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The viscosity of the suspension consisting of fine particles dispersed in a Newtonian
liquid diverges close to the jamming packing fraction. The contact microstructure
in suspensions governs this macroscopic behavior in the vicinity of jamming through
a frictional contact network (FCN). FCN is composed of mechanical load-bearing
contacts that lead to the emergence of rigidity near the jamming transition. The
stress transmission and network topology, in turn, depend sensitively on constraints
on the relative motion of the particles. Despite their significance, predicting the
FCN, especially close to jamming conditions, remains challenging due to experimen-
tal and computational impediments. This study introduces a cost-effective machine
learning approach to predict the FCN using a graph neural network (GNN), which
inherently captures hidden features and underlying patterns in dense suspension by
mapping interparticle interactions. Employing a variation of GNN called the Deep
Graph Convolutional Network (DeepGCN) trained on data-driven simulations, this
study demonstrates robust generalization and extrapolation capabilities, accurately
predicting FCNs in systems with divergent flow parameters and phase spaces, despite
each being trained exclusively on a single condition. The study covers a wide range of
phase space, from semi-dilute to jammed states, spanning transient to steady states,
while systematically varying parameters such as shear stress (oyy), packing fraction
(¢) and sliding and rolling friction ({ps, itr}). The results of this research pave the
way for innovative transferable techniques in predicting the properties of particulate

systems, offering new avenues for advancement in material science and related fields.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Particulate suspensions, consisting of solid particles dispersed in a liquid medium, are
ubiquitous in natural and industrial contexts. Examples range from everyday materials
such as paints, concrete, food products, and pharmaceuticals to complex natural systems,
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including blood flow, mudflow, and laval™*. During the last decade, a unifying framework

has emerged, linking the physics of dense non-Brownian suspensions with dry granular rhe-
ology®®. The key insight is that, under large deformations, the lubrication film between
non-Brownian particles ruptures, leading to the formation of direct frictional contacts that
share similarities with dry granular materials”® 4. Further studies have extended this un-
derstanding to the emergence of a frictional contact network (FCN) in dense suspensions,
drawing parallels to classical two-dimensional granular material experiments by Behringer

and coworkers!® 2!,

The suspension of interest in this study ranges from semi-dilute to dense systems near
jamming. As the volume fraction ¢ increases, the viscosity increases, eventually diverging as
volume fraction ¢ approaches the frictional jamming limit ¢, > ?°. The frictional jamming
point ¢ is influenced by various particle surface properties, including roughness, shape,
interfacial chemistry, and particle size distribution, among other factors™®11:2630  Recogniz-
ing the critical role of ¢/; in dense suspension rheology, numerous experimental studies have

29732 and interfacial chemistry?®3338. Fun-

explored ways to manipulate surface morphology
damentally, these surface modifications alter the “effective friction” by imposing constraints
on the relative motion between particles, including translational, rotational, and twisting

modesS11:26,39

The picture that emerges is that the constraints on relative motion stabilize the load-
bearing force network, thereby enhancing the correlated motion'*°. In addition to that,
these particle-level contacts give rise to large-scale force and contact networks that resist
large deformations*!. Recently, network science tools have been employed to characterize
the statistical properties of frictional force and contact networks and to correlate them with
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the rheological behavior of suspensions . Studies on dry granular materials and dense

42,43,51

suspensions further suggest that the network space orthogonal to particle space may

hold the key to establishing a statistical mechanics framework for out-of-equilibrium systems.

Given this, significant efforts have been made to deduce interparticle forces utilizing



both experimental and numerical approaches'®5?54, In dry granular materials, most studies
employ the photoelastic technique to visualize the force chain network and measure the dis-
tribution of contact forces and particle stresses'®. However, only a few efforts have been able

5557 The application of these techniques to dense

to extend to three-dimensional systems
suspensions presents additional difficulties due to the small particle size (R < 1u)m. The
state-of-the-art techniques for generating 3D experimental contact networks involve using
a photopolymer /initiator-doped suspension system to “freeze” the microstructure during

shear32’58’59.

