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Soft particulate gels can reversibly yield when sufficient deformation is applied, and the characteristics of this tran-
sition can be enhanced or limited by designing hybrid hydrogel composites. While the microscopic dynamics and
macroscopic rheology of these systems have been studied separately in detail, the development of direct connections
between the two has been difficult, particularly with regard to the non-linear rheology. To bridge this gap, we perform a
series of large amplitude oscillatory shear (LAOS) numerical measurements on model soft particulate gels at different
volume fractions using coarse-grained molecular dynamics simulations. We first study a particulate network with local
bending stiffness and then we combine it with a second component that can provide additional crosslinking to obtain
two-component networks. Through the sequence of physical processes (SPP) framework we define time-resolved dy-
namic moduli and, by tracking the changes in these moduli through the period, we can distinguish transitions in the
material behavior as a function of time. This approach helps us establish the microsopic origin of the non-linear rheol-
ogy by connecting the changes in dynamic moduli to the corresponding microstructural changes during the deformation
including the non-affine displacement of particles, and the breakage, formation, and orientation of bonds.

I. INTRODUCTION

Soft particulate gels can result from a range of colloidal
suspensions of particles, particle aggregates, fibrils or even
droplets1–5. Attractive inter-particle interactions drive the ag-
gregation of structures that lead to kinetic arrest and result
in the self-assembly of interconnected space-spanning net-
works at low particle volume fractions with solid-like elastic
properties. These gels are used in a variety of industries, in-
cluding foods, consumer products and biotechnologies. The
highly tunable and adaptive mechanics and pronounced vis-
coelasticity of these systems make them useful in a number
of applications including tissue regeneration scaffolds, drug
delivery, electronics and battery technologies6,7. However,
the disorder and complex organization of gel constituents in
a variety of mesoscopic structures can result in complex re-
laxation processes that pose a formidable challenge towards
understanding the interplay between structure, dynamics and
mechanics8–12. For example, the rheological properties of the
gel can be changed substantially as a result of the gelation
pathway to the final structure, of the aging of the structure af-
ter gelation, and of the presence of multiple gel components.
Hence understanding the changes in the rheological response,
and their microstructural and kinetic origin, may help unlock
new design principles. In addition, the incorporation of new
constituents with different chemistry, surface properties, or
gel interactions, may lead to distinct microscopic dynamics
and mechanics and to the possibility to design composite gels
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with specific and new functionalities13–17. Designing materi-
als with such controlled and tunable physical and mechanical
properties can pave the way for obtaining smart materials with
versatile features such as self-healing, thermo-responsiveness,
toughness and extensibility18–22, but requires a deeper under-
standing of how these properties emerge from the non-linear
response of the complex gel structures.

Computational approaches and coarse grained numerical
simulations are very effective tools to understand the flow, de-
formation, and microstructural evolution of particulate gels,
providing new unique insight into the microstructural origin
of the macroscopic behavior23–26. In this work, we have com-
bined coarse grained numerical simulations of model particu-
late gels, made of one and two components, with Large Am-
plitude Oscillatory Shear (LAOS) numerical tests. In particu-
lar, we have investigated the non-linear rheological response
of an interesting set of model gel materials, which can have
quite different rheological properties via changing the particle
content or adding a second component that can further modify
the mechanical properties.

In investigations of the rheological behavior of gels, it is
common to use the dynamic storage (G′(ω)) and loss (G′′(ω))
moduli to characterize the changes in viscoelasticity in the
gels under different conditions. This is accomplished by con-
sidering the components of the stress which are in-phase with
an applied shear strain and shear rate, respectively. As orig-
inally defined, the dynamic moduli in these tests are actually
average energetic terms27: G′(ω) is proportional to the av-
erage energy stored per cycle and and G′′(ω) is proportional
to the average rate of energy dissipation. In the non-linear
regime, the traditional dynamic moduli have a few potential
drawbacks. By definition, the non-linear properties of the
material are expected to vary significantly depending on the
deformation applied. While the energetic definitions for the
moduli do hold outside the linear regime27,28, the moduli no
longer capture the full extent of the non-linear behavior of the
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material due to the fact that they are average measures. Addi-
tionally, the need for a full period to define the moduli limits
the time-resolution accessible with them to one point per pe-
riod, or ∆t = 1/ω , so it is difficult to discern whether prop-
erties evolve on shorter timescales. The sequence of physical
processes (SPP) framework developed in29–32 specifically uti-
lizes the partial derivatives of the stress response of a material
with respect to strain and rate to define time-dependent moduli
(G′t and G′′t ), and it has been shown to be quite versatile in un-
derstanding the nonlinear responses of a range of experimen-
tal materials29,33–40, numerical simulations41, and theoretical
models31,42.

We have applied the SPP analysis framework to our coarse
grained numerical simulations of LAOS in the model particu-
late gels. By combining the SPP analysis originally designed
for experiments with microscopic information on structure
and dynamics that only numerical simulations can provide,
we demonstrate how deeper understanding of the rheological
response can be obtained, which then suggests new directions
for material design.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II we describe
the numerical model and the simulations performed, includ-
ing the microscopic analysis. The same section also contains
an overview of the SPP analysis and information on its imple-
mentation for the numerical simulations. Section III discusses
the non-linear rheology of one-component gels, combining
the results of the SPP analysis with the information on the mi-
croscopic quantities. In section IV we analyze instead the be-
havior of two-component gels with different relative amount
of the two components. Each of these sections, which contain
extended discussion of the results and their implications, end
with a short summary of the main findings. We then outline
some conclusions and ideas for future work in section V.

II. METHODS

A. Numerical Model

We use a model particulate gel consisting of self-
assembling units (particles) that interact via a short-range at-
traction, U2 and a three body term, U3 which limits the bond
angles and introduces a bending stiffness43–45. Molecular Dy-
namics (MD) simulations are implemented in a system of N
particles with position vectors {r1, ...,rN} and interacting with
the potential energy:

U (r1, ...,rN) = ε

[
∑
i> j

U2

( ri j

d

)
+∑

i

j,k 6=i

∑
j>k

U3

(ri j

d
,

rik

d

)]
(1)

where ri j = r j − ri, ε is the depth of the attractive well U2
and sets the energy scale, and d is the particle diameter, rep-
resenting the unit length scale. In typical colloidal systems, d
corresponds approximately to the range d ' 10 to 100 nm and
ε ' 10 to 100 kBT , where kB is the Boltzman constant and T,
typically room temperature. The two-body term U2 in Eq. (1)
is a Lennard-Jones (LJ) like potential, and is a combination
of a repulsive core and a narrow attractive well. For particles

separated by a distance r (here and in the following, distance
is expressed in units of d), it is written in the form:

U2(r) = A
(

ar−18− r−16
)
, (2)

for computational convenience. The exponents have been
chosen to produce a short range attractive well (∼ 1.3d).

In real gels, the roughness of the particle surfaces or the
irregular shapes of the aggregates in contact can result in a
significant hindrance of the relative particle motion upon ag-
gregation, hence limiting the local coordination of particle in
the gels and introducing bending stiffness. There is evidence
of these phenomena from experiments, showing that local co-
ordination of particulate gels can be limited to 2-4 contacts
and that interparticle bonds can resist finite torques46–50. We
have designed the a three-body term U3 in Eq. (1) to intro-
duce the energy costs associated with the constraints imposed
by the nature of the particle and aggregates contacts. This
term provides bending rigidity to inter-particle bonds r and
r′ departing from the same particle. The functional form of
this term has been implemented, again for computational effi-
ciency, as:

U3(r,r′) = BΛ(r)Λ(r′)exp

[
−
(

r · r′

rr′
− cosθ

)2/
w2

]
(3)

where B, θ and w are dimensionless parameters, and the radial
modulation function Λ(r) decays smoothly as,

Λ(r) = r−10 [1− (r/2)10]2 H (2− r) (4)

where H is the Heaviside function. As described in previ-
ous works43–45, a persistent gel network can be obtained with
the following set of potential parameters: A = 6.27, a = 0.85,
B = 67.27, θ = 65◦ and w = 0.3. With this choice of param-
eters, the resulting gel structures are thin, space filling net-
works where particles have coordination numbers z mostly 2
or 3. For a detailed discussion of the parameter choices, see
Bantawa et al.43 and references therein.

