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Matrix viscoelasticity decouples bubble growth and dynamics in coarsening foams.
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Pressure-driven coarsening triggers bubble rearrangements in liquid foams. Our experiments show
that changing the continuous phase rheology can alter these internal bubble dynamics without in-
fluencing the coarsening kinetics. Through bubble tracking, we find that increasing the matrix yield
stress permits bubble growth without stress relaxation via neighbor-switching events, promoting
more spatially homogeneous rearrangements and decoupling bubble growth from dynamics. This
eventually leads to a structural change which directly impacts the foam mechanical and stability
properties, essential for applications in various technological and industrial contexts.

Liquid foams are soft materials made of gas bubbles
tightly packed together in a continuous liquid medium.
Such systems can age through pressure-driven gas trans-
fer between the bubbles, which results in a gradual
growth of the mean bubble size [I]. This coarsening
process induces internal stress-driven dynamics: bubble
size variations give rise to imbalanced stresses inside the
foam, which eventually relax through local bubble re-
arrangements entailing an exchange of neighbours [2].
Probing the link between restructuring events and the
coarsening process in model systems like foams can shed
a light on the interplay between stress accumulation, lo-
cal yielding, and structural relaxation which is common
to a variety of other soft glassy systems [3].

Bubble dynamics has been widely probed in coarsen-
ing aqueous foams with light scattering techniques [4-
7). The frequency of rearrangements is set by the strain
rate imposed by the coarsening process, thus it is directly
linked to the coarsening rate [7]. A combination of recip-
rocal and direct space analysis has more recently shown
how coarsening dynamics is governed by directionally-
persistent bubble displacements up to a critical length
scale given by the bubble size [§]. The loss of persistency
has been ascribed to sudden changes in the local stress
configuration due to the occurrence of plastic bubble re-
arrangements inside the foam.

While all this holds for aqueous foams, many practi-
cal applications involve foams made from more complex
fluids, like gels, emulsions, or pastes. The behavior and
characteristics of these types of foams are considerably
less understood. How easily bubbles can move during
coarsening clearly depends on the amount, as well as on
the nature of the medium between them [6]. Both surface
and bulk rheology of the continuous phase significantly
affect the duration of plastic events within the foam. For
instance, increased interfacial and bulk viscosity both
translate into slower rearrangements [9]. By contrast,
the effect of elastic properties has been scarcely inves-
tigated. Conditions required for preventing or arresting
coarsening have been proposed with high foam elasticity
[10] or continuous phase yield stress [11l [12]. However, a

thorough description of the impact of bulk elasticity on
coarsening dynamics is still missing. Recently, spatially
heterogeneous coarsening has been observed in foams
with viscoelastic continuous phases, eventually leading
to atypical foam morphologies [8]. Establishing the link
between coarsening dynamics and structural evolution in
complex foams would thus allow for a finer control of in-
ternal foam structure, which is crucial for applications,
but still calls for a systematic investigation of how bubble
motion changes with matrix stiffness.

In this Letter, we experimentally investigate how the
presence of a viscoelastic medium between the bubbles
affects their motility during coarsening. By performing
bubble tracking, we show that a gradual increase of the
continuous phase yield stress dramatically restricts bub-
ble motion during coarsening. Moreover, we show that
the marked change in the bubble dynamics is not mir-
rored by a significant change in the coarsening kinetics,
suggesting a decoupling between the coarsening rate and
the rate of restructuring events inside the foam.

We follow the ageing of foams made of concentrated
oil-in-water emulsions, as sketched in Fig. [[(a). At oil
volume fractions ¢ above random close packing, emul-
sions have a storage modulus and a yield stress both in-
creasing with ¢ [14] [15]. We consider oil fractions ranging
between 65% and 80%, so that we vary the elastic modu-
lus of the foam continuous phase Gy between 30 and 340
Pa, and its yield stress 7, from 0.5 to 20 Pa, as shown in
Fig. b). In this range of ¢, the emulsion yield stress
delays the gravitational drainage [7] allowing the foam
to coarsen at homogeneous liquid fraction (Supplemental
Material, section ).