However, this method faces limitations, including competition between the
photopolymerization protocol and suspension inertia when applied stress is removed. Fur-
thermore, the cost and toxicity of the chemicals used in model suspension systems and
photopolymers/initiators pose further challenges. Beyond these experimental constraints, it
remains difficult to precisely define direct frictional contacts between small non-Brownian
particles - and consequently to predict the contact network -°%. Although force and contact
networks are more readily accessible in discrete particulate simulations, calculating inter-
particle interactions (such as lubrication, repulsion, and contact friction) requires highly
efficient algorithms and parallel computing methods, particularly for larger system sizes
close to jammed conditions. This makes simulations computationally expensive and time-

consuming®’-6!,

With the rapid advancement of data-driven approaches, there is a growing interest in

applying these techniques in fluid mechanics, material science, and soft matter systems® 7.

1., offer potential advan-

Graph neural networks (GNNs), first introduced by Scarselli et a
tages over traditional techniques. It eliminates the need for handcrafted features by learning
directly from the input microstructure and effectively modeling complex interactions and de-
pendencies between particles, capturing both local and global structural information. Then,
the complex patterns and hidden features learned from the input data sets are utilized to
predict unseen behavior or properties. Despite their success in other soft matter systems,
the use of GNNs to predict the properties of suspensions or granular materials is still emerg-
ing. Mandal et al. demonstrated the scalability of GNN in predicting the contact network
in dry granular materials™. However, their model required extensive training and exhibited
significant accuracy drops when extrapolating to unseen packing fractions or future strain

conditions. Similarly, Li et al. applied GNN for edge classification to estimate contact forces

in 2D frictionless bidisperse granular materials at various pressure levels and volumetric mix-



ing ratio”™. However, the highest accuracy they achieved (90%) is restricted to low-pressure
conditions. Recently, we introduced a machine learning framework that leverages the inter-
connected nature of graph structures to predict suspension properties”. This GNN model
demonstrated both scalability and robustness, achieving over 98% accuracy in predicting
frictional contact networks (FCNs) across different stress levels, particle sizes, and volumet-
ric mixing ratios, even when trained under conditions significantly different from its initial

training scenarios.

This study utilizes the proposed GNN framework to predict the frictional contact net-
work (FCN) without requiring explicit knowledge of interparticle forces, as it only needs
information about the relative distance of neighboring particles’. Since the rheology and
associated contact network are governed by externally applied shear stress and particle
surface properties, we further demonstrate that the recently proposed GNN method can
successfully extrapolate the FCN to unseen datasets, even in jammed conditions. This work
provides a comprehensive analysis of FCN predictions across a broad spectrum of suspen-
sions, ranging from semi-dilute to dense systems, by systematically varying key physical and
processing parameters. These include the packing fraction (phi), shear stress (sigmasextxy),
and constraints on relative motion, namely sliding mug and rolling mu,. frictions, all under
steady-state conditions. We further show that for a given set of material parameters and
the applied shear stress, the GNN model can predict future steady-state conditions—even
training the machine exclusively on transient data. To develop a mechanistic understanding
of dense suspension flow, the rheological and microstructural results obtained from extensive
simulations that span a wide parameter space are presented. Unlike dry granular materials,
two particles in contact (i.e., with finite non-zero overlap) in dense suspensions do not nec-
essarily engage in frictional contact. This distinction is critical, as a normal force below a
critical threshold normal force might still not activate the tangential frictional force® ™. The
GNN model presented here is based on node classification to determine whether the two
particles are in frictional contact. This classification enables the identification of particles
that contribute to the formation of FCN without requiring explicit knowledge of the mag-
nitude of the normal force or whether it exceeds the critical threshold or the critical force
itself. Additionally, this approach provides insight into the structure of the predicted FCN.
The proposed method demonstrates a high degree of agreement with the FCN structures

derived from simulation results across a wide range of configurations. Ultimately, the find-

4



ings presented in this study offer a pathway to enhance the visualization of FCN, predict
rheological properties, and analyze the microstructure of particulate systems. Finally, this
approach addresses the challenges of traditional methods by achieving robust performance

with limited training data, moderate computational resources, and reduced processing time.

