fig.3).Itwould beinterestingtodeterm ine

whether 
Y actually m arks the onset ofirreversibility in the stress-strain relation at

m acroscopicscale(plasticity).

W e can at leastobserve on the m ovie (data notshown)the \T1" bubble rearrange-

m ents,which concern localtopology.In the innerboxes,
Y correlateswith the appear-
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Figure 5.Run 1 (transientregim e):variation of
Y versus box num ber.D ata are from Fig.

(3).The line isa linear�t.

anceofa largenum berofT1s.The�rstisolated T1sappearatvaluesof
 between 0.26

and 0.32,ofthesam eorderofm agnitudeas,butsigni�cantly sm allerthan 
Y .Theouter

boxeslack T1s,exceptonce near
 � 3,wellbeyond 
Y and in the stationary regim e.

Though 
Y iswellde�ned,itm arksa saturation in the localshearstrain applied to the

bubbles,which probably oscillatesand rem ainsbelow the actualyield strain.

The value of
Y increasesgradually from 0.35 forthe innerbox,to 0.55 forthe outer

box (Fig.3).W ithin experim entalerror (� 0.03,corresponding to � 2 im ages),this

variation is linear(Fig.5).Explaining this variation of
Y with r would certainly help

usto understand the yielding offoam s(see section 5.2.2).

4.2. Stationary regim e -average values

Alldata ofthis section are taken from Run 2 (Fig.2),which allowsusto im prove our

statistics,using tem poralaveragesoverthe stationary 
ow.

4.2.1.Texture tensor

Fig.(6)plotstheaverageM stat oftheinstantaneoustexturetensorM in thestationary

regim e.W e can now detect,notonly the (sm all)anisotropy ofthe foam ,M r�,butalso

itssm allspatialvariations.

M r� decreasesacrossthe gap:it is largerin the inner boxes than in the outer ones,

re
ecting the preferred orientation im posed by the shear.M rr decreases,M �� increases,

and M rr � M �� changes sign;this sign-change is m ore di�cult to understand (section

5.1.3).

4.2.2. Elastic strain

Ur� does not localise near the inner wheel:it varies sm oothly with the distance to

the innerwheel.Itdecreasesas� 1=r2 (Fig.7),asexpected ifthe foam behaveslike a

continuouselasticm edium ,seeeq.(4.1).

To com pareto the transientregim ein Run 1 (which hasslightly di�erentbubble and
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Figure 6. Run 2 (stationary 
ow):texturetensorM stat versusbox num ber.The com ponents

ofM (closed triangles:M rr;open squares:M ��;closed circles:M r�),again expressed in units

ofh‘
2
i,areaveraged overthefourquartersofthewholefoam ,and also overtim e(2000 pictures).

wheeldiam eters),we expressthe prefactordeterm ined in Fig.(7)in the sam e units as

in eq.(4.1):

hUr�i= 
el
r21r0

r1 + r0

1

r2
: (4.2)

The prefactoris
el= 0:171� 0:003,seesection (5.2.2).

4.2.3.Deviatoric elastic stress

In the quasistatic regim e,m echanicalequilibrium im plies that the elastic stress is

divergence free.Hence we expectthatitso�-diagonalcom ponent,which reducesto the

capillary contribution,variesasfora continuouselastic m edium in a Couette geom etry

(Dennin 2004):�
cap

r�
� cst=r2 .Such r� 2 dependence occursexperim entally (Fig.8).
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Figure 7. Run 2 (stationary 
ow): tensor U versus box num ber. The com ponents of U

(closed triangles:Urr;open squares:U��;closed circles:Ur�) are derived from the data in

Fig.(6)through eq.(3.15),using the value M 0 = 1:0 m m
2
(see section 3.3.2).The solid line is

a best�tofU r� to a function cst=r
2
.