Emulsions are first prepared at the desired ¢ by mixing
rapeseed oil (from Brassica rapa, Sigma Aldrich) and an
aqueous surfactant solution (Sodium Dodecyl Sulphate
30 g/L, Sigma Aldrich) with the double-syringe method
[17], and then foamed with the aid of a planetary kitchen
mixer until the sample volume has increased tenfold (lig-
uid fraction ranging between 9% and 11%). The resulting
foam is then gently sandwiched between two square glass
plates (edge 20 cm), with a spacing (10 mm) much larger
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FIG. 1. Foam coarsening in concentrated emulsions.
(a) Hlustration of the foam cell, highlighting the oil-in-water
emulsion between the bubbles. (b) Emulsion storage mod-
ulus Go (top) and yield stress 7, (bottom) at different ¢.
Experimental details can be found in [8]. The dashed lines
represent the two expected scalings Go ~ ¢(¢ — ¢*) [14] and
Ty ~ (¢ — ¢*)? [15], where ¢* = 64%. (c) Top view of a foam
at $=75% at t* = 60 minutes. The frame edge is 30 mm.
(d) Enlargement showing the outline of the bubble segmen-
tation (black) and the associated foam skeleton (red). The
frame edge is 10 mm. (e) Mean bubble growth at different
¢. The gray-shaded area highlights the time window consid-
ered, centered around t*= 60 minutes (vertical dashed line).
(f) Mean bubble size and coarsening rate evaluated at ¢t = t*.
The gray-shaded bars on R* represent the standard deviation
of the bubble size distribution.

than the typical bubble size (R ~ 107! mm) so that the
foam sample can be safely considered three-dimensional.
The typical bubble Laplace pressure (/R ~ 300 Pa with
v =~ 30 mN/m) is higher than the interstitial emulsion
yield stress, ensuring that our foams coarsen [I1, 12].

Foam ageing is monitored from the top by taking image
stacks with a camera (Basler acA3800-14um, equipped
with a Tamron lens 16mm F/1.4), while a square ar-
ray of LED lights provides uniform illumination from
above. The typical foam appearance is shown in Fig.
c). Image processing is performed with custom MAT-
LAB scripts as follows. Foam pictures are first segmented

through an adaptive thresholding and then skeletonized
with a watershed algorithm. An example of bubble seg-
mentation and foam skeleton outline is shown in Fig.
d). From the foam skeleton, we estimate the size of
each bubble as the radius R = /A/m, where A is the
area of the polygonal cell, to then monitor how its aver-
age value, taken as R3y = (R3)/(R?), evolves over time.
The time evolution of Rgy at different ¢ is reported in
Fig. [I(e): despite the tenfold increase in the emulsion
elasticity, the mean bubble growth is approximately the
same for each sample over almost one decade in time.
At the liquid fractions considered (~ 10%), neighbour-
ing bubbles share thin liquid films, whose surface area is
however reduced by the presence of thick Plateau bor-
ders. Inter-bubble gas diffusion is thus slower than in a
dry foam (liquid fraction ~ 1%) with the same skeleton
[18]. The experimental curves of R3s(t) indeed lie be-
tween the two power laws predicted for the mean bubble
growth in very dry foams [19] and dilute bubbly liquids
[20] in their scaling state (SM, Fig. S2). However, in con-
trast to aqueous foams, the foams under study are not
expected to head towards self-similarity. In fact, lack
of liquid phase redistribution and a non-trivial interplay
between foam structure and rheology has been shown to
eventually lead to highly heterogeneous structures at mil-
limetric bubble sizes [§].

We now compare the coarsening dynamics at the same
foam age t*. We present here data for ¢* = 60 minutes,
but choosing different values of ¢t* does not affect the
final results (SM, section 1). The mean bubble size R* =
R3o(t*) and its growth rate I'* = dRs2/dt|s« show no
significant dependence on ¢, as shown in Fig. (f) The
bubble size distribution also does not change with ¢ (SM,
Fig. S3).

However, a visual inspection of the coarsening movies
reveals a dramatic change in the global bubble dynamics
with increasing ¢ (SM, movies SM1-SM4). At ¢=65%,
bubbles freely rearrange as they coarsen, as in an aque-
ous foam. By contrast, as ¢ is increased up to 80%,
their motility is drastically reduced: bubbles appear to
just grow or shrink while remaining substantially stuck
in their initial positions.

The different bubble dynamics can be better appreci-
ated with the aid of activity maps, like the ones shown in
Fig. [2l The higher activity of the foam at $=65% stands
out at first glance. Here, we recognize the occurrence of
topological changes as the regions where two couples of
red and black sickle areas emerge symmetrically, marking
the neighbor-switching event. Furthermore, these plastic
events cause substantial motion in the surrounding bub-
bles, extending up to 4-5 bubbles away, as in aqueous
foams [B,[7]. On the other hand, as ¢ is increased, bubble
rearrangements rarefy (SM, Fig. S8-S9) and the overall
activity is drastically reduced.