1II. METHODS

Simulating suspensions: To simulate dense suspensions, the Lubrication Flow-Discrete
Element Method (LF-DEM), which integrates lubrication flow (LF) for hydrodynamic inter-
actions with the discrete element (DEM) for contact force modeling, commonly used in dry
granular materials, is employed”? 15780 In our recent publications, we have demonstrated
that the simulated suspensions in two- and three dimensions using this approach exhibit
a comparable rheological response, provided the packing fraction ¢ is appropriately scaled
relative to the jamming packing fraction ¢;**7". To systematically explore the recently pro-
posed GNN method®!, the simple-shear flow of non-Brownian frictional spheres immersed
in a Newtonian fluid is simulated. Given the Stokes flow regime, the particles obey the

overdamped equation of motion:

—

0= Fu(X,0)+ Fo(X) (1)

where X and U denote the particle position and velocities, respectively. Here, ﬁH, ﬁc
correspond to the hydrodynamic and contact forces, respectively. The hydrodynamic force
calculations include both two-body lubrication forces and one-body Stokes drag. The leading
term in calculating the lubrication forces diverges as 1/h, where h is the surface-to-surface

710,11,26,79.82 it is assumed that lu-

distance between particles. Following previous studies
brication breakdown occurs below hp,/a = 0.001, where a is the radius of the smaller
particle. To account for this, lubrication forces are regularized below h,;,, allowing particles
to form direct contacts. The contact force is modeled using the traditional Cundall & Strack
approach®® and the algorithm by Luding®*. Specifically, contact forces are represented by
linear springs and are activated only when §®) = a; + a; — |r; — ;| > 0.

For a given particle pair (4, j) with overlap ¢ and a unit vector n connecting their centers,

normal contact F'cy, sliding friction force F¢ r, sliding friction torque T'cr, and rolling
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friction torque T'c g are calculated using the following:

ngj) = kné(i’j)nij , (2&)

FE7 = kg (2b)

T = am;; x F&) (2¢)
C,T iTij T »

The unit vector n;; = (r;—7;)/|r;—7;| points from the particle j to i, with a;; = 2a,a;/(a; +
a;j) denoting the reduced radius. Fgﬁ) = kww(i’j ) is a quasi-force and is used exclusively for
computing the torque ng Here, k,, k; and k, denote spring constants for the normal,
sliding, and rolling, respectively. Both sliding and rolling frictions obey Coulomb’s friction
laws, i.e., ]Fgff) < ,ulegf\“ and |F8%{) < ur]ngg\, where i, and p, are sliding and rolling
friction coefficients, respectively.

Finally, the total contact force and torque are calculated as follows:

P = P+ P .
Tg’j) = a;inj X Fogia + ainig X Feon - (3b)

Here ng())ll only contributes to the calculation of torque and hence the torque equation and

does not contribute to the force equation. The rate dependence is incorporated through the
Critical Load Model (CLM), in which the normal force must exceed the critical force Fj
to activate interparticle frictions {us, i1, }. This critical force defines a characteristic stress
scale, 0y = Fy/a*which is used to nondimensionalize the shear stress.

The simulation consists of an assembly of N = 400 non-Brownian bidisperse particles
within a unit cell, employing Lees-Edwards periodic boundary conditions. The system
comprises an equal volume of small particles (radius a) and large particles (radius 1.4a),
a choice that prevents crystallization while yielding rheological behavior consistent with
experimental observations?11?%. Simulations are performed under constant shear stress, re-
sulting in a fluctuating shear rate 4(t). The relative viscosity in steady state is computed
as n-(t) = o /noy(t), with ny being the viscosity of the suspension liquid.

To train the model, the necessary dataset is generated by running simulations over a
range of controlled parameters, specifically at fixed values of packing fraction (¢), applied

shear stress (oyy), sliding friction coefficient (ys) and rolling friction coefficient ..
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Machine Learning Method: In this study, we employed a variant of the Graph Convo-
lutional Neural Network (GCN) known as the Deep Graph Convolutional Neural Network
(DeepGCN), introduced by Li et al.®®¢. This advanced architecture incorporates residual
and dense connections, allowing deeper and more robust training of graph-based models
compared to traditional algorithms. The schematic of the GNN training process has been
depicted in Figure 1. To train the GNN model, after generation of the necessary config-
urations, using LF-DEM simulation the information of each configuration consisting of all
particles in suspension is transformed into the graph, treating particles as nodes that include
particle radii. We then draw edges (e;;) between particles representing their interactions;
these edges, termed edge attributes, include the distance between particles (73;), the x and
y components of the vector rj, and the sine and cosine of the angle rj; forms with the
flow direction. Here, we focus only on the frictional contacts between the particles. After
converting datasets into graph representations, they are fed into the DeepGCN. The Deep-
GCN model consists of IV, layers with residual connections (ResGCN) incorporated. In each
layer, the feature vector of a node is updated via a message-passing process that aggregates
information from neighboring nodes and connected edges within the graph. The detailed

equation of DeepGCN is provided in the following equations:

y=h{"0 4+ Y FETY Y ) (4)
ueN (v)