Figure 8. Run 2 (stationary 
ow):elasticstresstensor�
cap

versusbox num ber.Thedeviatoric

com ponents of�
cap

(closed circles:shear stress �
cap

r�
;open squares:norm alstress di�erence

�
cap
rr � �

cap

��
)are derived from eq.(3.5)and expressed in unitsof�=h‘i.The solid line isa best

�tof�
cap

r�
to a function cst=r

2
.
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Figure 9. Run 2 (stationary 
ow): Hooke relation. The deviatoric part of the capillary

stress �cap, expressed in units of �=h‘i,plotted versus the corresponding com ponents of U

(closed circles:�
cap

r�
versus Ur�;open squares:�

cap
rr � �

cap

��
versus Urr � U��).Each data point

com esfrom Figs.(7)and (8),i.e.itderivesfrom averagesatoneposition in thefoam .Thesolid

line isa linear�tthrough allpoints,slope 2�h‘i=� = 1:17� 0:04.

Again,the spatialvariation of�caprr � �
cap

��
,which changes sign,is m ore di�cult to

understand (section 5.1.3).

4.2.4.Non-dim ensionalshear m odulus

In elasticity,the stressand the deform ation are conceptually independent quantities

(see section 5.1.2).In a continuousm edium ,they correlate physically;their relation is

the elasticpartofthe m aterial’sconstitutiverelation (Landau & Lifschitz1986).Letus

focuson the com ponentswe m easurehere,nam ely the deviatoricterm srr� �� and r�.

Ifthe m aterialis linear,the com ponents ofstrain and stress are proportionalto each

other,theslopebeing twicetheshearm odulus�.Ifthem aterialisisotropic,rr� ��and

r� play a sim ilarrole.In polarcoordinates,the Hookeequationsbecom es:

�
cap

r�
= 2�U r�; (4.3)

(�caprr � �
cap

��
)= 2�(U rr � U��): (4.4)

Fig.(9)indicatesthat,in thequasistaticregim e,thefoam indeed behaveslikeacontin-

uousm edium :thedeviatoricpartofthecapillary stress�cap and ofU correlatestrongly,

and details ofthe m icrostructure appear only through m esoscopic averages.M oreover,

thefoam isboth isotropicand linear,with a shearm odulus�= (0:59� 0:02)�=h‘i.W ith

a sm allerora largerbox size,weobtain the sam evaluefor�with a largererror.

4.3. Perm anentregim e -tem poral
uctuations
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4.3.1.Tim e series ofM in Run 1

The stationary 
ow results from a balance between the increase due to the applied

shear strain and relaxation due to bubble rearrangem ents (Langer & Liu 1997).The

texture tensorand the elasticstrain 
uctuate around theirm ean value.

In Run 1,the short-term 
uctuations are m uch larger near the inner wheel(Fig.

3a),where shape deform ationsand bubble rearrangem entsare both larger(Debr�egeas,

Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001),than near the outer wheel(Fig.3b).Fig.(3) does not

show any signi�cantphysicalfeatureofthe
uctuation statistics,e.g.abrupt,large-scale

relaxationsofdeform ationsvia correlated,largestressdrops.

4.3.2.Histogram sofincrem entsin Run 2

W e perform a m ore quantitative analysison Run 2,ata sm allscale,nam ely between

two successive im ages,corresponding to an increase ofd
 in the applied shear strain.

The increm ent ofthe texture tensor is de�ned as M (
 + d
)� M (
).The signature

of\avalanche-like" events at such a sm allscale would be extrem ely large 
uctuations

and/ora largeasym m etry between positiveand negativeincrem ents.

W e�nd nosuch signature.Theincrem entsarealm ostG aussian (Fig.10a-c).Thewidth

ofthehistogram sdecreasesby a factorof10 from innerto outerboxes(Fig.10d):aswe

m entioned,m ostlarge
uctuationsoccurneartheinnerwheel.O nly M r� displaysaslight

asym m etry between positive and negative increm ents(Fig.10b),probably because this

cross-com ponentisincreased by theapplied shearstrain and decreased by theanisotropy

relaxation due to T1 events.

4.3.3.Tem poralautocorrelations in Run 2

The rotation ofthe inner wheeldoes not perturb the foam nearthe outer wheel.In

the outer boxes,the texture tensor thus decorrelates very slowly.Let us quantify this

observation using the data ofRun 2.

