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Am orphous m aterdals as diverse as foam s, em ulsions, colloidal suspensions and granular m edia
can Am into a rigid, disordered state w here they w thstand nite shear stressesbefore yielding. Here
we review the current understanding of the transition to Bm m ing and the nature of the pmm ed
state for disordered packings of particles that act through repulsive contact interactions and are at
zero tem perature and zero shear stress. W e rst discuss the breakdown of a ne assum ptions that
underlies the rich m echanics near pmm ing. W e then extensively discuss m m ing of frictionless
soft spheres. At the amm Ing point, these system s are m arginally stabl (isostatic) in the sense
of constraint counting, and m any geom etric and m echanical properties scale w ith distance to this
am m ing point. Finally we discuss current explorations of Jam m ing of frictional and non-spherical
(ellipsoidal) particles. Both friction and asphericity tune the contact num ber at am m ing away from
the isostatic 1 it, but in opposite directions. T his allow s one to disentangle distance to Bm m ing
and distance to isostaticity. T he picture that em erges is that m ost quantities are govemed by the
contact num ber and scale w ith distance to isostaticity, while the contact num ber itself scales w ith

distance to Emm ing.

PACS numbers: 61.43.—j, 64.70D -, 83.80F g, 83.80H Jj, 83.80.1z

I. NTRODUCTION

Jam m Ing govems the transition to rigidity of disor-
dered m atter. Foam s, em ulsions, colloidal suspensions,
pastes, granularm edia and glasses can am in rigid, dis—
ordered states in which they resoond essentially elasti-
cally to sm all applied shear stresses Fig.[llad). How—
ever, they can also easily be m ade to yield (unjpm ) and

ow by tuning various controlparam eters.

The transition from the freely ow ing to the pmm ed
state, the am m Ing transition, can be induced by varying
them odynam ic variables, such as tem perature or den—
sity, but also m echanical variables such as the stress ap—
plied to the sample: colloidal suspensions becom e col-
loidal glasses as the density is increased near random
close packing, owing foam s becom e static as the shear
stress isdecreased below the yield stress, and supercooled
licquids form glasses as the tem perature is lowered be-
low the glass transition tem perature. In 1998 L1 and
N agel presented their provocative amm ing phase dia-—
gram Fig.[Ik), and proposed to probe the connections
betw een various transitions to rigidity ].

This review provides an overview of the current (par-
tial) answers to the ollow Ing tw o questions: W hat is the
nature of the pmm ed state? W hat is the nature of the
pm m ing transition? W e focuson pmm ed m odelsystem s
at zero tem perature and zero shear | m odels for non-
brownian emulsions, foam s and granular m edia rather
than collbidal and m olecular glasses | and review the
geom etrical and m echanical properties of these system s
as a function of the distance to am m ing.

In view of the very rapid developm ents in the eld,
the paper focuses on the basic pm m ing scenarios, which
arises In weakly) com pressed system s of soft particles

Interacting through repulsive contact forces at zero tem —
perature and zero shear. T he picture that has em erged

forthe pmm Ing transition in these system sissu ciently

com plete to warrant an overview articke and, in addition,

provides a starting point for work on a wider range of
phenom ena, such as occurring In attractive system s ],

system sbelow pmm ing ﬂ], the ow ofdisordered m edia
near pmm ing ,B,E,B,@], pmm ing of system sat nite
tem perature @,] and experin ents @,,].

In this review the focus is on pmm ing of frictionless
spheres, frictional spheres, and frictionless ellipsoids |
soft ([deform able) particles which interact through repul-
sive contact forces. T he distance to pm m ing of all these
system s is set by the am ount of deform ation of the par-
ticles, which can be controlled by the applied pressure
or enforced packing fraction. These systam s lose rigid—
ity when the deform ations vanish, or equivalently, when
the con ning pressure reaches zero. A swe w ill see, these
seam Ingly sin ple system s exhbit rich and beautifiil be-
havior, where geom etry and m echanical response are in—
tricately linked.

The contact number, z, de ned as the average num —
ber of contacts per particle, plays a crucial roke for these
system s. There is a m inin al value of z below which
the system loses rigidity: when the contact num ber is
too sn all, there are collective particle m otions, so-called

oppy m odes, that (in lowest order) do not cost elastic
energy. By a constraint counting argum ent one can es—
tablish a precise value for them ninmum valie of z where
the system does not generically allows oppy deform a—
tions | this is the isostatic contact number zi,. Aswe
w il see, a host ofm echanical and geom etrical properties
of amm ed system s scale w ith distance to the isostatic
point.
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FIG.1: (ad) Exam pls of everyday disordered m edia in a amm ed state. (@) G ranular m edia, consisting of solid grains in gas

or vacuum .