For the binary gel networks, we use the approach described
in Vereroudakis et al.16. In these simulations, each gel com-
ponent is composed of self-assembling units that interact with
potential described by Eq. (1), with the same potential param-
eters used for the one component gels, except the parameter A
in Eq. (2) which is varied between the two components. The
choice A = 6.27 allows us to obtain a percolated network of
semi-flexible fibers for component 1, as just discussed, while
we model the second component by keeping the other param-
eters constant and changing instead A = 0.5, which changes
the depth of the potential well to 0.1ε . This choice makes
the particles in component 2 self-assemble into small aggre-
gates between which bonds can break and reform easily, and
do not form, on their own, a spanning persistent network. For
the interaction between the different components we use We
choose A = 6.27, resulting in a strong affinity of component 2
with component 1 in the mixtures.
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FIG. 1. Snapshots of a portion of the initial structure in four out of the six gels investigated in this study: a) the φ = 7.5% 1-component
gel, b) the φ = 15% 1-component gel, c) the φ1 = 10%, φ2 = 5% 2-component gel, and d) the φ1 = 5%, φ2 = 10% 2-component gel. The
configurations in a-b) show the effect of a change in volume fraction on a fixed composition (100% component 1), with dark blue portions
indicating a coordination number of 2 and red portions indicating a coordination number of 3. Meanwhile, c-d) show show the effect of a
change in composition at a fixed total volume fraction (φtotal = 15%, same as b)), with red indicating component 1 and light blue indicating
component 2. In all cases the line thickness denotes the coordination number, with thin lines showing strands(coordination number of 2) and
thick lines showing branching points (coordination number of 3).

B. Simulation method and gel preparation

We perform MD simulations using the open-source
LAMMPS software51, appropriately modified to incorporate
the interaction potential in Eq. (1). We report results with
N = 16384−32768 particles in a cubic box of size L and num-
ber density N/L3 which corresponds to an approximate solid

volume fraction φ = Nπd3/6
(Ld)3 . Here we discuss 1-component

gels with total number of particles fixed at N = 16384 and
different volume fractions: φ = 7.5%,10%,15%. The 2-
component gels consist N = 24576 for total volume fraction
φtotal = 15% and N = 32768 for φtotal = 20%. We use peri-
odic boundary conditions and solve the equations of motion
with the interactions described in section II A and a time step
δ t = 0.005τ0 (τ0 =

√
md2/ε is the usual MD time unit).

1. 1-component network

We prepare the initial single component gel configurations
by following the protocol described by Bantawa et al.43. The
particles interact with the potential described by Eq. (1) and
the parameters defined in Section II A. The preparation of the
initial configurations is performed in two parts. First, we start
from particles placed randomly in a cubic simulation box of
size L, initially equilibrated at kBT/ε = 0.5 and cooled down
slowly, using a Nose-Hoover (NH) thermostat in an equilib-
rium NVT simulation, to kBT/ε = 0.05 so that system spon-
taneously self-assembles into a network of strands (particles
that have coordination number z = 2) connected by branching
points (z = 3). As already done in previous studies9,44, we use
a cooling rate of Γ ≈ 10−5ε/kBτ0, for which the microstates
obtained do not significantly depend on the dynamics used.
Therefore, in this part of the gel preparation, the simple NVT
MD can be used to reduce the simulation time with respect to
the more physically meaningful, but computationally slower,
Langevin dynamics. We finally further equilibrate the system

at kBT/ε = 0.05 with the NH thermostat for additional 2 ·104

MD steps.
In the second part of the gel preparation, we employ a

damped dynamics to relax the configuration, obtained at a
finite temperature, to a local minimum that more likely cor-
responds to a mechanically stable configuration. This is
achieved by withdrawing the kinetic energy of the system to
∼ 10−10 of its initial value with an overdamped dissipative
dynamics:

m
d2ri

dt2 =−∇riU−ζ
dri

dt
, (5)

where m is the mass of each particle and ζ represents the drag
coefficient of the surrounding solvent. The relaxation of the
configuration could be, in principle, also carried out by per-
forming the total energy minimization of the system with the
conjugate gradient algorithm. However, previous studies43–45

showed that this procedure is more efficient with very soft gels
and we have therefore used this damped dynamics for the en-
ergy minimization in all simulations. Overall, the gel prepa-
ration protocol was designed for computational efficiency and
the gel structures emerge from the balance between entropy
and interaction energy, without imposing a specific aggrega-
tion kinetics. Examples of the structures formed by this sys-
tem are shown in Fig.1a-b for the φ = 7.5% and φ = 15% gel
cases. At the larger volume fraction the density of crosslinks
is significantly higher, whereas there are longer strands in the
less concentrated gel, whose microstructure is more heteroge-
neous in general.

2. 2-component network

The preparation of the initial configurations for the 2-
component gels utilizes the same two step procedure de-
scribed for 1-component gel in Section II B 1. In the
present study, we consider three cases with different ratios of
component-1 and component-2 : 1) φ1 = 10% and φ2 = 5%
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(i.e. φtotal = 15%, component ratio 2:1); 2) φ1 = 10% and
φ2 = 10% (φtotal = 20%, 1:1); and 3) φ1 = 5% and φ2 = 10%
(φtotal = 15%, 1:2). The two φtotal = 15% cases are shown
in Fig.1c and Fig.1d, respectively, where the different colors
distinguish the two components.

C. Microstructural quantities

In the simulations we can characterize the changes in the
microstructure due to different amount of deformations and
connect them to the rheological response. The quantities we
investigate here are the Shear-induced Anisotropy (S), the
statistics of bonds broken and new bonds formed, and the non-
affine displacements (NAD) during deformation. Below we
describe these quantities.

1. Shear-induced Anisotropy (S)

Following Bouzid et al.44, the local alignment of bonds or
strands upon deformation is measured in terms of a nematic
tensor Qab:

Qab =
1
2
〈3nanb−δab〉. (6)

where na and nb represent the unit vectors corresponding to
the orientation of neighboring bonds a and b, and 〈...〉 indi-
cates an average over all bonds. The largest positive eigen-
value of Q is represented by a scalar order parameter S which
is the measure of the average anisotropy in the bond or strands
orientation. S = 0 corresponds to a random orientation and
S = 1 to the case when all bonds are fully aligned along the
same direction. This quantity is measured during the rheo-
logical oscillation cycles described in the next section. In the
related plots, we additionally average S over 2 successive cy-
cles of the oscillation, and apply a 5-point moving average52

to smooth the signals.

2. Bond statistics

Two particles are considered bonded if they are separated
by a distance ≤ 1.3d (range of two-body interaction)45. We
then monitor the evolution of the number of new bonds
formed or bonds broken between successive time steps. This
measure allows us to identify the plastic processes, occuring
within the parts of the microstructure and due to local rear-
rangements in response to the applied deformation. In the re-
lated plots, we average these quantities over 4 successive cy-
cles of the rheological oscillations, and apply a 5-point mov-
ing average52 to smooth the signal.

3. Non-affine displacements (NAD)

In the simulations, we consider that the shear deformation
(time dependent strain γ(t)) imposed to an initial particle con-

figuration {ri} includes an instantaneous affine deformation
Γγ in the xy plane of simple shear to all particles45, so that the
deformed configuration is {r′i} with the following transforma-
tion:

r′i = Γγ ri =

1 γ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

ri (7)

We then compute the non-affine displacement (NAD) as the
displacement of the actual particle position {ractual

i } w.r.t. the
particle position due to the affine transformation as follows:

NADi = ||ractual
i −Γγ ri|| (8)

This NAD measure can be used to characterize the overall and
local amount of non-affine motion at any given time, as the os-
cillatory strain is being imposed during the rheological tests.