Toanalysethe
uctuationsatallscalesoftheshearstrain�
,wecalculatethetem poral

autocorrelation CM M ofthe 
uctuations:

CM M (�
)=
h(M (
)� M stat)(M (
+ �
)� M stat)i

D

(M (
)� M stat)
2
E ; (4.5)

whereM (
)(resp:M stat)istheinstantaneousvalue(resp:theaverageoverthestationary

regim e)ofthe texturetensorM .

Fig.(11)displaysa rapid initialdecay in the correlation,followed by a slowerdecay,

re
ecting the destruction ofthe initialconditions (Durian 1997),(Lauridsen,Twardos

& Dennin 2002),(Ybert& diM eglio 2002),(Pratt& Dennin 2003).An exponential�t

at sm all�
 yields the shear strain 
decorr characterising the initialloss ofcorrelation,

especially quick forthe crosscom ponentM r� (Fig.12):

M r� = exp

�

�
�



decorr

�

: (4.6)

Aswe expect,the correlation decaysm uch m orequickly nearthe innerwheel,
decorr �

1=30,than near the outer one,
decorr � 1 (insert ofFig.12).The decorrelation rate



� 1

decorr
decreasesexponentially with the distancefrom the innerwheel.

The 
uctuations ofthe texture tensor are thus localised near the inner wheel,over

a distance com parable to 4 bubble diam eters.This localisation resem bles that ofthe

velocity �eld over1 bubble diam eter (Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001),and is

probably the signatureofthe e�ectofT1son the deform ation (Dennin 2004).
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Figure 10. Run 2 (stationary 
ow):statistics for the increm ents ofthe texture tensor M .

(a) Histogram ofincrem ents ofM rr in box 1,again expressed in units ofh‘
2
i.Solid line is a

G aussian with the sam e standard deviation and zero average.(b,c) The sam e for M r� and

M ��.(d) Standard deviation ofincrem ents ofM versus box num ber (closed triangles:M rr;

open squares:M ��;closed circles:M r�).Since the 
uctuations in box 8 are extrem ely sm all

(see Fig.3),the data are noisy:im age �ltering and thresholding would have been required to

obtain a statistically signi�cantvalue.

5. D iscussion

5.1. Discussion ofthe strain and stress

5.1.1.M easurem entm ethod ofthe stress

Letusdiscussthe contributionsto the stresswe do notm easure.

The dissipation isprobably dom inated by the friction on both glassplates,which we

expect to be m uch larger than the internalviscous stress (Cantat,K ern & Delannay

2004).W hateveritsphysicalorigin,itshould on averagebalance the inputpower.Itis

thus never negligible,especially during the relaxation after each T1,see section (2.1).
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Figure 11. Run 2 (stationary 
ow):tem poralautocorrelation C M M oftexture tensorM (eq.

4.5),versus �
,in boxes 1,3,5,7 (closed triangles:M rr;open squares:M ��;closed circles:

M r�).W e recallthatthe totalapplied shear
 isproportionalto tim e,notto thelocalshearin

each box (eq.2.1).

However,theresultswepresenthere,which concern only theelasticterm s,donotrequire

usto m easurethe dissipation.

W e m easure the deviatoric elastic stressusing eq.(3.5),which isform ally equivalent

to the stress in a network where sites interact through a two-body force.Foam s do

not include only two-vertex interactions.Their stability is due to the pressure inside

each bubble,which relates to the bubble volum e.Hence pressure is a function ofall

wallcurvaturesand allthe vertex positions.It is an n-body interaction,which we can

decom pose into two-pointinteractions in principle (Alexander 1998),but not really in

practice.

It is not im portant here to m easure the pressure inside bubbles,for the following

reasons(G raner2002).Sincethepressurestressisisotropic,itdoesnotcontributeto the

deviatoric elastic stress.Hence the shear m odulus is independent ofthe pressure �eld.