(o) Toothpaste, a dense packing of (colloidal) particles in uid. (c) M ayonnaise, an em ulsion consisting of a dense

packing of (0il) droplets in an Inm iscble uid. (d) Shaving foam , a dense packing ofgasbubblesin uid. (¢) Jam m ing diagram

proposed by Liu, Nagel and co-workers ,E]. The diagram illuistrates that m any disordered m aterials are in a fpmm ed state
for low tem perature, low load and large density, but can yield and becom e unpmm ed when these param eters are varied. In
this review we will focus on the zero tem perature, zero load axis. For frictionless soft spheres, there is a wellde ned Bm m ing
transition indicated by point \J" on the inverse density axis, which exhibits sin ilarities to an (unusual) criticalphase transition.

The crucial, and at st glance very puzzling point, is
that while frictionless spheres reach isostaticity at the
pm m ing point, frictional spheres are generally hyper—
static (z > zis,) at Emm ing, whilke frictionless ellipsoids
are hypostatic (z < zi) at pmm ing. Aswe w ill see, the
relations between contact numbers, oppy m odes, rigid—
ity and pmm Ing are subtle.

Truly new and surprising physics em erges near pm —
m Ing in system s as seem ngly sin ple as disordered pack—
ings of frictionless, deform able particles ]. We rstdis—
cuss the breakdown of a ne assum ptions that underlies
the rich physics of emm ing in section [[I. W e give an
overview ofthem ain characteristics ofthe jam m ing tran—
sition fr soft frictionless spheres in section [II. Both
friction and asphericity lead to new physics, as here the
pmm ing transition and isostaticity decouple. Jam m ing
of frictional soft spheres is discussed in section [IV], and
amm ing of frictionless soft ellipsoids in section []. Fi-
nally, n section[V 3w e sketch a num ber ofopen problem s.

II. MOTIVATION:M ECHANICS OF
DISORDERED M ATTER

T he crucialquestion one faces when attem pting to de—
scribe the m echanics of m aterdals such as foam s, emul-
sionsorgranularm edia, ishow to dealw ith disorder. T he
sin plest approach isto ignore disorderaltogether, and at—
tem pt to gain insight based on m odels for ordered, \crys—
talline" packings. A related approach, e ective m edium
theory, does not strictly require ordered packings, but

assum es that local deform ations and forces scale sin —
ilarly as global deform ations and stresses. As we will
see In section [IIA], m a pr discrepancies arise when these
approaches are confronted w ith (hum erical) experin ents
on disordered system s. This is because the response of
disordered packingsbecom es increasingly non-a nenear
pmm ing (section [IIB]).

A . Failure ofA ne A pproaches

1. Foam s and Em ulsions

Som e of the earliest studies that consider the ques-
tion of rigidity of packings of particles concem the loss
of rigidity In foam s and em ulsions w ith increasing wet—
ness. Foam s are dispersions of gas bubbles in liquid,
stabilized by surfactant, and the gas fraction plays
a crucial role for the structure and rigidity of a foam .
T he Interactions between bubbles are repulsive and vis-
ocous, and static foam s are sim ilar to the frictionless soft
spheres discussed In section [II. Tn real foam s, graviy
(which causes drainage) and gasdi usion Wwhich causes
coarsening) plhy a rol, but we w ill ignore these.

Theunpm m ing scenario for foam s isas ollow s. W hen
the gas fraction approaches one, the foam is called dry.
Application ofdeform ations causes the liquid In sto be
stretched, and the increase in surface area then provides
a restoring force: dry foam s are pmm ed. W hen the gas
fraction is lowered and the foam becom es w etter, the gas



bubblesbecom e increasingly spherical, and the foam loses
rigidity for som e criticalgas fraction . wherethebubbles
Jose contact Fig.[2). The ungmm ing transition is thus
govemed by the gas fraction, which typically is seen asa
m aterialparam eter. For em ulsions, consisting ofdroplets
ofone uid digpersed In a second uid and stabilized by
a surfactant, the sam e scenario arises.

