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Shear modulus and reversible particle trajectories of frictional
granular materials under oscillatory shear
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Abstract In this study, we numerically investigated the mechanical responses and trajectories of frictional granular particles under oscillatory shear in the reversible phase where particle trajectories form closed loops below the
yielding point. When the friction coefficient is small, the storage modulus exhibits softening, and the loss modulus
remains finite in the quasi-static limit. As the friction coefficient increases, the softening and residual loss modulus
are suppressed. The storage and loss moduli satisfy scaling laws if they are plotted as functions of the areas of the
loop trajectories divided by the strain amplitude and diameter of grains, at least for small values of the areas.

1 Introduction
Dense disordered materials, such as granular materials,
foams, emulsions, and colloidal suspensions, behave like
solids when the packing fraction φ exceeds the jamming
point [1,2]. Under a small shear strain, the shear stress
is proportional to shear strain, which is characterized
by the shear modulus depending on φ [3,4,5]. However,
as the shear strain increases, the stress-strain relation
becomes nonlinear [6,7].
The nonlinear stress-strain relation is believed to result from the yielding transition associated with plastic
deformations [8,9,10,11,12,13]. However, recent studies
have shown that the mechanical response becomes nonlinear even when the system is in the reversible phase in
which particle trajectories form closed loops below the
yielding point [14,15,16,17]. Such a response is called
(reversible) softening, where the storage modulus under
oscillatory shear decreases as the strain amplitude increases. In a previous paper [18], we demonstrated that
the loss modulus remains finite in the quasi-static limit
when reversible softening occurs. We have clarified that
the reversible softening and residual loss modulus originate from the loop trajectories of particles [19,20,21,
22,23,24,25,26,27,28].
a
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Most previous numerical studies assumed frictionless particles, although realistic disordered materials
consist of frictional grains. The friction causes drastic changes in rheology. For example, frictional particles exhibit discontinuous shear thickening [29,30,31,
32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47] and
shear jamming [48,49,50,51,52,53,54,55,56,57], which
hardly occurs in frictionless particles. Thus, it is natural to expect that the friction between the grains affects
the mechanical responses and particle trajectories.
In this study, we numerically investigated the shear
modulus of frictional granular materials under oscillatory shear. In Sect. 2, we explain our model and setup.
In Sect. 3, we present our numerical results of a singlecycle displacement and mean square displacement to
distinguish the irreversible phase from the reversible
phase of particle trajectories. We show how particle trajectories depend on the friction coefficient between the
grains in Sect. 4. In Sect. 5, we illustrate the existence of
scaling laws of the storage and loss moduli, at least, for
small areas of reversible particles trajectories. In Sect.
6, we conclude and discuss our results.

2 Model and setup
Let us consider two-dimensional frictional granular particles with identical densities confined in a square box
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under oscillatory shear. Particle i with a diameter di is
driven by the SLLOD equation under the Lees–Edwards
boundary condition [58]:
pi
d
,
ri = γ̇(t)yi ex +
dt
mi
d
pi = −γ̇(t)pi,y ex + Fi ,
dt

X

(t)

(n)

Fij + Fij

j6=i

(n)
Fij



Θ(dij − rij ),

vij = (vi − vj ) · tij − (di ωi + dj ωj )/2

(2)

with ωi as the angular velocity of particle i. The tangen(t)
(t)
(t)
(t)
tial displacement uij satisfies u̇ij = vij for |F̃ij | <

(3)

(t)
Fij

are the normal and tangential
and
where
forces between particles i and j, dij = (di + dj )/2
is the average diameter, and rij = |rij | is the distance between particles i and j, with rij = ri − rj =
(xij , yij ). Here, Θ(x) is the Heviside step function satisfying Θ(x) = 1 for x > 0, and Θ(x) = 0 otherwise. To
avoid crystallization, we constructed a dispersed system with an equal number of grains of two diameters
(d0 and d0 /1.4).
Then, we adopt the following model for the normal
force:


(n)
(n)
(n)
Fij = − k (n) uij + η (n) vij nij
(4)
with k (n) as the normal elastic constant, η (n) as the
normal viscous constant, and the normal unit vector is
nij = rij /rij . The normal relative displacement and
velocity are, given by the following, respectively:
(n)

uij = rij − dij ,

(5)

and
(n)
vij

d (n)
= uij =
dt



d
d
ri − rj
dt
dt



·

rij
.
rij

(6)