D. Rheology

1. Measurements

The rheological response is measured by imposing an os-
cillatory strain signal γ(t) = γ0 sinωt in the xy-plane of the
simulation box through

m
d2ri

dt2 =−∇riU−ζ

(
dri

dt
− γ̇(t)yix̂

)
(9)

while updating the Lees-Edwards boundary conditions at ev-
ery time step. Here γ0 is the strain amplitude and x̂ denotes the
unit vector in the x-direction. In all the rheological measure-
ments we used a Stokes-like drag with m/ζ = 0.5τ0, having
verified that the results do not change qualitatively with fur-
ther decreasing the m/ζ ratio.

To systematically study how the gels’ nonlinear rheological
responses depend on their microstructures, we perform large
amplitude oscillatory shear (LAOS) using a rate-controlled
deformation:

γ̇(t) = γ0ωcos(ωt). (10)

We specifically chose to perform an amplitude sweep by vary-
ing the amplitude over the range 0.001 < γ0 < 10 strain units
and holding the frequency of oscillation at ω = 0.0025τ

−1
0 .

This range of strain amplitudes spans from the linear vis-
coelastic regime through the point where deformations are
large enough to yield the material. It is worth noting that,
in these simulations, every amplitude in the amplitude sweep
corresponds to a separate rheological test that starts from the
same unperturbed gel configuration. Hence, differently from
typical LAOS strain sweeps in experiments, we do not super-
impose the effects of the shear history due to different am-
plitudes, in an attempt to focus on the consequences of the
nonlinear deformations.

Under applied deformation, we compute the instantaneous
shear stress σxy(t). The stresses are computed from the inter-
action part of the global stress tensor using the standard virial
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equation53 while neglecting other contributions (kinetic and
viscous terms) as in previous studies23,45:

σαβ =
1
L3

N

∑
i=1

∂U
∂ rα

i
rβ

i , (11)

where α and β denote the Cartesian components {x,y,z}.
This choice allows us to focus on the structural contribution
to the gels viscoelasticity.

All results discussed here are shown once the stress re-
sponse has reached steady alternance, which takes 4 cycles
for each of these gel samples, as verified by carefully check-
ing the superposition of Lissajous plots35. For microstructural
quantities averaged over multiple cycles, we consider cycles
after the steady alternance has been reached. For the numer-
ical calculations based on the finite time series of strain and
stress data, we use Fourier domain filtering with a finite num-
ber of odd harmonics to create an analytical reconstruction of
the signal. The exact number of harmonics is varied for each
oscillation case such that the reconstruction contains as many
harmonics as are above the noise floor of the signal.

2. Dynamic Moduli

The complex viscoelastic modulus G∗(ω) is obtained from
the Fourier transforms of the stress output σ̃(ω) and the
strain input γ̃(ω) signals, as G∗(ω) = σ̃(ω)/γ̃(ω), from
which we compute the storage modulus G′(ω) and the loss
modulus G′′(ω) defined respectively as the real and imagi-
nary part of G∗(ω). Both oscillatory shear and steady shear
measurements44,45 indicate that the dynamic moduli are lin-
ear at small strain amplitudes (γ0) while the response becomes
nonlinear at large γ0 values.

3. Understanding LAOS

A number of different analysis frameworks have been used
to characterize large-amplitude oscillatory shear (LAOS) de-
formation. These mainly fall into three categories: 1) meth-
ods that extend the linear regime Fourier analysis to higher
harmonics54–56, 2) methods which geometrically decompose
the LAOS response into contributions dependent on strain and
strain rate57–60, and 3) derivative-based methods which use the
trajectory of the response to define time-resolved moduli29–32.

The harmonic based techniques do capture all of the non-
linearity of the LAOS data, but aside from the third harmonic,
no specific meaning has been successfully assigned to each of
these values59, making comparisons challenging at large am-
plitudes. These methods also suffer the drawback of requiring
a full period to be defined, thus limiting their ability to capture
any changes which may occur within a period35,36. The ana-
lytical decomposition techniques do allow for increased res-
olution within a single period, but they rely on symmetry as-
sumptions which are not confirmed to work for all materials,
and have been shown to be incorrect in specific cases29,32,59,61.

Of the three methods, those based on derivatives of the ma-
terial properties are the most robust: they offer resolution
within a single period limited only by the density of data
points, and make very few assumptions about the specific
properties of the material being investigated. The most promi-
nent of these methods is the Sequence of Physical Processes
(SPP) framework of Rogers and collaborators29–32.

4. Sequence of Physical Processes (SPP) Framework

The SPP framework assumes that all changes in the ma-
terial properties within a cycle of deformation are due to
changes in the values of time-dependent moduli which main-
tain an instantaneous linear relationship32:

σ(t) = G′t(t)γ(t)+
G′′t (t)

ω
γ̇(t)+σ

d(t), (12)

where G′t and G′′t are the time-dependent dynamic moduli, and
σd is a vertical offset in the stress32. The values of the time-
dependent moduli are determined from the partial derivatives
of the transient material response:

G′t(t) =
∂σ(t)
∂γ(t)

(13)

G′′t (t) = ω
∂σ(t)
∂ γ̇(t)

. (14)

The changes in these moduli can be used to track transitions
that occur within a single period of oscillation. Specifically,
G′t(t) tracks the elastic behavior of the material, while G′′t (t)
tracks the viscous behavior. Increases in the moduli show in
instantaneous stiffening (G′t ) or thickening (G′′t ) of the ma-
terial, while decreases show instantaneous softening (G′t ) or
thinning (G′′t )32,36,62.

It is worth noting that the instantaneous linear relationship
of the moduli in Eq. (12) is unable to distinguish instanta-
neously non-linear behaviors. For example, prior studies31

have shown that constitutive models which assume instanta-
neous shear-thinning register as having variable elasticity un-
der the SPP framework. While not seen in prior studies, it
is possible, by similar reasoning, that instantaeous non-linear
elasticity may manifest as variable viscosity within this frame-
work.

III. RESULTS FOR 1-COMPONENT GELS

A. Rheology

1. Oscillatory Rheology

The amplitude sweeps for the single component gels are
shown in Fig. 2. At each of the three volume fractions, the
responses exhibit three regimes: 1) a linear regime at small
amplitudes with G′ > G′′, 2) a region of non-linear elastic-
ity at intermediate amplitudes distinguished by the overshoot
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FIG. 2. Amplitude sweep results for the three 1-component gel concentrations: a) φ = 7.5%, b) φ = 10%, and c) φ = 15%. The vertical lines
denote threshold amplitudes used for comparing the rheology and microstructure of the different gels: the first amplitude outside the linear
regime (purple), the amplitude at the peak of G′ (green) and the amplitude of the moduli crossover (orange).

in G′44,45, and 3) yielding behavior at large amplitudes as in-
dicated by the overshoot in G′′ and the crossover point in the
moduli28,45. This type of amplitude sweep behavior with over-
shoots in both G′ and G′′, followed by a gradual drop, has
been classified as strong strain overshoot behavior63 and may
be consistent with an elastic matrix which can dynamically
yield.

It should be noted that the stress amplitude (σ0, blue circles
in Fig. 2) shows signatures of these same three regions. In the
linear regime, σ0 increases linearly with strain amplitude (γ0),
with a prefactor of G∗ =

√
G′2 +G′′2. The slope increases

with the onset of non-linear elasticity, before σ0 overshoots
and then plateaus at large amplitudes due to the yielding of
the gel.

Over the three gels, the values of the linear regime elastic
modulus (G′linear) and the ratio of G′linear/G′′linear increase with
increasing volume fraction. The strain amplitudes at which
the material transitions out of the linear response regime, into
the yielding and into flow, also decrease as a function of vol-
ume fraction. These findings may point to more constraints
emerging in the microstructure, with increasing the volume
fraction, due to an increase in gel branching points (see Fig.
1a,b)44. We note that the relative size of the G′ overshoot
decreases instead as volume fraction increases, while G′′linear
peaks in the φ = 10% case. In the following, we will com-
bine the time-resolved rheological data with the microstruc-
tural analysis to rationalize these observations.