Here, hq(,l) is the updated node feature or hidden state for node v at layer I, N'(v) de-
notes the neighborhood of node v, i.e., the set of nodes connected to v, f is a function that
takes as input the features of neighboring nodes i.e., RS and AY7Y and their edge features
euv, concatenating the node and edge features and applying non-linear aggregation function
(Softmax). The output is then processed through a residual connection, adding the original
node features h! back to the result of the graph convolutional operation. This approach
helps address vanishing gradient problems, facilitating the training of deep networks. Sub-
sequently, after normalization, a nonlinear activation function, Relu, is applied to the output
to introduce non-linearity, thereby enhancing the model’s ability to learn. Finally, a linear
function will be applied to the output to calculate the probability of each particle, indicating
its participation in the FCN. This is a node classification task and the model output is one

of the two possibilities, that is, the particle is in frictional contact (1) or not (0). During
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training, we assessed the disparity between predicted and actual probability distributions
of classes using a function called Binary Cross Entropy(BCE) (details are available here).
Figure 2 illustrates the training process as a function of epoch. The optimum goal is to
minimize the loss value, reflecting efficient learning®”. Here, accuracy is defined as the total

8i.e. correctly

number of correctly classified particles (both true positives and true negatives®
identify them whether they are in frictional contact or not) divided by the total number of
particles in each configuration. However, the prediction results reported in the paper are
the average prediction accuracy over the number of examples (configurations). To improve
accuracy, Adam Optimizer with a learning rate of 0.005 is used to reduce the loss value in
the training set. The early stop technique is used to stop the training process when the
loss value does not reduce after 15 epochs by saving the last iteration parameters at which
the loss is minimum. The training data set includes 320 graphs (80% of the dataset), while
a set of 80 configurations (20% of the dataset) was utilized to validate the performance of
the model. The model’s hyperparameters are selected based on optimal performance on
a validation set, comprising configurations not present in the training set. Subsequently,
we assess the model’s performance on a separate and independent test set beyond the ini-
tial training setting. All the models were trained with only two layers, demonstrating that
shallow message-passing with immediate neighbors is sufficient for individual particles to
effectively capture the suspension’s hidden patterns. Further details about the details of

machine learning technique and training process are documented in our previous study®.

III. RESULTS

Recent studies have established that the rheology of dense frictional particle suspensions is
governed by the packing fraction ¢, applied shear stress o, and constraints on relative particle
motion (i, p,) %278 thus making the suspension rheology a highly non-linear function of
o, 0, s, . The following section first presents the rheological and microstructural properties
of suspensions obtained from the simulations under fixed shear stress, systematically varying
the key parameters. The rheological response is represented using the steady-state relative
viscosity 7., while the microstructure is characterized by the mean frictional coordination
number Z,,. Additionally, visualizations of the frictional contact network (FCN), highlighting

only the non-rattlers, i.e., particles with at least one contact, are presented. Following this,


https://pytorch.org/docs/master/generated/torch.nn.BCEWithLogitsLoss.html#torch.nn.BCEWithLogitsLoss

we demonstrate the robustness of the GNN model in accurately predicting the FCN for
parameter combinations not included in its initial training set, showcasing its capability for

generalization beyond the training conditions.

Predictions for packing fraction ¢ and shear stress o: Figure 3 presents the rheological
and microstructural properties of suspensions as a function of the packing fraction ¢ for
various values of dimensionless shear stress o/0y. Figures 3 a and b display the relative
viscosity 7, and frictional coordination number Z,, respectively, for interparticle friction
coefficients {yus, pr} = {0.5,0}. As expected, both 7, and Z, increase with ¢, with the
dependence being strongly sensitive to the applied dimensionless stress o/gg. Notably, at
{¢,0/00} = {0.8,100}, the suspension approaches a nearly shear-jammed state, indicated
by nearly diverging viscosity and Z,, ~ 3, which corresponds to the isostatic condition in
2D, In contrast, suspensions with other combinations of {¢, c/d¢} are in the flowing state.
Now we raise an important question: can the GNN model accurately predict the FCN in the
nearly jammed state ({¢,0/00} = {0.8,100}) when solely trained on data from the flowing
regime? For instance, can it generalize from lower packing fractions at the same stress level
(0/09 = 100), to accurately infer frictional contacts at higher packing fractions ¢, especially
¢ =0.87

