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Impact-induced hardening in dense frictional suspensions
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We numerically study the impact-induced hardening in dense suspensions. We employ
the lattice Boltzmann method and perform simulations of dense suspensions under impacts,
which incorporate the contact between suspended particles with the free surface of the
suspension. Our simulation for a free-falling impactor on a dense suspension reproduces
experimental results, where rebound takes place for frictional particles at high-speed
impact and high volume fraction shortly after the impact before subsequently sinking. We
found that the shear stress of the suspension is not affected by the impact, which clearly
distinguishes the impact-induced hardening from the discontinuous shear thickening. In-
stead, we found the existence of a localized region with distinctively high value of normal
stress corresponding to the dynamically jammed region. Our simulation indicates that
the frictional interaction between suspended particles is important for the impact-induced
hardening to maintain the dynamically jammed region. Furthermore, persistent homology
analysis successfully elucidates the topological structure of force chains.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevFluids.6.033301

I. INTRODUCTION

A dense suspension can behave as a fluid or a solid depending on the situation. One of the
examples of this non-Newtonian behavior is that a running person can stay afloat on top of the
suspensions, while a walking person sinks. The phenomenon that the suspension exhibits a solidlike
response under fast impact also has practical applications, such as protective vests when it is
combined with fibers as a composite material [1,2]. Some efforts have been made to reproduce such
hardening during impact through experiments. Waitukaitis and Jaeger discovered a dynamically
jammed region which is like a solid plug beneath the impactor [3]. They proposed an added
mass effect to explain the solidification induced by the impact. A similar hardening process is
also observable in fractures on a thin layer of suspension under an impact [4]. Then, by using
a high-speed ultrasound imaging, Han et al. measured the sound speed and visualized the flow
field of the suspension [5]. Their measurement of the sound speed showed no increase in local
volume fraction. In addition, they suggested that the mechanism behind such solidification in dense
suspensions under impact is related to the jamming by shear, instead of densification. Moreover, a
series of constant speed penetration experiments indicated that the solidification occurs when the
dynamically jammed region spans from the impactor to the boundaries [6—8]. Finally, the impact-
induced hardening can also be characterized by dropping an impactor into a dense suspension [9].

Some people use discontinuous shear thickening (DST) to explain the impact-induced hardening
[1,7,8], while the connection between these two processes is unclear [10]. Actually, there are
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some differences between these two processes. First, DST is observed in the dense suspensions
undergoing steady shear, while the impact-induced hardening is a transient process undergoing
normal compression. Second, the flow field of dense suspensions under impact is inhomogeneous
[5]. This is contrary to the common DST, which is anisotropic but still homogeneous [11]. Therefore,
to make a further distinction between the impact-induced hardening and the DST, we need a detailed
study of impact-induced hardening. Some papers also suggested some similarities between the shear
jamming and the impact-induced hardening [5,12], but the connection between the two processes is
also unclear. To clarify the relation is also one of the purposes of this study.

Even though the aforementioned experiments have already visualized the displacement and flow
fields [3,5], and measured the stress exerted on the impactor [6], any experimental measurement on
the shear and normal stress fields of dense suspensions under impact has not been reported yet. On
the other hand, the local distribution of the stress can be calculated and visualized through particle-
based suspension simulations [11,13,14]. Moreover, numerical simulation is an important tool to
understand the microscopic mechanism behind exotic phenomena in suspensions since the motion of
the suspended particles is not visible in three-dimensional experiments, unlike in two-dimensional
dry granular materials where the force acting on each grain can be visualized with the photoelastic
disks [15]. However, a particle-based simulation of a free-falling impactor hitting a suspension has
not been reported so far because of the difficulty of simulating suspension with a free surface. As far
as we know, the first fluid-based simulation of suspensions under impact was conducted recently in
Ref. [16], where the authors successfully reproduced various interesting processes for suspensions
under impact, such as the viscoelastic response of a dense suspension to a rotating wheel. Since,
however, their fluid simulations with a constitutive equation with some fitting parameters cannot
capture the particle dynamics, the mechanism behind impact-induced hardening at the microscopic
level remains elusive. In this paper, we utilize the lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) to perform a
simulation to capture particle dynamics [17-19]. By using the LBM for hydrodynamic calculation,
combined with the particle interaction scheme in Refs. [13,14], we have already analyzed the shear
jamming and DST on dense suspensions under simple and oscillatory shear [11]. Now, we upgrade
the simulation scheme by incorporating the free surface of the suspensions as first demonstrated in
Refs. [20-22]. Then, we can characterize the impact-induced hardening by capturing the particle
dynamics of a suspension.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we explain our simulation method briefly.
In Sec. IIT we present the simulation results of a free-falling impactor onto dense suspensions
which include the kinematics of the impactor, phenomenological model, and visualization of local
quantities such as the stress tensor, local volume fraction, and displacement. We also present the
persistent homology analysis to capture the topological structure of force chains. In Sec. IV, we
summarize our results and discuss future perspectives. In Appendix A, we describe the details of
the LBM involving suspensions with a free surface [20-22]. In Appendix B, we discuss the system
size dependence of our simulations. In Appendix C, we illustrate how to implement the persistent
homology analysis for force networks observed in our simulation.

