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A theory for jammed granular materials is developed with the aid of a nonequilibrium steady-

state distribution function.

The approximate nonequilibrium steady-state distribution function

is explicitly given in the weak dissipation regime by means of the relaxation time. The theory
quantitatively agrees with the results of the molecular dynamics simulation on the critical behavior
of the viscosity below the jamming point without introducing any fitting parameter.
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Introduction.— Description of granular rheology has
been a long-term challenge for both science and technol-
ogy. The problem extends to a vast range, from solid-like
creep motion, gas-like, to liquid-like phenomena [1]. Sim-
ilar to solid-liquid transitions, granular materials acquire
rigidity when the density exceeds a critical value [2-5].
This phenomenon, referred to as the jamming transition,
is universely observed in disordered materials such as col-
loidal suspensions [6], emulsions, and foams [7], as well
as granular materials. The jamming transition and its
relation to the glass transition have attracted much in-
terest in the last two decades, and various aspects have
been revealed [8-12]. In particular, characteristics in the
vicinity of the jamming point, including the critical scal-
ing behavior, have been extensively investigated by ex-
periments and numerical simulations [2—4, 13-25]. Tt has
been shown that the shear stress, the pressure, and the
granular temperature can be expressed by scaling func-
tions with exponents near ¢ ~ ¢ s, where s is the jam-
ming transition density. The shear viscosity exhibits a
form n ~ (@7 — @)~ with A\ =~ 2 for non-Browninan
suspensions, foams, and emulsions [26-29], and a recent
careful analysis demonstrated that A is in the range be-
tween 1.67 and 2.55 [30]. It seems that the exponent A
for granular flows takes a larger value than that for sus-
pensions [18, 19, 25, 31], although a value in the range
mentioned above has been reported as well [17]. How-
ever, these studies are based on numerical simulations
or phenomenologies without any foundation of a micro-
scopic theory.

Even when we focus only on the flow properties below
the jamming point ¢j, which can be tracked back to Bag-
nold’s work [32], we have not yet obtained a complete set
in describing the rheological properties of dense granular
flows. One of the remarkable achievements is the exten-
sion of the Boltzmann-Enskog kinetic theory to inelastic
hard disks and spheres [33-38]. However, it has been rec-
ognized that the kinetic theory breaks down at densities
with volume fraction ¢ > ¢y = 0.49 [39-42], since there
exists correlated motions of grains. A modification of the

kinetic theory has been proposed [43], but a microscopic
theory is still absent.

Due to these situations, a microscopic liquid theory
valid in the regime ¢ < ¢ < ¢; has been desired. One
attempt to respond to this problem is the extension of the
mode-coupling theory (MCT) [44] for dense granular lig-
uids. MCT has been applied to granular systems driven
by Gaussian noises [45-47]. It qualitatively predicts a
liquid-glass transition, though the noise in granular sys-
tems is non-Gaussian in general [48-51]. MCT also has
been applied to sheared dense granular systems [52-54].
There are three disadvantages of this approach: (i) the
shift of ¢ is necessary to describe the divergence of 7.
(ii) Because of the shift of ¢, the jamming transition is
not correlated with the divergence of the first peak of the
radial distribution function. (iii) It predicts a plateau in
the density correlation function, which is not observed in
experiments nor in simulations [55-57].

From these observations, it is crucial to obtain an ex-
plicit expression of the steady-state distribution function
to construct a theory for dense granular liquids. For our
purpose, we attempt to perform an expansion with re-
spect to the dissipation to obtain an approximate explicit
expression of the distribution function, valid in the weak
dissipation regime for frictionless granular flows. Once
the distribution is obtained explicitly, it is possible to
calculate the steady-state average for arbitrary observ-
ables.

Microscopic starting equations.— We consider a three-
dimensional system of N smooth granular particles of
mass m and diameter d in a volume V subjected to sta-
tionary shearing characterized by the shear-rate tensor 4.
We assume that each granular particle is a soft-sphere,
and the contact force acts only on the normal direction.
For a simple uniform shear with velocity along the x axis
and its gradient along the y axis, the shear-rate tensor
is Y = Y0uaduy (1, v = x,y, 2) with a shear rate 4. It
is postulated that the applied shear induces a homoge-
neous streaming-velocity profile 4-r at position r, assum-
ing that no heterogeneity such as shear banding exists.
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Thus, the equation of motion is given by

pi=m(r; =5 1), (1a)
pi=FY+FY _5.p, (1b)

where E(Cl) and Fl-(ws) are, respectively, the elastic and
the viscous contact forces acting on the grain i. Equa-
tion (1) is known as the Sllod equation, which is equiv-
alent to Newton’s equation of motion under a uniform
shear [58].

The most essential feature of granular systems, in con-
trast to thermal systems, is that the steady state is de-
termined by the balance between the viscous heating and
the energy dissipation due to inelastic collisions. For
sheared granular systems, this can be seen from the time
derivative of the Hamiltonian, H(T') = YN | p?/(2m) +
D "u(ri;), where u(r;) is the inter-particle potential
depending on 7;; = |r;—7;|, T = {r;, p;} Y, is the phase-
space coordinate, and Zi)j '
condition 7 # j. Then H(T) satisfies

is the summation under the

H(T) = =4V o,y (T) — 2R(T), (2)
where
N .
U#y Z |:pz uPi,v N (Fl(;l) + F;()\:s))} (3)
is the stress tensor and
o (vis)
R(F):—5;n~1~1 (4)

corresponds to the Rayleigh’s dissipation function [59,
60]. For granular systems with the interparticle dis-
sipative force proportional to the relative velocity, it
is impossible to reduce the dynamics as overdamped.
For later analysis, we assume that the contact forces

FY = F and F = ¥ FY™ are, re-

spectively, given by FZ(J o) _ kO(d — rij)(d — ri;) and
Fi(jVis) = —(O(d — 75)(vij - Tij)Pij, where O(z) = 1
for x > 0 and ©(x) = 0 otherwise, r;; = r; — r;j,
7i; = 7ij/rij, and v;; = v; — v; with the velocity of

i-th particle v;.

Steady-state distribution function.— To address the dis-
tribution function for the nonequilibrium steady state, we
start from an equilibrium state at ¢ — —oo and evolve
the system with shear and dissipation. Then, the system
is expected to reach a steady state at ¢ = 0. Although it
is impossible to derive an exact solution of the Liouville
equation, equivalent to Eq. (1), for the 6 N-dimensional
distribution function, it is possible to obtain an approxi-
mate solution by perturbation, parallel to the method for
the linearized Boltzmann equation [61]. In the perturba-
tion for dense sheared granular systems, it is simple to
obtain the leading-order eigenfrequency of the relaxation
towards the steady state [60]. Hence, we attempt to spec-
ulate an approximate steady-state distribution, which we

denote pss(T), by applying an approximation which ex-
plictly utilizes the relaxation time.

For this purpose, we start from a formal but exact ex-
pression for the distribution function [58],

0
pE(I) = exp [ [ dr @) pam-oo. ©)

which is the steady-state solution of the Liouville
equation.  Here, Qcq(I') = PLoqH(T) — AT) =
—Beq [1V 0uy(T) + 2R(T)] — A(T') is the work function
for peq(T) = e P/ [T e_ﬂeqH(F) at temperature
Teq = Bog» where A(T) = (9/0T) - T is the phase-space
volume contraction. We approximate Eq. (5) by intro-
ducing the relaxation time 7 as

0
exp [/ dr Qeq(D(—7)) | = 20 (6)
—0o0

which can be validated in the perturbation expansion
of the Liouville equation around the canonical distribu-
tion [60]. In the perturbation, we non-dimensionalize
all the quantities, where the units of mass, length, and
time are chosen as m, d, and y/m/k, and introduce
€ = (/+/km < 1 as a perturbation parameter, which is
related to the restitution coefficient e as € ~ v/2(1 —e)/m
for e = 1. We attach a star * to the non-dimensionalized
quantites, e.g. t* = ty/k/m. Furthermore, we perform
a scaling which leaves the steady—state temperature Tgg,
which is the ensemble average of ZZ 1 P?/(3Nm) at the
steady state in the dimensional unit, to be independent
of e. This indicates that the granular fluid keeps its mo-
tion in the limit ¢ — 0. From dimensional analysis, Tgg
satisfies Tsg ~ m3d?4*/(?, which leads to Tgq ~ e 244
Hence, 4* should sat1sfy A~ €'/, We introduce a scaled
shear rate 4 as 4* = €!/2%, where 7 is independent of e.
We attach a tilde to the scaled quantities. The relax-
ation time 7y is evaluated from the eigenfrequency of
the perturbation expansion as