2. Time-resolved Rheology

As the gels appear to reach their respective regimes of
non-linear elasticity and yielding behavior at different applied
strain amplitudes, it makes more sense to compare them at
points of similar phenomenology, rather than at a fixed am-
plitudes. To this end, we will use 5 threshold amplitudes
to compare the time resolved rheological behavior and mi-
crostructural information: 1) the smallest strain amplitude
tested (linear viscoelastic (LVE) regime, defined as any am-
plitude where the oscillatory behavior is completely described
by a single harmonic), 2) the first amplitude outside the linear

TABLE I. Applied strain amplitudes used for rheology and structure
comparisons between the 1-component gel formulations. All ampli-
tudes are given in strain units.

φ=7.5%vol φ=10%vol φ=15%vol
linear 0.001 0.001 0.001
non-linear 0.20 0.10 0.10
peak G′ 0.70 0.35 0.20
G′=G′′ 1.5 1.0 0.60
G′′>G′ 2.0 1.5 0.80

regime (transition from LVE to nonlinear elasticity), 3) the
peak in G′ (transition from nonlinear elasticity to yielding),
4) the dynamic modulus crossover GX = G′(γX ) = G′′(γX )
(transition from yielding to flow), and 5) a LAOS amplitude
30% larger than the crossover point (flow behavior in large-
amplitude limit). The specific values used for each of the three
1-component gel formulations are listed in Table I.

The time-resolved rheology for each of the threshold am-
plitudes is shown in Fig. 3 as elastic Lissajous curves (plots
of stress σ vs. strain γ). In this representation, perfectly elas-
tic materials are seen as straight lines through the origin, per-
fectly viscous materials appear as horizontal ellipses, and lin-
ear viscoelastic responses are tilted ellipses. Distorted (non-
elliptical) elastic Lissajous curves are produced when a re-
sponse is non-linear and/or changes with time.

For each volume fraction, at the smallest two threshold am-
plitudes (grey and purple curves corresponding respectively
to the smallest amplitude tested in the linear regime and the
end of that regime), the curves appear to be linear, suggest-
ing a predominantly linear elastic behavior. For these smaller
amplitudes, the Lissajous curves are tilted ellipses, although
not clearly visible in the figure, therefore indicating linear vis-
coelasticity. At the peak in G′ (green curve), the slope of the
curve increases drastically near the strain extrema for the φ =
7.5% (Fig. 3a) and φ = 10% (Fig. 3b) gels, suggesting a strong
non-linear elasticity which depends on the applied strain. This
is also seen at φ = 15% (Fig. 3c), albeit to a much less pro-
nounced extent. Hence the time-dependent rheological anal-
ysis point to the fact that the nonlinear elastic nature of the
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FIG. 3. Elastic Lissajous curves of the time-resolved LAOS for the different 1-component gel concentrations: a) φ = 7.5%, b) φ = 10%, and
c) φ = 15%. The different colors refer to the key amplitudes referred to in the main text. The black arrows denote direction of curve throughout
the oscillation.

FIG. 4. Cole-Cole plots of the time-resolved dynamic SPP moduli (G′t(ω, t) and G′′t (ω, t)) for the different 1-component gel concentrations:
a) φ = 7.5%, b) φ = 10%, and c) φ = 15%. The different colors refer to the key amplitudes referred to in the main text. The black arrows
denote direction of curve throughout the oscillation.

gels varies drastically and decreases with the gel volume frac-
tion. Going back to the overall behavior of the time-averaged
rheological response described in the previous section, these
findings indicate that the decrease of the relative size of the G′

overshoot is associated to a decrease of the nonlinear elastic
response. By the time the crossover point is reached (orange
curve), the elastic Lissajous curves have opened significantly,
indicating an increase in viscous dissipation. At the largest
amplitudes, the φ = 7.5% gel appears to move toward a nearly
elliptical response, suggesting a viscoelastic fluid behavior,
possibly reaching a quasi-linear large amplitude regime for
large enough amplitudes70. The φ = 15% gel, on the other
hand, trends toward a parallelogram-like shape which is char-
acteristic of the LAOS behavior of yield stress fluids35. The φ

= 10% gel shows an intermediate signature with elements of
both types of fluids.

To track the time-dependent rheology within each period,
we plot the time-resolved dynamic moduli G′t and G′′t in Fig. 4,
displayed in the form of time-dependent Cole-Cole plots. In
this representation, portions of the trajectory which travel par-
allel the x-axis (G′t ) show changes in the elasticity of the ma-
terials (i.e. an increase is stiffening while a decrease is soften-
ing), while portions traveling parallel to the y-axis (G′′t ) show
changes in the viscosity of the materials (i.e. an increase is
thickening while a decrease is thinning). Finally, transitions

across the G′t = G′′t line represents transitions between pre-
dominantly elastic and viscous states. Further discussion of
how to read these plots can be found elsewhere32,36,62.

In all cases, the linear regime moduli have a constant value
throughout the period, which is exactly equal to the linear-
regime value seen in the amplitude sweeps in Fig. 2, with
G′t > G′′t . As the amplitude increases into the non-linear
regime, the fact that the material properties are changing as
a result of the applied deformation manifests itself in G′t and
G′′t varying significantly throughout the period. The trajec-
tory of the moduli tends to form the shape of a deltoid in
the Cole-Cole plots, with the center of mass of the curve be-
ing equal to the traditional modulus as seen in the amplitude
sweep, and the area of the deltoid representing the extent of
the non-linearity. Just outside the linear regime (purple curve,
which is clearly visible only for φ = 15%) this is small, but
it grows substantially by the time the peak in G′ is reached
for all volume fractions. At this stage, we see that the materi-
als are already transitioning between predominantly solid-like
and fluid-like behavior at different points in the period. This
indicates that some dissipation process, such as viscous reori-
entation of the network possibly due to the breaking of parts
of the microstructure, is instantaneously dominant over the
elastic deformation for a portion of the period, but the elastic
response still dominates on average, suggesting that an over-
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all rigid network is still present. There are also regions in
these plots with instantaneous negative values of the moduli,
which suggests that a process such as elastic recoil (in the case
of G′t < 0) or viscous backflow (in the case of G′′t < 0) may
be occurring. These phenomena are possible, so long as the
average value of the corresponding modulus remain positive.
In a few cases (predominantly at larger amplitudes or higher
volume fractions), the deltoids can be seen to exhibit smaller
loops in some portion of the trajectory. These are most likely
artefacts resulting from the finite number of harmonics used
in the reconstruction of the stress and strain data, and as such
will not be looked at in detail in this analysis.

In the Cole-Cole plots, it is at the peak in G′ where we
first begin to see substantial differences between the different
volume fractions. Both the φ = 7.5% and φ = 10% samples
are more viscous than the φ = 15% gel, which barely crosses
the G′t = G′′t and does not show any signature of elastic re-
coil at this point. By the time the crossover point is reached
(orange curve), the differences are even more apparent. The
size of the φ = 7.5% gel’s deltoid decreases dramatically, indi-
cating that, while the macroscopic behavior is relatively con-
stant with time, it is clearly distinct from the one in the lin-
ear regime70, also consistent with the behavior detected by
the corresponding elastic Lissajous curve (see Fig. 3). At the
other extreme, the φ = 15% gel maintains its strong linear
regime elastic value for a very small portion of the period,
but spends a large portion of the oscillation in a predomi-
nantly viscous state, a response which is characteristic of a
yield stress fluid close to or above the yielding point35,36, and
suggesting that the decrease in the nonlinear elastic response
in this sample may be accompanied by a pronounced increase
of plasticity in the microstructure. The φ = 10% sample is
again intermediate between the other two gels, with the elas-
ticity much reduced but still maintaining some of the yield
stress fluid character.