II. SIMULATION METHOD

We employ the LBM involving suspensions with a free surface of liquid. The details of our
method are explained in Appendix A. Due to the discrete nature of the LBM, we take the lattice unit
Ax = 0.2amin (amin is the radius of the smallest particle) for the calculation of hydrodynamic fields.
The suspended particles in the LBM are represented as a group of solid nodes, while the surrounding
fluids are represented by fluid nodes. The hydrodynamic field is calculated from the time evolution
of the discrete distribution function at each fluid node. The choice of a smaller lattice unit means a
smoother surface of the sphere, but it becomes expensive. We select the lattice unit Ax = 0.2ap;p,
where it still gives sufficient accuracy but still is not computationally expensive as shown in the
previous LBM for the suspension literature [17,18,23]. Then, to simulate the free surface of the
fluid, it is necessary to introduce interface nodes between the fluid and gas nodes, as explained in
Appendix A [20-22].
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A. Discrete element method for suspended particles
Equations of motion and the torque balance of particle i are, respectively, given by
du;

mi— - =F{+F!+F" +F +F§, (1)
dw; ¢ Tub h
— =T{+T"+T;. 2
dt
Here, u;, w;, m;, and I, = (2/5)m,-ai2 (with a; the radius of particle i) are the translational velocity,
angular velocity, mass, and the moment of inertia of particle i, respectively. F§ = —m;gZ is the

gravitational force acting on the suspended particle i, where g is the gravitational acceleration
and Z is the unit vector in the vertical direction. Note that our LBM accounts for both the short
lubrication force F 1-“b and torque T }“b, as well as the long-range parts of the hydrodynamic force
Ff" and torque Tf" [11,23]. The long-range parts (Ff-l and T f‘) are calculated using the direct forcing
method (see Appendix A), while the lubrication force F; b and torque T }“b are expressed by pairwise
interactions as FI"* = 3" iz F }‘;b andT7 =3 ;T Sb, respectively [11,13,14,23]. The contact force
F{ and torque T'{ of particle i are also expressed by pairwise interaction as F; = > j #F fj and

=> i T¢; and are computed using the linear-dashpot model with Coulomb friction rules and
friction coefficient  [24]. Finally, F! is the electrostatic repulsive force, also expressed by pairwise
interactions as F} = ZI i Fi;. This force arises from the double layer to prevent particles from

Clustermg with neglecting the Brownian force [11,14]. The explicit expressions of F h;b T b‘b, Fi,
» and F; can be found in Ref. [11]. Throughout this paper, we have adopted the perfect density
matchlng between the solvent and suspended particles, where the densities of solvent and particles
satisfy the relation py = p, with the densities of a suspended particle p, and solvent fluid py.
The impactor is a solid spherical object with density p; = 4. The force and torque acting on

the impactor are, respectively, given by

F[ — Fl,h +F1,lub +F1,C +F1,g’ (3)
T[ — Tl,h + TI,C + TI’IUb. (4)
F8 = —m; g7 is the gravitational force acting on the impactor with mass m;. The contact force F/¢

and torque T!:¢ arise from the interactions with the suspended particles, also calculated with the
linear-dashpot model with Coulomb friction rules. The hydrodynamic force F'" and torque 7"
are calculated using the bounce-back rule that satisfies the no-slip boundary condition between the
fluid and the surface of the impactor [17,18]. Here, the bounce-back rule is implemented by treating
the surface of the impactor as boundary nodes. When the LBM discrete distribution function streams
from fluid nodes to the boundary nodes, it is reflected, which we call the bounce-back rule. Then, the
hydrodynamic force on each node is calculated from the momentum transferred in that bounce-back
process. We cannot use the direct forcing method in Eqs. (1) and (2) as explained in Appendix A
for the impactor since the method requires the whole surface of the impactor to be surrounded by
liquid. The lubrication force F’'"* and torque T/""* are calculated in a similar manner as suspended
particles.

