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W e reanalyse experim ents on a foam sheared in a two-din ensional C ouette geom etry
D ebregeaset al.,, Phys.Rev.Lett.87, 178305 (2001)].W e characterise the bubble defor-
m ation by a texture tensor. O urm easurem ents are localin tin e: they show two regim es,
one transient and one stationary. T hey provide both the average and uctuations of the
anisotropy. M easurem ents are also local In space: they show that both the deform ation
and the elastic contrdbution to the stress eld do not localise, varying an oothly acrossthe
sheargap.W e can thusdescribe the foam asa continuousm ediim w ith elastic properties.

1. Introduction
A ]jqujd ﬁ)am exhibits \com p]ex" behaviour under stress: it is e]astjc for am a]l de—

sheared a fairly dry foam in a UAIO‘dITl ensionalC ouette geom etry F ig. -].) T hey studied
the velocity eld and showed that i localises in a shear band: is changes of value
happen as a steep gradient on a layer much thinner than the gap, rather than over
a long distance. It decreases exponentially acrossthegap (n  p),asexp [ (& &)=d].
Here r is the distance to the wheel center, ry the radius of the Inner wheel, r; the
radius of the outer wheel, and d (g B) is a characteristic length com parable to
one bubble diam eter. Such shearbanding hasbeen explained and num erically sin ulated
by the com bination of frozen disorder, elastic behaviour at low deform ation, and local
djscrete bubble rean:angan ents, ]eadjng to an Instability m ore ]Jke]y to occur at the Inner

W hat dom Inates the m acroscopic behaviour ofthem atena]_ averages or uctuations?
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Figure 1.Run 1 (transient regin e) : foam under steady quasistatic shear in a C ouette geom etry.
P ictures of the foam correspond to di erent values of applied shear strain  : @) 0, In m ediately
after sw tching from counterclockw ise to clodgsze rotation; () 0.15; (c) 0.5, when the inner
boxes have reached the yield strain (see F1ig. E); and d) 7.6, w_e];l‘jnto the stationary regin e.
The crosscom ponent r of the texture tensor, de ned in eq. B.ll), is positive (@), zero (),
negative (c), and stationary (d). T

T his question is In portant in the rheology of foam s, as well as In other disordered m a-—
terials. Brie y, if the signature of uctuations averages out at large scales, a \them o—
dynam ical Iim it" exists in which the average dom inates; a constitutive equation relating
the stress and strain elds can then descrbe the m aterdial as a continuousm edium  (lke
a solid or a liquid). If the uctuations have the sam e order of m agnitude as the average
at all scales, they can dom inate the physical behaviour, which need not correspond to
any continuousm edium . W henever the uctuations dom nate, we can ask whether they
correlate (leading to large stress drops) or have a white spectrum . T he answer need not
be the sam e for di erent m aterials (say, foam and granular m aterials) nor for di erent
quantities (say, velociy and deform ation).

Sin ilarly, the existence and origin of localisation raise di erent questions: the e ect
of boundary conditions, the respective roles of strain and strain rate, the precise role
of uctuations, the di erences between various (disordered) m aterials, the distinction
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or deform ation). W e would lke to extract addjijonal physical inform ation, beyond the
velocity eld.

M ost suggestions to quantify statistically the anisotropy and the deform ation of the
jntemal st:ructure of the foam , that is, the bubb]e wall network, are based on scalar

the foam ; (i) i applies to dJsordered or ordered, 2D or 3D m aterials, In elastic, plastic
or uid regim es.

T heplan ofthispaper isas follow s. Section @’) review sthe origihalexperim ental set-up,
and our Im age analysis protocol. T he theoretical section {_3’) review s the de nitions and
m easurem ents of stress, texture and strain tensors; it can be read separately. T he next
section @) presents our analyses of experin ents. The rst (section :_AI;'), resolred In both
tin e and space, studies the transient regin e before a stationary ow is established.The
second (section :_ZI;%), resolved In space but averaged in tim €, show s that in stationary

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

eld vary sm oothly across the C ouette gap; they do not localise near the Inner rotating
wheel. The third (section :_4_.3), agaln resolved In tim €, show s that in stationary ow the

uctuations are larger near the inner wheel. In section ("_6'), we discuss whether we can
descrbe the foam as a continuousm ediim w ith elastic properties.

2. M aterials and M ethods
21. Experiments
G eorges D ebregeas generously provided experin entaldata obtained in two di erent runs.

set-up consists of an Inner shearing wheeland an outer xed one, w ith no-slip conditions
due to tooth-shaped boundaries (tooth depth: radiis 12 mm ). The foam is con ned
between two transparent plates separated by h = 2 mm spacers CFjg.:g(d)); this foam
thjckness is an aller than the djstanoe betw een bubble oenters (see below ), enforcing a

weight of water Jnttoduoed in thecell, is = 52% .Thebubbl size dJspers:d:y is  30%
enough to prevent crystallisation.C carsening and size sorting under shear are neg]jgjb]e
during the experimn ent.A CCD digital cam era records the position and the shape of the
bubbles.

T he inner wheel rotates slow Iy enough Vyhee1 = 025 mm S 1y that the ow is well
In quasistatic regin e: the foam passes through a succession of equilbrium states. A1l
averaged static physical quantities, ke the elastic strain or stress, ram ain the sam e if
the applied shear rate Vi hee1= (1 B ) varies. K Inetic quantities, like the velocity eld,
the rate of T 1s, and the input pow er and dissipation, scale as the shear rate. T his scaling
is typical of solid-like friction (only at higher velocity does the foam exhibit a uid-lke
friction, when the Input pow er and dissipation scale lke the square ofthe shearrate).A s
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required for com parison to other experin ents, we thus express all results as a function
of the totalapplied shear strain:

_ theelt: (2.1)
sl B
Note that is proportionalto tim e t, not to the local shear In each box.