—1
2ym
Trel = [ \?{_EWE(TSS)] (7)
in the hard-core limit [60], wg(T) =
4y/mn\/T/mgo(p)d*> is the Enskog frequency of
collisions and go(¢) is the first-peak value of the radial
distribution function. In Eq. (6), we have also introduced

where

Qss(T) = —Bss [1Vole) (1) + 28R MD)],  (8)

where og(gcyl) and ARSS) are respectively given by [60]

DizDi, (el)
ol (I) = - Z e 2 v D)
AR (1) = RO(D) + L2A(D), (10)

RO(T) = %Z’(p_nlj .ﬁij)Z o(d—riy;). (11)



Here, we ignore the contribution from the viscous shear
stress, which is a higher-order correction in the limit e —
0. To summarize, we obtain

e 1ss(T)

pss(I') = Tdle 150

(12)
where Igg (F) = BgSIH*(I‘) — %relQSS (F) with st(r) =
—Bis %V*&;‘Ll) () + 2A7~€éls) (I‘)} We note that (i) the
steady-state temperature Tgg = ﬁs_sl appears in Eq. (12),
(ii) the steady-state average, (---)ss = [dL pss(T)---,
is independent of the equilibrium temperature for peq(T'),
(iil) the problem reduces to an ”equilibrium” one with an
effective Hamiltonian Heg(T') = Tsslss(T') and the tem-
perature Tgg. Because the nonequilibrium contribution
is small, we further expand pgs(T") as

e PssH(T) [1 + %rleSS(I‘)}
Z

pss(T) =~ (13)

with Z ~ [ dT e~ FssH () [1 + %reIQSS(I‘)} . An approxi-

mate expression for (A(T"))sg is obtained as

(AD))gs = (AD)) g +Feer (AD)Dss(D)) . (14)
where (---) = [dL e #5" (@)... is the average with
respect to the canonical distribution at Tss. It should
be noted that Eq. (14) is the result of an exponential
damping in the stress-stress correlation function in the
Green-Kubo formula.

So far Tgg is undetermined. We attempt to determine
Tss by imposing the energy balance

(AID))_ = =3V (02)(D))g5 — 2 (R(T))gs = 0. (15)
The explicit form of Tsg will be given in Eq. (16).

Shear viscosity and temperature.— Now we calculate the
steady-state average of the shear stress and the energy

dissipation rate by Eq. (14) and derive an explicit expres-
sion for Tgg. First, (04y(T))ss is approximately given

by (2 ([) s &~V (615 (D)oL (D)) Sim-
ilarly, the leading contribution gives <7~€(I‘)>SS R
<7é<1>(r)>eq ~ 2afigs (RO(D)ARY (r)>eq . Thus, we
obtain the steady-state temperature from Eq. (D23) as

332 S
=22 16
7 82 R (16)
where S and R are given by S = 1 +
Santgo(p) + Szng(p)® + Faingo(p)® and

R = n*go(p) (%5 + Zin*go(p)], with S = 27/15,
Sy = —712/20, S = 379/160, @, = —3/4, and
R4 = Tr /16 [60]. We adopt the interpolation formula for
hard spheres valid in the range ¢ < ¢ < ¢ (¢y = 0.49,

o5 = 0.639), go(w) = ges(ps)er — ws)/(e = ¢1),

where gos(¢) = (1 — ¢/2)/(1 — ¢)? is the formula by
Carnahan and Starling valid at ¢ < ¢ [62]. Note that
we adopt the Kirkwood approximation for many-body
correlations [60]. We further obtain the expression for
the shear stress,

- 3/2
<5ry(r)>ss = 3\/362;72 182 :
6473/2 7 RY2go(¢)

(17)

In the vicinity of the jamming point ¢y, S and R
can be approximated as S ~ #n*3gy(¢)® and R =~
Rl n*2go(p)?, respectively. This leads to the following
expressions,

* 9 T2 %
Tss = 5910 " 90(), (18)
272 .
&m IN ~ —7.277,*7/2 5/2, 19
{ y( )>ss 10240\/%7 go() (19)
from which we obtain
Tis ~ (pr — )71, (20)
<5wy(r)>ss ~ (SDJ - 90)_5/2' (21)

From Eq. (17), we obtain the shear viscosity n* =

_<‘~7xy(r)>ss/’77 ~ (o5 — <P)_5/2, or for 7 =

_<5wy(r)>SS/(;7 T5g) o _<&wy(r)>SS/%2a
i~ (o — @)% (22)

These results in Eq. (20)—(22) are consistent with the
previous observations [26-30].

Comparison with simulation.— In order to verify the
validity of the theory, we compare the theory with the
molecular dynamics (MD) simulation. The parameters
in the MD are N = 2000, e = 0.018375, and +* = 1073,
10~%, 10~°. This condition corresponds to e = 0.96.

The shear viscosity 7' and Tsg are shown in Fig. 1,
together with the results of the MD. We also show the
log-log plots near ¢ as a function of ¢ ; — ¢ in the inset.
From the figure, we see that the theory agrees with the
result of MD simulation for ¢ < ¢; quantitatively with-
out introducing any fitting parameter. The agreement is
refined as the shear rate is decreased, where the hard-core
limit is realized asymptotically. The smeared divergence
in the vicinity of the jamming point observed for finite
4* is a well-known feature of the soft-core MD. We stress
that the theory predicts the divergence of both the shear
viscosity and the granular temperature as ¢ — ¢y, in
contrast to the kinetic theory of inelastic spheres, where
the shear viscosity behaves as 7' ~ (¢ — ) "' and Tsg
remains finite [35]. On the other hand, in the MD, the
shear viscosity behaves as 7' ~ (. —¢)~2, in accordance
with the theory. We note that the agreement between the
theory and MD is relatively poor for Tsg, though we have
not clarified its reason.

The relaxation time, Eq. (7), is shown in Fig. 2, to-
gether with the result of the MD. The result of the MD is
extracted from fitting by an exponential function for the
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(Color online) The density dependence of (a) the shear viscosity 7' and (b) the granular temperature. The result

of the theory is shown in (blue) solid line, while that for the MD is shown in (red) triangles, (blue) diamonds, and (green)
rectangles for 4* = 107%,107*,107°. (Inset) The log-log plots for the results near ¢; = 0.639.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The density dependence of the re-
laxation time, Tye1 = €7,5. The result for the shear rate

4* = 107" is shown in (blue) solid line for the theory and
(blue) diamonds for the MD simulation.

transient data of the temperature relaxing to the steady-
state. We see that Eq. (7) is quantitatively valid for
» < 0.63.

Discussions.— From Eqs. (16) and (17), we see that the
theory is subjected to the Bagnold scaling. The result of
MD shows that the discrepancy from the Bagnold scal-
ing becomes significant for ¢ > 0.635. Hence, there is
room for improving the theory to cover the non-Bagnold
regime. From the phenomenological scaling of jammed
granules, the viscosity exhibits 7 ~ [p; — p|Ve(1=2/¥2)
where y4 and y, are the scaling exponents for o;, ~
(p — @g)¥¢ for ¢ > @y and ozy ~ Y7 at ¢ = s [18].
If we assume y, = 1 as in Refs. [2, 3, 18, 19], we have
yy = 4/7, which is close to the value of Ref. [17] [63] . For
strongly dissipative situations, higher-order terms might
alter the exponents of the divergences. Such a contribu-
tion will be discussed elsewhere.