Analytical calculations are feasble for ordered pack-—
ings, because one only needs to consider a single particle
and its neighbors to capture the packing geom etry and
m echanical response of the foam | due to the periodic
nature of the packing, the response of the m aterial is
a ne. The a ne assum ption basically states that lo—
cally, particles follow the globally applied deform ation

eld | as if the particles are pinned to an elastically
deform ing sheet. M ore precisely, the strict de nition of
a netransform ations statesthat three collinearparticles
rem ain collinear and that the ratio of their distances is
preserved, and a ne transfom ations are, apart from ro—
tations and translations, com posed of uniform shear and
com pression or dilatation.

Packings of monodisgperse bubbls In a two—
dim ensional hexagonal lattice (\liquid honeycomb"
[Ld]) debrm a nely. The bubblks bse contact at the
critical density . equal to 3 0:9069, and ordered

foam packings are pmm ed for larger densities @, |ﬂ].
W hen for such a m odel foam is lowered towards .,
the yild stress and shear m odulus rem ain nite, and
Jum p to zero precisely at C@,]. T he contact num ber
(average num ber of contacting neighbors per bubbl)
rem ains constant at 6 In the pmmed regine. Sin ilar
results can be obtained for three-dim ensional ordered
foam s, where . is given by the packing densiy of the
HCP ]attjoegp—E 0:7405.

Early measurem ents for polydisoerse emulsions by
P rincen and K iss in 1985 [L€] fund a shear m odulus
which varied substantially wih . Even though no data
was presented for less than 0.75 and the t only n—
cluded points for which 0:8, the shear m odulus was

tted as G =3 ¢),where . 01, and thus
appeared to vanish at a critical density below the value
predicted fr ordered lattices [L€].

T he fact that the critical packing density for ordered
system s is higher than that for disordered system sm ay
not be a surprise, given that at the pmm ing threshold,
the particles are undeform ed spheres, and it iswellknow n
that ordered sphere packings are denser than irreqular
ones E]. However, the di erences between the varia—
tion of the m oduli and yield strength with distance to
the rigidity threshold predicted for ordered packings and
m easured fordisordered em ulsions strongly indicatesthat
one has to go beyond m odels of ordered packings.

2. E ective M edium T heory for G ranular M edia

For granular m edia an in portant question has been
to predict the buk elasticity, and M akse and co-w orkers
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FIG .2: Sinulated foam for increasing wetness, approaching
unjdmm ing for # 0:84 (adapted from s | Copyright by
the Am erican P hysical Socity) .

have carried out extensive studies of the variation of the
elastic m oduli and sound propagation speed wih pres—
sure In granular m edia from the perspective of e ective
medim theory R2d,[21,[221.

E ective medium theory EM T) basically assum es
that: (i) M acroscopic, averaged quantities can be ob—
tained by a sinple coarse graining procedure over the
Individualcontacts. (ii) Thee ect ofglobal forcing, eg.,
In posing a deform ation, trivially translates to changes in
the Iocal contacts. T his second assum ption isthe \a ne
assum ption", and thisw illbe the crucialassum ption that
breaks down near pmm ing.

M akseetal studied thebreakdown ofe ectivem ediim
theory in the context of granular media. A ssum ing a
Hertzian interaction between spherical grains @], the
contact force £ scalesw ith the overlap between particles
asf 3=2 | As a result, the sti ness of these contacts
then scalesas@ £  '72. Since, in good approxin ation,
the pressure P f, one obtains that the sti ness of the
individual contacts scales as P '™>. EM T then predicts
that the elastic buk m odulus K and shear m odulus G
scale asthe sti ness ofthe contacts: K G P?,and
that the sound velocities scales as P 1=¢ 24, 21, 24, [241.
In particular, the ratio G=K should be independent of
pressure.

From a range of sinulations M akse et al concluded
that the a ne assum ption works well for the com pres—
sion m odulus provided that the change In contact num —
berwih P is taken into account, but fails for the shear
m odulus | and suggested that this is due to the non-
a ne nature of the defom ations , |Zl|, @]. We will
discuss this issue at length in section [IT1.

B. Beyond A ne Approaches

In a sam inalpaper in 1990, Bolon and W eaire asked
how a disordered foam loses rigidiy when its gas fraction
is decreased E]. They probed this question by sinu-
lations of a tw o-din ensional polydisperse foam , consist—
Ing of approxin ately hundred bubbls, as a function of

Fig.[2). Their m odel captures the essential surface
tension driven structure of foam s and predates the now
w idely used \surface evolver" code for am s R4].