We characterize such differences in the coarsening dy-
namics by tracking the bubbles. Since foams are ag-
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FIG. 2. Activity maps. Representative activity maps of coarsening foams at increasing ¢. The maps are obtained as the
difference between two frames separated by At = 60 s. The sample activity is compared at the same foam age t = t* for each

sample. The frame edge is 25 mm.

ing, the bubble size, the coarsening rate, and the bubble
mobility are all systematically changing over time. To
limit the global bubble growth while tracking the bub-
ble trajectories, we thus restrict the analysis to an image
sub-sequence covering a 15-minute time window centered
around ¢t = t*, as highlighted in Fig. e)7 that ensures
a variation in the mean bubble size of less than 15% for
each ¢. This allows studying bubble dynamics in quasi-
stationary conditions [8]. Substantially equivalent results
obtained for other two non-overlapping time windows,
centered around 30 and 45 minutes respectively, are re-
ported in Supplemental Material.

We perform bubble tracking by using TrackMate [21],
22] on the segmented foam pictures. The results ob-
tained at ¢=65% and ¢=80% are reported in Fig. [3{a),
where examples of representative trajectories are shown
for both samples.

At $=65%, bubbles move persistently in one direc-
tion until a sudden deviation occurs, as mirrored by the
jumps in the bubble trajectories. Such abrupt changes
of direction are not observed at ¢=80% where, by con-
trast, trajectories are straighter and shorter (SM, Fig.
S7). In aqueous foams, the loss of directional persis-
tency has been ascribed to the change in the local stress
configuration after the occurrence of plastic bubble rear-
rangements in the surroundings [8]. This agrees with our
observations: while at low ¢ bubbles rearrange during
coarsening, at high ¢ mutual bubble displacements are
almost suppressed (SM, Fig. S9).

To quantify these observations, we compute the proba-
bility distribution of bubble displacements Ar at different
time delays At (i.e. the self part of the Van Hove correla-
tion function [24]). For each ¢, the distribution exhibits a
well-defined peak at each time delay, that systematically
shifts towards larger Ar as At is increased, as shown in
Fig. B[(b) for $=65% and ¢=80%. Results for the other
values of ¢ can be found in Supplemental Material (Fig.
S2). At ¢=65%, the right tail of the distribution de-
creases as a power law before dropping at Ar around the

characteristic bubble size, akin to aqueous foams [§]. By
contrast, at $=80% the distributions decay more steeply
and displacements are restricted to smaller length scales.

We compute the bubble mean square displacement
MSD= (Ar?) at different time delays for each sample.
For this calculation, we discard small bubbles whose tra-
jectories do not cover the whole time window, which cor-
respond to less than 20% of the total number of detected
bubbles. The MSD dependency on At is plotted in Fig.
c) for each ¢. The MSD grows asymptotically as a
power law MSD ~ At#’, with an exponent § increasing
with ¢, heading towards a ballistic-like scaling.

Despite the same coarsening rate, for a fixed At the
MSD shows a tenfold reduction as ¢ is increased from
65% to 80%, reflecting shorter bubble displacements with
increasing emulsion elasticity. The average bubble size
can thus grow in the same way, with very different bub-
ble dynamics. Changing the continuous phase rheology
allows switching from traditional foam coarsening to a
new coarsening where mutual bubble displacements are
hindered. The MSD approaching a ballistic scaling at
high ¢ indeed reflects the bubble tendency to keep mov-
ing persistently (SM, Fig. S7), which is a signature of
the loss of plastic bubble rearrangements (SM, Fig. S9).

The change in the bubble dynamics can be traced back
to the continuous phase rheology. The emulsion elastic-
ity allows considering the foam continuous phase as a soft
elastic solid for small deformations [I0]. The diffusive gas
exchange between neighboring bubbles induces a varia-
tion in their size, which generates an elastic deformation
of the matrix. Bubble size variations hence give rise to
local elastic stresses that tend to restore the initial un-
strained structure. While coarsening, the foam can thus
accumulate stress in the matrix due to the change in the
bubble packing conditions. As the strain rate associated
to the coarsening process can be written as I'*/R* [1], [§],
we estimate the total strain applied to the system in a
given time At as (I'*/R*)At, and the total stress accu-
mulated by the foam as 7. = (I'"*/R*)AtGy, where Go
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FIG. 3. Bubble tracking. (a) Representative examples of
bubble trajectories, lasting the whole time window, obtained
at ¢=65% (top) and ¢=80% (bottom). The frame edge is
4 mm. (b) Distribution of bubble displacements at different
time delays At (increasing from 60 s to 360 s with a step of
15 s) for =65% and ¢=80%. The vertical gray-shaded bar
marks the mean bubble radius R*. (c) Bubble mean square
displacement as a function of At. MSD ~ At’® for each sam-
ple, with ¢ increasing with ¢, as shown in the inset. (d) MSD
rescaling. The dashed line marks 7. = 7.