With respect to variation of G′′t across the different volume
fractions, we note that some of it may be due to the instan-
taneous linear assumption of the SPP framework (Eq. (12))31

breaking down, rather than a true variation in the viscous be-
havior of the material. This may be particularly important
in the cases where the nonlinear elasticity is pronounced (as
indicated by the elastic Lissajous curves): the fact that both
G′t and G′′t amplitudes appear to show some level of symme-
try around the average G′′t value, particularly in the φ = 7.5%
and φ = 10% samples, suggests that both non-linear elasticity
and transient viscosity are contributing to the time-resolved
behavior.

B. Rheo-structural Characterization

As discussed in the previous section, the rheology of the
particulate gels studied here demonstrates two distinct non-
linear effects: non-linear elasticity and reversible yielding,
whose predominance in the rheological response seems to
vary non-monotonically with the gel volume fraction. To un-
derstand the microstructural origin of these non-linear effects,
we will look at three time-resolved microstructural measures.

The presence of non-linear elasticity may be explained, in
these gels, by the alignment and stretching out of the bond
network44,45, indicating that shear-induced anisotropy will be
useful to investigate. If the gel undergoes a reversible yield-
ing transition the statistics of the breakage and formation of
bonds will likely be insightful. Finally, the amount of non-
affine motion of the gel particles will enable us to detect the
possible microscopic effects of the yielding transition on the
flow and transient structure of the materials.

1. Shear-induced Anisotropy

To characterize the anisotropy that the gel microstructures
can acquire under shear, we use the scalar order parameter S
defined in Section II C 1, and shown in Fig.5 as a function of
the applied strain during the LAOS tests. For amplitudes at
or below the peak in G′, S appears to scale proportionately to
the strain, with the specific scaling dependent on the volume
fraction. This relationship is linear for the φ = 10% and φ =
15% gels, while there is a pronounced hysteresis in the φ =
7.5% case. As the applied strain amplitude increases toward
the crossover point, all curves shift to a butterfly-like shape.

The butterfly pattern in S indicates that the structure initially
aligned under shear leads to a distinct path through which
the alignment can be modified when the strain direction is in-
verted over the cycle. The new path could be associated to a
change of the bond network (through breaking or formation)
under shear or to the possibility of large non-affine motion that
can occur even without major changes of the bond network in
very soft structures44,45. We note that, across all gels, the max-
imum alignment below the yielding point decreases with in-
creasing volume fraction, while the ratio of alignment before
and after yielding increases. These observations, combined
with the dependence, discussed above, of the nonlinear elas-
ticity on the gels volume fraction, may already suggest that the
alignment quantified by S is increasingly due to changes in the
bond network upon increasing the volume fraction and with
decreasing nonlinear elasticity of the microstructures. The in-
vestigation of the statistics of bond breaking and formation in
the next section will help us confirm this interpretation.

The butterfly patterns we find here are reminiscent of sim-
ilar patterns seen in experiments in colloidal gel41,71–78, as
well as other self-assembled microstructures79,80, hence un-
derstanding their microscopic origin could also help us con-
nect the behavior of the gels investigated here to those ex-
perimental systems. It should be noted, however, that in most
case experiments report a 2D projection of the structural align-
ment (i.e. flow-gradient, flow-vorticity, or gradient-vorticity),
whereas here we are only evaluating the overall alignment in
all possible directions.

The fact that the maximum value of S occurs at the peak in
G′ (green curves) supports the idea that the scalar order pa-
rameter S is predominantly coupled to the elastic deformation
of the samples. At small amplitudes, the nearly linear rela-
tionship between S and γ suggests that nearly all of the strain
results in elastic deformation. The emergence of the butterfly
patterns above yielding, instead, suggests that significant mi-
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the nematic order parameter S with the strain γ under LAOS deformation for the different 1 component gel concen-
trations: a) φ = 7.5%, b) φ = 10%, and c) φ = 15%. The different colors refer to the key amplitudes referred to in the main text. The black
arrows denote direction of curve throughout the oscillation.

crostructural changes have divorced the maximal elastic de-
formation from the total strain. Hence, taken together, these
findings indicate that the overall amount of alignment S could
be directly related to the recoverable strain in the system28,79,
rather than the total strain, consistent with experimental ob-
servations in self-assembled wormlike micelle solutions79. In
simple yield stress fluids, the majority of strain below yielding
is typically recoverable, while the total strain is much closer
to the unrecoverable strain above yielding28. Similarly, in our
gels S correlates well with the total strain at small amplitudes
yet it does not at large amplitudes. For the φ = 7.5% gel,
where the decoupling between S and the total strain starts be-
low yielding, the less connected microstructure more prone
to non-affine motion may provide a source of unrecoverable
strain already below yielding.

2. Bond Breakage/Formation

In our simulations, bonds between neighboring gel particles
can dynamically break and reform over time as the system is
sheared. An overview of the statistics of these breakages and
formations can be seen in Fig. 6 as a function of the shear
stress induced in the samples by the imposed deformation.
In each panel of the figure, the number of bonds broken or
formed at a given point in time is represented as a percentage
of the total bonds in the previous timestep.

Very little change in the number of bonds, either bond
breakage or formation, can be seen at small amplitudes, and
the changes are very small throughout the oscillation even at
the peak in G′. At larger applied amplitudes, the percent-
ages of bonds broken and/or formed in each time-step remain
small, with the largest change being ≈ 0.55% per 1/100th of
the period for all three gels, and noticeably less for smaller
volume fractions. For the softest gels (φ = 7.5%) the bond
statistics data support the idea that the hysteresis indicated
by the butterfly pattern in Fig. 5 (far left plot) cannot be due
to a significant restructuring of the bond network, and must
be related, instead, to the non-affine motion underlying the
re-alignment of the structure under shear, as seen in previ-
ous work44,45. Hence the emerging picture is that these very

soft and sparsely connected structures allow for a hysteretic
behavior of S which is predominantly elastic in nature and
due to large non-affine rearrangements, such as buckling of
parts of the network, for example, that occur in the non-linear
regime and are reminiscent of similar phenomena in liquid
crystal elastomers81.

Across all 1-component gels, the bond breakage and for-
mation appear to be correlated to the shear stress. All curves
are roughly centered on the point where σ = 0 and seem to
become more symmetric with increasing the gel volume frac-
tion. The fact that a curve is not perfectly symmetric here
suggests the presence of stresses built-in in the initial struc-
ture, and the data with increasing φ overall indicate that the
more heterogeneous structures of the less dense gels may be
more likely to have stress heterogeneities, whereas better sym-
metry is achieved in the gels at larger volume fractions, where
the initial structure is more uniform (Fig. 1).

The bond statistics curves feature a pronounced hysteretic
behaviour beyond the peak in G′, indicating that more bonds
break or form when the magnitude of the stress is increas-
ing as opposed to decreasing during yielding and as the gels
start to flow. This hysteretic behavior is likely at the origin
of the butterfly pattern found for the overall alignment S of
the gel structures at the same large amplitudes (see Fig. 5),
i.e. past the peak in G′. The findings confirm the idea that
there are two distinct microscopic origin for the hysteresis in
S and for the buttlerfly patterns in Fig. 5: one is rather de-
termined by the presence of significant non-affine motion in
very soft gel structures that are predominantly nonlinear elas-
tic, and the other is associated instead to the rate at which the
bond network can be restructured through plastic processes
(i.e. bond breaking and formation) which limits the recovery
of the overall alignment and of the rigid connected structure
when reversing the strain (see also Figs. 3, 4, and 5).

For the broken bonds, the pronounced hysteretic behavior
in Fig. 6 indicate that fewer bonds may be "breakable" in the
stages where stress is decreasing, suggesting that not all bonds
in the gel networks are equally likely to break. The increase
of the bond formation with the shear stress is more gradual
than the bond breakage and actually starts prior to reaching
σ = 0, where the bond formation is non-zero in all cases. As
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FIG. 6. Time-resolved comparison of bond breakage (a-c) and bond formation (d-f) as a function of the measured stress σ under LAOS
deformation for the different 1 component gel concentrations: a,d) φ = 7.5%, b,e) φ = 10%, and c,f) φ = 15%. The different colors refer to
the key amplitudes referred to in the main text. The black arrows denote direction of curve throughout the oscillation.

the shear stress increases, however, the bond formation starts
lagging slightly behind the bond breakage, which continues
as the stress peaks and decreases. The maximum percentage
of bond formation is also lower than the maximum percent-
age of bond breakage. While we would expect this to hap-
pen during yielding and flow, it also indicates that the con-
ditions leading to bond formation are not exclusively deter-
mined by the stress, but are additionally related to the strain
and/or rate45 (hence the non-zero formation at σ = 0). These
findings, in our view, also point to differences in the avail-
ability of bonding sites (in terms of their spatial distributions),
which changes with strain and rate, producing a lag near the
maximum stress. The trends between amplitudes established
for the bond breakage (i.e. increasing symmetry, maximum
statistics, and hysteresis) appear to hold for bond formation as
well.