The ollow Ing crucial observations are m ade: (i) The
critical density is around 0.84, which is identi ed as the
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FIG . 3: Square root scaling of contact num ber z w ith c
observed in the Durian bubble m odel (adapted from R3] |
C opyright by the Am erican P hysical Society) .

random close packing density In two din ensions | here
the yild stress appears to vanish smoothly. (i) The
contact number z an oothly decreaseswih .At =1
the contact num ber equals six. T his can be understood
by com bining Euler’s theorem which relates the num ber
of vertices, faces and edges In tilings w ith P lateau’s rule
that fora two-dim ensionaldry foam in equilibrium , three

In s (faces) m eet In one point (vertex). W hen |
the contact num ber appears to reach the m arghhalvalie,
four. (iii) The shear m odulus decreaseswih and ap—
pears to an oothly go to zero at =  Unfortunately
the authors do not comm ent on the bulk m odulus).

In related work on the so-called bubbl m odel de—
veloped for wet foam s In 1995, D urian reached sim ilar
conclusions for tw o-din ensionalm odel foam s, and m ore—
over found that the contact num ber indeed approaches
4= 2d) near Amm ing, and observed the non-trivial
square root scaling of z 4 w ith excess density for the

rst tine Fid3). Allthese ndings are consistent w ith
what is found in closely related m odels of frictionless soft
spheres near am m ing, as discussed in sections[II.

E xperin entally, m easurem ents of the shear m odulus
and osm otic pressure of com pressed three-din ensional
m onodisperse but disordered em ulsions found sin ilarbe-
havior for the loss of rigidity [27, 128, 129]. The shear
modulis, When scaled appropriately with the Laplace
pressure, which sets the local \sti ness" of the droplets)
grow s continuously wih  and vanishes at 0:635,
corresponding to random close packing in three dim en—
sions. T he oam otic pressure exhibits very sim ilar scaling,
In plying that the buk m odulus (peing proportional to
the derivative of the pressure w ith respect to ) scales
di erently from the shearmodulus | the di erence be-
tween shear and bulk modulus is another hallm ark of
pm m ing of frictionless spheres.
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FIG .4: D eform ation eldsofpackingsof1000 frictionless par-
ticles under com pression (a,c) and shear (o,d) as indicated by
the red arrow s. T he packings in the top row (a,b) are strongly
Bmm ed (contact number z = 5:87), while the packings in the
bottom row (c,d) are close to the Bmm ing point | their con—
tact num ber is 4:09, whil the pm m Ing transition occurs for
z = 4 in this case. C learly, the deform ation eld becom es In—
creasingly non-a ne when the amm ing point is approached
(adapted from [30,131] | C opyright by the Am erican P hysical
Society) .

T here is thus a wealth of sin ulational and experin en—
tal evidence that invalidates sim ple predictions for the
rigidiy of disordered m edia based on our intuition for
ordered packings. T he crucial ngredient that ism issing
isthenon-a nenature ofthe deform ations of disordered
packings Fig.[) . T here isno sin ple way to estin ate the
particlesm otion and defom ations in disordered system s,
and one needsto resort to (num erical) experim ents. Jam —
m Ing can be seen as the avenue that connects the resuls
ofsuch experin ents. Jam m Ing ain s at capturing them e-
chanicaland geom etric properties of disordered system s,
buiding on two Insights: rst, that the non-a ne char-
acter becom es large near the pmm ing transition, and
second, that disorder and non-a nity are not weak per—
turbations away from the ordered, a ne case, but m ay
lead to com pltely new physics 24,127,132,133,134,135,13€].

III. JAMM ING OF SOFT FRICTIONLESS

SPHERES

O ver the last decade, trem endous progress has been
m ade in our understanding ofwhat m ight be considered
the \Ising m odel" for Bm m Ing: static packings of soft,
friction less spheres that act through purely repulsive con—
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FIG . 5: States of soft frictionless spheres as fiinction of pack-
ing density , below, at, and above the critical density ..
Left: Unjamm ed system at a density below the critical den-
sity | pressure is zero and there are no contacts. M iddl:
M arginally rigid system consisting of undeform ed frictionless
spheres just touching. The system is at the amm ing tran—
sition (point J), has vanishing pressure, critical density and
2d contacts per particle, where d is the din ension. R ight:
Jamm ed system for nite pressure and densiy above ..

tact forces. In thism odel, tem perature, gravity and shear
are set to zero. The beauty of such system s is that they
allow for a precise study ofa pmm ing transition. Aswe
w ill see In sections[IV] and [], caution should be applied
when applying the results for soft frictionless spheres to
frictional and/or non-spherical particles.