is the elastic modulus of the matrix. Once this stress
overcomes the emulsion yield stress, it can relax via lo-
cal plastic bubble rearrangements. Indeed, in order for
bubbles to rearrange, the emulsion in the Plateau bor-
ders has to yield. On the other hand, as ¢ is increased,
the interstitial emulsion can bear higher stresses with-
out yielding. We thus compare 7. with 7, by plotting
the normalised average displacement MSD'/2/R* versus
the relative stress 7./7,. As shown in Fig. [3(d), data
display a good collapse. Results obtained at different
foam ages also collapse on the same master curve (SM,
Fig. S3(d)), meaning that coarsening-driven bubble dis-
placements are set by how much stress the emulsion can
bear without yielding. At high ¢ the emulsion between
the bubbles is stiff enough to elastically store the stress
due to bubble size variations and counteract bubble re-
arrangements. Only when 7. equals 7, the system has
accumulated enough stress to yield the emulsion so that

bubbles can rearrange.

Since the mutual bubble displacement is of the order
of MSD'/2 and the typical inter-bubble distance is of the
order of the bubble size R*, we can think of MSD'/2/R*
as a strain. We hence remark that the threshold 7. = 7,
corresponds to MSD'/2/R* ~ 10%, which is compatible
with the macroscopic strain (~ 15%) needed to yield an
equivalent aqueous foam at the same liquid fraction [23].

So far, we have only looked at ensemble-averaged dy-
namic quantities, neglecting any possible spatial fluctu-
ation. The collapse in Fig. d) might suggest that at
high ¢ the dynamics is simply slowed down, so that the
system does not accumulate enough stress for rearrange-
ments to occur within the time window considered for
quasi-stationarity. However, if we compare activity maps
corresponding to the same MSD (but different time de-
lays), the latter actually show a clear qualitative differ-
ence between ¢=65% and ¢=80%, as reported in Fig.
Eka). Bubble motion is highly heterogeneous at ¢p=65%,
as in aqueous foams, with core regions where neighbor
switching occurs surrounded by shells of bubbles that
adjust at fixed topology. Such dynamic heterogeneity is
lost at $=80%, where bubbles globally move more homo-
geneously.

We characterize spatial dynamic fluctuations by defin-
ing a mobility parameter that quantifies how much the
bubbles move between times ¢ and t + At. We define the
mobility ¢;(¢, At) = exp(—|r;(t+At)—r;(t)|?/d?) for each
bubble, with d=3%R*, and compute the total mobility
as the ensemble average C(t, At) = {(¢;(t, At)). From the
time fluctuations of the total mobility, we then evalu-

30

1 P y— S - — 80%

75%

c(at)
<

70%

65%

10" 102
At[s] At[s]

FIG. 4. Dynamic heterogeneity. (a) Examples of activity
maps at time delays corresponding to the same MSD~ 3.10%
mm? for $=65% (left) and $=80% (right). The edge size is
85 mm. (b) Total mobility C'(At) and dynamic susceptibility
xa for each sample.



ate the dynamic susceptibility as x4 = N((C(t, At)?) —
(C(t, At))?), which efficiently measures the degree of dy-
namic heterogeneity [25]. Results are shown in Fig. [[b).
For each sample, x4 exhibits a peak at a time delay that
grows with ¢, mirroring the slowing down of the dynam-
ics. On the other hand, the decrease of the peak height
captures the loss of cooperativity and spatial correlation
in bubble rearrangements at high ¢. At high ¢, bub-
bles tend to move persistently, deforming the material
without relaxing the accumulated stress via neighbor-
switching events. This eventually leads to the formation
of unusual foam structures (SM, Fig. S6), as found with
larger bubbles [g].

In conclusion, we show that continuous phase rheol-
ogy allows changing the bubble dynamics associated to
the pressure-driven coarsening process, showing a novel
way for foams to age. The emulsion yield stress hampers
mutual bubble displacements, affecting the coarsening
dynamics well before impacting the associated kinetics.
Our results show a decoupling between bubble growth
and rearrangements, raising new questions on the role
of local bubble dynamics on the global structural evo-
lution. Moreover, this opens new ways for tuning the
internal structure of foams, which are of great interest
for all those applications requiring solidification of liquid
foams, as bubble organisation directly impacts the me-
chanical properties [26] and thus the performance of the
final material.