B. Simulation setup

Suspended particles (with bidispersity ratio amax = 1.2amin, Where the radii of the large and small
particles are am,x and an,, respectively) are confined into a rectangular box (W x D x H) with
smooth walls. The system contains N = 2000 particles for most simulations and sometimes contains
N = 1200. The radius of the impactor, a;, is a; = 4.5amin for N = 2000 and a; = 3.75a,;, for
N = 1200. We fix W/a; = 8, D/a; = 8, and H/a; = 4 except for the argument in Sec. III B. The
system size dependence is discussed in Appendix B. The impactor is released from various heights
H)j that correspond to the impact velocity as u(’) = +/2gH,, which also specifies the units of time,
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FIG. 1. (a) A snapshot of our 3D simulation for ¢ = 0.54, u = 1, and uy/u* = 4.26 at 1/t = 0. (b) The
time evolution of (a) atz/t = 0.1. (c) A top view of the sliced region. (d) Successive snapshots of the impactor
in a quasi-two-dimensional slice of container as in (c), where the dashed lines mark the maximum penetration.

T = /amin/2g, units of velocity, u* = /2gam, units of force, Fy = %np fafning, and units of stress,

oy = Fy/ arznin, in our simulation.

III. RESULTS
A. Impact-induced hardening

Three-dimensional (3D) snapshots of a free-falling impactor simulation can be seen in Figs. 1(a)
and 1(b). For visualization, we slice the system in the middle of the container, as shown in Fig. 1(c).
By looking at the successive motion of the impactor from Fig. 1(d), where we set time ¢ = 0 and
height z = 0 at the moment of impact, one can confirm that the impactor penetrates and slightly
rebounds after the maximum penetration. This rebound motion of the impactor can be clearly
observed by watching the movie in the Supplemental Material [25]. We plot the impactor speeds
ul(t)/u* against time for various volume fractions of suspended particles ¢ in Fig. 2(a). The vertical
position of the impactor, z(¢)/amip, for various volume fractions ¢ can be seen in Fig. 2(b). Both
results are obtained by using 2000 frictional particles with = 1.0. One can observe the rebound
of the impactor [u()/u* < 0] for ¢ > 0.54, which agrees semiquantitatively with the free-falling
impactor experiment [9]. This rebound is the instance of the impact-induced hardening of the
suspension shortly after the impact. After the rebound, the suspension relaxes, and the impactor
starts to sink. Note that ¢ for rebounds might be a little higher than that in the experiment [9].

In Fig. 3(a), we plot the time evolution of total forces exerted on the impactors for both rebound
and no-rebound cases for © = 1.0 and N = 2000. One can see that the maximum exerted force
for the rebound case is larger than that for the no-rebound case. We find that the peak of the
contact force is located slightly after the peak of the total force, which follows the weaker peak
from the hydrodynamic contribution. The time difference between these two peaks is not large so
they merge to a single peak in the total force. In an experiment with a rod impactor, two peaks in
the acceleration of the impactor are observed for deep suspensions while for shallower suspensions,
in which rebound takes place, the separation between peaks is not detectable [3]. Thus, we confirm
that the second peak in Ref. [3] is originated from the contact contribution. Moreover, they also
observed the second peak when the impact force is transmitted to the boundary. To clarify this,
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FIG. 2. (a) Plots of impactor speeds in the z direction, ué(z) /u*, against time for various volume fractions
¢. (b) Plots of the heights of the impactor against time for various volume fractions ¢. Both results are obtained
by using 2000 frictional particles whose friction constant is 1 = 1.

we plot the force exerted on the bottom wall in Fig. 3(b). Compared to the force exerted on the
impactor, one can see a clearer distinction between the rebound and no-rebound cases, where the
force exerted on the bottom wall for the rebound case is about three times larger than the no-rebound
case. This indicates that the hardening takes place when the contact force network percolates from
the impactor to the boundaries, which is consistent with the picture in Ref. [6].

B. Hertzian contact model

Let us explain the time evolution of the impactor velocity. As can be seen in Fig. 3(a), the main
contribution of the force acting on the impactor is the elastic contact force. Also, the liquid surface
behaves as an elastic sheet when the penetration of the impactor is small. Therefore, we may model
of the impactor motion by using the Hertzian contact theory between the impactor and a sufficiently

6 6
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FIG. 3. Plots of the force for both rebound (¢ = 0.54) and no-rebound (¢ = 0.50) cases with N = 2000.
(a) Force exerted on the impactor, where the solid lines are the total force, dashed lines represent the contact
contributions, and dot-dashed lines represent the hydrodynamic contributions, and (b) the total force exerted
on the bottom wall. All results are obtained for u = 1 and uy/u* = 4.26.
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ar= Samin

FIG. 4. Plots of the speeds of impactors in the z direction, ué(t)/u*, against time (dashed lines) and the
solution of Eq. (5) (solid lines) for ¢ = 0.54 and N = 2000 with fitting parameters A = 1.64 x 10°mg/(amint?)
and B = 6.48 x 10*m/(ami,7) for various a; and my = 471a3mm,0f/3.