From a theoreticalpoint of view , packings of soft firic—
tionless spheres are ideal for three reasons. First, they
exhibit a wellde ned pmm ing point: Forpositive P the
system is pmmed, as i exhibitsa nite shearm odulus
anda nieyield st:nessﬁ], w hile at zero pressure the sys—
tem s loses rigidity. Hence, the (un)pmm ing transition
occurswhen the pressure P approaches zero, or, geom et—
rically, when the defomm ations of the particles vanish.
T he zero pressure, zero shear, zero tem perature point in
the pmm Ing phase diagram is referred to as \point J"

Fig.[le and[H). In this review, point J will only refer
to soft frictionless spheres and not to pmm ing transi-
tions of other types of particles. Second, at point J the
contact num ber approaches the so-called isostatic value,
and the system ism arghally stable. The system 'sme-
chanicaland geom etricalproperties are rich and peculiar
here. For large system s the critical packing density, .,
approaches valuies usually associated w ith random close
packing. Third, the m echanical and geom etrical proper—
tiesof pmm ed system sat nite pressure, or equivalently,

¢ > 0, exhbit non-trivial power law scalings as a
fnction = ¢ or, sin ilarly, as function of the
pressure, P .

In this section we address the specialnature ofpoint J
and discuss the scaling ofthem echanicaland geom etrical
properties for pm m ed system s near point J.W e start in
section [IIIA] by a brief discussion ofa f&w comm on con—
tact law s and various num erical protocols used to gener—
ate pmm ed packings. W e then present evidence that the
Amm Ing transition of frictionless spheres is sharp and
discuss the relevant control param eters in section [IIIBI.

In section [IIIC] we discuss the special geom etrical fea—
tures of system s at point J, as probed by the contact
num ber and pair correlation fiinction. Away from point
J the contact num ber exhibits non-trivial scaling, which

appears to be closely related to the pair correlation func-
tion at point J, as discussed in section [IIID]. M any fea—
tures of system s near point J can be probed in linear re—
sponse, and these are discussed at Jength 1 section [IIIE]
| these include the density of states [[IIE 1), diverging
length and tim e scales [IIIE 2), elastic m oduli [IIIE 3)

and non-a ne displacem ents [IIIE 4)) . W e close this sec—
tion by a com parison ofe ectivem edium theory, rigidity
percolation and pm m ing, highlighting the unique nature
of am m ing near point J [[IIE 9).

A . De nition ofthe M odel

At the (un)pamm ing transition soft particles are un—
deform ed, and the distance to am m Ing depends on the
am ount of deform ation. R igid particles are therefore al-
ways at the amm Ing transition, and soft particles are
necessary to vary the distance to point J.D eform able fric—
tionless spheres interact through purely repulsive body
centered forces, which can be written as a function of
the am ount of virtual overlap between two particles in
contact. D enoting the radii of particles in contact asR 3
and R j and the center-to-center distance as rij, it is con—
venient to de ne a dim ensionless overlap param eter i
as

- i3 .
y =1 Ri+ Ry’ @)
so that particles are in contact only if iy O.Welmi
ourselves here to interaction potentials of the form :

Vij = 45 i3 i 037 @)
Vij =0 i3 0 : (3)
By varying the exponent, ,onecan probethenatureand

robustness of the various scaling law s discussed below .
For hamm onic interactions, = 2 and ;; sets the spring

constant of the contacts. Hertzian interactions between

three-din ensional spheres, where contacts are sti er as
they are m ore com pressed, correspond to = 5=2 @].
O 'Hem et alhave also studied the \Hemian" interaction

( = 3=2), which corresponds to contacts that becom e

progressively weaker when com pressed ].