Run 1 (unpublished data) contains a transient regin e. To prepare the foam , the Inner
disc is rotated counterclockw ise, until a stationary regin e is reached. T hen, at an arbi-
trary tin e, chosen asthe origih (t= = 0), the shear direction is sw itched to clockw ise
Fig. :1:), the experin ent begins and 500 pictures are recorded.The r com ponents of the
deform ation thus sw itch from positive to negative jg.-'_j) .Each picture show s 200 bub—
bles, in an angular sector of the experim entalcell F jg.-rg.') . T he average distance betw een
the centres ofm ass of neighbouring bubbles is 30 mm , w ith a standard deviation of 05
mm , corresponding to am ean bubble wall length ofh'i= 1:7mm .The Intemalradius is
o= 7l mm (same forboth runs) and the extemalradiusisr; = 112 mm (di erent for
each run).Thus = 1 correspondsto awheeldisplacementofVypheert= 11 B = 41lmm:
ie. 1520 bubble diam eters.
stationary regim e. T he preparatory rotation is clockw ise. Then, at an arbitrary time,
chosen as the origin (t= = 0), it is sw iched to counterclockw ise F ig. '@:).Pictures
are recorded only after a f1ll 2 -tum, corresponding to = 8; the r com ponents of
the deform ation are thus positive F ig. g) .A quarter of the Couette cellis Ined, wih
700 bubbles in each picture. To in prove the statistics, the cam era is then displaced
to record successively the four quarters; 2000 pictures are obtained as four 500-in ages
m ovies.D ata arem easured and averaged over the four quarters of the foam . T he average
distance betw een the centres ofm ass of neighbouring bubbles is2:4 mm , w ith a standard
deviation of 04 mm, corresoonding to a m ean bubbl wall length ofh'i= 14 mm .
The mtemal radius is ry = 71 mm (same for both runs) and the extemal radius is
rn = 122mm (dierent for each run).Thus = 1 corresponds to a wheel displacem ent
of 51 mm :ie. 2025 bubbles diam eters.

2 2. Im age analysis

W e analyse the In ages using a hom e-m ade extension m odule to the public soffware N IH —
In age. W e threshold the in age, and skeletise the bubble walls to a onepixel thickness.
W e identify the points where three wallsm est (\vertices").W e replace each wallby the
vector ™ linking its vertices (white lines in Fig.da, top right).

T o respect the sym m etry ofthe C ouette cell, thiswallvector ™ CFJ'g.E?.'b) isexpressed in
localpolar coordinates (r; ) Fi. '@:a) . This neglects the variation ofthe polar referential
between both its end points. T his assum ption is correct as ongas '  r.

For the sam e reason, we choose equigoaced orthoradial, circular boxes CFjg.EZa, top
right) to divide the foam and m easure the deform ation using spatial averagesto im prove
the statistics. In the quasistatic regin e, the bubble deform ation rem ains very an all and
barely visbl by eye. A fter trying various box sizes, we choose 8 boxes as a com prom ise
between the quality of the statistics and the level of visble details.

ForRun 1, each box is 2:7h'i w ide, and box num ber i is at position rll =1+ D4+
29 @1 0:5)h'i. The number of bubbles in each box grow s linearly, typically from 17
bubbles in the 1st box, to 32 in the 8th box.

ForRun 2, 1:'21 =1+ R8+ 31@ 0:5)h'i.Due to the shape ofthe pictures CFjg.:_ﬁa),
the num ber of bubbles rst ncreasesw ith i (from typically 105 bubbles in the 1st box),
then decreases (to 41 in the 8th box).
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Figure 2. Run 2 (stationary ow):In age analysis and notations. (a)_Bottom_left: top view of

the original experin ent by D ebregeas et al. :_(D_ ebregeas, Tabuteau & D 1M eglio 2001), rotating
counterclockw ise. Top right: In age analysis. T he reconstructed network of vertices linked by
vectors (white) and the boundaries of the 8 equispaced concentric circular boxes used as rep—
resentative volum e elem ents RV E) for spatial analysis (olack circular arcs) are superin posed
on the snapshot of the experin ent. W e exclude the regions near both w heels, w here the bubbles
are not entirely visble. (o) W e denote by ™ the vector linking both vertices of a given wall. (c)
If one of these vertices is outside of the box (de ned in (@), top right), we denote by £ 2 [0;1]
the fraction of the bubble wall length inside the box; £ = 0 ifthe wall is entirely outside, £ = 1
if it is entirely inside. (d) Sidewview sketch of a vertical bubble wall cross-section, between two
horizontal glass plates.

3. De nitions and m easurem ents of deviatoric elastic stress and
strain

3.1. Capillary contribution to the stress
3.1.1. Theoretical de nition

—cap

In uid Ham s, the three m ain contributions to stress — are the capillary tem
due to the tension of the liquid walls, the pressure of the gas w ithin each bubbl, and
the viscous dissipation. In what follow s, the \deviatoric" part of the capillary stress

—cap —cap —

refers to the traceless tensor, ie. Tr f=2, where T is the dentity tensor

in 2 dinensbons. It consists in the shear stress °°F and the nomn al stress di erence

r
cap cap
rr ©

In the extrem e \wet foam " lin it 1, bubbles are well separated from each other.
T he capillary contrbution in a representative volim e element RVE) V which contains
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N bubblesw ith surface tension  is 'R osenkilde 1967),, /B atchelor 1970);:

—cap _
\ S

cap _
i T

(15 mnny) ds 3d1)

<|
0

Here N =V isthe density ofbubbles; S is the surface of each bubbl; n is the unit vector
nom alto the surface elem ent ds; and hidy; is the average over bubbles in V .
In the otherextrem e, \dry foam " lm it 1,pairsofbubble surfacesm erge intoa Im

w ith surface tension 2 The capillary oontr_l'butJon JS (Khan & A m strong 1986) (Khan-

= — I =n nds+ O

312. Operationalde nition in two dim ensions
A true 2D bam hasan Jnteresl:ng property at eunJJb]::um orina quas:statjc regin e,

sizes. T hey contribute to the stress through their algebric average (not their second m o—
m ent), which is an allalong any path w ithin the ibam curvatures are oounted positively

H ow ever, adapting the above de nition (eg. :_3-;2) to m easure deviatoric capillary stress
elds in bubble m onolayers requires care. In the present case, the curvature radiis in the
third dim ension, not visble in In ages, is an aller or equal to the half distance between
plates (Fjg.:_Z (d)) . &ts inverse, nam ely the curvature in the third din ension, is larger than
the curvature visble in the in age. T his case is thus intermm ediate between two lim iting
bubble m onolayers: bubbl rafts, and Langm uir foam s.