large elastic sheet supported by the sidewalls [26,27]. To verify our picture, we vary the impactor
radius a; and show how the impactor dynamics depends on its radius in Fig. 4. The equation motion
for the deformation % of the Hertzian contact is written as

d*h 3
mlﬁ = _A\/a_l 2 _B\/a_l

1 dh 5

7R (&)
where A and B are fitting parameters which correspond to the elastic modulus and viscosity,
respectively. In Fig. 4, we plot the results of the simulation alongside the solutions of Eq. (5).
One can see that the results of the simulation agree with the model shortly after the impact. We also
clarified that the impact speed ui (t) clearly depends on the radius of the impactor, which cannot be
explained in the linear spring model used in Ref. [9]. One of the limitations of this model is that it
completely ignores the hydrodynamic contributions. Therefore, it deviates after the elastic response
(rebound). To describe sinking processes of the impactor, including the stop-go cycles of a sinking
impactor [28], we need a different approach [29]. However, such behavior and analysis are beyond
the scope of this paper.

C. Phase diagram with u = 1

We observe that the impact-induced hardening depends on the impact speed ”{),y as shown in the
diagram of Fig. 5, where we have fixed the friction coefficient as ;# = 1. Due to the limitation of
our computational resources, the data for this phase diagram are obtained with N = 1200 particles.
The finite-size effects are discussed in Appendix B.

Some previous papers reported that impact-induced hardening depends on impact speed [6,16].
Note that the highest rebound volume fraction (¢ = 0.56) in our simulation is still below the
frictional (1 = 1) jamming fraction ¢} =1~ 0.585 [30], whereas rebound takes place for 0.50 <
¢ < 0.56. This range is similar to the observed volume fractions for the DST under simple shear
in numerical simulations [11,13,14]. However, one should recognize that the two processes are
different since impact-induced hardening is a heterogeneous and transient process, while shear
thickening is a homogenous steady-state process.
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FIG. 5. Phase diagram showing whether the impactor rebounds before sinking as a function of the volume
fraction ¢ and the impact speed .

D. Roles of the friction between particles

To clarify the roles of mutual friction between particles, we plot the bouncing phase diagram on
a plane of the friction coefficient y and volume fraction ¢ in Fig. 6(a). Due to the limitation of our
computational resources, the data for this phase diagram are obtained by simulations of N = 1200
particles. One can verify that the impact-induced hardening is enhanced as p increases. This p
dependence is analogous to that for DST in dense suspensions under steady shear [11,13,14,31,32]
and for impact in dry granular materials [33]. To quantify the tendency, we plot the impulse J defined
by J = ftt:oo'l FZI (t)dt in Fig. 6(b). One can confirm that the impulse for the frictional case mono-
tonically increases as the friction coefficient x increases for all volume fractions ¢. To investigate
how frictional interactions between suspended particles affect the dynamics of the impactor, we plot
the time evolution of the forces exerted on the impactor for both the frictional and frictionless cases
for ¢ = 0.54 in Fig. 6(c). Here, one can verify that the force in the frictional case has a sharper
peak than that in the frictionless case. The behavior is consistent with Fig. 6(b) because the force in
the frictional case for /Tt < 0.1 is larger than that in the frictionless case. It is easy to imagine that
the frictional force stabilizes contact points and networks which are needed for rebounds. Thus, the
friction between particles plays an important role in impact-induced hardening processes.
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0.45 .
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 6. (a) Phase diagram showing whether the impactor rebounds before sinking on a plane of volume
fraction ¢ and friction coefficient . (b) Impulses on the impactor J as functions of the friction coefficient
w for various ¢. (c) Plots of the forces exerted on the impactors for ¢ = 0.54, ué(z)/u* =426 for u=0
(no-rebound) and i = 1 (rebound).
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FIG. 7. Visualizations of local quantities for ¢ = 0.54 and "‘6,1 Ju* = 4.26 shortly after the impact (/7 =
0.1). (a) Force chains of the normal contact forces scaled by the gravitational force |Ffji" |/Fy. (b) Local volume
fraction ¢;. (¢) Magnitude of the dimensionless normal stress o, /0y. (d) Normal displacement Az. (e) Absolute
ratio between the shear and normal stress.