Finally,thecom pression m odulusofa foam istypically thatofan idealgas,which scales

like the pressure inside bubbles � 105 Pa (m ultiplied by h,when expressed as a 2D

com pression m odulus).Thism odulusisnotvery interesting and ism uch largerthan the
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Figure 12. Run 2 (stationary 
ow):autocorrelation C M
r�

M
r�

ofthe cross-com ponent M r�.

Box 1:crossed boxes,box 2:open circles,box 3:closed squares,box 4:open triangles,box

5:closed triangles,box 6:closed circles,box 7:open squares,box 8:diam onds.Insert:initial

decorrelation rate 

� 1

decorr
foreach box (eq.4.6).

shearm odulus ofthe foam ,which is thus e�ectively incom pressible (W eaire & Hutzler

1999).

The line tension isnotknown,butunim portantforourpresentpurposes.The stress,

and hence the shear m odulus,are expressed in non-dim ensionalform ,as required for

com parison to otherfoam s.A directm easurem entof�can com plem entthe localim age

m easurem ent when necessary,for instance to predict the actualforce exerted by the


owing foam on an obstacle,orto validate eq.(3.5)by checking itsagreem entwith an

independent,m acroscopicm easurem entofthe force(Courty etal.2003).

5.1.2.Di�erence between �
cap

and M

Both �
cap

and M are m easured from the sam e im age,and theirde�nitions(eqs.3.5,

3.11)seem sim ilar.However,they arereally independentboth physically and m athem at-

ically.

Physically,theirsigni�cance and statusare di�erent.The value of�
cap

can be deter-

m ined from im age analysisonly ifthe sitesinteractthrough a two-body force ~�,and if

weexplicitly know theform ofthisforce~�(~‘)with respectto thedistancebetween sites.

The value of�
cap

is sensitive to physicalforces:�rst,it doubles ifthe density oflinks

doubles;second,itdoesnotchange ifwe cuta link in two by arti�cially introducing a

new site atitsm iddle;third,in foam s,itform ally dependson wallcurvatures.

O n the other hand,M is purely geom etric.It is a characteristic ofthe pattern,in-

dependentofphysicalinteractions;itcan be de�ned and m easured forvariouskindsof

cellular patterns for which no ~� can be de�ned,including solid foam s,and even grain
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boundaries in crystals(Durand,W eiss & G raner2004).The value ofM is sensitive to

the detailed network topology:�rst,it doesnot change ifthe density ofwalls doubles;

second,it decreases ifwe cut a wallin two by arti�cially introducing a new vertex at

itsm iddle;third,in foam s,itisinsensitiveto the(in-planeorout-of-plane)curvatureof

walls.

M athem atically,�
cap

and M are independent in allcases,except when ~� / ~‘,i.e.

a harm onic spring,with a length ‘ m uch greater than its length at equilibrium .For

instance,writing the stressofan isolated polym er m olecule in a shearsolvantas~‘
 ~‘

islegitim ate (Bird,Arm strong & Hassager1987).However,foam s,forwhich � = const,

fallin the generalcase where �
cap

and M are m athem atically di�erent averages.The

di�erence is even m ore visible in a 3D foam ,where �
cap

is an integralover a surface

(Batchelor1970),whileM rem ainsbased on vectors(Aubouy etal.2003).

M oreover,M doesnoteven need bede�ned on thevectors~‘linkingneighbourvertices.

De�nitionsotherthan eq.(3.11)could beacceptablein principle(Dolletetal.2004).For

instance,we could use the vector ~g which links the centers of m ass of neighbouring

bubbles,and constructM ashf ~g
 ~gi.Thiswould apply to bubblerafts(Dennin 2004),

granularm aterials(K ruyt2003),or3D foam s(K raynik,Reinelt& van Swol2003).This

would change both M and M 0 by a m ultiplicative constant:the elastic strain U (eqs.

3.12,3.15),and hencethe shearm odulus�(eq.4.4)would alm ostnotchange.