Concluding Remarks.— We have developed a theory for
jammed frictionless granular particles subjected to a uni-
form shear with the aid of an approximate nonequilib-
rium steady-state distribution function, and have shown
that it remarkably agrees with the result of the MD simu-
lation below the jamming point without introducing any
fitting parameter. There are many future tasks for the
application of our theory, such as the emergence of the
shear modulus above the jamming point [2-5], the effect
of friction for grains where the discontinuous shear thick-
ening appears [64], the drag force acting on the pulling
tracer [65-69], etc. Moreover, we should stress that the
framework of our theory is quite generic. Indeed, we
believe that the divergence of the viscosity for colloidal
suspensions, 1 ~ (¢ — )2 [70], can be understood by
our framework. Therefore, the theory is expected to be
applicable to a wide variety of phenomena in nonequilib-
rium processes.
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Appendix A: Microscopic starting equations

We introduce the system we consider, i.e. a three-
dimensional system of N smooth granular particles of
mass m in a volume V subjected to stationary shearing
characterized by the shear-rate tensor ., = ¥0uz0uy.
The time evolution of the system is determined by the



Newton’s equation of motion,

mii; = F + B (i=1,.- N), (A1)

under a suitable boundary condition such as the Lees-
Edwards boundary condition [58], accounting for the sta-
tionary shearing. Here, r; refers to the position of the
i-th particle, and the dot denotes the time derivative.
(el) _ < gael) . . S

F;®) = Y70 F;; is the conservative force, and is given
by a sum Z; of forces exerted on the i-th particle by
other particles,

Bu(rij)

F{V = - = 0(d — 1) f(d — i)y (A2)
8rij
Here, d is the diameter of the particle; u(r) is the pair
potential; Tij = T — Ty, Tij = |’l"ij|, 'f'ij = Tij/'rij; and
O(z) is the Heaviside’s step function, which is 1 for > 0
and 0 otherwise. Although a realistic elastic force might
be Hertzian, where f(z) o< 2%/2 for a three-dimensional
system, we adopt the linear spring model, f(z) = kz
(k > 0), for simplicity. F(Vlb) E; F;(j‘"s) denotes the
viscous dissipative force Wthh is represented by a sum of
pairwise contact forces,
Fi(jvw) = —(O(d — rij)7ij (vij - Tij).
Here, v;; = v; — v; with v; = 7; refers to the rel-
ative velocity of colliding particles, and ¢ (> 0) is a
viscous constant corresponding to the harmonic poten-
tial. This model for sheared granular systems has been
widely adopted in computer-simulation studies. No-
tice that the equation of motion is not invariant un-

der the time-reversal map, since FZ-(J-ViS)

{’I’l‘,’l}i} — {’l"i, —’UZ'}.
Instead of Eq. (A1), we consider the following equation
of motion valid for dense sheared granular systems,

(Ada)
(A4b)

(A3)

changes sign for

Di _m( ’7 rl)u
pi=F"+F"™ —5.p,

which is called the Sllod equation [58]. Here, p; is the
fluctuation of momentum around the steady-shear mo-
mentum and referred to as the peculiar, or thermal, mo-
mentum. The use of the Sllod equation is restricted to
uniform shear, which is in general not realized in realis-
tic granular systems. However, it is a valid idealization
in the high-density regime or for the flow on an inclined
plane [40, 71, 72], where the profile of the shear velocity
is well approximated as linear except for the region near
the boundary. Hence, we adopt the Sllod equation to
address the rheology of dense sheared granular liquids.
The internal energy of the system is given by

N 2 ,
r)=>" 5—;n +>ulry),
i=1 ]

where T' = {r;, p;}}¥, is the phase-space coordinate and
D " is the summation under the condition i # j. The

(A5)

rate of change of the internal energy H(I‘) can be calcu-
lated, together with the Sllod equation, Eq. (A4), as

Z Brl i
) N
R LR } ZEcl) { +4 7“1}
: =1
N

o . _pi,zpi,y
== |7
i=1

H

I
] =
SI"B

s
Il
-

I
e
SIS

i
Z

N
_ s _pi,mpi,y (F(cl) F (vis >:| F(v1s
v; = + + Z’"Z i
= —4Vo,, — 2R. (A6)

Here, 0,4(T') is the zy-component of the stress tensor,

N
UW(I‘) _ éz {pz,;;r]jz,u o (F(cl) + F vis )}(,A?)
i=1
and
N
%Z (v1s o Z vy - Z]v1s)
%XJE d —rij)(vij - 7i;)* (A8)

corresponds to the Rayleigh’s dissipation function [59].
Note that we have utilized F.(V‘S) = Yiu F.(_‘”S) and

Fi(j‘”s) = —FJ(ZV ) in the last equality. The first term on
the right hand side of Eq. (A6) is the work rate of shear
exerted on the system and the second term is the energy
dissipation rate due to inelastic collisions. In the steady
state, the balance between these two are realized, i.e.

H(T) = =4V oy (T) —

2R(T) = 0. (A9)

Appendix B: Liouville equation

The equation of motion, i.e. the Sllod equation
Eq. (A4), can be converted into the Liouville equa-
tion [58]. For hard-sphere granular materials, it is con-
ventional to adopt the pseudo-Liouville equation [73-75].
However, we start with the Liouville equation for soft
spheres and take the hard-core limit later, since there is
a subtlety in expressing the shear stress and the dissi-
pation function via the pseudo-Liouvillian. We present
the Liouville equation for uniformly sheared granular sys-
tems in the following. It closely follows the formulation
of Ref. [58], where similar explicit expressions can also
be found in Refs. [76, 77].

The time evolution of phase variables, which do not
explicitly depend on time and whose time dependence



comes solely from that of the phase-space point I' =
{ri,p:}I¥ ., is determined by
i AT(H) =T 0 A(L(t)) = iLA(L(t)) (B1)
dt —ar - '
The operator iL is referred to as the Liouvillian. For
Eq. (A4), we have
iL=iL®) il LM, (B2)

where the elastic part (i£(°)), the shear part (iLs), and
the viscous part (i£(V¥®)) are, respectively, given by

L) = Z{% : aiz- + R aii } (B3)

L =3[ Gor) g = Grep 5 |o (B0

3

2

L9 = 3 B 8‘2 ; (B5)

The formal solution to Eq. (B1) can be written in terms
of the propagator exp(iLt) as

A(D(t)) = exp(ilt) A(T). (B6)

Hereafter, the absence of the argument ¢ implies that
associated quantities are evaluated at t = 0, e.g. T' =
r'(0).

The Liouville equation for the nonequilibrium phase-
space distribution function p(T',t) is given by

S i SUCURSLE SUIE
= —iLTp(T, 1), (B7)

where iLT(T) = iL(T') + A(T) is referred to as the adjoint
Liouvillian. Here, A(T') denotes the phase-space contrac-
tion factor [58] which is defined by

o . P P
A(I‘)Ea—r-I‘:Z(a—ﬁ-m—i—a—m-pi). (BS)

For the Sllod equation Eq. (A4), one finds

A(T) = —%Z’@(d—m) <0. (B9)

The formal solution of the Liouville equation (B7) reads

p(T,t) = exp(—iL't) p(T,0). (B10)

Appendix C: The perturbation expansion of the
Liouville equation

We attempt to derive the eigenfrequencies of the dis-
tribution function for dense sheared granular liquids by

means of a perturbation expansion of Eq. (B7). In par-
ticular, we attempt to construct a Rayleigh-Schrodinger
perturbation theory, where the dissipation and the shear
are treated as perturbations.

In Eq. (B7), we consider the Laplace transform of
p(T, 1), ie.

v, (T) = /0 dte ! p(T, 1), (C1)

which satisfies
iLTH (D), (T) = —2,P,(T). (C2)

Here, n is an index for the Laplace modes, which is con-
tinuous or discrete. This is an eigenvalue equation for the
adjoint Liouvillian. The distribution function is given by

p(T,8) = 3 e, (T), (C3)
n=0

where the summation over n is an integral for continuous
modes.