Next, we demonstrate that such predictions are indeed possible. Figure 4 presents the
FCN prediction results for suspensions at different values of ¢, while maintaining a constant
applied shear stress o/cg. Figures 4a and b display the prediction accuracies when the
GNN model is trained under two different conditions: at fixed ¢ = 0.70 and ¢ = 0.80,
respectively. The blue highlighted region in both figures indicates the ¢ value at which the
model is trained. Different symbols represent the prediction results for a fixed value of o /oy,
as mentioned in the legend. For instance, the blue crosses in Fig. 4 a correspond to the
prediction results when the model is trained at fixed ¢ = 0.7, /09 = 100 and predicted the
FCN for higher ¢ values up to 0.8, while keeping o /0 constant at 100. The model classifies
the particles contributing to the formation of the FCN by determining whether they are in
frictional contact. Accordingly, the reported accuracy is defined as the ratio of correctly
classified particles to the total number of particles. Figures. 4c-n provide visualizations of
both trained and predicted frictional contact networks (FCNs). In each case, the left panels
(Figs. 4 ¢, g, k and e, j, m) display snapshots of the suspension systems, where all particles

are shown with solid colors representing particle radii, and misclassified particles highlighted



in red. The right panels depict the corresponding FCN structures (e.g., Figs. 4d to Figs. 4c).
Here, the frictional contacts are represented by black lines, and only particles with at least
one frictional contact (non-rattlers) are shown. The rows correspond to different applied
shear stresses at which the GNN model was trained. Figures 4c and d show validation results
for a model trained at a fixed condition ¢, /0y = 0.7, 5, tested on an unseen configuration
at ¢ = 0.8 at the same stress o/0y = 5, Figs. 4g—j and Figs. 4k—n correspond to training at
o/oy = 50 and 100, respectively. Remarkably, despite significant differences in rheological
behavior, the GNN model conditioned at a relatively semi-dilute condition (¢ = 0.70 and
o/oy = 100) predicts the FCN for near-jammed conditions (¢ = 0.80 and ¢/0¢ = 100) with
over 97% accuracy. Note the highly anisotropic network for the training condition (¢ = 0.70
and /o9 = 100, Fig. 4i) with frictional contacts mostly along the compressive direction,
while the predicted network ((¢ = 0.80 and o /0y = 100), Fig. 4n) is less anisotropic with
percolating contacts along both compressive and tensile directions. This trend is consistent
across other models conditioned at a fixed o /0g = 5, 10, and 50. Interestingly, models trained
at ¢ = 0.80 for varying o/oy values can also extrapolate FCNs for semidilute conditions.
However, a slight reduction in accuracy is observed for models trained at lower stresses (o /0
= 5 and 10) compared to higher stresses (0/0¢y = 50 and 100) (Fig. 4b). This discrepancy
likely arises from microstructural differences between ¢ = 0.70 and ¢ = 0.80: as ¢ approaches
jamming, the system becomes increasingly dense, forming a percolating contact network in

both directions with reduced anisotropy.

We have demonstrated that the GNN can successfully predict the frictional contact net-
work, even when trained under free-flowing conditions with variations in applied stress and
packing fraction. In the rest of this study, we focus on the {¢, us, pt.} parameter space,
eliminating stress dependence by considering the limit o/0y — oo (setting Fy = 0). We
tune the normal stiffness k, to ensure that the average overlap remains below 0.5% of the

particle radius a, thereby maintaining the system in the rigid limit%°!.

Predictions for Sliding Friction ps:  Next, we investigate the prediction of the force chain
network across various combinations of {¢, us}. Figures Ha and b depict the rheological
response and the frictional coordination number of suspensions as a function of sliding
friction ps for various packing fractions ¢. Consistent with the prior studies, we observe

9-11,33,89

an increase in 7, with pug Here, the color code represents the low (us < 0.05),

intermediate (0.05 < ps < 2) and high friction (us > 2) regimes. Notably, 1, remains largely
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insensitive to u, in the low- and high-friction limits, with the most pronounced increase
occurring in the intermediate friction regime. Figure 5b presents the evolution of Z, with
1 for various packing fractions ¢. The observed trend is expected, as friction enhances the
load-bearing capacity of contacts, preventing buckling of the contact network under shear.
Consequently, 7, increases with u, for a fixed ¢, as seen in Fig. ba. 7, for packing fraction
¢ = 0.8 essentially diverges for u, > 0.5, with Z nearly equal to the isostatic condition
Ziso = 3. This behavior aligns with findings from three-dimensional studies in both dense
suspensions®*¥2 and dry granular systems”®. Despite the complex rheological behavior, the

GNN model exhibits remarkable robustness, successfully predicting the FCN even under

conditions that extend well beyond its initial training regime.