O nce the contact law sare given, one can generate pack—
Ingsby variousdi erent protocols, ofwhichM D (M olec-
ularD ynam ics) ,ﬂ,@,@] and con jugate gradient E]
arethem ost comm only used ]. InM D sin ulationsone
typically starts sim ulations w ith a loose gas of particles,
w hich are Increm entally com pressed, either by shrinking
their container or by In ating their radii. Supplem ent—
ing the contact law s w ith dissipation (inelastic collisions,
viscous drag with a virtual background uid, etc) the
system s \cools" and eventually one obtains a stationary



pmm ed state. W hile straightforward, one m ight worry
that statistical properties of packings obtained by such
procedure depend on aspects of the procedure itself |
for frictional packings, this is certainly the case E].

For frictionless particls, the interactions are conser—
vative, and one can exploi the fact that stabl packings
correspond to m nim a of the elastic energy. Packings
can then be created by starting from a com pletely ran-—
dom con guration and then bringing the system to the
nearest m Inin um of the potential energy. W hen the en—
ergy at thism nimum is nie, the packing is at nie
pressure, and this procedure is purported to sam pl the
phase space of allowed packings atly ﬂ, @]. An ef-
fective algorithm to nd such m inina is known as the
\con Jugate gradient technigque" @]. For frictionless sys—
tem s, we are not aware of signi cant di erences between
packings obtained by M D and by thism ethod ].

F inally it should be noted that to avoid crystallization,
tw o-din ensionalpackings are usually m ade polydisperse,
and a popular choice are bidisperse packingsw here parti-
clesofradiil and 1.4 arem ixed in equalam ounts [2,3d].
In three din ensions, this is not necessary as m onodis—
perse spheres then do not appear to order or crystal-
lize for typically em ployed num erical packing generation
techniques.

B . Evidence for Sharp Transition

The sam lnalwork of O 'Hem et al. E,@] has laid the
groundw ork form uch ofwhat we understand about am —
m Ing of frictionless soft spheres. These authors begin
by carefully establishing that frictionless soft spheres ex—
hibit a sharp pmm Ing transition. First, i was found
that when a pmm ed packing is decom pressed, the pres—
sure, the buk m odulus and the shear m odulus vanish
at the sam e critical density .. For nite system s, the
value of . vardes from system to system . For system s of
1000 particles the w idth ofthe distrdoution of ., W , still
corresponds to 0.4% , and m ust therefore not be ignored.
Second, it was shown that the width, W , vanishes w ith
the num ber ofparticlesN asW N 72 | independent
of din ension, interaction potential or polydispersity. In
addition, the location of the peak of the distrdbution of

cr or@loscaleswithN : = (012 003)N =9,
Here d is the dim ensionality, = 071 0:08 and
approaches 0639 0:001 for three-din ensionalm onodis—
perse system s.

These various scaling law s suggest that for friction—
less spheres the am m ing transition is sharp in the lim it
of lJarge system s. This Bmm ing point is referred to as
point J (see Fig.[lke and [@). At the Fmm ing point, the
packings consist of perfectly spherical (ie., undeform ed)
spheres which just touch Fig.[H). The packing fraction
for large system s, , reaches values which have been
associated w ith random close packing ®RCP) [2,[15] |
( 0:84 in two din ensions, 0:64 in three din ensions).
Tt should be noted that the RCP conoept itself is contro-—

versial [41].

Control P aram eters | A swe will see, the properties
of packings of soft slippery balls are controlled by their
distance to point J. W hat is a good control param eter
for amm ing at point J? The spread in critical density
for nite systam s ndicates that one should not use the
density, but only the excess density = c as
control param eter. In other words, xing the volum e is
not the sam e as xing the pressure for nite system s.

T he disadvantage of usihg the excess density is that
it requires de ating packingsto rst obtai . ]. This
extra step is not necessary when P is used as control
param eter, since the am m Ing point correspondstoP = 0
| no m atter what the system size or . is of a given
system . W hile webelieve it ism uch sin pler to dealw ith

xed pressure than wih xed volum e, a disadvantage of
P isthat is relation to is interaction dependent: the
use of the excess density stresses the geom etric nature of
the Bm m ing transition at point J.

W e suggest that the average overlap h 1 isthe sim plest
controlparam eter | even though itsuse isnot comm on.
First, h i is geom etric and interaction independent and
reaches zero at pmm ing, also for nite system s. M ore—
over, for nite system sh i still controls the pressure and
w il be very close to . Ofoourse, n In nite system s,
controlparam eters like the pressure P , the average parti-
cleoverlaph iandthedensity aredirectly linked | for
interactions of the om Eq. ), P ! () .
Below , we willuse a com bination of all these controlpa—
ram eters, re ecting the di erent choices currently m ade
In the eld.