The authors acknowledge Véronique Trappe for illu-
minating discussions. This work has been partly sup-
ported by Associazione Italiana per la Ricerca sul Cancro
(AIRC) to C.G. and F.G. (MFAG#22083).

C.G., E.R., and A.S. conceptualized the experimental
study. F.G. designed the methodology. C.G. conducted
the experiments. C.G and F.G. analyzed the data. C.G.,
R.C., F.G., and A.S. interpreted the experimental re-
sults. C.G. wrote the manuscript with contributions from
all authors.

[1] J. Von Neumann. Metal Interfaces. American Society for
Metals, Cleveland, 1952.

[2] 1. Cantat, S. Cohen-Addad, F. Elias, F. Graner, R. Hohler,
O. Pitois, F. Rouyer, and A. Saint-Jalmes. Foams. Struc-
ture and Dynamics. Oxford University Press, New York,
2013.

[3] P. Sollich, F. Lequeux, P. Hébraud, and M. E. Cates.
Rheology of soft glassy materials. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
78:2020-2023, Mar 1997.

[4] D. J. Durian, D. A. Weitz, and D. J. Pine. Scaling behav-
ior in shaving cream. Phys. Rev. A, 44:R7902-R7905, Dec
1991.

[5] A. S. Gittings and D. J. Durian. Statistics of bubble rear-
rangement dynamics in a coarsening foam. Phys. Rev. F,
78:066313, Dec 2008.

[6] M. Le Merrer, S. Cohen-Addad, and R. Hohler. Bubble

rearrangement duration in foams near the jamming point.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 108:188301, May 2012.

[7] D. A. Sessoms, H. Bissig, A. Duri, L. Cipelletti, and V.
Trappe. Unexpected spatial distribution of bubble rear-
rangements in coarsening foams. Soft Matter, 6:3030-3037,
2010.

[8] F. Giavazzi, V. Trappe, and R. Cerbino. Multiple dynamic
regimes in a coarsening foam. Journal of Physics Con-
densed Matter, 33(2):24002, 2021.

[9] M. Le Merrer, S. Cohen-Addad, and R. Hohler. Duration
of bubble rearrangements in a coarsening foam probed by
time-resolved diffusing-wave spectroscopy: Impact of in-
terfacial rigidity. Phys. Rev. F, 88:022303, Aug 2013.

[10] H. Bey, F. Wintzenrieth, O. Ronsin, R. Hohler, and S.
Cohen-Addad. Stabilization of foams by the combined ef-
fects of an insoluble gas species and gelation. Soft Matter,
13:6816-6830, 2017.

[11] 1. Lesov, S. Tcholakova, and N. Denkov. Factors control-
ling the formation and stability of foams used as precur-
sors of porous materials. Journal of Colloid and Interface
Science, 426:9-21, 2014.

[12] B. Feneuil, P. Aimedieu, M. Scheel, J. Perrin, N. Roussel,
and O. Pitois. Stability criterion for fresh cement foams.
Cement and Concrete Research, 125:105865, 2019.

[13] C. Guidolin, J. Mac Intyre, E. Rio, A. Puisto, and A.
Salonen. Viscoelastic coarsening of quasi-2d foam. Nature
Communications, 14(1125), 2023.

[14] T. G. Mason, J. Bibette, and D. A. Weitz. Elasticity
of compressed emulsions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 75:2051-2054,
1995.

[15] T. G. Mason, J. J. Bibette, and D. A. Weitz. Yielding
and flow of monodisperse emulsions. Journal of Colloid
and Interface Science, 179(2):439-448, 1996.

[16] J. Goyon, F. Bertrand, O. Pitois, and G. Ovarlez. Shear
induced drainage in foamy yield-stress fluids. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 104:128301, Mar 2010.

[17] T. Gaillard, M. Roché, C. Honorez, M. Jumeau,
A. Balan, C. Jedrzejczyk, W. Drenckhan. Controlled
foam generation using cyclic diphasic flows through a
constriction. International Journal of Multiphase Flow,
96:173-187, 2017.

[18] Schimming, C. D.; and D. J. Durian. Border-crossing
model for the diffusive coarsening of two-dimensional
and quasi-two-dimensional wet foams. Physical Review E
96(3), 032805, 2017.

[19] W. W. Mullins. The statistical self-similarity hypothesis
in grain-growth and particle coarsening. Journal of Ap-
plied Physics, 59:1341-1349, 1986.