Figure 6a illustrates the prediction accuracy of the FCN for unseen configurations, where
the model is trained solely at a fixed packing fraction (¢ = 0.70,0.76,0.80) and a low friction
coefficient (ps = 0.01), and then tested across a range of u, values up to 10. Conversely,
Fig. 6b presents the test precision for the GNN model when trained at a high friction
coefficient (us = 10) for different packing fractions. In both cases, the GNN model achieves
remarkable accuracy, exceeding 98%. Notably, since the suspension at ¢ = 0.80 and ps > 0.5
are in a shear-jammed state, the model for ¢ = 0.8 was trained at ps = 0.5. Figures 6 c-
j provide visual representations of the FCN for both the training and prediction cases.
Figures. 6¢ and d illustrate an example of a validation set where the model trained at a fixed
{¢, us} ={0.7,0.01}. Meanwhile, Figs. 6e and f are visualizations for a tested configuration
at the same ¢ = 0.70 but for us = 10. Here, Fig. 6¢ shows the complete suspension system,
including all particles, while the right panel (Fig. 6d) displays the FCN, highlighting only
particles with at least one frictional contact. Similarly, Figs. 6(g-j) show the same as (c-f)
but trained at {¢ = 0.80, = 0.01} and tested at us = 0.5 (Figs. 6(i-j)). The results in
Figs. 6a and b underscore the robustness of the GNN in the extrapolation of the FCN despite
the substantial variations in the microstructure due to frictional effects. Remarkably, the
model trained under the nearly frictionless case is capable of accurately predicting FCNs
even in highly frictional, mnear jammed states, and vice versa, demonstrating its strong
generalization capability across a wide parameter space.

Predictions for Rolling Friction p,.: Next, we examine the ability of our GNN model
to predict the FCN for particles with rolling friction pu,, a crucial factor in modeling real-

life suspensions with adhesive surface chemistries and/or “rough” particle shapes!!26:39:94,
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Figure 7 presents the relative viscosity 7, and the frictional coordination number Z,, as
a function of p, for {4, us} = {0.7,0.5}. As shown, even small values of p, significantly
impact 7, and z,, particularly for 1, > 0.1, emphasizing the strong dependence of suspension
behavior on rolling friction. Notably, for u,. > 0.5, the suspension reaches a shear-jammed
state even at a relatively low packing fraction (¢ = 0.7), highlighting the critical role of
rolling friction. The frictional coordination number initially increases with rolling friction
for p, < 0.2, similar to the behavior observed for Z,, as a function of u, (Fig. 5). However,
for a higher value of p,, a slight decrease in Z,, is observed. This could be attributed to
the increase in the number of rattlers with rolling friction, and such a system could reach
a jammed state with a significant fraction of non-load-bearing particles. Similar behavior
has been reported by Santos et al.® in three-dimensional granular simulations with rolling
friction.

Figure 8a shows the FCN prediction accuracy across different values of p, with the
GNN model trained at zero rolling friction (blue) or a small (but finite) rolling friction
tr = 0.01 (red). As shown, the model can successfully extrapolate the FCN for p, values
ranging from 0 to 0.5 when trained at ps = 0.5, g, = 0 or 0.01. We do not examine
cases with p, > 0.5as the suspension enters a shear-jammed state beyond this threshold.
Figures 8b and c illustrate the validation results for the training condition (u, = 0), while
Figs. 8d-e and Figs. 8f-g show the model’s extrapolation capabilities for p, = 0.01, u, = 0.5,
respectively. For p,. = 0, the particles experience only sliding friction (us = 0.5). In contrast,
the combination of {us, 1} = {0.5,0.5} can be representative of a suspension composed of
either faceted particles or those with extreme asperities!!?, leading to a highly anisotropic
state approaching jammed.

These findings demonstrated the ability of the model to generalize across physically dis-
tinct suspensions. It can be extended comprehensively by manipulating { s, .}, facilitating
a rapid and efficient acquisition of information on the contact information of particles and
FCN, and capturing various real-world scenarios where a multitude of grains with different
types of friction coexist.