Finally we note that the larger volume fraction gels, hav-
ing a more pronounced yield stress fluid character according
to our rheological analysis, spend a much larger portion of
the period in the high stress region, which should increase
the number of bonds broken or formed in this region. This
is confirmed by the increased maximum percentages and the
increase in hysteresis seen here.

3. Dynamic Structure and Non-affine Displacement

In Fig.1 we have shown examples of the static structures
of the 1-component gels at rest. The changes through the
strain cycle of the nematic order parameter (S), of the bond

statistics, and of the nonlinear stress, suggest that the dynam-
ical evolution of the gels microstructure may be associated to
significant non-affine rearrangements throughout the period.
While the non-affine motion in the pre-yielding regime has
been investigated in previous work44,45, here we focus on the
crossover between G′ and G′′, i.e. on the post-yielding regime,
to see if the apparently different behaviors detected in the rhe-
ology and in the other microstructural quantities are accom-
panied by qualitative differences in the non-affine motion. In
order to understand the structural changes brought about via
deformation, we focus on the strain extrema of the oscillation
(γ(t) = γ0), since the shear rate (γ̇) is instantaneously zero,
and the material is at its most structured point in the oscilla-
tion as a result. In the following we therefore compare the
strain extrema the moduli crossover amplitude (γ0 = γcrossover,
orange curves in Figs.3-6) as the system goes through larger
microstructural changes after it yields. Figure 7 shows the
structure at this point for each of the 1-component gel formu-
lations, with the colormap denoting the non-affine displace-
ment amplitude which will be discussed later in this section.

In the φ = 7.5% case, there are several regions of the struc-
ture where large voids have opened in the sample, which ex-
plains this sample’s enhanced viscous behavior, and a number
of clusters have densified. The φ = 10% structure does have a
few smaller voids in the structure with less-well defined clus-
ters, while the φ = 15% is relatively uniform microstructurally.
In all cases, the application of shear seems to enhance any
non-uniformities which existed in the structure at rest, given
that the lower volume fraction gels are more heterogeneous to
begin with.
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FIG. 7. Maps of the accumulated non-affine displacement between strain extrema (i.e. from γ = −γ0 to γ = γ0) at the crossover amplitude
(i.e. G′ = G′′) for the different 1 component gel concentrations: a) φ = 7.5%, b) φ = 10%, and c) φ = 15%.

We map the accumulated microscopic non-affine displace-
ment (NAD) between strain extrema −γ0 and γ0 on top of the
structure in Fig.7. The non-affine motion, here quantified by
the NAD, is one of the main sources of localization of flow
and yielding in gels under deformation45, and, by comparing
the NAD between the strain extrema, we can examine the cu-
mulative effect of the shear through one iteration of the se-
quence of processes discussed above (section III A 2). As the
concentration of particles increases, the maximum NAD de-
creases and the regions of high NAD become more clustered.
In all cases, regions of nearly zero NAD are also present, but
they evolve from being sparse clusters at φ = 7.5% to stacks
along the vorticity direction at φ = 10%, to hardly visible lay-
ers perpendicular to the gradient direction at φ = 15%. This
transition from homogeneously distributed and sparse clusters
to anisotropic extended structures as layers seems to correlate
with the changes in the character of the rheology as the vol-
ume fraction increases. For the softer gels, the heterogeneity
in the NAD suggests some form of mixing accompanying the
flow, while the layers in the φ = 15% gel suggest some form
of shear-banding is present at larger volume fractions.

C. Summary of 1-Component Gel Results

The structure, dynamics, and rheological response of the
1-component gels under shear vary substantially with the vol-
ume fraction of the sample across all amplitudes of deforma-

tion. The time-resolved rheological analysis developed here
shows how, in the linear regime, the ratio of elasticity to vis-
cosity increasese as the gel density increases and the structure
moves from weakly-connected to a more uniform mesh (Fig.
1a,b). This can be seen in the linear moduli (Fig. 2) and the
relative moduli values for the "linear" amplitude (Fig. 4).

In the intermediate amplitudes where non-linear elasticity
dominates, the overall alignment (Fig. 5) and bond statistics
(Fig. 6) support the idea, suggested by the time-resolved rhe-
ological analysis, that the increase in the gel density and con-
nectivity reduces the extent of the non-linear elasticity achiev-
able below yielding. This result in a reduction of the G′ over-
shoot in Fig. 2 and a distortion in the "peak G′" Lissajous
curve (Fig. 3).

At large amplitudes where nonlinear effects dominate, the
increase in volume fraction leads to markedly different rhe-
ological behaviors, ranging from a quasi-linear viscoelastic
fluid at low volume fractions to a yield stress fluid at higher
concentrations, as seen in the relative shapes of the Lissajous
curves (Fig.3) and time-dependent Cole-Cole plots (Fig.4).
When inspecting for the structural cause of this shift, it is
apparent that the distribution of particles and bonds changes
quite substantially at large deformations (Fig.6), leading to
drastically different types of non-affine motion (Fig. 7). At
smaller volume fractions, the sample appears to break into
tightly bound clusters with only transient connections be-
tween them, akin to a fluid composed of elastic gel blocks
in a viscous medium. At larger φ , the structure remains more
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FIG. 8. Comparison of the amplitude sweeps across the 1-
component and 2-component gels. The different colors denote the
different gel formulations, while the different shapes denote the total
volume fraction of both components.

spatially uniform (akin to the unsheared gels in Fig.1), how-
ever larger and anisotropic domains where non-affine motion
concentrate emerge. All these changes seem to be associated
to the transition in the gel architecture from sparse to more
tightly and uniformly connected44,45.

IV. RESULTS FOR 2-COMPONENT GELS

In order to understand the impact of adding the second com-
ponent into the gels, we will compare the rheology and struc-
ture of the 2-component gel formulations to the φ = 10% and
φ = 15% 1-component gels, as they have similar overall to-
tal volume fractions. In the 2-component systems, we denote
φ1 as the volume fraction of primary component (component
1, corresponding to the 1-component gels studied previously)
and φ2 as the volume fraction of secondary component (com-
ponent 2, which does not form a gel network on its own, as
described in section II). All component ratios will be in the
form φ1 : φ2.

A. Comparison of Rheology

A comparison of the amplitude sweep behavior of the se-
lected gel formulations can be seen in Fig. 8. It is immediately
apparent that the φ1 = 10%,φ2 = 5% formulation (red, 2:1
φ1 : φ2) shows nearly the same behavior across the amplitude
sweep as the 1-component gels at φ = 15%, with overshoots
in both moduli and a large amplitude crossover. The moduli
in the 2:1 formulation are slightly smaller at most amplitudes,
probably due to the similar total particle volume fraction, in
spite of the presence of the second component.

The φ1 = 10%,φ2 = 10% formulation (green triangles, 1:1
φ1 : φ2) shows larger moduli than the other formulations across

FIG. 9. Comparison of the elastic Lissajous curves of the time-
resolved LAOS across the 1-component and 2-component gels at: a)
the peak in G′ (or peak equivalent) and b) the crossover point (i.e.
G′ = G′′). The different colors denote the different gel formulations.
The black arrows denote direction of curve throughout the oscilla-
tion.

the majority of the sweep, due to the larger overall volume
fraction (20%). Noticeably, it does not show any overshoot in
G′, though an overshoot is still seen in G′′. Rheologically, this
behavior can be classified as weak strain overshoot amplitude
sweep behavior63, which is akin to what is seen in simple yield
stress fluids28.