[20] I.M. Lifshitz and V.V. Slyozov. The kinetics of precip-
itation from supersaturated solid solutions. Journal of
Physics and Chemistry of Solids, 19(1):35-50, 1961.

[21] J. Tinevez, N. Perry, J. Schindelin, G. M. Hoopes, G.
D. Reynolds, E. Laplantine, S. Y. Bednarek, S. L. Shorte,
and K. W. Eliceiri. Trackmate: An open and extensible
platform for single-particle tracking. Methods, 115:80-90,
2017. Image Processing for Biologists.

[22] D. Ershov, M. Phan, J. W. Pylvanainen, S. U. Rigaud,
L. Le Blanc, A. Charles-Orszag, J. R. W. Conway, R. F.
Laine, N. H. Roy, D. Bonazzi, G. Duménil, G. Jacquemet,
and J. Tinevez. Trackmate 7: integrating state-of-the-art
segmentation algorithms into tracking pipelines. Nature
Methods, 19:829-832, 2022.

[23] A. Saint-Jalmes and D. J. Durian. Vanishing elasticity
for wet foams: Equivalence with emulsions and role of



polydispersity. Journal of Rheology, 43(6):1411-1422, 11
1999.

[24] J. P. Hansen and I. R. Mcdonald. Theory of simple lig-
uids. Academic Press (London), 556, 1986.

[25] L. Berthier and G. Biroli. Theoretical perspective on
the glass transition and amorphous materials. Rev. Mod.
Phys., 83:587-645, Jun 2011.

[26] S. Heitkam, W. Drenckhan, T. Titscher, D. Weaire,
D. C. Kreuter, D. Hajnal, F. Piechon, and J. Frohlich.
Elastic properties of solid material with various arrange-
ments of spherical voids. Furopean Journal of Mechanics
- A/Solids, 59:252-264, 2016.

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
Coarsening dynamics

As foams are evolving over time, we study the bubble
dynamics in quasi-stationary conditions by performing
bubble tracking on image sub-sequences centered at a
certain foam age t* and covering a t*/4 time window,
which ensures a variation of the mean bubble size of less
than 15%. We consider three different t* correspond-
ing to 30, 45, and 60 minutes respectively. Figure a)
shows the time evolution of the Sauter mean bubble ra-
dius Ras = (R3)/(R?) for each sample, where the three
different t* are marked as vertical dashed lines. The gray-
shaded areas in the same plot highlight the corresponding
time windows considered for the bubble tracking. The
mean bubble size R* = R32(t*) and the coarsening rate
I'* = dRsz/dt|¢+ evaluated at each t* are reported in
Fig[5(b).

If we fit the global time evolution of the Sauter mean
bubble radius Rs, with a power law of the kind « - t#
for each ¢, we obtain the exponents § shown in Fig. [0}
However, as our foams are not expected to reach a scal-
ing state, we do not expect a power law growth a pri-
ori, which is why we decided to reason in terms of the
coarsening rate dR3z/dt as measured locally in the time
windows considered, rather than in terms of power law
exponents. To compare the foam structure between the
samples, we calculate the distribution of the bubble radii
R, normalised by the average value R3s. The normalised
bubble size distributions are reported in Fig. [7] below for
each ¢ and each foam age t* considered. No significant
difference is observed between the size distributions at
different ¢ at each t*.

We report in Fig. [§] the probability distribution of
bubble displacements P(Ar, At) obtained for each sam-
ple and each time window. Let us consider the first time
window centered at t* = 30 minutes. All distributions
exhibit a well-defined peak at each time delay, that sys-
tematically shifts to larger Ar as At is increased. At low
¢, the right tail of the distribution decreases as a power
law before dropping at Ar around the characteristic bub-
ble size, as marked by the vertical gray-shaded bars. By

contrast, as ¢ is increased, the decay of the distribution
becomes gradually steeper, with bubble displacements
stopping at smaller length scales until, at ¢$=80%, the
distributions no longer reach displacements comparable
to the bubble size. Equivalent results are obtained in
the other two time windows and reported in Fig. b7c)7
showing that the analysis does not depend on the choice
of t* within the experimental time.

From the bubble trajectories, we evaluate the mean
square displacement (MSD) at different time delays At.
The At-dependency of the MSD at different ¢ is plot-
ted in Fig. [9] for each time window considered. For
each ¢, the MSD grows asymptotically as a power law
MSD ~ A, with exponent § increasing with ¢ towards
a ballistic-like scaling.