Prediction for Future Strains(v): Up to this point, all predictions have been based on
training and prediction conditions within a dynamic steady state. Next, we explore a more
intriguing question: Are predictions for a future condition possible? In other words, can we

predict the steady-state condition based on transients? This is crucial for simulations since
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simulating the transients is less computationally expensive than simulating the suspension
until the full steady-state. Accurately capturing FCN at each time step in an evolving sus-
pension system is essential for identifying transient behavior, ensuring physical consistency,
and obtaining insights into the eventual steady state. Figure 9 presents the relative vis-
cosity 7, and the average frictional coordination number Z, as a function of strain v. As
shown, the suspension remains in the transient regime up to approximately v ~ 0.35. Be-
yond v 2 0.45, it reaches a fluctuating steady state, where both viscosity and coordination

number are constant within their inherent fluctuations.

Figure 10a illustrates the test accuracy of extrapolation of the FCN at strains well be-
yond the original training conditions. Figures 10b-e provide visual representations of the
predictions encompassing transient and steady-state with Fig. 10b, validation snapshot for
the training condition (y = 0.04), Figs. 10c to e, tested for v = 0.1, 1, and 5, respectively.
As shown, despite being trained only on initial time steps, v = 0.04, where the suspen-
sion remains in a transient regime, the model successfully predicts FCN for suspensions at
subsequent strains, accurately capturing both transient and steady-state behaviors with a
remarkable prediction accuracy exceeding 96%. Moreover, when the model is trained at a
steady state condition (y = 1), its predictive capabilities improve for future strains. The
slight variations in accuracy in this scenario can be attributed to the inherent fluctuations
observed in suspension under fixed shear stress, as shown in Fig. 9. These results underscore
the efficiency of the model in capturing microstructure dynamics from the initial transients.
Initially, the FCN is composed of linear friction contact chains, but as the suspension reaches
the steady state, it forms loops, as illustrated in 10b-e. Moreover, the prediction results are
directly influenced by the training conditions, as reflected in the evolving microstructure.
Note that training at very small strains (¢ < 0.04) is not physically feasible due to the lack
of enough particles in frictional contacts in suspension (Figure 9). Overall, these findings
demonstrate the robustness of the model in predicting the FCN at future strains. Given
the high computational cost of resolving interparticle interactions during the transition to
steady state, this model presents a promising approach for future applications, potentially

reducing reliance on expensive parallel computing methods.
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IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This study introduced a DeepGNN-based model capable of accurately capturing the
frictional contact network (FCN) structure in suspensions without explicit knowledge of
interparticle forces. Although many data-driven algorithms struggle to extrapolate beyond
training conditions, our approach leverages simulation data to overcome this limitation.
The results demonstrate that the proposed DeepGCN model is a robust tool for inferring
intricate interparticle interactions and underlying patterns, enabling the extrapolation of
FCN to conditions far from the initial training settings. Remarkably, the model requires
only particle radius and the relative distance of the particles as input, yet it generalizes to
predict the FCNs across a wide range of conditions, including variations in surface roughness
(s, pir), strain (), and packing fraction (¢) with various shear stresses (oyy), while each is
trained at a single fixed value. This generalization capability allows the model to capture
the key parameters affecting rheological behavior and microstructural evolution, including
transitions from transient to steady state. Furthermore, the model exhibits strong robustness
across diverse conditions and parameter space, from idealized smooth particles to those with

extreme roughness, spanning semi-dilute to near-jammed regimes.

Although this study focuses on a suspension system with spherical particles and a given
particle size distribution, the proposed approach presents a powerful and generalizable frame-
work for rapid and cost-effective predictions in a wide range of particulate systems. These in-
clude dry granular materials, complex suspensions such as particles with polymer brushes”,

98-101

dense fiber suspensions®”, and colloidal systems . Beyond suspensions, this method holds

significant potential for predicting properties in complex engineering materials, including

102,103

polymers to foster innovation for polymer discovery , which can be further studied for