Finally, for the φ1 = 5%,φ2 = 10% formulation (blue
squares, 1:2 φ1 : φ2), the moduli across the sweep are lower
than the other 2-component formulations. The transition from
the linear regime also occurs much earlier and more gradually
than in the other formulations. While the 1:2 gel shows no G′

overshoot, above the moduli crossover its response appears to
follow quite closely the one of the φ = 10%, 1-component gel.
Given the larger total volume fraction, this behavior support
the idea that the contribution of the secondary component to
the non-linear properties of the material is weaker than the
primary component, especially as it becomes a larger fraction
of the total sample. This similarity in the rheological response



Journal of Rheology 13

FIG. 10. Cole-Cole plots of the time-resolved dynamic SPP moduli
(G′t(ω, t) and G′′t (ω, t)) across the 1-component and 2-component
gels at: a) the peak in G′ (or peak equivalent) and b) the crossover
point (i.e. G′ = G′′). The moduli are normalized by the crossover
modulus (GX = G′crossover = G′′crossover) The different colors denote
the different gel formulations. The black arrows denote direction of
curve throughout the oscillation. The different groups of trajectories
in b) are denoted by α and β , as described in the text.

of the 1:2 formulation and the 1-component gel at a differ-
ent volume fraction appears only above yielding, highlighting
how the same post-yielding behavior can, in principle, be at-
tained in spite of starting from quite different microstructures
at rest.

The critical amplitudes for the 2-component gels, as dis-
cussed for the 1-component gels in section III, are listed in
Table II. In the following, we’ll compare the time-resolved
rheology of the 1-component and 2-component gels at the
peak in G′ and at the crossover point, i.e. well into the non-
linear behavior of the materials. In the case of the 1:1 and 1:2
2-component formulations, which do not have a peak in G′,
we will use the amplitude at which the linear and non-linear
regime trends in G′ intersect.

The elastic Lissajous curves of the LAOS at these two am-
plitudes across the different formulations can be seen in Fig. 9.

TABLE II. Applied strain amplitudes used for rheology and structure
comparisons between the 2-component gel formulations. The same
definitions are used as in Table I except where noted. All amplitudes
are given in strain units.

φ1:φ2=2:1 φ1:φ2=1:1 φ1:φ2=1:2
linear 0.001 0.001 0.001
non-linear 0.03 0.02 0.005
peak G′ 0.15 0.15a 0.04a

G′=G′′ 0.75 0.35 0.90
G′′>G′ 1.0 0.45 1.2

aThese sweeps do not have a peak in G′. As such the G′ trend
intersection as described in the text was used instead.

At the peak in G′ or peak equivalent (Fig. 9a), nearly all the
amplitudes show predominantly elastic behavior. The φ =
10% 1-component formulation is the only one to show strong
non-linear elasticity at this point, though small amounts of
non-linear elasticity can be seen in the φ = 15% 1-component
and 2:1 2-component formulations, supporting the idea that
the addition of the second component tend to reduce the non-
linear elasticity in the composite gels.

At the crossover point (Fig. 9b), all formulations have a
similar parallelogram-like shape, however the aspect ratio
does become more vertical as the value of the crossover mod-
ulus (i.e. GX = G′ = G′′) increases. Notably, the φ = 15% and
2:1 gels show nearly the same time-resolved LAOS behav-
ior, as do the φ = 10% and 1:2 formulations, hence their very
similar average moduli in this portion of the amplitude sweep
(Fig. 8) are the result of their similar time-resolved behavior.
Overall this comparison indicate that the relative composition
of the mixtures changes dramatically the nonlinear response
of the gels, similar to what already observed for the linear
response16.

For the time-resolved rheological analysis, given the dif-
ference in the values of the moduli across the different gels,
we normalize the time-resolved SPP moduli (Fig. 10) by their
crossover modulus GX to allow for a more direct comparison.
At the peak in G′ or peak equivalent (Fig. 10a), G′t >G′′t for all
formulations except for the φ = 10%, which also shows by far
the strongest relative variation in SPP moduli at this point. We
note that the two composite formulations without a peak in G′

(i.e. the 1:1 and 1:2) show the least relative variation in the
time resolved moduli at their peak equivalent amplitude. At
the crossover point (Fig. 10b), the normalized time-dependent
moduli fall roughly along one of two trajectories: 1) a more
reduced trajectory (denoted by α in Fig. 10) traced by the φ

= 15%, 2:1, and 1:1 gels; and 2) a much more extended tra-
jectory (denoted by β in Fig. 10) traced by the φ = 10% and
1:2 gels. The first of these trajectories indicates that minimal
elastic recoil and backflow are occurring within the period,
since it is nearly completely in the first quadrant, while the
second has significant regions of both. The smaller relative
variations in the moduli through the first trajectory also sug-
gests that the yielding behavior overwhelms any non-linear
elasticity present in the gels, while the formulations which
follow the second trajectory may still experience some non-
linear elasticity in conjunction with yielding.
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FIG. 11. Comparison of the nematic order parameter S with the
strain γ under LAOS deformation across the 1-component and 2-
component gels at: a) the peak in G′ (or peak equivalent) and b) the
crossover point (i.e. G′ = G′′). The different colors denote the dif-
ferent gel formulations. The black arrows denote direction of curve
throughout the oscillation.

B. Comparison of Structural Measures

Moving to rheo-structural comparisons of the 1- and 2-
component gels, we first consider the shear-induced align-
ment (Fig. 11) as discussed in section III B 1, again focusing
on the peak in G′ (or peak equivalent) and the crossover am-
plitude. Looking at the peak amplitude (Fig. 11a) we see the
same v-shaped pattern, with a negligible hysteresis, seen in
the 1-component gels before yielding, directly linking the mi-
crostructural alignment to the strain imposed at these ampli-
tudes. The slopes are comparable in spite of the composition
and microstructural differences but the degree of alignment
attained and the point at which the materials yield or breaks
down vary across the different gels. Overall the addition of
second component seem to always decrease the capacity of
the gels structure to develop a pronounced degree of align-
ment, however this reduction seems similar across the differ-
ent mixtures.

FIG. 12. Time-resolved comparison of bond breakage (a) and
bond formation (b) as a function of the measured stress across
the 1-component and 2-component gels at the crossover point (i.e.
G′ = G′′). The different colors denote the different gel formulations.
The black arrows denote direction of curve throughout the oscilla-
tion.

At the crossover amplitude (Fig. 11b), S shows butterfly
shapes similar to those observed in the 1-component gels in
the same conditions (Fig. 6). The range in S appears to scale
inversely with the crossover modulus for all gels, i.e. gels
that remain stiffer upon yielding also tend to have a reduced
variation range of S over the cycle, except for the φ = 10%
1-component system, where instead S varies less compared
to the 2-component gels with total higher volume fraction.
Hence it seems that the addition of component 2, no mat-
ter in which percentage, always makes the gel structure more
able to align under shear. We note however that, while the
φ = 15% and 2:1 gels appear to have nearly the same tra-
jectory in Fig. 11 (bottom plot), the 1:2 2-component gel
appears to show significantly more alignment than the φ =
10% 1-component system, in spite of the similarity between
those two systems in both the time-averaged (Fig.8) and time-
resolved rheology (Fig.9b & Fig.10b). These observations,
therefore, suggest that the relative composition of the mixtures
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FIG. 13. Maps of the accumulated non-affine displacement between strain extrema (i.e. from γ = −γ0 to γ = γ0) at the crossover amplitude
(i.e. G′ = G′′) for the different 2-component gel formulations: a) φ1 = 10%+φ2 = 5%, b) φ1 = 10%+φ2 = 10%, and c) φ1 = 5%+φ2 = 10%.

in the composite gels, i.e. the relative amount of component 2
introduced over the same total volume fraction, can still lead
to different microstructures upon flow in a more subtle but po-
tentially significant way, that is not necessarily evident in the
macroscopic rheological signal.