C. Geometry at Point J

At point J, the system ’'s packing geom etry is highly
non-trivial. First, system s at point J are isostatic @]:
the average num ber of contacts per particke is sharply
de ned and equals the m ininum required for stability
E, @, @]. Second, near pmm Ing g(r) diverges when
r#1 (brparticles of radius 1) [42,l44,[47].

Isostaticity | The fact that the contact number at
point J attainsa sharply de ned value hasbeen argued to
follow directly from counting the degrees of freedom and
constraints ,@]. W e discuss such counting argum ents
in detail n Appendix [A], but give here the gist of the
argum ent for frictionless spheres.

Suppose we have a packing of N soft spheres in d
din ensions, and that the contact num ber, the average
num ber of contacts at a particle, equals z | the to—
tal num ber of contacts equals zN =2, since each contact
is shared by two particlkes. First, the resulting packing
should not have any oppy m odes, deform ation m odes
that cost zero energy in lowest order. A s we discuss in
Appendix[a], this isequivalent to requiring that the N z=2
contact forocesbalance on allgrains, which yieldsdN con-—
straintson N z=2 force degrees of freedom : hence z  2d.
The m nimum value of z required is referred to as the
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FIG. 6: The pair correlation function g(r > 1) of a three-
din ensional system of m onodisperse spheres of radius 1, i
lustrates the abundance of near contacts close to Emm ing
( =10 8 here). From @] | C opyright by the Am erican
P hysical Society.

isostatic value zis, : or frictionless spheres, zi, = 2d.

Second, at point J, since the particles are undeform ed:
the distance between contacting particles has to be pre—
cisely equalto the sum of their radii. This yields N z=2
constraints for the dN positional degrees of freedom :
therefore, one only expects generic solutions at pmm ing
when z 2d.

Combining these two inequalities then yields that the
contact num ber z. at the pmm ing point for soft frdic—
tionless disks generically will attain the isostatic value:
Ze = Zigo = 2d E,@,@]. Aswe will see below, such
counting argum ents should be regarded with caution,
since they do not provide a correct estin ate for the con—
tact num ber at pm m ing of frictionless ellipsoidal parti-
cles [ad, (49, [5d1.

Num erically, it is far from trivialto obtain convincing
evidence for the approach of the contact num ber to the
isostatic value. Apart from corrections due to nite sys—
tem sizes and nite pressures, a subtle issue is how to
deal w ith rattlers, particles that do not have any con—
tacts w ith substantial forces, but still arise In a typical
sin ulation. T hese particles have low coordination num —
ber and their overlp with other particles is set by the
num erical precision | these particles do not contrbute
to rigidiy. For low pressures, they can easily m ake up

% ofthe particles. An accurate estin ate of the contact
num ber than requires one to ignore these particles and
the corregponding \num erical" contacts E,@].

Pair Cormhtion Function | In simulations of
m onodisperse spheres In three dim ensions, it was found
that near am m ing g (r) divergeswhen r # 1 (for particles
of radius1):

1
gk) p—: 4)
r 1

T hisexpressesthat at pm m ing a singularly lJarge num ber
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FIG.7: (@) Excess contact number z z. as function of ex—
cess density <. Upper curves: represent m onodisperse

and bidisperse packings of 512 soft spheres in three dim en-
sions w ith various interaction potentials, while lower curves
correspond to bidisperse packings of 1024 soft discs in two
din ensions. The straight lines have slope 0.5. From E] |

Copyright by the Am erican Physical Society. (o) Schem atic
contact num ber as function of density, illistrating the m ixed
nature of the am m ing transition for frictionless soft spheres.

of particles are on the verge of m aking contact ( ig.[d)
@,@]. T his divergence has also been seen in pure hard
sohere packings ]. In addition to this divergence, g (r)
exhibits a delta peak at r= 1 corresponding to the dN =2
contacting pairs of particles.

In sin ulations oftw o-din ensionalbidisperse system s, a
sim ilar divergence can be observed, provided one studies
g( ), wherethe rescaled interparticle distance isde ned
asr=R;+ Rjy),and whereR; and Ry are the radiiofthe
undeform ed particles In contact |15__1|].