In bubbl rafts, stress has already been m easured, In a circular C ouette geom etry,
by m echanicalm easurem ents of the force at the boundaries -CE’ att & Dennin -2663-), or
Indirectly by localm easurem ents of bubble ellipticity ! (ﬁgk_)ex_t_si _diM eglio _2992_): Since
bubble top surfaces are curved (they are approxin ately sohericalcaps), direct localm ea—
surem ents of stress are di cul.

At the other extrem e, Langm uir foam s are one m olecule thick : their aspect ratio is of
the order of nanom eters divided by centim eters, w ith no wellde ned curvature in the
third din ension. T hey are thus probably the closest approxin ation to a true 2D foam (as

long as 3D VJSOOSJty e ects rem ain negligble), and capillary stress elds can bem easured
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quasistatic regin e, the dry part ofthe In rem ains vertical F ig. :_2 d)).By symm etry,
we can assum e that the curvatures on both sides ofa In are aln ost opposie, so that
theire ects alm ost canceleach other.W e thus neglect the e ect of curvature in the third
dim ension.

W e sin plify furthereq. @:2) using tw o approxim ations. F irst, although strictly speak—
Ing it applies to closed surfaces (com plete surfaces ofbubbles), we extend it to averages
on open surfaces (walls between bubbles), assum ing that any possible non-com pensated
tem (due for Instance to bubbles at the foam boundary) has a negligble contribution

to the average :(f<-r:cq-/ﬁjf<: Reinelt & van -S;v-oi-ZE)(-B-):. Second, on closed surfaces in 2D,

the Integralof t-h-e-n; éa-n- éLII-V;.Eu-I-e-O}liy- <-:x;n-t_-1::|'-b{1‘-ce-s-a constant, so that the O 2 tem
need not be considered here; In what llow s, on open surfaces, we again neglect the

contrbution of possible non-com pensated tem s.

alvays justi ed) forvarious types ofbubble m onolayers,( eaire & Hutzler1999), \K abla

= — £ é& ~ 33)

Here (Fjg.urg:) the 2D RVE V isa surface area; the ~s are the chords linking tw o connected

vertices, approxin ating bubble walls; £ is the fraction ofthe wall length contained In V ;

é= "="isthe uni vector tangent to ™. The line tension isequalto h muliplied by a

geom etric constant which dependson  Fig. é_:(d)) : it vardes from 2 fora dry foam (owo
at nterfaces of length h) to fora wet foam (two halfcircles ofdiam eterh).

313. Comments on this de nition
Eqg. 6;3) is analogous to the expression for the elastic stress in a 2D or 3D ) network

with a density of Iinks ™ undergoing two-body interactions with tensions ~ :_&(_-E-LE-ZTE:
2003):
D E

~ Y 34)
v

—cap _

In the continuum lim i, the average hiy is the average of the wall probability distri-
bution function, and this expression for the stress is exactly the sam e (see for instance

alence validates a posteriori our application of eq. C_Sg) to open surfaces. In practice,
experin ental data have a nite size: the number of ]jnl<_s_u_s_ec_i _jl’_l _t'@?_c?!c_u_lsltjon, and
larger if we use all links in V , rather than only the links crossing its boundaries.

Eqg. C_B-;{) show sthat, in a netw ork ofpointsw hich interact through a pairw ise potential,
we can m easure the stress from an in age if we know the expression for the two-points
force law ~ = ~ (V) explicitly (for nstance Lennard-Jdones, or ham onic) .

For quasistatic 2D foam s (eq.:_ig’i), alltensions have the sam em odulus ;hence~ (%) =

é.The in age provides =eaP_ , which is enough for our purposes:
—cap D E
= a ;
cap

i3 i3

= : 35
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Here isthe area density ofbubble walls: the num ber ofbubbl walls In V weighted by
f, divided by V ; hidy is the average over the walls In V , also weighted by f.

32. Status of the elstic strain tensor
321.M acrosoopic de nition of the elastic strain

é(:)OO). isusually a function of the deform atJon gradlentF

t

= @x N
F= — = = ;
@x0
@Xi
Fiy= a0’ (3.6)

3
where x is the current position of a point hitially at position %’ . This defom ation

gradient F coincides w ith the dentity I in a solid translation, and has a detem iant 1
ina vo]um e-conserving transform ation.

F=RU=VR: 3.7)

They are called the right and kft stretch tensors. They coincide w ith the identity Iin
a solid transfom ation (translation and rotation), and also have a detemrm nant 1 In a
volum e-conserving transform ation.

In tum, they determ ine a right and a ]eﬁ: deﬁorm atJon tensors, called the F inger tensor

F=0: 3.8)
T hey too are sym m etric, coincide w ith the identity ? In a solid transform ation (translation
and rotation), and have a determm inant 1 In a volum e-conserving transform ation.

Finally, a strain m easure tensor? is for nstance equalto ? :I =2, % :I =2, 0r
m ore generally to one of the Seth-H ill strain m easure tensors based on the successive
pow ers of? or?:

or E = —3 3.9)

tow ards the linear elasticity de nition (the gradient ofthe displacem ent e]d) In the lm it
of in nitesin altransfom aton.
The paru'cu]ar caceofm = 0 oonesponds to the logarithm -based de njijon '(H ogelq

deﬁ)nn ations:

—(0) = 1 =
E = logU

I
[
o3
Q
Q

or E logVv

I
[
o3
Q
tw

(3.10)
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=)
This true strain tensor E correctly quanti es both volum e-nvariant deform ations

(which appear as traceless strain tensors) and dilations (which appear as the logarithm
of the volum g, as, for exam ple, In gases).
Constitutive equations of a m aterial, that is stressstrain relations, can use either of

A m icroscopic de nition of elastic strain (K ruyt & _Rothenburg iég-@-):L (Liao et all

- e oo o oo - et

1537}, 1@ exander 19%6), [Galls Bl enld 2002), 16 bim enid 2004), 1 7y 2003),

- S S S -~ EEEEEEEEEEERER L L E R E = ===

/G olhirsch &_ G oldenberg 2002), 1@ fnm em an 1999}, '@ ubouy et al. 2003} adopts a
di erent point of view : it constructs the m acroscopic elastic strain from the positions of
individual \sites" (ie.atom s, grc;dps, orvertices ofa netw ork), just as stress is constructed
from individual forces, see eq. 3.4).