In order to perform a perturbation expansion, we first
non-dimensionalize the observables by choosing the unit
of mass, length, and time as m, d, and \/m/k, and in-
troduce an infinitesimal parameter

¢
Jrim

Note that the restitution coefficient e is related to € as
e = exp|—(t./m] via (t./m = we/\/2(1 — €2), where
te = /+/2k/m — ({/m)? is the duration of contact of the
spheres [31]. For ¢ < 1, the normalized energy dissipa-
tion rate 1—e? can be approximated as 1—e? ~ 2(t./m =
V2me + O(€3) = v/2me. Together with 1 — €2 ~ 2(1 — e),
we have € ~ v/2(1 — e)/m for e ~ 1. We attach a star *
to the non-dimensionalized quantites, e.g. t* = t\/k/m.

Furthermore, we perform a scaling which leaves the
steady-state granular temperature Tgs, which is defined
by JdT pss(T) Y., p?/(3Nm), where pss(T) is the
steady-state value of p(T', t), to be independent of e. This
is because we are interested in the situation where the
granular fluid keeps a meaningful fluid motion in the
limit ¢ — 0. From dimensional analysis, (04y(T"))ss
and (R(T))ss scale as (04y(T))gg ~ Jv/mTss/d* and
(R(T))gg ~ (Tss/m. From the energy balance, Eq. (A9),
Tss scales as Tss ~ m3d*5*/¢%, which leads to Tgg ~
e~ 24*4. Thus, if we require Tgq to be independent of e,
4* should scale as

€ =

<1 (C4)

A~ el/2, (C5)

To be specific, we introduce a scaled shear rate 7 as

'7* — 61/2’7}/, (CG)
where 7 is independent of e. We attach a tilde to the
scaled quantities. Although implicit, it should be kept in



mind that the anisotropic shear stress oy, (T) is propor-
tional to the shear rate. This implies that o4, (T) also

scales as €'/2. To illuminate this feature, we introduce
the following scaling for the anisotropic quantities,

xXT.5,, X=?XT.5,, X, (C7)

where X is an arbitrary anisotropic vector and
(Xay)uw = Opaduy. For instance, we have p} p;, =
61/2]51',1151’,1/'
Then, we can expand i£T(T) in terms of € as
iLN(T) = i LV + eily(T), (C8)

where the unperturbed operator iﬁ(cq)j‘ (T) is given by
Eq. (B3) and the perturbed operator £ (T') reads

i£1(T) = ils(T) +iL9(T) + AT)  (C9)

with
N
. - 0 0
Z‘C"y =7 Zl |:yz 07, pz ya~ ) (CIO)
- (vis)
L0 FM . — C11
? ; 7 8p*7 ( )
(vis) Z@ o Tig)Tig,  (C12)
J#i
(C13)

-y 'eq
5,J

respectively. Accordingly, we expand the distribution
function and the eigenvalue as

W3(T) = piy(T) [0 (1) + e ()] + O(e). (C14)

2t =20 ez L O(e?), (C15)

where p; (T) is the canonical distribution. Note that
Paq(T') satisfies

LD (D)o, (T) = 0 (c16)

by virtue of the conservation of the internal energy. From
Egs. (C2), (C8), (C14), and (C15), we obtain

0)x*

—~

)

ZE(GQ)*(I‘)\I/ )( ):_27(10)*\11%0)*(1"), (Cl?)
w(e“”*(l“) D(T) + p5q(T) 1L (T) peg (T) TP (T)
—20 (1) — 2V O(T). (C18)

n

3/‘3

1. Eigenequation for the zero modes

The unperturbed operator iL£(°D*(T') has degener-
ate five zero-modes, which we denote by ¢*(T") (o =
1,---,5),

iLED M) (M) =0 (a=1,---,5). (C19)

Explicitly, they are given by

{ Zpl o Zpl » sz .
The equalities
N N
D)y ph, =Y Fi) =
i=1 i=1

follow from the conservation of the momentum. We
choose {¢5 (T} (e =1,---,5) to be orthogonal, i.e.

} (C20)

[ ()6, )50 () b (C22)
Specifically, we adopt
() =1, (C23)
N *2
¢5(T) = \/» (Z ) (C24)
2 i=1
N
b ( (C25)

where A\ = z, y, and z correspond to a = 3, 4, and 5,
respectively. This leads to

/ 0T 7 (D)5 ()65 (T) = b

As for the energy eigenmode, ¢5(T"), we consider only the
kinetic energy. We expect this treatment to be valid for
the unperturbed zero-modes in the hard-core limit.

In the following, we work in the 5-dimensional space
spanned by Egs. (C23)-(C25). Then, the distribution
function is explicitly given by

(C26)

5

* Mt 4«
P = 3 e )

a=1
X [qu»*(r) +ebO(M) 4 -

Since {¢*(T")} (a =1, -+ ,5) are five-fold degenerate, we
must choose an appropriate linear combination to con-
struct the unperturbed distribution function,

5
F) = Z Caa’¢:;’ (F)

a’'=1

(C27)

(C28)

where {cap}}, 5—; are the coefficients.
We next consider Eq. (C18). Since 29" = 0, we obtain

Peg (D)L (D) () + i Ly (T) i (D)W (T)
= 2 (D) T (). (C29)

By multiplying Eq. (C29) by ¢, (I") and integrating with
respect to I'*, we obtain

[ e o) [z, v )]
— A0 [ dr 6, () [t @] . (30



which follows from the fact that the first term on the  The Liouvillians act on p,(T') as
left-hand side of Eq. (C29) vanishes,

[0 ) [ @i )] o(csy) Ko 9
= —p8" ims —Diyn=— | H'(T
ng[y(%i p,yaw]ﬂ()
due to iLD*¢* (T') = 0. From Eq. (C28), Eq. (C30) is N el ~
expressed as = ﬂ*”YZ [pz «Piy + yzFl z ] = ﬁ*wv*&ﬁ(r), (C42)
i=1
- Zél)cozo/ = Z Caa”Wa’a”u (032) p:q(r)_liZ(ViS) (I‘)p:q (F)
. o i 0 o )
— _ﬁ* EVlS . * — —/8 pz 7‘Vlb
where ; op; Z
1 ’
o - N . = =" Ol —75) (75 - 745) (P55 - Ty
Worar = / dr* ¢, (D)il1(T)pey (T)¢5n (T).  (C33) 2 Z (=) (75 7) (B - 7)
1 / ~
=B O =) (|pi; +VUiex] - Tij) (Pi; - Tij
We obtain five eigenvalue equations for 5 (a = 2 ; ! ([ ! ] J) ( ! J)
1, 5 from E C32 * 9 * 2y 7% ~(vis
) q. (C32), = 28" RN — /28" 3V Ua(cy ()
Wel = 2T (C34) ~ 26*RU(T), (C43)
T : : o T where the scaled quantities 6(61)(1‘) 6(Vis)(1)(I‘) and
where c;, is a vector which constitutes a matrix ¢*, i.e. a ry » Ty ’

) ¢
cl = {cf,--- ,cl'}. Here, the superscript T' denotes a RU(T) are given by
transpose. Then, the eigen equations read

N
515 (T (Biabin + TS| (C44)
det [W+5§3>1} =0 (a=1,---,5), (C35) =
. 1 ’ ~ o~
5V () = — ) Tt O(1 — %), (C45
Um * pz Tij) TijYi Tz Tz ’
where 1 is the identity matrix. Y o 2V ; ( ! J) Jo ( J> ( )
Now we calculate the matrix elements of W, which can = (1) 1 L N2 .
be decomposed into RY(T) = 1 Z (pij : Tz'j) o1 - Tij)- (C46)
4]
—w® (vis) A
W=w"+Ww + W, (C36) On the other hand, the Liouvillians act on ¢%(T') as
where iLy (D)% (T) =0 (a =1,4 5) (C47)
Wi = [ A0 DL (D, (D) (0), - (C37) iL5 ()63 (T) = W’» zpz o (C49)
2
W = [ 6 (DL (D), (D)6, (), (C39) -~ s
Wi = [ g mAD, D 0. (39 =
and
For Egs. (C37) and (C38), it is necessary to evaluate the (vis) i
integrands, WL ()¢1(r) =0, (C50)
N
i 1 - —2RM(T)
- . . iL(Vis) (T)g3(T) = —— pr- F‘i(VIS) == )
ZE’Y(I‘)pcq(I‘)¢a (F) %NT* ; /%NT*
= [1£4(D)p2a(0)] 65T + pig (D)iL5 (D)6 (1), (C51)
(C40) (vis)
LO@)eT) =3 2 (=345, (€
.Z(vis)I\ * T *F 7 o = 2 = a=3,4, ,
iLY(T) peg (D) 95, (T) ~ /NT