We adopt the following model for the tangential force


(t)
(n,el)
(t)
(t)
sgn(F̃ij )tij ,
Fij = min |F̃ij |, µFij

(7)

where tij = (−yij /rij , xij /rij ) is the tangential unit
vector, and µ is the friction coefficient. Here, min(a, b)
selects the smaller one between a and b; sgn(x) = 1
for x ≥ 0 and sgn(x) = −1 for x < 0. Furthermore,
(n)
(n,el)
= −k (n) uij is the elastic part of the normal
Fij
(t)

force. F̃ij is given by


(t)
(t)
(t)
F̃ij = − k (t) uij + η (t) vij

(t)

(1)

where ri = (xi , yj ) and pi = mi (ṙi − γ̇(t)yi )ex are
the position and peculiar momentum of particle i with
mass mi , shear rate γ̇(t), and the unit vector ex along
the x-direction, respectively. The force Fi is given by:
Fi =

with k (t) as the tangential elastic constant and η (t) as
the tangential viscous constant. The tangential velocity
(t)
vij is expressed as

(8)

(n,el)

µFij

(9)

(t)

(t)

, whereas uij remains unchanged for |F̃ij | ≥

(n,el)

(t)

µFij . We note that uij is set to zero if particles i
and j are detached. The time evolution of ωi is given
by
Ii

d
ωi = T i
dt

(10)

with the moment of inertia Ii = mi d2i /8, and torque
P
(t)
Ti = − j d2i Fij · tij .
The particles were randomly placed with an initial packing fraction of φI = 0.75. The system was
slowly compressed until the packing fraction reached
φ = 0.870, which was sufficiently above the jamming
point. In each step of the compression, the packing fraction is increased by ∆φ = 1.0 × 10−4 with the affine
transformation. Thereafter, the particles were relaxed
to a mechanical equilibrium
state with the kinetic temP 2
perature TK =
i pi /(mN ) < Tth . Here, we chose
Tth = 1.0 × 10−8 k (n) d20 .
After the compression, we apply the shear strain:
γ(t) = γ0 sin ωt

(11)

at constant volume with a strain amplitude γ0 and angular frequency ω for Nc cycles. The shear rate is given
by
γ̇(t) = γ0 ω cos ωt

(12)

In the last cycle, we measured the storage and loss moduli, defined by [59]
Z
ω 2π/ω
G′ =
dt σ(t) sin ωt/γ0 ,
(13)
π 0
Z
ω 2π/ω
′′
G =
dt σ(t) cos ωt/γ0
(14)
π 0
with the (symmetric contact) shear stress as
σ=−

1 XX
(xij Fij,y + yij Fij,x ).
2L2 i j>i

(15)

Here, we ignore the kinetic and asymmetric parts of the
shear stress because they are less than 1% of σ.
(t)
(n)
The number of particles is N = 1000,
p k = 0.2k ,
and η (n) = η (t) = k (n) t0 with t0 = m/k (n) , where m
is the mass of a grain with diameter d0 . This model
corresponds to the restitution coefficient e = 0.043. We
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3 Single-cycle particle displacement and mean
square displacement
First, we introduce the single-cycle particle displacement as
+
*N
X
|ri (nT ) − ri ((n − 1)T )| /N
(16)
dr(n) =
i=1

with the period T = 2π/ω and the ensemble average h·i.
We plot dr(n) against n for various values of γ0 with
µ = 1.0 in Fig. 1. For γ0 = 0.2 and 0.1, dr(n) is finite
and almost independent of n. The finite dr(n) indicates
that plastic deformations exist during the cycles. For
γ0 = 0.04 and 0.02, a negligibly small dr(n) can be
regarded as the reversible motion of particles.
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adopt the leapfrog algorithm with the time step ∆t =
0.05t0 . We chose ω = 1.0 × 10−4 t−1
0 as the quasi-static
′
shear deformation because G and G′′ do not depend
on ω for ω ≤ 1.0 × 10−4 t−1
0 .
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Fig. 2 Plots of the mean square displacement |∆r(n)|2 versus n for various values of γ0 with µ = 1.0. The solid line
represents |∆r(n)|2 ∼ n.

From Figs. 1 and 2, we define the reversible phase
where the displacement dr(n)/γ0 in the last cycle is
lower than 0.01d0 , and the diffusion coefficient D is
lower than 1.0 × 10−5 d20 /t0 . Here, we estimate D from
the mean square displacement |∆r(n)|2 for nI ≤ n ≤ nF
as D = (|∆r(nF )|2 − |∆r(nI )|2 )/ {4(nF − nI )}, where
nI = 10 and nF = 100. It should be noted that |∆r(n)|2
in the reversible phase is subdiffusive, where D decreases as nF increases. We confirmed that the systems
with µ = 0.01, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.5, and 1.0 are in the reversible phase for γ0 ≤ 0.04. 1

4 Particle trajectories in the reversible phase

✵

✶✵✵
✁

✵

✷✵✵

Fig. 1 Plots of the single-cycle displacement dr(n) versus n
for various values of γ0 with µ = 1.0.