For instance, ZInm ermm an considers elastic deform ations of 2D or 3D ordered atom ic

tials) and the elastic strain (from displacem ents).H e show s that, In the ordered cases he
considers, his strain yields a continuum -m echanics lim it identical to that derived from
the C auchy-G reen tensor.

Kruyt (2003) expands the analysis he used In a serdes of papers w ith R othenbury,
which, for instance, predicted the elastic m oduli of disordered or ordered 2D granular

vidual forces (obeying equilbriuim oconditions) and the elastic strain from individual
displacem ents (obeying geom etric com patibility conditions) an all enough to avoid re—

G oldhirsch and G oldenberg (2002) rew rite elasticity theory on a m icroscopic basis,
take the continuous lim i, and show its com patdbility w ith classical elasticity, lncliding

for granularm aterials, m icroscopic uctuations progressively average out when going to
m acroscopic scales.

33. Extension to plastic and uid regin es

M acroscopic and m icrom echanic elastic strain tensorsbecom e di cult to de ne after the

rst topological rearrangem ent. They nally lose their m eaning after a few rotations of
the C ouette—cell nner w heel, and m athem atical singularities appear. T his breakdown of
form alism is counterintuitive; experin entally, the m echanicalbehaviors of elasto-plasto—
viscous m aterials do not appear to change discountinuously.

W e need to treat the (even large) elastic defom ation, lndependently from the ow
Involving rearrangem ents of the connections betw een neighbouring sites (changes In net—
work topology) . T he totalapplied shear strain decom poses Into plastic and elastic strains.
T he plastic strain ism uch larger, since it ncreases linearly w ith tim e (its derivative, cor-
responding to the velocity gradient, is constant in steady ow).T he elastic strain ism uch
an aller: here, In steady ow, it rem ains constant; but it is physically in portant, because
it characterises the current state of the foam .

W e use below the approach of Aubouy et al. (2003), which consists In three steps. Tt

rst characterises the current state ofthem aterialby a \texture" (or \fabric") tensorM ,
built from statistical averages over m icroscopic positions, which exists in all regin es. It



10 E . Janiaud and F . G raner

then de nesa reference state characterised by a reference tensorM o.It nally constructs
the elastic strain by a com parison ofboth tensors.W e now review these de nitions.

33.1. Texture tensor
T he pattem of the wa]Js In a region of the foam can be statjstjca]Jy characterised by

weighted by £):

_ D E
M = ~x ~x ;
\%
2 LRERY
M ij = h‘i‘jiv = ‘r‘ ) . . (3.11)
T \%
Tt accounts for the direction and length ‘ of the walls; however, sihce the symm etry
! ~does not a ect the pattem, the ordentation of ™ plays no rol.

T he diagonal com ponents M ., and M of this tensor are both of order ¥ . Con-
versely, the o -diagonalcom ponentM , = M . (the tensor is symm etric), and the dif-
ference M M, together characterise the anisotropy: they are both much snaller
than ¥ - They vanish when the fam s isotropic; in which caseM = @Y '=2)f is pro-

portional to I, and only encodes the rm s. wall length. Hence the tensor M has two
strictly positive eigenvalues, also oforder ¥ , the larger being in the direction in which
bubbles elongate. It thus quanti es the average size, as well as the anisotropy direction
and am plitude, of the netw ork consisting of the bubble vertices J'g.:_ia, top right). In a
stationary regin e, it is constant, as are all averaged physical quantities.

332. Reference state
At any tin e, the current state of the foam oon:esponds to a current reference state

T his reference state de nes the reference texture tensor M 0.k varieswih tin e; but_Jn
a stationary regin e, i is oonstant as are all averaged physical quantities incliding M_ .

1997).

) -fn- the present experim ent, letting the inner wheel rotate back freely is di cult, so
that in practice we do not have direct access to a reference state. But we do not need
m icroscopical details to estim ate M 0: 1 su ces to m ake a physical approxin ation on
the average properties of the foam at rest.W e chose below to assum e that the reference
state is statistically isotropic. W e thus approxin ate M_o by M of, where the constant
Mgy = Tr MZO =2 is half the average over all boxes of the squared wall length. W e

In plicitly assum e that the volum e is conserved, w hich should be correct In Couette ow .
M ore prec:ise]y, to avoid overestin atingM ¢ due to bubble tching, w e take the average
between h'i’ —2 and h¥i=2; shce here h'i = 140 mm and h¥i= 145mm, we take
My=10mm?

333. E lastic strain tensor
W e can operatjonaJJy m easure the statistical elastic strain tensor U in each box from

— ogM @) logM,

U () = > : (3.12)
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symm etry properties under translktion, rotation and index pemnutation. It is alvays
de ned: ]ogM is the tensor w ith the sam e eigenvectors as M , but with the e ogarithm

of its (strictly positive) eigenvalues. It is the only dim ensionless function ofM andM 0
which is always de ned (there is no equivalent of the division for tensors, except when
they comm ute).

Tt also obeys the physical requirem ents for an elastic strain tensor. It statistically
quanti es the deform ation reversbly stored in the present state of the m aterial. Tts
di erential dU (and hence the elastic m oduli ©r in nitesin al deform ation around the
current state) depends explicitly only on the current state.