— |4 A~ (vis) * * * - A(vis) *
[Zﬁ (I‘)pcq(l")} 9a(I) + peg(DILTT) 0o (T). where A\ = z, y, and z correspond to a = 3, 4, and 5,
(C41)  respectively. Hence, Eqgs. (C37) and (C38) are recasted



in the form

wii) = / dT* e (D)2 (T)B*3V* 5D (1), (T)

4 [ gy (0005 (D)L (D)5 (D), (C53)
WA = [ g, (D)6 (025 RO T) 67, (1)
+ [ gL (D) DL Dy, (). (C51)

Together with Eq. (C39), we obtain
Woar = [ 40" 62, (D)05,(0) 573" ()
+28* ARW(T) +iL+(T) + i£<vis>(r)] %, (T), (C55)

where AR(M(T) is given by

. . T* .
ARM(T) = RYO(T) + 5 AT). (C56)
We denote the three components of W as
W =w0® L we L w2, (C57)
where
Wi = [ dr gy (Do)
X 3" [%v*&;;” n 2A7€<1>] %, (T) (C58)
|
[ o ING 0 0
2 4
wo _ | VN 39 U
0 0 297 J42g
0 0 A+29vr 29w
L 0 0 2¢=® 2¢G=Y

with @" = n* [ d®r* g(r*, )O(1 — r*)/*#*, where the
anisotropic components vanish, ¥** = 0 (u # v), and
the isotropic components are given by ¥** = G¥¥ = @*=
= ¥¢/3. From Egs. (C57), (C61), (C62), and (C64), we
obtain

0 0 0 0 0
N9 24 0 0 0

W = 0 0 %g ,NY 0 . (C65)
0 0 0 29 0
0 0 0 0 29

Then, from Eq. (C35), the eigenvalues s (a=1,---,5)
are obtained as solutions of the following equation for A,

is the symmetric part and

Wi = [0 g (D)0 0L (D), (), (©59)

Wi = [0 g (0000 L9 ()6, (), (Coo)

are the asymmetric parts. The elements of W1 and
W (2) are given from Egs. (C47)-(C49) and Eqgs. (C50)—
(C52) as

r00 0 00
00 0 00
weh=100 0 00|, (C61)
00 —%00
LOO 0 00
[0 —\/2N% 00 0
, 0 —-2¢4 000
Wy 6 oo0o0|. (C62
0 0 000
L 0 0 000
where ¢ is given by
g =n" /dgr* g(r*, )01 — r*). (C63)

Here, g(r, ) is the radial distribution function at equi-
librium defined by (3, ;" 0(r — r;))eq = Nng(r,¢). In

Eq. (C62), terms of order ¢'/? are neglected. The ele-
ments of W) are given by

o] [ o ING 0 0 0 |
0 ING 39 0 0 -
297 | 0 0 3% 5 0 (C64)
29V 0 0 4 29 0
297 | | 0 0 0 0 29|




10

A 0 0 0 0
INY 29+X O 0 0
0 0 0 24+Xx 0
0 0 0 0 39+

2. Eigenvalues of the first order 2

From Eq. (C66), the eigenvalues are given by

2V =0, (C67)

7z (C68)

(1

= ——% (e =2,3,4,5),
from which we see that the four non-zero modes are de-
generate and hence can be approximated as a single re-
laxation mode. The relaxation time for this mode is given
by

1 2 717!
R ——— = =¥ . C69
Trel egg}) |:36 :| ( )
In the hard-core limit, ¢4 reduces to
G — mwi(TY), (C70)

(cf. Eq. (G11) which will be shown later), where wg(T) =
4y/Tny/T/mgo(p)d* is the Enskog frequency of colli-
sions, and go(¢p) is the first-peak value of the radial dis-
tribution function, i.e. go(p) = g(d, ¢). From Egs. (C69)
and (C70), we obtain

Thel = [¥ w (C71)

rel —

Appendix D: Steady-state distribution function

We derive an approximate explicit expression for the
nonequilibrium steady-state distribution function, with
the aid of the relaxation time derived in Sec C. We start
from an equilibrium state at ¢ — —oo and evolve the
system with shear and dissipation, reaching a nonequilib-
rium steady state at ¢ = 0. A formal but ezact expression
for the nonequilibrium steady-state distribution function
is given by [58]

0
PE(T) = exp { /

47 Qeq(T(=7)) | pea(T(=00)),

(D1)
which satisfies zETpSeSX) (T') = 0. Here,
Qeq(T) = fegH(T') — A(T)
= =Peq [YV 0uy (L) + 2R()] = M) (D2)

is the work function for the equilibrium distribution
peq(I) = e Pea®D)/ [ gL e=Fea®T) with the tempera-
ture Teq = ﬁc_ql To proceed, it is convenient to cast

Qeq(T) in another form. Note that the shear-stress ten-
sor o4, (T") decomposes into

Ozy () = U(el)(r) + U;\;S) (), (D3)
where
L o [ PiP
e _ 5,2 1,1 el
ol (T) = v Z [TU + yle(x) , (D9)
i=1
1
(vis) (T) = - Z yiFi(;I’lb) (D5)
i=1
From F vis) Z F vis) — Z F vis), m\{js) (T') can be

rewrltten as

(v1s)

VlS

Ty Yij 1]7
__izf( - Pij) 2000 — 1), (D6
= oy 2o (Vi i) Bi0i i Tij)- )
i,
From vij = pij/m + ’5’ . ’Pij With ’.}/M,j = ’yéuméyy, 0'3(5‘;15) (F)
can further be decomposed into
oy(T) = o0 () +0(P (T, (D7)

where
vis _ C Pij ~ PN
Ug(gy Y(r) = v Z/ (FJ . 'rij) 2459ij7i;09(d — 7i5), (D8)

A2 2
1] 1] 7/.7

vis) (2 _ ’YC
ol O (r) = - z

Tij).

Similarly, R(T") defined in Eq. (A8) can be decomposed

into

R() = ROT) + RO (D) + REI(D), (D10)
with
Oy = SN (P 2 NV ord—
R (r)_4; (B2-5,) 0d—ry), (D11)
f”'YC Pij .
ROT) =L Z (B2 -5) im0 = 7)(D12)
(3) A%¢ 022
R (F) = T Z z]yz] 9( Tij) (Dl?’)
i,

(D9)



One easily recognizes from these expressions the following
equalities,

RE(T) = —4Voly® M(T), (D14)
;Y vis
RENT) = —§Va;y )@(1). (D15)

Using these results, Qoq(I") can be expressed as

Qeq(T)=—Peq |V ol(T) — 4V olHON(T) + 2ARE) (T |,
(D16)
where we have defined
T
ARL)(T) = RMW(T) + TQA(I‘). (D17)

We attempt to obtain an approximate expression of
Eq. (D1) in the form of the canonical distribution and its
correction. The expression Eq. (D1) is a product of the
canonical term and the exponential of the time integral
of the work function. From Appendix C, the exponential
factor can be rewritten as

0
exp [/ AT Qo (T(=7)) | = emass(T)

where 7y is the relaxation time, Eq. (C71). In Eq. (D18),
we have defined

(D18)

Qss(T) = —Bss [V ols) (T) = 4Voly O () + 28RE (1)) |

(D19)
which is equivalent to Qeq(I') except that the inverse
equilibrium temperature (.4 is replaced by its steady-
state value fsg via Eq. (A6). Accordingly, we replace
Beq in the canonical term of Eq. (D1) by fss. This gu-
rantees the independence of the steady-state average

(- )ss = /dl“pss(l“)-~- (D20)
on fBeq. As a result, we obtain
o—Iss(T)
pss(I') = Tdle T (D21)
where
Iss(T) = BssH(T) — 1eerQss(T). (D22)