When comparing bond breakage and formation (Fig.12) at
the crossover point of the amplitude sweeps (G′ = G′′), the
2-component gels display larger changes in the percentage of
bonds broken or formed each 1/100th of the period, which
may be due to the fact that overall the aggregates in the second
component are weaker by construction, due to weaker micro-
scopic interactions in the model (see Section II A). We note
that for the 2:1 gels, the statistics are only slightly larger than
the φ = 15% 1-component gel, however, as the relative amount
of component 2 is increased, the percentages of bonds both
broken and formed go up substantially. The bond breaking
and formation data clearly demonstrate that the 2:1 compos-
ite gel features a much higher amount of broken and formed
bonds with respect to the φ = 10% 1-component gel, suggest-
ing that this is the sources of the much higher degree of align-
ment shown in Fig. 11. This insight clarifies that the simi-
larity of the shapes of Lissajous curves (Fig. 9) may still cor-
respond to a pronounced structural difference, which may be
instead revealed by the time-dependent rheological analysis
showing a reduction of the trajectory in the Cole-Cole plot
upon yielding for the φ = 10% 1-component gel and an ex-
pansion, instead, for the 2:1 composite one (Fig. 10). Hence
such opposite trend could signal the markedly more dynami-

cal nature of the structures in the 2:1 composite gel. Finally,
we note that bond breaking and formation occurs at signifi-
cantly different stresses when changing the mixture composi-
tions, therefore demonstrating that the architecture of the gel
network in the component 1, which is significantly modified
by changing the relative amount of component 2 for the same
total volume fraction16, also changes the reconfigurability of
the gels.

The gel structures under shear and the accumulated non-
affine displacement in the 2-component gels are shown in
Fig.13, using the same conditions as defined in section III B 3.
The structures are all relatively uniform, consistent with the
fact that their total volume fractions are all the same as, or
larger than, the φ = 15% 1-component gel which showed a
similar, uniform structure for the same shear conditions. In-
terestingly, all of the 2-component gels show significantly
smaller values of the accumulated NAD (note that the color-
bar in Fig.13 runs from 0-10d, as opposed to 1-20d in Fig.7),
indicating that the more dynamical nature of the second com-
ponent, together with decreasing the non-linear elasticity and
providing more capability to align under shear, also favors
more affine behavior upon entering the flow regime. The 1:2
gel (Fig.13c) appears to feature the least nonaffine motion,
with only small portions showing any measurable NAD, in-
dicating that both the larger overall alignment (Fig.11b) and
bond breakage/formation (Fig.12b) just discussed may be at
the origin of this. Finally, we also note that the 1:1 gel
(Fig.13b) shows some layering perpendicular to the gradient
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direction, similar to that seen in the φ = 15% 1-component
gel, and more pronounced than in the 2:1 system (Fig.13a),
pointing to some differences possibly controlled by the dif-
ferent architecture of the network in component 1 in the two
mixtures.

C. Summary of 2-Component Gel Results

The rheology of the 2-component gels, and the evolution
of their structure upon yielding, appears to be the result of
two main causes. The first is the more dynamical nature of
the second component, which reduces non-linear elasticity,
increases the capacity to align under shear, which is associ-
ated to a much weaker presence of non-affine motion. The
majority of the behavior seen for both the 2:1 (φ1+2 = 15%)
and 1:1 (φ1+2 = 20%) gels, as they act as a natural, but more
dynamical, continuation of the pattern established for the 1-
component gels above (section III C). The second is the fact
that the architecture of the network in component 1 can be sig-
nificantly modified by changing the relative amount of com-
ponent 2 for the same total volume fraction, and this leads to
a number of changes observed when comparing the 1:2 (φ1+2
= 15%) gel to the 2:1. As the fraction of secondary compo-
nent increases, the stresses at which bonds break and form,
not only their total amount, change significantly, resulting in
qualitatively different rheological responses due to different
amount of alignment and characteristics in the nonaffine mo-
tion.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have performed numerical LAOS tests on model par-
ticulate gels, using coarse-grained nonequilibrium molecular
dynamics simulations. The gels investigated span a range of
different linear and non-linear behaviors when we change the
particle content and introduce a second component that can be
interspersed in the first network. We have complemented the
rheological analysis developed in29,32 specifically for LAOS
tests with an analysis that relies on microscopic observables
quantifying the statistics of bonds formed/broken during the
strain cycles, the overall bond alignment, and the non-affine
motion. Through this combination, we demonstrate the versa-
tility of the SPP approach and use the microscopic information
to confirm or deepen the insight provided by the SPP on the
changes in the material properties during the strain cycles. We
show the time-resolved SPP analysis is sensitive to changes of
the gel network architectures, well beyond the averaged mod-
uli amplitude, and, through the coarse-grained molecular dy-
namics simulations, we identify the microscopic sources of
nonlinear elastic and plastic behaviors, clarifying in which de-
formation regimes they can lead to specific consequences for
the rheological signals.

When analyzing the gels made of one component, we have
found that relatively small changes of the modulus in the lin-
ear regime, due to a change in the particle volume fraction,
may correspond to dramatic differences in the way the mate-

rials yield. In particular, for gels that are initially weaker and
more sparsely connected, large deformations can be accumu-
lated with negligible bond breaking but significant nonaffine
motion before yielding, which also persist in sparse regions as
they start to flow, and feature pronounced nonlinear elasticity
and capacity to align under shear. Gels that are denser, and
more homogeneous to start with, tend instead to significantly
reconfigure their structural networks, via bond breaking and
formation, to yield, with more pronounced plastic behavior as
they start to flow. The microscopic plastic processes are also
the main source, in these cases, of pronounced alignment of
the structures to the shear flow and of nonaffine motion. As a
consequence, the nonaffine motion spacial maps seem less af-
fected by the structural heterogeneities in the gel architecture,
which appears predominant in the softer and less dense gels,
and are rather reminiscent of flow instabilities, such as shear
banding, which may be mainly controlled by the geometry of
the flow. These observations and the analysis performed here
provide therefore potentially useful hints to design the nonlin-
ear rheological response of gel materials.

A broader range of rheological properties can be obtained
by varying the gel composition by adding a second compo-
nent. The rheological response of these composite gels is
determined of course by the physical chemistry of the two
components, however recent experiments have demonstrated
that the relative compositions of the mixtures can drastically
modify those effects, due to the role played by the differ-
ent gel architectures16. Our combination of the time-resolved
SPP analysis with the microscopic information provided by
the simulations highlights that the introduction of a second,
more dynamical, component, interspersed in the first net-
work, dramatically change the rheological response primarily
by reducing the nonlinear elasticity and promoting more re-
configurable and homogeneous micristructures upon yielding,
where the nonaffine motion is significantly reduced. However,
the effect of the second component may be modified by the
architecture of the first gel networks, as we find that denser
gels of the first component lead to composite gels that re-
main more elastic and are much less able to align under flow
conditions. On the contrary, when the first network is more
sparse and dilute, the second component leads to much more
dynamical and reconfigurable structures that can follow more
effectively the imposed deformation through relatively easier
bond breaking and formation. We have produced maps of the
magnitude of the accumulated non-affine displacements be-
tween the strain-extrema during the oscillations, which can
give hints of when and where these materials may be prone
to flow localization. The data suggest that the addition of the
second component may promote flow localization along the
gradient direction under shear, but also that this is a combined
effect of the presence of the second component and the topol-
ogy of the first network structure. Similar type of topological
effects have been highlighted in experiments and simulations
of the linear properties of such composite gels16 and our re-
sults here elucidate how such features persist and affect the
non-linear regime, with consequences for yielding and flow.

The scope of the work discussed here is to demonstrate
how combining microscopic simulations with LAOS tests and
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the time-resolved rheological analysis provided by the SPP
can help gain new, deeper insight into the way particulate
gel microstructures respond to large cyclic shear deformation,
to predict shear induced restructuring, shear localization and
failure. Future work will expand this approach to study mem-
ory, fatigue, and thixotropy.
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