M oreover, ket us consider the case w here the (sn allor large) deform ation is elastic and
a ne.Then:

M=~ ~"=F ~% ™ F =FMyF : 313)

- ]Og' M_O ? ? ]Ogﬁo . — 0

bg FF =E ; (314)

<l

I

|

I
N

see eg. @:121) . The F inger tensor appears because we base our elastic description on a
tensor, ¥ Y= " ¢ Thjs oons&ast w ith classical elasticity, based on a scalar product

A speci ¢ feature of the quasistatic regin e is that the defom ation (and hence the
elastic strain) rem ains an all, barely visbl by eye Fig. :14'), even for large applied shear
strain (@nd hence large plastic strain) . W e thus assum e, and check a posteriori F ig. ::/.),
that the com ponents of U aremuch smaller than one, so we approxin ate eq. @:1:2) by
its Inearisation: |

I: (3.15)

4. Resuls
41. Transient regin e

A lldata in this section are taken from Run 1 CFjg.:_]:),whjch has two distinct regin es: a
transient and a stationary ow CFjg.-g:).

41.1. Texture tensor

In the transient regim e, the average wall length does not change m uch, but the walls
tend to align w ith the direction of the rotation CE‘jg.El:). Hence, i is m ostly the cross—
com ponent M , which correlates to the shear CE‘jg.-'_?.). Sihce = 0 marks the change
from clockw ise to counterclockw ise shear, M , decreases linearly and changes sign.The
correlation w ith shear ofboth other com ponents, if any, is of order of their uctuations.
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Figure 4.Run 1 (transient regin e): cross com ponent U, versus the applied shear strain , for
box 1:closed circles, box 3: closed squares, box 5: open triangles, and box 7: crosses. Since
= 0 m arks the reversal of the rotation (and not an initially unstrained state), we expect U,
tobe zerowhen = 0:15,wihin experim entalerror ( 0.03).A linear tofU, versus yilds
the derivative dU, =d , plotted in Insert, where the line is a lnear t wih zero intercept to

dU, =d wversus 1=r?.

41 2. Elastic strain tensor
D uring the transient, no bubble rearrangem ent (neighbour swapping, also called \T 1

r 2 yields the prefactor ( 1600  90) h4.
Tt is interesting to com pare dU, =d w ith the expression which would be predicted by
classical elasticity in a C ouette geom etry:

dUr I’%ro 1
= —: @1)
d rn + 1 r?
The prefactor ofeq. 1) is (Fro)=[( + 1)]= ( 1680 80) h¥, where we have taken

12mm (the depth ofthe teeth) as the uncertainty of the wheel radius. T his agreesw ith
the experin entalprefactor of r 2 Fig.i).

413.Yied

The ow becom es stationary at a value y which we m easure by determ ining the
Intersection between the transient buid-up of M , tted by a straight line and the
stationary plateau tted by a horizontalline ¢ ig. '9’) .k would be Interesting to determ ine
whether ¢y actually m arks the onset of irreversbility in the stressstrain relation at
m acroscopic scale (olasticity).

W e can at least observe on the m ovie (data not shown) the \T 1" bubble rearrange—
m ents, which concem localtopology. In the inner boxes, y correlatesw ith the appear—
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Figure 5.Run 1 (transient regin'?):varjam'on of y versus box number.D ata are from F ig.
@).The Ine is a Inear t.

ance ofa large number of T 1s. The rst isolated T 1s appear at valuesof between 026
and 032, ofthe sam e order ofm agniude as, but signi cantly sm allerthan vy .The outer
boxes lack T 1s, exogpt once near 3, wellbeyond y and in the stationary regim e.
Though vy iswellde ned, m arksa saturation in the local shear strain applied to the
bubbles, which probably oscillates and rem ains below the actualyield strain.

The value of y increases gradually from 0.35 for the inner box, to 0.55 for the outer
box Fig. :_3) . W ithin experimental error ( 0.03, corresoonding to 2 In ages), this
variation is linear (Fjg.fi) . Explaining this varation of y wih r would certainly help

us to understand the yielding of foam s (see section E_S;Z_.Zl) .

4 2. Stationary regim e — average values

A 1l data of this section are taken from Run 2 CE‘jg.:_Z.’), which allow s us to in prove our
statistics, using tem poral averages over the stationary ow .

42.1. Texture tensor

Fig. ('_é) plotsthe averageM 45+ 0fthe Instantaneous texture tensorM in the stationary
regin e. W e can now detect, not only the (an all) anisotropy of the foam , M , , but also
its sm all spatial variations.

M , decreases across the gap: it is larger in the inner boxes than in the outer ones,
re ecting the preferred ordentation in posed by the shear.M ., decreases, M increases,
and M, M changes sign; this sign-change is m ore di cult to understand (section
513).

422. Elstic strain

U, does not localise near the inner wheel: i varies am oothly w ith the distance to
the inner wheel. Tt decreases as 1=F Fig. -'j.), as expected if the foam behaves lke a
continuous elastic m edium , see eq. ¢.1).

To com pare to the transient regin e in Run 1 Wwhich has slightly di erent bubbl and
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Figure 6. Run 2 (stationary ow):texture tensor M_5tat versus box num ber. T he com ponents

ofM (closed triangles:M rr; Open squares:M ; closed circles:M , ), again expressed in units
ofh¥i, are averaged over the four quarters ofthe whole foam , and also over tim e (2000 pictures).

w heel diam eters), we express the prefactor determ ined In Fig. ('j) in the sam e unis as
n eq. Cfl-_j,'):

£ 1 .
nt e
The prefactor is ;= 0:171 02003, see section 52 2).

H,i= «a 42)

42 3. D eviatoric elastic stress

In the quasistatic regin e, m echanical equilbrium im plies that the elastic stress is
divergence free. Hence we expect that its o -diagonal com ponent, which reduces to the
capillary contribution, varies as for a continuous elastic m edium in a C ouette geom etry
D ennin 2004): ¢F  cst=F .Such r ? dependence occurs experim entally Fig.d).