In Fig. 2, we plot the mean square displacements for
various values of γ0 with µ = 1.0 and n0 = 100, defined
by
X
|ri ((n + n0 )T ) − ri (n0 T )|2 /N.
(17)
|∆r(n)|2 =
i

Here, the position ri (n0 T ) after n0 cycles is the reference state. For γ0 = 0.4, 0.2, and 0.1, |∆r(n)|2 is proportional to n, whereas |∆r(n)|2 reaches a small saturated value for γ0 ≤ 0.04. These results are consistent
with the behavior shown in Fig. 1, where the system is
irreversible for γ0 ≥ 0.1, and reversible for γ0 ≤ 0.04.

In the reversible phase, non-affine particle trajectories
should form closed loops, where the non-affine trajectory for particle i is defined as
r̃i (t) = ri (t) − γ(t)yi (t)ex .

(18)

We plot r̃i (t) for the last two cycles for γ = 0.04 and
0.004 with µ = 0.1 in Fig. 3. The particle returns to
its original position after each cycle, and the trajectory
forms a loop; however,the trajectories of two cycles for
γ0 = 0.04 deviate in some parts owing to the inertia of
the particles.
In Figs. 4 and 5, the non-affine trajectories for µ =
0.5 and 1.0 are plotted. For µ = 0.5, the trajectory
forms a loop with a finite area for γ0 = 0.04, as shown
in Fig. 4(a), while the trajectory for γ0 = 0.004 in Fig.
4(b) becomes a line (or a loop with zero area). Such
a line trajectory is not observed in jammed frictionless
1

We have also checked that particles in the reversible phase
exhibit almost the same trajectories for ten cycles in all samples.
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The geometry of the trajectory is characterized by
Z 2π/ω
I
dỹi (t)
x̃i dỹi =
x̃i (t)
Ai =
dt,
(19)
dt
C
0
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✶✶✿✽✾✾
✶✶✿✾
✼✿✼✸✾
✼✿✼✸✽
✼✿✼✸✼
i, if there is no intersection for the trajectory. We in✽✿✶ ✽✿✵ ✼✿✾ ✼✿✽
①✁✂✄☎
①✂✄☎✆
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X
Fig. 3 Non-affine particle trajectories for γ0 = 0.04 (a) and
|Ai |/N.
(20)
A=
0.004 (b) with µ = 0.1. The circles represent the trajectory in

the last cycle. The line represents the trajectory in the second
to the last cycle.

particles [19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28]. For µ = 1.0,
the trajectories for γ0 = 0.04 and 0.004 formed lines,
as shown in Fig. 5. For γ0 = 0.04, the line trajectory
is bent (Fig. 5(a)), while it is almost straight for γ0 =
0.004 (Fig. 5(b)).
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If the characteristic length of the trajectory is scaled by
γ0 d0 , as in frictionless particles [18], A is proportional
to (γ0 d0 )2 . Therefore, we plot the normalized average
area A/(γ0 d0 )2 against γ0 for various values of µ in Fig.
6. When γ0 is sufficiently small, A/(γ0 d0 )2 is almost
zero, corresponding to the line trajectories for µ ≥ 0.1.
Furthermore, A/(γ0 d0 )2 increases with the strain amplitude γ0 above a critical value, which is dependent on
µ.
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Fig. 4 Non-affine particle trajectories for γ0 = 0.04 (a) and
0.004 (b) with µ = 0.5. The circles represent the trajectory in
the last cycle. The line represents the trajectory in the second
to the last cycle.
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Fig. 6 Plots of the normalized area A/(γ0 d0 )2 of loop trajectories versus γ0 for various values of µ.
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5 Storage and loss moduli
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Fig. 5 Non-affine particle trajectories for γ0 = 0.04 (a) and
0.004 (b) with µ = 1.0. The circles represent the trajectory in
the last cycle. The line represents the trajectory in the second
to the last cycle.