As shown in Fig. [0 a good collapse of the data
is observed for each foam age when plotting the nor-
malised average displacement MSD'/2/R* versus the rel-
ative stress 7./7,, where 7. = (I'*/R*)AtGy is the total
stress accumulated in the system due to coarsening, and
Ty is the emulsion yield stress. We remark that the re-
sults obtained at different foam ages collapse on the same
master curve as shown in Fig. [0f(d).

Gravitational drainage.

Three dimensional foams are subject to gravitational
drainage: the liquid between the bubbles gradually flows
downwards because of gravity, making the foam drier on
top and wetter at the bottom. Drainage makes probing
3D foam coarsening very challenging, which is why stud-
ies on moderately wet foams typically resort to quasi-2D
configurations [TH3] or microgravity conditions [4H6]. In
our case, since we monitor the foam evolution from the
top, drainage could result in an overestimate of the coars-
ening rate. However, the emulsion yield stress allows de-
laying the foam gravitational drainage, providing a time
range in which the liquid fraction can be considered ho-
mogeneous inside the sample and thus the coarsening of
the top surface bubble layer is representative of the bulk
evolution.

Gravitational drainage is expected to become signif-
icant above a critical bubble size at which the buoy-
ancy force per unit area exerted on the bubble overcomes
the emulsion yield stress, namely when pgR/3 > 7, [7].
Since the emulsion yield stress depends on its oil frac-
tion, coarsening can be safely studied without substantial
gravitational effects up to a critical bubble size, estimated
as Rq = 37y /pg, which increases with ¢.

Our setup does not allow probing coarsening in the ab-
sence of gravitational drainage with emulsion oil fractions
below jamming or with an aqueous continuous phase at
similar bubble sizes and liquid fractions. To avoid mix-
ing coarsening with gravitational effects, we consider a
range of ¢ between 65% and 80%, and we stop the image
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acquisitions after a couple of hours. Indeed, we estimate
the critical bubble radius for the onset of drainage to be
of the order of hundreds of microns for the lowest oil frac-
tion investigated ¢ = 65% and to be several millimeters
at ¢ > 65%. Therefore, while the slight change of curva-
ture at the end of the R35(t) curve observed at ¢ = 65%
can be reasonably ascribed to the onset of drainage, the
measurements on all samples at ¢ > 65% stop at bubble
radii well below the critical size. However, estimating
the bubble size from the foam skeleton allows reducing
possible artifacts due to changes in the liquid fraction.
In addition, the appearance of the bottom bubble layer
of the foam at the end of the image acquisition has been
checked for each ¢. Some gravity-induced vertical size
segregation inside the samples can occur even at higher
¢ because of bubble polydispersity, with some large bub-
bles rising to the top of the sample, but their contribution
to the overall kinetics and dynamics is negligible.

Late-stage foam structure

Our experiments show that continuous phase stiffness
impacts the coarsening dynamics well before the appear-
ance of clear changes in the foam structure. However,
bubble inability to plastically rearrange can be at the
origin of the onset of heterogeneous coarsening observed
at millimetric bubble sizes in quasi-2D foams [8]. Lack of
emulsion redistribution inside the foam can indeed play
a crucial role in the initial stage, before inhomogeneities
in the foam structure, and thus in its local mechanical
properties, arise and further exacerbate spatially hetero-
geneous bubble growth.

To probe this effect in 3D foams, we let the sample
at ¢ = 80% age to qualitatively monitor from the top
its structure evolution. At the end of the image ac-
quisition, the foam cell has been turned upside down
to take a picture of the bottom, to visually check on
the effect of drainage. The late-stage foam appearance
is shown in Fig. One can recognise the effect of
gravitational drainage, visible from the difference in the
liquid fraction between the top and the bottom of the
sample, as well as the traces of the occurrence of film-
rupture events on the top bubble layer. The combina-
tion of three different mechanisms of foam destabilisa-
tion (coarsening, coalescence, and drainage) prevents any
quantitative assessment on bubble growth and dynamics
at this stage. However, we can see how the foam exhibits
an atypical coarsening-induced structure, similar to the
ones observed in quasi-2D configurations [§], with islands
of small bubbles enclosed by chains of larger bubbles, as
highlighted with guides to the eye.

Persistence length

From the bubble trajectories, we quantify the associ-
ated persistence length as follows. In analogy with poly-
mers [9], we consider the orientational correlation func-
tion (cosé(r)), where 6(r) is the angle between the vec-
tors tangent to the trajectory in two points separated
by a portion of trajectory of length r. For a semi-
flexible polymer, the orientational correlation function
is expected to fall off exponentially (cosf(r)) = e~"/Lr,
where L, is the persistence length and the angled brack-
ets denote the average over all starting positions along



FIG. 10. Late-stage foam structure at ¢ = 80%. The photos show the appearance of the top (a) and the bottom (b) of the
sample after 23 hours. Despite the occurrence of coalescence events and the onset of gravitational drainage, the pictures clearly
show an atypical bubble pattern induced by heterogeneous coarsening. Examples of clusters of small bubbles are highlighted
with red circles, while dashed yellow lines indicate examples of chains of large bubbles. The edge size is 11 cm.

the trajectory.