E. Local quantities and dynamically jammed region

To understand the microscopic mechanism behind the impact-induced hardening, we visualize
the local responses of the suspension shortly after the impact. First, we visualize the force chains
generated by the impactor by plotting the ratio of the normal contact force to the gravitational
force, |F fj’.”| /Fy, in Fig. 7(a). One can observe that the percolating force chains span from the
impactor to the boundary without any loops. The spanned region of force chains from the impactor
to the boundaries can be regarded as the dynamically jammed region. Let us look for quantities
to characterize the dynamically jammed region. For this purpose, we quantify the local volume
fraction ¢; with the aid of radical Voronoi tessellation [34-36]. In Fig. 7(b), we visualize ¢; in
the sliced region, as shown in Fig. 1(c). One can observe that the local volume fraction is almost
homogeneous. We also found that the local volume fraction is not largely affected by the impact
[25]. This corresponds to the experimental observation where no detectable increase of packing
fraction in the suspension is observed when impact-induced hardening takes place [5]. Thus, the
local dense region does not correspond to either force chains or the dynamically jammed region.
We visualize the stress o,, on each suspended particle in the sliced region in Fig. 7(c). Here we
observe a localized region with a distinctively high value of o, corresponding to force chains in
Fig. 7(a), which extends from the impactor to the boundary. In Fig. 7(d), we visualize the particle
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displacement in the normal (z) direction Az, also sliced in the middle of the simulation box. One
can observe the existence of a localized region of high normal displacements, which corresponds to
the regions in Figs. 7(c) and 7(a). The visualization of Az within our simulation is reminiscent of
the experimentally observed one in Refs. [3,5]. The regions of large o, [Fig. 7(c)], Az [Fig. 7(d)],
and the force chains [Fig. 7(a)] correspond to the dynamically jammed region in Refs. [3,5]. As
indicated in Refs. [3,5,6,16], the propagation speed of the jamming front depends on the impact
speed. After the impactor stops, one can imagine that the vanishing of the stress exerted on the
suspension by the impactor allows the suspension to relax and to become soft, which in turn the
impactor subsequently sinks after the impact. On the other hand, we observe a uniformly weaker
magnitude of the shear stress o,, compared to the normal stress o, as we plot the ratio o,,/0,
in the sliced region in Fig. 7(e). Then, the local shear stress is not connected to the dynamically
jammed region. Therefore, this eliminates the conjecture where the dynamically jammed region
under impact corresponds to the shear jamming and DST.

F. Persistent homology

To elucidate the role of the force chains in impact-induced hardening, we analyze the topological
structure of force chains by using persistent homology analysis [37]. In addition to successfully
distinguishing the liquid, amorphous, and crystalline states of, e.g., silicon dioxide [38], persistent
homology allows us to quantify the structure of the force chains in granular materials [39,40] and in
dense suspensions under simple shear [41]. Since no persistent loops or higher-dimensional struc-
tures are observed in the force network in Fig. 7(a), the relevant topological structure is only the con-
nected component represented by the zeroth Betti number Sy. On the other hand, the first Betti num-
ber B; is important in DST due to the existence of persistent loops in the sheared suspensions [41].

The idea of persistent homology is to filter the force chains by increasing threshold 6, where
a link in a force chain appears when |F fj‘:”|/F0 < 0. We regard this as the birth of a connected
component. As the threshold further increases, the structure grows in size as additional contacts are
added. When connected components merge, the structure that is born later in the filtration (which
has higher birth 6,) dies. We record the birth 6, as 6y, and the death 6 as 6 4. This rule ensures
that 8¢ 4 > 07 . Then, we plot these quantities in the persistence diagram. In Appendix C, we
illustrate the process to translate a force network into a persistence diagram. The algorithm for
filtering chains is available in public domains [42—44]. We plot 0 ; against 6y ; for all connected
components appearing in Fig. 7(a) in the persistence diagram [Fig. 8(a)]. The time evolution of the
force chains and the persistence diagram can also be seen in Ref. [25]. Shortly after the impact, we
observe more points far from the diagonal, representing the connected components which persist
through the increments of the force threshold with the life span (6 4 — 6y ). Intuitively, the contact
force between particles cannot change abruptly. Therefore, the only possible mechanism for the
occurrence of a long life span for some connected components is by forming a long chain. Thus,
persistent homology emphasizes the length of the chain instead of its magnitude. This argument
shows that percolated force chains exist. One point to note is that a component with 074 = —1
has infinite persistence; i.e., it does not die until the filtration ends. The components with infinite
persistence represent the contact force links that do not form any connection with other links.
Persistent homology ignores the effect of such contact forces since we are only interested in
extracting the structural information.

The total persistence of the connected components, T Py, is the sum of all life spans in the
persistence diagram:

TR= Y (Br.4—0rs). 6)
Or.a,97.0)

This allows us to describe the persistence diagram by a single number. Higher T Py means more
merging of force chains takes place, while TPy = 0 means that no connected components are
merged. We plot TPy scaled by the number of suspended particles, N, against time in Fig. 8(b).
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FIG. 8. (a) Persistence diagram of the connected components of the force network for ¢ = 0.54, M{),z Jut =
4.26, and p =1 shortly after the impact (r/r = 0.1). (b) Plots of the total persistence of the connected
components T Py, scaled by the number of suspended particles, N, against time for ¢ = 0.54 and u(’),z Jut =4.26
(red lines), and the corresponding contact force on the impactor in the z direction, F’ *¢ (dashed blue lines).