1
M e e e - - - ——a r



16 E . Janiaud and F . G raner

0.15
01 L
o .
0.05 -
| A A
oL, N ]
r 0
4 O
A O
-0.05 | | | I L
50 55 60 65 70 75 80
r/<0>

Figure 7. Run 2 (stationary ow): tensor U versus box number. The com ponents of U
(closed triangles: U,y j open squares: U ; closed circles: Uy ) are derived from the data in

Fig. ('_é) through eqg. C_3._1§),usjngthevaheM o= 120 mm? (see section 3_3;2").The so0lid line is
abest tofU, toa function cst=r?.

02,
015 |
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Figure 8. Run 2 (stationary ow):elastic stresstensor =P Versus box num ber. T he deviatoric
com ponents of © (closed circles: shear stress .°7; open squares: nom al stress di erence

ap °®P) are derived from eq. @._E{) and expressed in units of =h‘i.The solid line is a best
tof P toa function cst=r’.
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Figure 9. Run 2 (stationary ow): Hooke relation. The deviatoric part of the capillary

stress 2P, expressed in units of =h‘i, plotted versus the corresponding com ponents of U

(closed circles: [°F versus U, ; open squares: r;° P yersus U,y U ).Each data point
com es from F igs. C_i) and (8), i.e. it derives from averages at one position in the foam . T he solid
line is a linear t through allpoints, slope 2 h'i= = 1:17 0:04.

Again, the spatial variation of &P P which changes sign, is m ore di cul to
understand (section :_5;1_.3_3) .

42 4. Non-din ensional shear m odulus
In elasticity, Ihe stress and the deform ation are conoceptually independent quantities

focus on the com ponents we m easure here, nam ely the deviatoric tem s rr and r .
If the m aterdal is linear, the com ponents of strain and stress are proportional to each
other, the slope being tw ice the shearm odulus . Ifthem aterial is isotropic, rr and

r play a sin ilar role. In polar coordinates, the H ooke equations becom es:

P=2U,; 423)

r

(2P FRYy=2 U, U ): @4 4)

rr

Fig. ('_§) indicates that, n the quasistatic regin e, the foam indeed behaves like a contin—
uousm edium : the deviatoric part of the capillary stress 2P and ofU correlate strongly,
and details of the m icrostructure appear only through m esoscopic averages. M oreover,
the foam isboth isotropic and linear, w ith a shearm odulus = (0:59 002) =h‘i.W ih
a sn aller or a largerbox size, we obtain the sam e value for w ih a larger error.

4 3. Pem anent regim e — tem poral uctuations
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431. Tine series ofM: in Run 1
The statjonary ow resu]rs from a balance between the J'ncrease due to the app]jed

texture tensor and the elastic strain  uctuate around theer ean value.
In Run 1, the short—tenn uctuations are much larger near the inner wheel Fi.

Tabuteau & DiM eglio 2001), than near the outer wheel F ig. db) Fig. E) does not
show any signi cant physical feature ofthe uctuation statistics, e.g. abrupt, largescale
relaxations of deform ations via correlated, large stress drops.

4 32. Histogram s of increm ents in Run 2

W e perform a m ore quantitative analysis on Run 2, at a sn all scale, nam ely between
tw o sucoessive In ages, corresponding to an increase ofd In the applied shear strain.
The increm ent of the texture tensor is de ned asM ( + d ) M_().Thesjgnature
of \avalanche-lke" events at such a sm all scale would be extrem ely lJarge uctuations
and/or a Jarge asym m etry betw een positive and negative increm ents.

W e nd no such signature.T he increm entsare aln ost G aussian CFjg.iQ‘a—c) .Thewidth
ofthe histogram s decreases by a factor of 10 from inner to outer boxes CFjg.:_f(_]‘d) raswe
m entioned, m ost large uctuationsoccurnearthe nnerwheel.Only M , displaysa slight
asym m etry between positive and negative increm ents CFjg.:_l-Q:b), probably because this
cross-com ponent is increased by the applied shear strain and decreased by the anisotropy
relaxation due to T 1 events.

4 33. Tem poral autocorrelations in Run 2

T he rotation of the inner wheel does not perturb the foam near the outer wheel. Tn
the outer boxes, the texture tensor thus decorrelates very slow ly. Let us quantify this
observation using the data ofRun 2.

Toanalysethe uctuationsatallscalesofthe shearstrain ,we calculate the tem poral
autocorrelation Cy y ofthe uctuations:

h M + M i
Cun ()= ™M () o stat) ™ ( ZE stat)l; @5)
™M () Mgatr)
whereM () (resp:M «at) Isthe instantaneocusvalue (respo:the average over the stationary

regin e) of the texture tensorM .
FJg Ilih ) displays a J:ade JmtJal decay n the oor:ce]atjon ﬁ)]Jowed by a slow er decay,

at small yJe]ds the shear strain  gecorr characte:ijs:ng the :In:[l:lal loss of correlation,
egoecially quick for the cross com ponentM :_12;

M, = exp 4.6)

decorr
A s we expect, the correlation decaysm uch m ore quickly near the innerwheel, gecorr
1= 30 than near the outer one, gecorr 1 (nsert of Fig. :1? T he decorrelation rate
decoﬂ decreases exponentially w ith the distance from the inner wheel.
The uctuations of the texture tensor are thus localised near the inner wheel, over
a distance com parable to 4 bubble diam eters. T his localisation resembles that of the

velocity eld over 1 bubble diam eter !D ebregeas, Tabuteau & D iM eglio 2001)', and is

probably the signature of the e ect of T 1s on the deform ation !0 ennin 2004)
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Figure 10. Run 2 (stationary ow): statistics for the increm ents of the texture tensor M .
(@) Histogram of Increm ents ofM r in box 1, again expressed in units of h¥i. Solid line is a
G aussian w ith the sam e standard deviation and zero average. (o, c) The same for M , and
M . (d) Standard deviation of increm ents of M versus box number (closed triangles: M ,r;
open squares: M ; closed circles: M , ). Since the uctuations in box 8 are extrem ely sm all
(see F ig. G) the data are noisy: in age Iering and thresholding would have been required to
obtain a statistically signi cant vale.