W e em phasise that �
cap

and U are also independent.They represent di�erent aver-

agesofm icroscopic details,so we cannotexpressone asa function ofthe other(K ruyt

2003),(G oldhirsch & G oldenberg 2002),exceptem pirically,through num ericalsim ula-

tions or physicalapproxim ations approxim ations (K ruyt 2003).The di�erence is even

m ore visible atlarge deform ations:the logarithm ic term ofeq.(3.12)deviatesfrom the

linearapproxim ation when them axim um valueoftheelasticshearstrain (0.15in Fig.7)

reacheslargevalues,e.g.0.4 (Courty etal.2003)or0.6 (Asipauskasetal.2003).Thereis

notrivialrelation between them ,exceptin aregularpattern,whereaveragesarereplaced

by exactidentities;forinstance,in the caseofa honeycom b,theirrelation isexactly as

expected (Dolletetal.2004).

5.1.3.Sign ofnorm aldi�erences

The norm aldi�erencesM rr � M �� and �caprr � �
cap

��
change sign in the m iddle ofthe

gap,between boxes4 and 5 (Figs.6,7,8).

Norm alstresses appear in elastic solid (Poynting 1909) or granular (Bagnold 1941)

m aterialssheared atconstantvolum e(thisisequivalentto \dilatancy":volum eincrease

under shear at constant pressure (W eaire & Hutzler 2003)).In com plex 
uids such as

foam s,thesenorm alstressesexistbutaredi�cultto m easure(K han,Schnepper& Arm -

strong 1988)and to predict(W eaire& Hutzler2003).Predictionsand 2D sim ulationsof

theiraverageareaccurate:understeady shear,thepressureofa foam with 
uid fraction

� = 5% increasesby 15% (W eaire& Hutzler2003).Thisistheorderofm agnitudeofthe

spatialvariationsofM rr and M �� (Fig.6).W e can notpredicttheiranisotropy (hence

the norm alstressdi�erences),but norm alstressesdue to dilatancy are a second-order

e�ectin thestrain (Larson 1997):they arelikelysm allerthatthelargevalueofM rr� M ��

we observe,and m ightbe m asked by dynam icale�ects due to bubble rearrangem ents.

Butwecan im agineotherexplanations.

First,thischangecould re
ectan initialanisotropy resulting from theprocedureused

to�llthecellwith foam (Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio2001),which thepreparatory

rotation does not su�ce to relax in the outer boxes (Debr�egeas,personalcom m unica-

tion).The initialstate is not necessarily a zero-stress state.M ore generally,trapped
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stressesm ake notoriously di�cultto m easure norm alstressdi�erences(K han,Schnep-

per & Arm strong 1988),and carefully relaxed sim ulations are m ore reliable (K raynik,

Reinelt& van Swol2003).The presentm easurem entisprobably one ofthe �rstdirect

experim entalones,along with thatofRef.(Labiausse,H�ohler& Cohen-Addad 2004).

Second,it could be an artefact due to our m easurem ent m ethod, which does not

accountsfor the out-of-plane curvature ofbubble walls(in the third dim ension).Since

the foam isnotperfectly dry,the sides ofa wallcan have slightly di�erentcurvatures,

so thattheircontributionswould notexactly cancelout.

Third,thischange could arise from a deviation from axisym m etric Couette 
ow,due

to a secondary recirculation with radialvelocity com ponents.A signatureofthediscrete

and disordered natureofthem aterialistheappearanceofsolid body rotation ofbubble

clusters.Itresultsin vortices,genericforam orphouselastic m aterials,generated by the

\back
ow"ofthenon-a�nedisplacem ents(Tanguy etal.2002).Theirlifetim eisasshort

asthetim etheinternalwheeltakesto m oveonebubblediam eter(Debr�egeas,Tabuteau

& DiM eglio 2001).

5.2. Discussion ofthe stationary 
ow

The presentm easurem entsclarify a few open debates.

5.2.1.To localise or notto localise?

Theexperim entalset-up,the
uid fraction,thefriction on theplates,and theboundary

conditionsatthewheel,arethoseofRef.(Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001).How

can the sam edata alternatively display and notdisplay localisation?