It is remarkable that T P, reaches its peak at the same time as the corresponding contact force and
that the shape of TP, is similar to that of the contact force. Thus, the peak of the contact force
inducing the hardening of the suspension originates from the existence of long and sustained force
chains. This can only take place when the force chains are percolated to the boundaries. Our results
provide quantitative proof for the argument in Refs. [3,6,9] in which the impact-induced hardening
takes place when the dynamically jammed region spans from the impactor to the boundary.

To conclude this section, let us restate the implication from our persistent homology analysis.
First, the magnitude of the force chains is not as important as its topological structure. Second,
persistent homology provides the quantitative proof that the dynamically jammed region which
spans from the impactor to the boundary exists. Third, there are no persistent loops of force chains
in our simulations. Meanwhile, loops are more significant for sheared suspensions where DST is
observed since the total persistence of f§; can capture the behavior of the viscosity [41]. This
distinction exists because the force chains in sheared suspensions are more structured and uniformly
distributed than that in suspensions undergoing impact. Thus, this gives us another distinction
between the impact-induced hardening and the DST or shear jamming.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We simulated the impact-induced hardening of suspensions by the LBM simulation with free
surface, where the free-falling impactor rebounds for high impact speed with the suspension of high
volume fraction involving frictional particles. By visualizing each suspended particle, we observed
the emergence of the dynamically jammed region with distinctively huge value of normal stress o,
formed by force chains of contacting particles. Meanwhile, the shear stress o,, of the suspension is
not significantly affected by the impact. We also found that frictional interaction between suspended
particles is necessary for the impact-induced hardening to maintain the dynamically jammed region.
The fact that the jammed region is characterized by the normal stress instead of shear stress is
important since it distinguishes the impact-induced hardening from shear-induced phenomena such
as DST and shear jamming. Finally, with the aid of persistent homology, (i) we provided the
quantitative proof of the existence of a system-spanning dynamically jammed region, (ii) we found
that only the topological structure of the force chains is important for the contact force acting on the
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impactor, and (iii) we did not observe any persistent loops formed by the force networks in contrast
to the topological structure for DST.

Our finding that the response to the impact is affected by the friction coefficient between
suspended particles is of interest for future experiments, since one can vary the shape and the
asperity of the suspended particles [45]. Some previous papers indicated that the depth of the
container plays an important role in the impact-induced hardening [3,4,6,8,9]. Unfortunately, we
presented the results in a container with a fixed depth because of the limitation of our computational
resources. The study on the depth dependence will be reported elsewhere. In this paper, we only
focused on short time behavior after the impact, while a sinking impactor in dense suspensions
shows a distinct behavior, as it oscillates and has a stop-go cycle near the bottom of the container
[28]. Our simulation will be able to be used to reproduce those results. Then, observation of a
universal scaling law for impacts on dry granular media was recently reported [46]. It would be
interesting to investigate whether such a scaling law also exists in the case of impact on dense
suspensions. Finally, a study on the spatial correlation of the force chains has explained the origin of
a coherent network that arises from its topological constraints [47]. Such a complementary approach
will be important to understand the role of the force chains in the impact problem. These are targets
of our next research.
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APPENDIX A: LATTICE BOLTZMANN METHOD FOR SUSPENSIONS WITH FREE SURFACE

1. Review on the lattice Boltzmann method

In this section, we review the lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) based on Refs. [11,17-19,48,49].
Due to the discrete nature of the LBM, one needs to discretize the unit of length into the lattice unit
Ax. We take the lattice unit Ax as Ax = 0.2ayi, (Amin s the radius of the smallest particle). In the
LBM, the hydrodynamic fields (density oy and velocity u ) are calculated on nodes r inside cells of
a fixed Cartesian grid as

pr() =Y fu(NAC,  ppusr) =" freg(r)AC, (A1)
q q

where ¢, is the lattice velocity of the direction ¢, and Ac? is the volume element in the velocity space
with Ac = Ax/At. f,(r) is the abbreviation of f,(r, ) which is the discrete distribution function
and has the dimension of mass density. The evolution equation for f,(r, t) is

For 4 cgAt t + At) = fo(r 1) + A (R + Q. 5)s (A2)

where €2, . is the collision operator and €2, r is an additional operator if a volumetric force density
[ acts on the system. We use the Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook approximation for the collision operator
[50], which relaxes the system to the equilibrium state fqe 9 as

eq
Qe = M (A3)