The steady-state temperature Tgg = Bgsl is determined
by the energy balance condition, which is given from

Eq. (A9) a
(AT))_ = =V (00 (D)5 —

Next, we consider the scaling with respect to ¢ and
evaluate the order of magnitude of the terms in pgg(T).
The three terms in Eq. (D19) exhibit the following scaling
properties,

2 (R(T))gs = 0. (D23)

el)*(l") 1/2 (el)(]_") (D24.)
(v1s)(1)*(1‘1) 3/2 (Vlb)(l)( ) (D25)
RW*(T) = e RO(T), (D26)
A*(D) = e A(T), (D27)
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where the scaled quantites are given by

N
1 e
~(el) (F Vv Z |:pz acpl y T yzF( 1)} (D28)
=1
~ (vis 1 ’ E RN <Xk *
Ug(gy )(1)(F):_2V* Z (pij 'Tij) «Tijyijrz‘j@(l - rij)a (D29)
4,
~ 1 ’ « R 2
R(l) (F) = Z Z (pZJ ! rij) 9(1 - Tz;) (D30)
4,J
(D31)

==Y e -y
i3

From this, the order of magnitude of the three terms in
Qgs(T') can be evaluated as

Vol (T) = eAV*6i(T), (D32)
cxyrx _(vis) (1) 2 Tyrx~(vis)(1
FVAolWHT) = 24V5(0(T),  (D33)

RW*(T) = e RV(T). (D34)

We retain o{%)*(T'), RO*(T) and neglect the higher-
(v1s)(1)*( )

order term o , 1.e.

Qis(T) ~ —e B3 [V 50 (T) + 2ARE ()] (D35)

As for the relaxation time, we introduce a scaled relax-
ation time T,o with 7%, =€ 17, ie.

- [2\/—

—1
Trel = 3 wE (TSS):|

(D36)

Note that 7:q is related to :y via Tgg, whose explicit ex-
pression will be given later in Eq. (E6). Then, Igs(T) is
approximated as

Igs(T)

where Qsg(T") = — B [%V*&i‘?})( )+2A7é§3>(1“)} . We

treat %relflss(l") as a correction, and expand pgs(T') as

~ BisH*(T) = FraQlss (T), (D37)

e PssHT(T) [1 + %rCIQSS(F)}
Z

pss(T') ~ (D38)
with Z & [ dT e %57 () [1 4 7 Qg (T)
imate expression for the ensemble average of an observ-

able A(T) with the weight pss(I') can be obtained from
Eq. (D38) as

} . An approx-

(AD))ss = (D)) g + Feet (AM)s5(T)) | (D39)

where (---),, = [dl e #5s* (.. is the average with
respect to the canonical distribution at the temperature
TSS.



Appendix E: Shear viscosity and temperature

The steady-state average of the shear stress and
the energy dissipation rate is obtained by the formula
Eq. (D39), from which we can derive an explicit expres-
sion for Tsg. From the scaling arguments, the leading
contribution to the shear stress comes from the elastic
component ag(ﬁ}) (I'). Hence, (044 (T))ss is approximately
given by

(G2 (T))gs ~ —Frer 3BV (560 (D)5 (1))

This corresponds to the evaluation of the Green-Kubo
formula by the relaxation time approximation in the cor-
relation function. Similarly, the leading contribution to
the energy dissipation rate comes from R() (T") and hence
we obtain

(RD) g = (ROD)

. (E1)

eq

eq

(E2)
In these expressions, the anisotropic terms <6g(fyl) (T))eq
and (RW(T)55%(T'))eq are identically zero. We obtain
the following results in the hard-core limit from straight-
forward calculations,

(ROM)) = VT NTgwi (T50),

cq 2

5 ~ 1 w (T* )*2
ROMM)ARY (T)) = —NTg2=E sl
(Romartin), = Lyl

X (%2 + Azn”go(p)]

~(e ~(e 1 * ik
(Al @l (r)) = gonT33

x [1+Sn*go(p) + L1 g0(p)* + Lan"3go(0)?] . (E5)

where %y = 1, #3 = 310/4, S = 21/15, S5 = —72 /20,
and .4 = 373/160. Explicit calculations of the equilib-
rium correlations, Eqs. (E3)—(E5), are shown in Sec. F in
detail. To be specific, Eq. (E3) is derived from Eq. (F1),
Eq. (E4) from Egs. (F10) and (F11), and Eq. (E5) from
(F14), (F22), and (F31). Here, the terms with coefficients
Z; and .¥; are contributions of the i-body correlations,
and the first term of Eq. (E5) is the contribution of the
kinetic stress. From the energy balance Eq. (D23) of or-

der €, i.e. —5V* (5 (T)) g — 2 <7i(r)>ss
the steady-state temperature Tsg as

332 S
Tiq = —— E6
SS 327TR, ( )

where S and R are given by

S =1+ Sn"go(p) + 31 2go(9)” + Z2n*g0(9)*, (ET)
R =n"go(p) (% + R3n"g0()], (E8)
with %5 = —=3/4, %5 = Tw/16. We further obtain the

expression for the shear stress,

3 5, S
2 *1/2

5
8755 goly)

= 0, we obtain

3\/_ - 53/2

<&wy (F)>ss =
(E9)

27 s (ROMARY(D))

N ——A*n
(E3) 1 10240\/:%7 90

(E4)

T 642 R 2g(p)
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In the vicinity of the jamming point ¢;, S and R
can be approximated as S ~ #n*3gy(¢)® and R =~
R n*?go(p)?, respectively. This leads to the following
approximate expressions,

2
* Y y4 * T = *

Tss ™ o= —r = E10
s8 % 39— %én 9o(p) 5910 " g0(e), (E10)
~ 971'2 ~ *1/2 %3 2

<U:Ey(r)>ss 1280 Tes'™n go()

21752 L, .
_ T2 %7/2 5/2
=—-——>=9""n . El1
1024035 Jo() ( )

In the course of the derivation, we have utilized
Eq. (D36). Note that this expression agrees with the
scaling from the dimensional analysis and obeys the Bag-
nold scaling, (7., (T"))ss o< 4%. From these expressions,
we obtain the scalings

Tds ~ go(w) ~ (ps — )7, (E12)
(Fay(D))gs ~ T2 90(0) ~ (9 — )% (E13)

From Eq. (E9), we obtain the expression for the shear
viscosity n* = _<5wy(r)>ss/%

. 27m/2

ko kT /2 (90)5/2 ~ (SDJ _ 90)_5/27 (E14)

or for 7' = _<&wy(r)>SS/(%\/T_§s) X _<5wy(r)>SS/772a

2
» 9m* 4

~ -2, El
1280 (E15)

90(9)> ~ (ps — @)

Appendix F: Equilibrium correlations

We derive the equilibrium correlations, Eqs. (E3)-
(E5). In the course of the derivation, the hard-core limit
is taken with the aid of Egs. (G6) and (G12).

First, Eq. (E3) is calculated as

(RO@) = : <Z/<p;;- Fig) 01— “3')>

ij cq

1 * ’ *
— 5TSS <Z o1 - rij)>
2%

eq
1

~ §Nn*TS*S/d3r* g(r")O(1 —r*)
ﬁ * * *

~ TNTSSWE(TSS)a (F1)

where we have utilized (}_; ; S(r* — 75 ))eq = Nn*g(r)

with g(r) the radial distribution function at equilibrium

in the third equality and Eq. (G12) in the last equality.
Next, we deal with Eq. (E4),

(R AR

_ <7@<1>7@<1>>eq . T§S <7é<1>[x>eq. (F2)

eq



FIG. 3. (Color online) Schematic figure for the three-body
correlation. The angle 0, between # and #' is in the range
[w/3, m].

The first term is decomposed as
RRM) Tss
(ROR > 3 Z A(r)A(ry)
i,j
<Z R l);,w

2Js!