5. D iscussion
5.1. D iscussion of the strain and stress
51.1. M easurem ent m ethod of the stress

Let us discuss the contridbutions to the stress we do not m easure.
T he dissipation is probably dom jnated by the friction on both glass plates, which we

QQQ4_): .W hatever its physical origin, it should on average baJanoe the nput power. Tt JS
thus never negligble, egpecially during the relaxation after each T 1, see section C_Z:J{) .
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Figure 11. Run 2 (stationary ow):tem poral autocorrelation Cy v of texture tensor M (eq.
35), versus , In boxes 1, 3, 5, 7 (closed triangles:M.r; open squares:M ; closed circles:
M, ).We reca;];}:hat the total applied shear is proportionalto tim e, not to the local shear in
each box (eq.2.0).

H ow ever, the resultsw e present here, which concem only the elastic termm s, do not require
us to m easure the dissipation.

W e m easure the deviatoric elastic stress using eg. C_B-;E,!), which is form ally equivalent
to the stress in a network where sites interact through a twobody force. Foam s do
not Inclide only two-vertex interactions. T heir stability is due to the pressure inside
each bubbl, which relates to the bubble volum e. Hence pressure is a function of all
wall curvatures and all the vertex positions. It is an n-body interaction, which we can
decom pose Into two-point Interactions in principle :_(Z-}-lézzér_l-c_l-e_}_-f%@_é_)', but not really in
practice.

Tt is not inportant here to m easure the pressure inside bubbls, for the llow ing

reasons:_(g l:an__e_r_Z_OQg):. Since the pressure stress is isotropic, it does not contribute to the
deviatoric elastic stress. Hence the shear m odulus is independent of the pressure eld.
F inally, the com pression m odulus ofa foam is typically that ofan idealgas, which scales
like the pressure inside bubbles 1¢ Pa (nultiplied by h, when expressed as a 2D

com pression m odulus). Thism odulus is not very interesting and ism uch larger than the
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Figure 12. Run 2 (stationary ow): autocorrelation Cy , v, of the crosscom ponent M . .
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 for each box (eq.:flzd) .

decorr

T he line tension is not known, but unin portant for our present purposes. T he stress,
and hence the shear m odulus, are expressed In non-din ensional form , as required for
com parison to other foam s. A direct m easurem ent of can com plem ent the local in age
m easurem ent when necessary, for Instance to predict the actual force exerted by the

512.D1 erence between —°° and M

Both — P and M: are m easured from the sam e in age, and their de nitions (egs. ;’:;!-5:,

é;l:].') seem sin ilar. H ow ever, they are really independent both physically and m athem at—
ically.

P hysically, their signi cance and status are di erent. T he value of =°*® can be deter-
m Ined from In age analysis only if the sites interact through a two-body force ~, and if
we explicitly know the form of this force ~ () w ith respect to the distance between sites.
The value of © is sensitive to physical forces: rst, i doubles if the densiy of links
doubles; second, it does not change if we cut a link in two by arti cially introducing a
new site at itsm iddl; third, In foam s, it orm ally depends on wall curvatures.

On the other hand, M is purely geom etric. It is a characteristic of the pattem, in—
dependent of physical iInteractions; it can be de ned and m easured for various kinds of
cellilar pattems or which no ~ can be de ned, including solid foam s, and even grain

ap
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the detailed network topology: rst, it does not change if the densiy of walls doubls;
second, it decreases if we cut a wall in two by arti cially introducing a new vertex at
itsm iddl; third, In foam s, i is Insensitive to the (n-plane or out-ofplane) curvature of
walls. .

M athem atically, =P and M are Independent in all cases, exoept when ~ / 7, ie.
a ham onic spring, wih a length ‘ much greater than is length at equilbrium . For
Instance, w riting the stress of an isolated polym er m olecule in a shear solvant as ™~ ~

is Jegitim ate !B ird, A m strong &_H assager 1987).However, foam s, orwhich = oconst,

=® and M are m athem atically di erent averages. T he

—cap . .
is an integral over a surface

fall n the general case where
di erence is even m ore visble n a 3D foam , where

raynik, Remnel & van Swol2003).This

would change both M and M 4 by a multiplicative constant: the elastic strain ? (egs.

312, :'3:1-_5), and hence the shearm odulus  (eg. {fl-) would aln ost not change.

P and U are also Independent. They represent di erent aver—

W e em phasise that —

tions or physical approxin ations approxin ations 1K ruyt 2003). The di erence is even

m ore visble at large deform ations: the logarithm ic term ofeq. {3:1:2) deviates from the
linear approxin ation when them axin um value ofthe elastic shear strain (0.15n Fig. )

no trivial relation betw een them , exogpt In a reqularpattem, w here averages are replaced
by exact identities; for Instance, In the case of a honeycom b, their relation is exactly as

expected ' D ollet et al. 2004).

[ g i A S A

513. Sign of nom aldi erences
The nom aldi erencesM ,, M and &P P change sign In the m iddle of the

strong 1988} and to predict (W eaire & Hutzler 2003). P redictions and 2D sin ulations of

their average are accurate: under steady shear, the pressure ofa foam wih uid fraction

= 5% Increasesby 15% W eaire & Hutzler 2003), T his is the order ofm agnitude ofthe

___________ Fm————

spatial variations of M ., and M Fig.q).W e can not predict their anisotropy (hence
the nom al stress di erences), but nom al stresses due to dilatancy are a second-order

e ect in the strain !(Larson 199_7_)::they are likely sm allerthat the largevalneofM ., M
we observe, and m ight be m asked by dynam icale ects due to bubbl rearrangem ents.
But we can In agihe other explanations.

F irst, this change could re ect an initial anisotropy resulting from the procedure used

rotation does not su ce to relax in the outer boxes O ebregeas, personal com m unica—
tion). The initial state is not necessarily a zero-stress state. M ore generally, trapped
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Second, i could be an artefact due to our m easurem ent m ethod, which does not
acocounts for the out-ofplane curvature of bubbl walls (in the third dim ension). Since
the foam is not perfectly dry, the sides of a wall can have slightly di erent curvatures,
so that their contributions would not exactly cancelout.