T
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FIG. 9. Illustration of the division of the lattice nodes into fluid, interface, and gas nodes.

where 7, is the relaxation time relating to the kinematic viscosity v as 7, = At/2 + v/c?, with the
lattice sound speed ¢, = v/Ac?/3. The equilibrium distribution function f,;* is calculated as

. 2
eq A 3 _ cquy | (upus:(egeq — )
A = w,,pf[1 Iy 20? , (A4)
where w, is the lattice weight that depends on the configurations. For €2, ¢, we employ [51]
At \[ (eq —uys) (cq-uy) -
QA =wy[1— — )| 2 1 _Toe, |- f. AS
q.f AC wq( 2Tr>|: o2 + a f (A5)
As a result, the macroscopic velocity is changed so the second term in Eq. (A1) becomes

Atf(r)
— } ) (A6)

prup(r) = Z {chq,(r)Ac3 +

q

2. Handling the free surface of the fluid

To simulate the free surface, we need to implement the mass tracking algorithm [20,22,52]. First,
we assign a type of node such as the fluid, interface, or gas node for each node, where the interface
node exists between the fluid and gas nodes as in Fig. 9. Note that Eqs. (A1) and (A2) are only used
in the fluid and interface nodes.

A gas node represents the cell which is not occupied by the fluid; hence f;, = 0. An interface node
expresses the interface between the fluid and gas, where the streaming and collision of f; exists as
in fluid nodes. Here, we introduce a variable ¢, which represents the density of the fluid in a single
cell, to track the evolution of the surface. The interface node turns into a fluid node if m, > ,ojfk or
into a gas node if my < 0, where p7 is the unit density of the fluid. Therefore, the state of each node
is characterized by the liquid fraction A:

r=1 if the node is liquid
0<r<1 if the node is interface (A7)
Ar=0 if the node is gas,

where m; = Apy. The evolution of the m, is determined by the balance between the populations
streaming into the node, fi (r + ¢y At,t) (¢ = —¢q), and out of the node, f,(r, 1),

m(t + Ar) = At Zaq(qu(r ey AL 1) — f(r, D)AS + mp(1), (A8)
q
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where o is a function of A of the neighboring node (located at r 4 ¢, At):

%[A(r, 1)+ A(r+cyAt,1)] if fg(r + ¢4 At, t) streams from an interface node
ag=11 if fy(r + ¢y At, t) streams from a fluid node (A9)
0 if fg(r + ¢4 At, t) streams from a gas node.

When an interface node turns into a fluid node, the neighboring gas nodes turn into interface
nodes. When an interface node turns into a gas node, the neighboring fluid nodes turn into interface
nodes. Although the density in a continuum model must be conserved, the discrete model can
contain small loss or gain of m. The surplus (or shortfall, including the possibility of negative
density) of my is then computed at every time step and is corrected to satisfy the conservation
among all interface nodes.

Fixed-pressure boundary condition. As stated before, LBM equations are solved only in the
liquid and interface nodes. This creates a problem in the implementation since the population
streaming to the interface nodes from gas nodes which is necessary in Eq. (A2) is not well defined.
Assuming that the gas nodes are always in equilibrium characterized by f;* and have the same u'’
and c, as the interface nodes, with a constant atmospheric density p, = 0.3 0, we can solve Eq. (A2)
[49,52]. This is analogous to applying a fixed-pressure boundary condition at the interface and local
symmetry conditions for the velocity. The condition p, > 0 also gives an effective surface tension
to the system [52].

3. Solid boundaries and the fluid-particle coupling

We implement two coupling schemes to handle solid boundaries within our simulations. We use
the bounce-back rules for the no-slip boundary condition on walls and the surface of the impactor,
while we use the direct forcing scheme for suspended particles.

The bounce-back rule simply states that whenever a population is streaming towards a wall, this
population is reflected and bounced back in the opposite direction. This rule can be expressed as

Jor 1+ A1) = fo(r,1), (A10)

in LBM notation. If the wall is moving, the reflection has to take into account the momentum transfer
by an additional term [17,18]

Uy 1) = fy(r.t + ADYAC = <M> (A11)

o2
where u,, is the wall velocity. Here, u,, is calculated as
u,r)=u +r—R") x &', (A12)

where u' and @' are the translational velocity and the angular velocity on the surface of the impactor,
respectively, and R denotes the center of mass of the impactor. The momentum exchange described
in Eq. (A11) results in a force on each node on the impactor surface F(r) as