<Z R(l)w

eq

R(l)w( l)>

eq

YRWH (7 U)> o (F3)

eq

where we have defined RO (r*) = O(1 — r*)i# /4.
Here, ZZ il " s performed under the condition that any
two pair of particles (4,7,1) is different. On the other
hand, the second term on the right hand side of Eq. (F2)
is given by

% B B *2
% <R(1)A>cq - _% <; Z A ZJ le > (F4)

eq

Hence, the four-body correlation cancels out and the two-
and three-body correlations remain.
The three-body correlation is calculated as

<Z 'Rl)lw R(l)w( l)>

i,5,0 eq

d3r*/d3r’* <Z”5(r* —r)o(r"™ — rz*l)>
i)l

x (7 - 7) 2@(1—r)®(1—r )

Nn*z/d?; */ 3/* (3)

xO(1—r")e(1 —r'*

eq

Q

) (7o)’

(F5)
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where ¢(®) (r,r') is the triple correlation function at equi-
librium. The triple correlation is conventionally approx-
imated by the Kirkwood’s superposition approximation
as g3 (r, 1) = g(r)g(r')g(jr —r']), where g(r) and g(r')
are the radial correlations and g(|r — ’|) is the angular
correlation [78] (cf. Fig. 3). In the present case, we are
interested in the case where the spheres (i, j) and (i, I)
are in contact. To ensure the connectivity, we insert a
step function as

~ g(r)O(d —r)g(r)O(d —r")g(lr — r'), (F6)

which leads to

<Z”7%<1>W<r;‘»>7é<l>w’<r;z>>

i,7,l

9(3) (r, r’)

dr

dT/*g )T*QT/*Q

1—7°

/dS/dS’ A (I —

Here, [dS and [ dS’ represent the angular integrations
with respect to the solid angles of # and 7/, respectively.
It should be noted that there is a subtlety in the integral
of the angular correlation, g(|r* — r'*|), since spheres j
and [ are in contact when 6‘ = /3, where cos 6, = 7-7'.
The radial distribution function g( ) = 14 h(r), where
h(r) is the total correlation function, consists of a J-
function (contact) contribution at r ~ d and a regular
contribution, which is approximately 1. Hence, it is rea-
sonable to approximate h(r) by the §-function contribu-
tion, which is given by

). (F7)

1 6A + B
L) ()

with numerically fitted coefficients, A ~ 3.43, B ~ 1.45,
and C = 2.25 [79]. Here, 6 > 0 is defined by ¢ = ¢;(1 —
§)3, which is approximated as § ~ (¢; — ¢)/(3¢,) for
¢ = . The angular integral is evaluated as (cf. Fig. 3)

/dS/dS’

= 872 /1/2 d(cos 0,.) cos? 6, {1 +h ( 2(1 — cos er))}

—1

h(r) =~

, (F8)

LA =)

1 2
= 372 +/ dz(z+1) {1 - %(z + 1)2] h(z), (F9)
0
where h(z) = [64/(2/6+C)* + (2/8 + C)?] /(4p0).
Note that 6, is restricted to 6, € [r/3,7] due to the
constraint that any two pair of particles (i, j,1) is differ-
ent. In approaching the jamming point, i.e. § — 0, ﬁ(z)
behaves as h(z) ~ 6! [(6/2)* + (6/2)?] — 0 and hence
does not contribute to the angular integral. The radial



FIG. 4. (Color online) Schematic figure for the four-body
correlation.

integrations can be carried out with the aid of Eq. (G12),
from which we obtain

(5 o

v 3m * *
l 'R(l)“ (r Zl)> ~ —256NwE2(TSS).
i,d,

eq

(F10)

The two-body correlation is calculated, similarly to

Eq. (F1), as
<Z R 1)uu (1)‘“’(1'”)>

d3*<25r—rw>
Nn* 3,k *2_1
~ eoe) [ drEe = o

(1—7r")

VBT

n*go(p) ’ (F11)

where Eq. (G12) is utilized in the last equality. This
concludes the derivation of Eq. (E4).

Finally, we deal with Eq. (E5). From the definition of
the elastic stress tensor, Eq. (D28), we obtain

1
el el . *2
< ﬂ(au)ac(w)>cq T2 {NTSS

<Z Z yuylkF (el) z*F(cl)x*> 7 (F12)
3

eq

where the first term is the kinetic stress and the second
term is the contact stress. The contact stress consists of
three components, i.e. the two-, three-, and four-body
correlations.
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First, the two-body correlation is calculated as

1 ! %2 (el)zx2
2 <Z i F

i,j eq

1 o0
5]\]nss/ dT*g(T*)F(CI)*Q’I’*4/dS:in]Q
0

— 2—7TNTL / dT*g(T*)F(CI)*QT*4,
15 0

where F(eD*(r*) = —©(1 — r*) u*'(r*) is the magnitude
of the elastic force with u*(r*) the pair potential, and
JdS--- is the integration with respect to the solid angle
of 7. From Eq. (G6), we we obtain the following expres-
sion in the hard-core limit,

1 !k el)xx*2 *2 %
§<Z uifFg > SENTZEngol). (F14)

i eq

1
~ 5]\7n>'= /d?’r*g(r*)y*QFm(d)*Q

(F13)

Next, the three-body correlation is calculated as

<Z yU ZkF (el) z*F(cl)x*>

.5,k

Nn*Q/dg */d3,,,/*93),r ! )* /%

XiyAi./yA/F(cl)*(r )F(CI)*(T *)

§Nn*2/ dr*/ dr’*g(r
0 0

XF(el)*( *)F(el)*( l*)@(l _ ’f‘*)@(l _ ’f‘l*)

/dS/ dS' 92’y g(|r* — r*')),

where Eq. (F6) is applied in the second equality. Simi-
larly to Eq. (F7), the d-function contribution of g(|r* —
7*'|) vanishes in the angular integrals. Hence, we obtain

/dS/ ds' 2429 g(jr* —r*'))
2m
:/ d(cos6,.) / d(cos ") / dqﬁr/ do'zyz'y'
—1 —

7T2

ZZ

(T/*)T*S,,,/*b’

ZZ

(F15)

=-T (F16)
Here, cosf,. =7 -7 and 0, ¢/ are defined as

2’ =sin6 cos¢’, (F17)

9 =sinf sing’, (F18)

2" = cos?'. (F19)

This gives & and ¢ in terms of ¢/, ¢', 6., and ¢, as

~12 S0
T = l—x— sin@rcosqﬁr—x—yAsinHTsingbr
+ 2/

142 1
+2' cos 0, (F20)
Y 117 sin 6,- cos ¢,- + <1 1D 2/) sin 6, sin ¢,
+7 cos b, (F21)
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Schematic figure for the four-body correlation.

where ¢, is the azimuthal angle of # in the spherical
coordinate where 7' points in the z-direction. Note that
0, is restricted to 6, € [w/3,x], similarly to Eq. (F9).
The radial integrations can be carried out with the aid
of Eq. (G6), from which we obtain

el T* el)xx* * *

N eq

(F22)
Finally, the four-body correlation is calculated as

< Z y”ylkF el)m* (el)m*>

i,7,0,k eq

1 " el)xx*
= Z < Z ylj(ylk _yzl)F( ) ‘Fl(k ve >

i,3,05k

Nn*3/d3 */d3 /*/dB,r//*g 4) r* ’l" //*)

Xy (y //*):i,(A Y ) el)*( *)F(el)*(| 1% _,r,/l>o<|)7
(F23)
where g™ (r, 7/, 7") is the quadruple correlation at equi-
librium. Here, Z% J,l,k/ is performed under the con-
dition that any two pair of particles (i,7,1,k) is differ-

ent. We change the integration variable from »"* to
"M = p!"* — p"* which leads to

T =T
el)x*
< Z yljylkF( ) F‘l(k be >

NEN

Nn*B/dS */dS /*/ds‘ ///* 4) /* ///*)

Xy y"" A///F(cl F(Cl ’”*) (F24)

Similarly to Eq. (FG), we adopt the following approxima-
tion,

9(4)(7. v ’I“W) - g(r)@(d . T)g(?‘l)@(d . T/)g(T///)@(d . T‘W)
(F25)

xg(lr = r'Dg(lr’ + 7" g(Ir + " —r]),

where cosf, = 7 - 7'
defined by Egs. (F17)-(F19).
by Egs. (F20) and (F21), and & and g are given in

where the step function is inserted to ensure the con-
nectivity of the spheres (i, j), (k, {), and (i, k). Then,
Eq. (F24) is approximated as

< Z yuylkF el)m*F(el)m*>

i,7,0,k

N *3/ dT / dr/*/ /I/* * (TI*)g(T”/*)

*3 /*2 ///*3F(c1)* )

R

<7 cl)*( ///*)

xO(1—r*)O(1 —r'*)e(1 —r"*)

/ds/dsl/dslllAAA/I/ ~111

Xg(lr |,r./>k + ,r.///*l) (l,r./* _"_ ,r.///* _ ,r.*|)' (F26)

Here, [dS, f dS’, [dS" represent the angular integra-
tions with respect to the solid angles of 7, ', 7"/, respec-
tively.