T hird, this change could arise from a deviation from axisymm etric C ouette ow, due
to a secondary recirculation w ith radialvelocity com ponents.A signature ofthe discrete
and disordered nature of the m aterdal is the appearance of solid body rotation ofbubble
clisters. It results in vortjces, generic for am orphous elastic m aten'a]s generated by the

52. D iscussion of the stationary ow
T he present m easurem ents clarify a few open debates.

52.1. To ocalise or not to ocalise?
T he exper:'m entalset-up,the uid ﬁ:actjon the friction on the p]ates, and the boundary

can the sam e data altematively display and not display localisation?
T here J's no fundam ental incom patijthy di erent elds have di erent spatial varia—

T1 rate, thJe we m easure the elastic stress and strain elds. In a quas:statjc regin e,
where the foam isaln ost always close tom echanjcalequﬂJbrjum we expect the stress to

QQQS_ ): . T he elastic strain, which correlates to the elastic stress, does not localise, although
the plastic strain, which correlates to the velocity gradient, does.

522.Yid
The va]ue of the yield strain and stress, charactensed eg. by the equality of the real

We expect that, to store a deform ation <3, requires us to apply an equ:ya]ent shear
strain vy . Since Run 1 corresponds to an inversion from counter-clockw ise to clockw ise
rotation, weexpect that y = 2 o1.W e observe an exoellentagrean er:.t_jn box 1, in which

y = 035 002 (Fjg;_B) and <= 0471 0:003 Fi.7) and eq.:g4_.2)).But vy 2 o
in otherboxes, or hrger v Fi. "QJ) . Thus the deform ation stored in the foam changes
wih even above vy .Kabla and D ebregeas reach the sam e conclusion : their sin ulations
jndjcate that after the foam yields, T 1s localise in the shear band only after a certain

52 3. Averages and uctuations

O urdata show that stressand strain have a wellde ned, physically m eaningfiilaverage
at the scale of a representative volum e elem ent, while their uctuations rem ain small. A
coarsegrained shearm odulus can be de ned and m easured, unlke eg. n granularm edia,
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conditions: disordered foam , quasistatic regin e, Jarge dissipation due to top and bot-
tom plates. W e do not observe extrem ely large uctuations, nor sudden relaxations of
deform ations and stress.

Averages seam to dom inate the physics Fig. (:_3), but uctuations too are im portant.
For instance, the w idth ofthe histogram ofthe velocity or stress eld uctuationsm ight
oonst:nam the velocity eld, and explain why shear—bandmg occurs preferentially near

Both the averageand uctuationsofT 1 ratem anifest them selves in the texture tensor.

T he signature of the average T 1 rate is the existence of a stationary regin e, where the

decrease In deform ation due to T 1s balances the Increase due to applied shear. The

signature of T1 rate uctuations is the exponential localisation of the texture tensor
uctuations.

524. M easurem ent of the shear m odulus

Fig. ('_9) suggests a few rem arks. F irst, the classicalm ethod to m easure a shear m od-
ulus oonsjsts In increasingly deform ing a sam p]e and m easure the stress and strain J'n

phed strains corresoond to the sam e stress. H ere we observe a one to one oonespondanoe
betw een elastic stress and elastic strain jg.-'_fi) .The foam iselastic, although the plastic
strain increases steadily, and the foam is wellbeyond the yield strain.

T hird, although we do not know the value of , we can com pare our non-din ensional
m easurem ent of shear m odulus w ith published values. An jdeal‘cﬂo—din ensjonal dry

0577 .Our is slightly larger, probably due to djsorder, here —i = 108.The non—

heterogeneous, stationary ow, either through a constriction or around an obstac]e a
dry foam ( uid fraction much lower than 5% ), even w ith a sn allbubble size dispersity
< 5% ,displaysa shearm odulus 20% higherthan ., due to the stretched bubble shape

o = 1221 3paa3as B 2120031,

6. C onclusion

To sum m arise, w e re-analyse the data generously provided by G eorgesD ebregeason a
foam sheared in a two-din ensionalC ouette geom etry, w ith the velocity eld localised near
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the deform ation ofthe bubbles is very am allL. W e take advantage ofthe foam ‘s invariance
under rotation (and, in the stationary regin e, of s tim e invariance) to average overm any
bubbles. W e then m easure the texture tensor of the foam , a general toolto quantify the

For am all applied shear strain, a transient regin e has the cross-com ponent of the
texture tensor ncrease linearly w ith shear, w ith no bubble rearrangem ents \T 1"), and
the foam seem s to behave lke a classical elastic, continuous medium . The only large
scale m anifestation of the discrete, cellular nature of the foam is that, in a m xture of
two uids (soap solution and air), the surface tension of bubbl walls produces elastic
behaviour and a shear m odulus.

T he deform ation saturates rst near the inner wheel, then gradually In m ore distant
boxes, at an applied shear strain y . T his onset ofplastic behaviour correlates, but does
not strictly coincide w ith the appearance of T 1s.

The foam then entersa stationary regin e, w here the deform ation increase due to shear
and the relaxation due to T 1sbalance each other. The uctuations of the texture tensor
around itsm ean valie rem ain an all. D espite the T 1s, the elastic behaviour of the foam
again resem blesthat ofa classicalelastic, continuousm ediim .Them axin um shear strain
that the foam can sustain in the quasistatic regin e is 1, com patdble w ith the valie of

v . The strain and stress are highly correlated, even proportional to each other; the
shear m odulus is slightly higher than for a honeycom b w ith sim ilar average bubble wall
length. T he deviatoric com ponents of the elastic strain and stress tensors, as well as the
texture tensor, do not localise. The only trace of localisation is the m uch quicker loss of
correlation of the texture tensor uctuations near the inner wheel.

Future studies ain at understanding the origin of the value of the yild strain, the
change of sign In the nom al stress and strain di erences, the precise role of boundary
conditions, and the relation to granularm aterials. T hey inclide the m easures of pressure
and dissipation, and the analytical calculation of the shearm odulus.
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