There is no fundam entalincom patibility:di�erent �elds have di�erent spatialvaria-

tions.Ref.(Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001)m easuresthevelocity �eld,and the

T1 rate;while we m easure the elastic stress and strain �elds.In a quasistatic regim e,

wherethefoam isalm ostalwayscloseto m echanicalequilibrium ,weexpectthestressto

vary sm oothly acrossthe gap,asobserved here and in sim ulations(K abla & Debr�egeas

2003).Theelasticstrain,which correlatestotheelasticstress,doesnotlocalise,although

the plastic strain,which correlatesto the velocity gradient,does.

5.2.2.Yield

The value ofthe yield strain and stress,characterised e.g.by the equality ofthe real

and im aginary partsofthe com plex shearm odulus (H�ohler,Cohen-Addad & Asnacios

1999),isnotcom pletely understood yet.Itgenerally dependson theshearrate(Coussot

etal.2002),(Rouyeretal.2003),butnotin the presentquasistaticregim e.

W e expect that,to store a deform ation 
el,requiresus to apply an equivalentshear

strain 
Y .Since Run 1 correspondsto an inversion from counter-clockwiseto clockwise

rotation,weexpectthat
Y = 2
el.W eobservean excellentagreem entin box 1,in which


Y = 0:35� 0:02 (Fig.3)and 
el= 0:171� 0:003 (Fig.(7)and eq.(4.2)).But
Y 6= 2
el
in otherboxes,forlarger
Y (Fig.5).Thusthe deform ation stored in the foam changes

with 
even above
Y .K ablaand Debr�egeasreach thesam econclusion:theirsim ulations

indicate that,afterthe foam yields,T1slocalise in the shearband only aftera certain

delay tim e (K abla & Debr�egeas2003).

5.2.3.Averages and 
uctuations

O urdatashow thatstressand strain haveawellde�ned,physicallym eaningfulaverage

atthescaleofa representativevolum eelem ent,whiletheir
uctuationsrem ain sm all.A

coarse-grainedshearm oduluscan bede�ned and m easured,unlikee.g.in granularm edia,
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where the im portance of
uctuationsatlarge scalesisstillan open debate (G oldhirsch

& G oldenberg 2004).

M oreprecisely,thestatisticsofthetexturetensorarenearly G aussian.Visualinspec-

tion oftheim agescon�rm sthatT1srem ain isolated.They correlate(K abla& Debr�egeas

2003),but over a very sm allspace and tim e range,probably due to the experim ental

conditions:disordered foam ,quasistatic regim e,large dissipation due to top and bot-

tom plates.W e do not observe extrem ely large 
uctuations,nor sudden relaxationsof

deform ationsand stress.

Averagesseem to dom inate the physicsFig.(3),but 
uctuationstoo are im portant.

Forinstance,thewidth ofthehistogram ofthevelocity orstress�eld 
uctuationsm ight

constrain the velocity �eld,and explain why shear-banding occurs preferentially near

theinnerwheel,dueto a feedback loop on which 
uctuationsgrow (K abla & Debr�egeas

2003).

Both theaverageand 
uctuationsofT1ratem anifestthem selvesin thetexturetensor.

The signature ofthe averageT1 rate isthe existence ofa stationary regim e,where the

decrease in deform ation due to T1s balances the increase due to applied shear.The

signature ofT1 rate 
uctuations is the exponentiallocalisation ofthe texture tensor


uctuations.

5.2.4. M easurem entofthe shear m odulus

Fig.(9)suggestsa few rem arks.First,the classicalm ethod to m easure a shearm od-

ulus consists in increasingly deform ing a sam ple,and m easure the stress and strain in

successive states.W e use here another m ethod (Asipauskas et al. 2003).Each point

in Fig.(9) com es from a di�erent region ofthe sam e foam .W e thus observe di�erent

deform ation states sim ultaneously from a single heterogeneous im age.Averaging over

successiveim agesreducesnoise(Asipauskasetal.2003),butisnotnecessary (Courty et

al.2003),(Durand,W eiss& G raner2004).

Second,when determ ining the constitutive relation for plastic m aterials,the elastic

stressisclassically plotted versus the totalapplied shearstrain:see Refs.(Jiang etal.