3
F(r)= %<2fq(r, DA — 2“’"’“’;#%. (A13)
The hydrodynamic force on the impactor, F!*"  is the sum of the forces for all nodes in the surface
as FI'h = Y resurface F(r), while T!"" = D resurface T — R!) x F(r) is the hydrodynamic torque.
Direct forcing. By using the immersed boundary method, we calculate the hydrodynamic force
through an additional discretization of particles into a set of segments 7. These particle segments
are related to the fluid simulation by an interpolating function [53]. We implement the simplified
version [22,49], where the segments correspond to the lattice nodes of the LBM r.; = r. Since

the volume of a cubic cell is unity, the hydrodynamic force on each cell, F . (r), can be computed
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FIG. 10. Plots of impactor speeds in the z direction, u!(¢)/u*, against time for several numbers of particles,
N, for ¢ = 0.54. The time scale 7 is scaled by the particle numbers N* with o = 0.35

directly from the velocity differences:

- Ax3
Fea(r) = Epf(r)[uf(r) — Ucen(r)], (Al4)

where u. is the velocity of the particle cell,
Ueen(r) =u+ (r —R) X w, (A15)

where u, R, and w are the translational velocity, center of mass, and angular velocity of the
suspended particles, respectively. The resultant hydrodynamic force on each suspended particle F"
is the sum of all forces on the cells inside the particle [ as F h = Z,E, Fean(r). Similarly, the torque
is given by T" = 3", _,(r — R) x F e (r). Note that this method requires a contribution to the body
force density of the fluid, f. Therefore, we calculate f in Egs. (A6) and (A5) as
7 N F cell(r )
f(r) = —,Ong - AX3 .
The first term in Eq. (A16) comes from gravity. Note that this scheme requires all segments of each
particle to be inside the solvent fluid.

(Al6)

APPENDIX B: FINITE-SIZE EFFECTS

In this Appendix, we examine how the impactor dynamics depends on the number of particles
in our system. We plot the time evolution of the impactor velocity for several numbers of particles,
N, for ¢ = 0.54 and “0 Ju* = 4.26 in Fig. 10. As mentioned in Sec. II, we keep the ratios of the
impactor radius to the w1dth and depth of the box as W/a; = 8, D/a; = 8, and H/a; = 4. Therefore,
varying the numbers of particles, N, also changes the ratio of the impactor radius a; to the smallest
suspended particles radius amin as ay/amin = 2.25, 3, 3.75, and 4.5 for N = 300, 600, 1200, and
2000, respectively.

We found that the system size dependence mainly appears as the time scale of the impact
processes. Although the impact velocity depends a little on the system size (and as a result, the phase
diagrams also depend a little on the system size), such system size dependencies are not significant.
For instance, if we scale the time by N* with exponent o = 0.35 for the data of ¢ = 0.54, we can
obtain an approximate universal curve of the impact speed. Thus, one can guess the behavior in
the thermodynamic limit from the simulations with small systems. Note that the value of & might
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FIG. 11. (a) An illustration of a force network configuration, where the numbers represent the force
magnitude and the colors represent each connected component. (b) The corresponding bar code and (c) the
corresponding persistence diagram.

depend on ¢. A systematic study in finite-size scaling for simulations of dense suspensions under
impact will be reported elsewhere.

APPENDIX C: BRIEF EXPLANATION OF PERSISTENT HOMOLOGY

In this Appendix, we briefly explain the procedure to plot a persistence diagram from a network
configuration [41-43]. First, let us consider a force network configuration as in Fig. 11(a), where
the numbers represent the force magnitude and the colors represent each connected component.
Now, let us filter the force chains by increasing the threshold 6, where a link in a network appears
when the magnitude is greater than or equal to 6. Once a connected component appears during the
filtration, we start to record its appearance in the bar code [Fig. 11(b)]. Note that when 6y = 3, the
first component (brown) appears, followed by the second component (blue) at 6, = 5. These are
the birth 6, for each connected component. As 6, increases, more chains appear and the connected
components grow. At 6y = 25, two connected components (blue and green) merge with each other.
When merging of the connected components takes place, we adopt a rule such that a component
that is born later in the filtration (which has higher birth 6;) dies. In other words, at 6, = 25,
component green (birth 8, = 15) dies since it merges with the component blue (birth 6y = 5).
Then, at 6y = 30, the blue component merges with the brown component. Since 6y = 30 is the
maximum value of the filtration, component brown will never die. Thus, we consider that it has
infinite persistence. In addition, component black also never dies since it does not merge with any
other components until the end of the filtration. Finally, we plot the death and birth 6, of each
connected component in the persistence diagram [Fig. 11(c)], where we assign death 6; = —1
for the connected components with infinite persistence. From this example, we demonstrate that
persistent homology emphasizes more on the structure of each component rather than its total
magnitude since (i) the green component has a higher total magnitude than the blue component,
but the blue component has a bigger life span (death 6y— birth 6 f) and (ii) we ignore a single link
(black component) that is not merged with another component.
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