In Fig. 7, we plot the scaled storage modulus G′ /G′0
in the reversible phase against the strain amplitude
γ0 , where G′0 is defined as the storage modulus G′0 =
limγ0 →0 G′ in the linear response regime. Here, we estimate G′0 by G′ at γ0 = 1.0 × 10−4 . As can be seen in
Fig. 7, G′ /G′0 decreases with γ0 above the critical strain
amplitude, depending on µ for µ ≥ 0.1. The decay of
G′ with γ0 in the reversible phase is regarded as reversible softening, which is also observed in frictionless
particles [18]. A similar decay of G′ has been reported
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in an experiment on photoelastic disks, but it is not
clear whether it occurs in the reversible phase [6]. The
critical strain amplitude for the decay of G′ increases
with µ, and the softening decreases as µ increases. In
Fig. 8, we plot G′0 as a function of µ, where G′0 slowly
decreases as µ increases.
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Fig. 7 Plots of the normalized storage modulus G′ /G′0 versus γ0 for various µ values.

Fig. 9 Plots of the loss modulus G′′ versus γ0 for various
values of µ.

jecture, we plotted 1 − G′ /G′0 against A/(γ0 d0 )2 in Fig.
10 for A/(γ0 d0 )2 < 0.6. It is remarkable that 1 − G′/G′0
satisfies a scaling law in which 1 − G′ /G0 is a linear
function of A/(γ0 d0 )2 , and is independent of µ. Note
that the data for A/(γ0 d0 )2 > 0.6 with µ = 0.1 and
0.01 deviate from the linear behavior.
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in the linear re-

Fig. 10 Plots of 1 − G′ /G′0 versus A/(γ0 d0 )2 for various γ0
and µ values.

Figure 9 shows the loss modulus G′′ against γ0 for
various µ values. G′′ is approximately zero for small
γ0 , while G′′ increases with γ0 above a threshold strain
amplitude except for µ = 0.01.
In Ref. [18], the reversible softening in frictionless
systems can be characterized by the loop trajectories of
particles. Even in frictional granular materials, the average area A characterizing the loop trajectories seems
to be related to G′ . To check the validity of this con-

The loss modulus G′′ is also expected to be characterized by the loop trajectories of the particles even in
the frictional system. The connection between the loss
modulus and loop trajectories is suggested in suspension experiments [21,22]. To clarify this connection, we
plotted G′′ against A/(γ0 d0 )2 in Fig. 11 for various µ
with A/(γ0 d0 )2 ≤ 0.6. It is remarkable that G′′ satisfies
a scaling law in which G′′ is proportional to A/(γ0 d0 )2 ,
except for µ = 0.1 and 0.01.

Fig. 8 Plots of the storage modulus
sponse regime versus µ.

G′0
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Fig. 11 Plots of the loss modulus G′′ versus A/(γ0 d0 )2 for
various values of γ0 and µ.

6 Conclusion and discussion
We numerically studied the relationship between the
trajectories of the frictional granular materials and the
shear modulus under oscillatory shear in the reversible
phase. The geometry of the particle trajectories depends on the friction coefficient µ, where the normalized area A/(γ0 d0 )2 increases as γ0 increases and µ
decreases. The storage modulus G′ exhibits reversible
softening. The loss modulus G′′ remains finite for a
large γ0 and small µ. We found the existence of the
scaling laws of G′ and G′′ , at least for not too large
A/(γ0 d0 )2 and not too small µ.
In this study, we investigated the shear modulus of
frictional granular materials for φ = 0.87. In future
studies, the findings on the shear modulus and loop
trajectories will have to be confirmed in the vicinity of
the jamming point.
In Ref. [18], the reversible softening and residual
loss modulus of frictionless particles are theoretically
related to the Fourier components of the loop trajectories. We numerically connected G′ and G′′ with the
area of the loop trajectories, but the theoretical basis
has not been confirmed. Therefore, an extension of the
theory in Ref. [18] to frictional particles will be our future work.
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14. J. Boschan, D. Vågberg, E. Somfai, and B. P. Tighe, Soft
Matter 12, 5450 (2016).
15. D. Nakayama, H. Yoshino, and F. Zamponi,J. Stat. Mech.
2016 104001 (2016).
16. T. Kawasaki and K. Miyazaki, arXiv:2003.10716.
17. S. Dagois-Bohy, E. Somfai, B. P. Tighe, and M. van
Hecke, Soft Matter 13, 9036 (2017).
18. M. Otsuki and H. Hayakawa, arXiv:2101.07473.
19. M. Lundberg, K. Krishan, N. Xu, C. S. O’Hern, and M.
Dennin, Phys. Rev. E 77, 041505 (2008).
20. C. F. Schreck, R. S. Hoy, M. D. Shattuck, and C. S.
O’Hern, Phys. Rev. E 88, 052205 (2013).
21. N. C. Keim and P. E. Arratia, Soft Matter 9, 6222 (2013).
22. N. C. Keim and P. E. Arratia, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112,
028302 (2014).
23. I. Regev, T. Lookman, and C. Reichhardt Phys. Rev. E
88, 062401 (2013).
24. I. Regev, J. Weber, C. Reichhardt, K. A. Dahmen, and
T. Lookman, Nat. Commun. 6, 8805 (2015).
25. N. V. Priezjev, Phys. Rev. E 93, 013001 (2016).
26. M. O. Lavrentovich, A. J. Liu, and S. R. Nagel, Phys.
Rev. E 96, 020101(R) (2017).
27. K. Nagasawa, K. Miyazaki and T. Kawasaki, Soft Matter
15, 7557 (2019).
28. P. Das, H. A. Vinutha, and S. Sastry, Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 117, 10203 (2020).
29. M. Otsuki and H. Hayakawa, Phys. Rev. E 83, 051301
(2011).
30. S. Chialvo, J. Sun, and S. Sundaresan, Phys. Rev. E 85,
021305 (2012).
31. E. Brown and H. M. Jaeger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 086001
(2009).
32. R. Seto, R. Mari, J. F. Morris, and M. M. Denn, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 111, 218301 (2013).
33. N. Fernandez, R. Mani, D. Rinaldi, D. Kadau, M. Mosquet, H. Lombois-Burger, J. Cayer-Barrioz, H. J. Herrmann, N. D. Spencer, and L. Isa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111,
108301 (2013).
34. C. Heussinger, Phys. Rev. E 88, 050201 (2013).
35. M. M. Bandi, M. K. Rivera, F. Krzakala and R.E. Ecke,
Phys. Rev. E 87, 042205 (2013).
36. M. P. Ciamarra, R. Pastore, M. Nicodemi, and A.
Coniglio, Phys. Rev. E 84, 041308 (2011).