1999),(Reinelt& K raynik 2000),(W eaire& Hutzler2003)to quotea few.Di�erentap-

plied strainscorrespond to thesam estress.Hereweobservea oneto onecorrespondance

between elasticstressand elasticstrain (Fig.9).Thefoam iselastic,although theplastic

strain increasessteadily,and the foam iswellbeyond the yield strain.

Third,although wedo notknow the valueof�,we can com pareournon-dim ensional

m easurem entofshear m odulus � with published values.An idealtwo-dim ensionaldry

m onodisperse foam ,where bubbles form a regular honeycom b lattice (Princen 1983),

(K han & Arm strong1986),(W eaire& Hutzler1999),hasashearm odulus�hc =
�p
3h‘i

=

0:577 �

h‘i
.O ur� is slightly larger,probably due to disorder;here

h‘
2
i

h‘i2
= 1:08.The non-

zero 
uid fraction tendsto decrease�(Princen 1983),(K han & Arm strong 1986),(M a-

son,Bibette,& W eitz 1995),(W eaire & Hutzler 2003).In a non-quasistatic,and m ore

heterogeneous,stationary 
ow,either through a constriction or around an obstacle,a

dry foam (
uid fraction m uch lowerthan 5% ),even with a sm allbubble size dispersity

< 5% ,displaysa shearm odulus20% higherthan �hc,dueto thestretched bubbleshape

(
h‘

2
i

h‘i2
= 1:22 (Asipauskasetal.2003).

6. C onclusion

To sum m arise,were-analysethedata generously provided by G eorgesDebr�egeason a

foam shearedin atwo-dim ensionalCouettegeom etry,with thevelocity�eld localisednear
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the innerwheel(Debr�egeas,Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001).Since the 
ow isquasistatic,

thedeform ation ofthebubblesisvery sm all.W etakeadvantageofthefoam ’sinvariance

underrotation (and,in thestationaryregim e,ofitstim einvariance)toaverageoverm any

bubbles.W e then m easurethetexturetensorofthefoam ,a generaltoolto quantify the

deform ation of2D or3D networksand cellularpatterns(Aubouy etal.2003).

For sm allapplied shear strain,a transient regim e has the cross-com ponent of the

texture tensorincreaselinearly with shear,with no bubble rearrangem ents(\T1"),and

the foam seem s to behave like a classicalelastic,continuous m edium .The only large

scale m anifestation ofthe discrete,cellular nature ofthe foam is that,in a m ixture of

two 
uids (soap solution and air),the surface tension ofbubble walls produces elastic

behaviourand a shearm odulus.

The deform ation saturates�rstnearthe innerwheel,then gradually in m ore distant

boxes,atan applied shearstrain 
Y .Thisonsetofplasticbehaviourcorrelates,butdoes

notstrictly coincidewith the appearanceofT1s.

Thefoam then entersastationary regim e,wherethedeform ation increasedueto shear

and therelaxation dueto T1sbalanceeach other.The
uctuationsofthetexturetensor

around itsm ean value rem ain sm all.Despite the T1s,the elastic behaviourofthe foam

again resem blesthatofaclassicalelastic,continuousm edium .Them axim um shearstrain

thatthe foam can sustain in the quasistatic regim e is
el,com patible with the value of


Y .The strain and stress are highly correlated,even proportionalto each other;the

shearm odulusisslightly higherthan fora honeycom b with sim ilaraveragebubble wall

length.Thedeviatoriccom ponentsoftheelasticstrain and stresstensors,aswellasthe

texture tensor,do notlocalise.The only traceoflocalisation isthe m uch quickerlossof

correlation ofthe texture tensor
uctuationsnearthe innerwheel.

Future studies aim at understanding the origin ofthe value ofthe yield strain,the

change ofsign in the norm alstressand strain di�erences,the precise role ofboundary

conditions,and therelation to granularm aterials.They includethem easuresofpressure

and dissipation,and the analyticalcalculation ofthe shearm odulus.
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