We first consider the radial integration in Eq. (F26).
From Eq. (G6), integrations with r* and r”'* give
TSS go(¢)?. On the other hand, the integration with r'*
gives go(y). Hence, the radial integration is given by
Tgg90()*.

Next we consider the angular integration in Eq. (F26).
Similarly to Eq. (F7), the o-function contribution of
the raidal correlations g(|r* — r*|), g(|r"* + ""*|), and
g(|r"™* + r"""* — r*|) vanishes. Hence, it is given by

/dS/dS//dS/”jyi'/”g/”
1

:/ d(cosﬁ’)/d(cos@r)/d(cosO’T")
-1
27

< [ [ao, [agagai, (F27)
0

n — s 57 !/ /
, cos = 7" . 7' and 0, ¢' are
Then, £ and ¢ are given



terms of 8/, ¢!, §', and ¢’ by the replacement 6, — 6!”,
¢r — ¢ in Egs. (F20) and (F21). For the case (a),
where 0, € [r/3,n] and 0 € [0,7/3] (cf. Fig. 5), sphere
7 and [ can move freely without interference in the ¢, and

¢! direction, i.e. ¢, € [0,27] and ¢, € [0,27]. Then,
the angular integral is evaluated as
H ! 373
/ d(cos HT)/ d(cos0!") f(6,,0)") = —@,(F%)
1 %

where f(0,,0") = 4n3(3 cos? 0, — 1)(3cos? 0! — 1)/15 is
the result of the integration with respect to €', ¢, ¢,
and ¢!’. Similarly, for the case (b), where 6, € [27/3, 7]
and 0 € [0,27/3] (cf. Fig. 5), the angular integral is
evaluated as

7% ! " /11 37T
d(cosb,) d(cos6,")f(6,,0") =
-1

F29
% = (F29)

As for the case (c), where 0, and 0! vary in the range
0, € [7/3,2m/3], 0 € [7/3,0,] (cf. Fig. 5), we obtain

3 3 973
/ d(cos GT)/ d(cos ) f(0,,0!) = —
cos 6 80

1
2

. (F30)

Hence, the angular integration is given by 373/80. To-
gether with the radial integration, we obtain

el)xx D 37T *2 %
<Z Y3y lkF( e > WNT2 ®g0(¢)”.

i,5,0,k eq

(F31)
This concludes the derivation of Eq. (E5).

Appendix G: Hard-core limit

In systems of soft spheres with contact interactions,
the Heaviside’s step function, ©(d — r), appears in the
interparticle forces as in Eqgs. (A2) and (A3). This step
function reduces to a delta function, §(d—r), in the hard-
core limit. Here, we derive formulas valid in this limit.

First, we derive a formula for the step function in
the elastic force. It is convenient to introduce a func-
tion which is referred to as the cavity distribution func-
tion (78],

y(r) = g(r)e(r)™, (G1)

where

e(r) = e Pss u(r) (G2)
with u(r) = (k/2) ©(d — r)(d — r)? the pair potential of
the elastic force. It should be noted that e(r) reduces
to the step function in the hard-core limit, xd? /Tss —
00, and hence its derivative e’(r) reduces to the delta
function, €/(r) — 6(d — r), or €'(r*) — §(1 — r*) in the
non-dimensionalized form. Let us consider the hard-core
limit of

/ dr*g(r*)F(CI)*r*Q, (G3)

0
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where F)*(r*) = —Q(1 — r*) u*'(r*) is the magnitude
of the elastic force with w*(r*) the pair potential, for

illustration. From u'(r)e(r) = —Tgss €'(r), we obtain the
following expression
/ dT*g(T*)F(el)*’f‘*2 — _/ d?‘*g(’f‘*)@(l _ r*)u*'(r*)r*2
0 0

= —TS*S/ dr*g(r*)e’ (r*)r*? — —Tés go(e). (G4)

0
This corresponds to the replacement

FE (r)g(r) — —Tss 6(d — r)go (), (G5)

or, in non-dimensionalized form,

FE*(17)g(r) = =Tgs 6(1 = r*)go().  (G6)

Next, we derive a formula for the step function in the
viscous force Eq. (A3), which appears in e.g. Egs. (B9),
(D8), and (D11). In accordance with the elastic force, it
is convenient to introduce a variant of the cavity distri-
bution function,

Y1/2(r) = g(r) 61/2(7)_17 (G7)
where
e1/2(r) = eV 2Bss u(r) (G8)

Similarly to Eq. (G2), e1/2(r) reduces to the step func-
tion ©(d —r) in the hard-core limit, and hence its deriva-
tive e} ,(r) converges to the delta function 6(d —r). We
consider the following quantity, which has dimension of
(time) !, for illustration,

AD) =~ <Z/@<d - w>>

~ _eNn\/g/d%g(r)@(d —7).

From €} /(r) y1/2(r) = v/Bssk ©(d — r)g(r), we obtain

(AT)) g = —eNn\/E\/g/d?’r g(r)e(d—r)
=—eNn \/E/d?’rel/2 (1)y1/2(r)

(G9)

- 4weNm/ go(SD)dQ, (G10)
which corresponds to the replacement
"0~ 1) g(r) =\ =26(d — 1) gol). (G11)
- r)g(r - ) go ().
In the non-dimensionalized form, it is given by
O —7r)g(r") = E(r7) go(p), (G12)

where

E(r) = /Tég0(1—r"

wi(TEs)

= o= (G13)



Appendix H: Molecular dynamics simulation

We briefly describe the methods of the molecular dy-
namics (MD) simulation we have performed. The unit
of mass, length, and time is chosen as m, d, /m/k,
and we attach * to non-dimenzionalized quantities, e.g.
t* = t\/K/m. The parameters of the simulation are the
volume fraction ¢, the shear rate 4*, the dissipation rate
e = (/v/km, and the number of spheres N. The condi-
tions are N = 2000, ¢ = 0.018375, ¥* = 1073, 104,107,
while ¢ is varied in the range 0.50 and 0.66.

The governing equation is the Sllod equation for uni-
formly sheared systems, Eq. (A4). This equation is inte-
grated numerically by the velocity Verlet algorithm. The
time step of the calculation is chosen as At* = 0.01. We
start with thermalizing the system at an initial temper-
ature Ti,; in the absence of shear and dissipation, i.e.
by setting 4 = 0 and F("®) = 0 in Eq. (A4). After
thermalization, we switch on the shear and dissipation
simultaneously, and evolve the system until the temper-
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ature T'(t) = Zﬁl pi(t)2/(3Nm) is relaxed and starts to
fluctuate around a steady value. We regard this behavior
as a signal for reaching the steady state, and this steady
value is identified as the steady-state temperature, Tsgs.
Note that Tsg is determined solely by the balance of en-
ergy, i.e. 4 and (, and is independent of the choice of
Tini- We extract the relaxation time 7 by fitting the re-
laxz}tion behavior of T'(t) with an exponential function,
et/ Tret |

Then, the ensemble average of the shear stress around
the steady state is measured by calculating

N
1 el)* is)*
1

i=

(H1)
In order to suppress the statistical error, we sum the
values of Eq. (H1), sampled at some interval in a single
run, and divide the sum by the number of samples after
the run is terminated. We have verified that the errors
between independent runs are negligible.
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