104,105 where the bulk property

the prediction of polymer blends and composites properties
emerges from intricate multi-scale interactions of their diverse components. This versa-
tile method can be extended to three-dimensional and real-world systems for optimization
processes, real-time applications, and quantitative property predictions before engaging in
costly simulation or experimentation. By bridging the gap between computational efficiency

and physical accuracy, this approach opens new avenues for designing and understanding

complex particulate systems.
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FIG. 1. Schematic for the simulation process and the prediction of Frictional Contact Network
(FCN) Using Deep Graph Convolutional Neural Network (DeepGCN). Initially, configurations
are generated by the LF-DEM method, where particles obey Stokes flow (Eq. (1)). Then the
configurations including the information of all particles (either in frictional contacts or not) are
transformed into graphs readable for GNN where particles and the interparticle interactions are
represented by nodes and edges, respectively. The graphs contain particle radius and relative
distance between particles as node feature (h,) and edge attributes (e,u), respectively. Next,
they are processed into residual graph convolution layers where nodes are updated through the
message passing process using information of neighborhood nodes and edges. After normalization,
a non-linear activation function (ReLU) applies to improve the model’s understanding of complex
underlying particle relationships. Then, a final linear layer classifies nodes to a specific class,
whether a particle participates in the formation of FCN or not. Misclassified particles by the
model, either incorrectly identified as part of the FCN or excluded when they should be included,

are highlighted in red.
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FIG. 2. Model Training Process for FCN Prediction. An illustrative example of a model
trained at ¢ = 0.7 and o/09 = 5, using a dataset of 320 graphs for training and 80 graphs
for validation. As the loss value decreases over epochs, the prediction accuracy correspondingly
improves. The training has been implemented using only two hidden layers with hidden dimensions

set to 64. The process stops using the early stop technique that prevents overfitting.
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simulations are performed for interparticle friction {us, ur} = {0.5,0}.
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FIG. 5. Rheological and structural behavior of suspensions from simulations as a function of
sliding friction ps for different values of packing fractions ¢. (a) Relative viscosity 7, and (b)

average frictional coordination number Z,. The color code reflect low, intermediate, and high

friction regimes (from left to right).
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FIG. 6. Test Accuracy for the prediction of frictional contact network (FCN) for suspensions at
various values of sliding frictions (us) and fixed packing fractions (¢). (a) the models are trained at
a fixed value of s = 0.01 and ¢ = 0.7, 0.76, and 0.8 separately and evaluated for the extrapolation
up to ps = 10, (b) the test accuracy results when the models are trained separately on ¢ = 0.7,
0.76 and pus = 10. Notably the suspension is shear-jammed at ¢ = 0.8 for us > 0.5 so the model

for ¢ = 0.8 trained at pus = 0.5. (c-f) display visualizations for the prediction of FCN when the

model is trained at fixed ps = 0.01 and ¢ = 0.7 (c-d) the validation and (e-f) tested for the
extrapolation of unseen configurations at us = 10 under the same ¢. (c) is depicting all particles
and (d) participating particles along their frictional contact network in suspension. (g-j) is the

same as (c-f) but for when the model is conditioned at ¢ = 0.8.
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FIG. 8. Prediction of frictional contact network (FCN) for suspensions at various values of rolling
frictions (u,) at fixed packing fraction ¢ = 0.7. (a) Test accuracy results when the model is trained
at pr = 0 (blue) or u, = 0.01 (red). Notably the suspension is in a shear-jammed state for p, >
0.5. (b-g) Visualizations of predictions for the model trained at p, = 0 and fixed ¢ = 0.70 with
(b-c) validation at p, = 0, (d-e) and (f-g) tested for the extrapolation of unseen configurations at
ur = 0.01 and 0.5. (b, d, f) are depicting all the particles and (c, e, g) participating particles along

their frictional contact network in the suspension.
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FIG. 9. (a) Relative viscosity 7, and average frictional coordination number Z, of suspensions
as a function of strain . The suspension spends a short period of time in the transient regime

(v £ 0.35) before reaching a dynamic steady-state v 2 0.45. Here, the simulation is performed at

¢ = 0.76, and {:U'SHU'T} = {0570}
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FIG. 10. Prediction of frictional contact network (FCN) for future strains () in suspension. (a)
Test accuracy results for prediction of the FCN when the model is trained at transient, v = 0.04
(blue) or steady state, v = 1 (red). (b-e) Visualization of the predictions for the model trained
at v = 0.04 with (b) validation for training condition, (c-e) tested for unseen configurations at
v = 0.1, 1, and 5, respectively. While the model is trained at transient condition (y = 0.04), it
demonstrated extrapolation of a wide range of strains, capturing FCN transient (y < 0.35) and

steady-state v 2 0.45. Here, the simulations are performed at ¢ = 0.76, and {us, -} = {0.5,0}.
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