7
37. R. Mari, R. Seto, J. F. Morris, and M. M. Denn, J. Rheol.
58, 1693 (2014).
38. M. Grob, C. Heussinger, and A. Zippelius, Phys. Rev. E
89, 050201(R) (2014).
39. T. Kawasaki, A. Ikeda, and L. Berthier, EPL 107, 28009
(2014).
40. M. Wyart and M. E. Cates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 098302
(2014).
41. M. Grob, A. Zippelius, and C. Heussinger, Phys. Rev. E
93, 030901(R) (2016).
42. I. R. Peters, S. Majumdar, and H. M. Jaeger, Nature
532, 214 (2016).
43. A. Fall, F. Bertrand, D. Hautemayou, C. Mezière, P
Moucheront, A. Lemaı̂tre, and G. Ovarlez, Phys. Rev. Lett.
114, 098301 (2015).
44. S. Sarkar, E. Shatoff, K. Ramola, R. Mari, J. Morris, and
B. Chakraborty, EPJ Web Conf. 140, 09045 (2017).
45. A. Singh, R. Mari, M. M. Denn, and J. F. Morris, J.
Rheol. 62, 457 (2018).
46. T. Kawasaki and L. Berthier, Phys. Rev. E 98, 012609
(2018).
47. J. E. Thomas, K. Ramola, A. Singh, R. Mari, J. F. Morris, and B. Chakraborty, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 128002
(2018).
48. D. Bi, J. Zhang, B. Chakraborty and R. Behringer, Nature 480, 355 (2011).
49. J. Zhang, T. Majmudar, and R. Behringer, Chaos 18,
041107 (2008).
50. J. Zhang, T. S. Majmudar, A. Tordesillas, and R. P.
Behringer, Granul. Matter 12, 159 (2010).
51. D. Wang, J. Ren, J. A. Dijksman, H. Zheng, and R. P.
Behringer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 208004 (2018).
52. Y. Zhao, J. Barés, H. Zheng, J. E. S. Socolar, and R. P.
Behringer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 158001 (2019).
53. S. Sarkar, D. Bi, J. Zhang, R. P. Behringer and B.
Chakraborty , Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 068301 (2013).
54. S. Sarkar, D. Bi, J. Zhang, J. Ren, R. P. Behringer and
B. Chakraborty, Phys. Rev. E 93, 042901 (2016).
55. R. Seto, A. Singh, B. Chakraborty, M. M. Denn, J. F.
Morris, Granul. Matter 21, 82 (2019).
56. Pradipto, H. Hayakawa, Soft Matter 16, 945 (2020).
57. M. Otsuki and H. Hayakawa, Phys. Rev. E 101, 032905
(2020).
58. D. J. Evans and G. P. Morriss, Statistical Mechanics
of Nonequilibrium Liquids 2nd ed. (Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, MA, 2008).
59. M. Doi and S. F. Edwards, The Theory of Polymer Dynamics (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1986).