For this calculation, we consider only trajectories cover-
ing the whole time window and identify the direction of
tangent vectors with the one of the segment connecting
two consecutive points of the trajectory. The correla-
tion curves, averaged over all the bubbles, are shown in
Fig. a). By fitting these decays with a stretched ex-
ponential of the kind (cosf(r)) = a - exp(—(r/L,)?) we
can extract the persistence length L, which is then cor-
rected for the stretching exponent to retrieve the mean
value as (L,) = %F(%), where T' is the gamma func-
tion. The amplitude term o« < 1 is introduced to ac-
count for the drop of orientational correlation between
two consecutive displacements due to the localization
error, while the same value § = 0.5 for the stretch-
ing exponent is used for all samples. The persistence
length (L,) for t* = 60 minutes is reported in Fig.
b) as a function of ¢. The corresponding best fit-
ting values for « are (0.30,0.25,0.18,0.13) £ 0.08 for
o = (65%, 70%, 75%, 80%), respectively. We can see that
(L,) grows with ¢, confirming that bubble trajectories
become straighter with increasing oil fraction, namely
bubbles tend to move persistently.

Bubble rearrangements

An exact quantification of the rate of bubble re-
arrangements from local topological changes in the
foam skeleton is extremely sensitive to errors in bubble

detection, which likely occurs in our three-dimensional
foam images. However, we can get a fully automatic and
robust estimate of the number of bubble rearrangements
from the activity maps as follows.

We identify the bubble rearrangements as the local
regions of highest activity in the foam. We compute
the difference between images separated by a time delay
of 15 seconds, as shown in Fig. a—c). Since the
coarsening rate is the same between the samples, we
fix the same time interval for each ¢. This is the same
procedure used to get the activity maps shown in Fig. 2
in the main text. We then calculate the square of the
image difference and apply a Gaussian filter of standard
deviation ~ 0.8 mm before thresholding. An example
of the output image is shown in Fig. d), where
we can recognize white blobs on a dark background,
corresponding to the regions of highest activity. The
time separation between images is chosen to prevent
the merging of blobs corresponding to different events,
ensuring a correct counting of the number of events. We
repeat this procedure for all pairs of source and target
images separated by the same time delay At = 15 s
within the time windows centered at foam ages t* =
30, 45, and 60 minutes. To prevent double counting of
the same event on consecutive image pairs, we consider
only source images separated by twice the time delay
At. The raw number of events counted for each sample
at each foam age is shown in Fig. top row). We can
see a marked reduction in the number of detected events
with increasing ¢, going from tens to only a few events
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as we switch from ¢ = 65% to ¢ = 80%. At the lowest
¢, we can also recognize a slight decrease in the number
of events over time, consistently with the slowing down
of the coarsening kinetics. As the mean bubble size R*
and the image size do not change with ¢, the number of
bubbles is also the same so that we can directly compare
the rate of events. We then calculate the average rate
of rearrangements by dividing the raw number of events
by the lag time and averaging over the whole time
window. The results are reported in Fig. bottom
row), where we can see that, despite the same coarsen-
ing rate, the rate of bubble rearrangements is strongly
reduced with increasing oil fraction ¢ at each foam age t*.

Coarsening movies

We provide four movies showing the coarsening dy-
namics at different ¢, corresponding to the 15-minute
time window centered around t* = 60 minutes. Consec-
utive frames are separated by a time delay of 15 seconds
and displayed at a playback speed of 5 fps. The size
of each frame edge is 85 mm. Movies SM1, SM2, SM3,
and SM4 correspond to ¢ = 65%, 70%, 75%, and 80%
respectively.
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FIG. 12. Detection of bubble rearrangements.
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(a,b) Source and target foam images separated by a time delay At = 15

seconds. (c) Corresponding activity map, that is the image difference displayed with a custom colormap. (d) Output image
after thresholding, showing the blobs corresponding to the spots of highest activity in the foam, as shown in (e) where the
detected active regions are highlighted with red circles.
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FIG. 13. Bubble rearrangements. Top row: raw number of events detected for each ¢ at each foam age t*. Bottom row:
corresponding rate of events as a function of ¢.
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