D . Relating Contact Num bers and P acking
D ensities aw ay from J

Below Amm ing, there are no load bearing contactsand
the contact num ber is zero, w hilke at point J, the contact
num ber attains the value 2d. How does the contact num —
ber grow for system s at nite pressure? A ssum ing that

(i) com pression of packings near point J leads to essen—
tially a ne deform ations, and that (i) g () is regular
forr> 1, z would be expected to grow linearly w ith
com pression by 1% would then bring particles that are
separated by less than 1% of their diam eter In contact,
etc. But we have seen above that g (r) isnot reqular, and
we will show below that deform ations are very far from
a nenear Apmm ing | 5o how does z grow wih ?

M any authors have found that the contact number
grow s w ith the square root of the excess density =
. B,118,020,0291 (seeF ig[d) . 0 'Hem et al. have stud—
ied this scaling in detail, and nd that the excess contact
number z =z zscaksas z (PP %03 ywhere
z., the critical contact num ber, isw ithin errorbars equal
to the isostatic value 2d E]. N ote that this result is in—
dependent ofdim ension, interaction potentialor polydis—



persity (see Fig.[Za). Hence, the crucial scaling law is

P
Z= Z i )

w here the precise value of the prefactor z; depends on
din ension, and possbly weakly on the degree ofpolydis—
persity, and is sin iflarto 355 03 In two din ensions and
7:9 05 in three din ensions|g].

T he variation of the contact num ber near J can there—
fore be perceived to be ofm ixed rst/second order char—
acter: below amm ing z = 0, at J the contact num ber z
“Jum ps discontinuously from zero to 2d, and for pmm ed
system s the contact num ber exhibits non-trivial power
law scaling as a function of increasing density Fig.[3
and[D).

W e will see below that m any other scaling relations
(for elastic m oduli, for the density of state and for char-
acteristic scales) are Intim ately related to the scaling of
z, and the contact num ber scaling can be seen asthe cen—
tral non-trivial scaling in this system . (In frictional and
non spherical packings, sin ilar scalings for z are found.)

A subtle point is that the clean scaling laws for z vs

are only obtained if one exclides the rattlers when
counting contacts, but inclidesthem forthe packing frac—
tion []. M oreover, or ndividual packings the scatter in
contact num bers at given pressure is quite substantial |
e for example Fig. 9 from @] | and sm ooth curves
such as shown in Fig.[Za can only obtained by averag—
Ing overm any packings. F nally, the density = isusually
de ned by dividing the volum e of the undeform ed parti-
cles by the box size, and packing fractions larger than 1
are perfectly reasonable. Hence, In com parison to pack—
Ing fractions de ned by dividing the volum e of the de—
form ed particles by the box size, is larger because the
overlp is essentially counted double. Even though none
of these subtleties should play a role for the asym ptotic
scaling close to pmm ing in large enough system s, they
are crucialwhen com paring to experin ents and also for
num erical sin ulations.

1. Connections between contact num ber scaling, g (r) and
m arginal stability

The scaling of z can be related to the divergence of
the radial distrbbution function as ollow s ]. Im agine
com pressing the packing, starting from the critical state
at point J, and increasing the typical particle overlap
from zero to If one assum es that this com pression
is essentially a ne, then it is reasonable to expect that
such com pression closes all gaps between particles that
are an allerthan . Hence

Z
1+ 1 P_
z d p—— : (6)
1 l
W yart approachesthe square root scaling of =z ﬁ:o% a
di erentangle, by rst show ingthatthe scaling =z
is consistent w ith the system staying m argially stable

FIG . 8:De nition of relative displacem ent uij, ux and u- .

at all densities, and then arguing that the divergence
In g(r) is a necessary consequence of that @]. Both
his argum ents require assum ptions which are not self-
evident, though @].

E. Linear Response and D ynam icalM atrix

A m apr consequence of isostaticity at point J is that
packings of soft frictionless spheres exhibit increasingly
anom alous behavior as the amm Ing transition is ap-—
proached. That anom alies occur near pmm ing is ulti-
m ately a consequence of the fact that the m echanical re—
sponse ofan isostatic system cannotbe describbed by elas—
ticity | isostatic system s are essentially di erent from
ordinary elastic system s @,@].

In principle these anom alies can be studied at the am —
m Ing point, however, m uch insight can be gained by ex-—
ploring the m echanical properties as a function of dis-
tance to the isostaticpoint. Below we review a num berof
such non-trivialbehaviorsand scaling law sthat arisenear
point J.W ew ill focus on the response to weak quasistatic
perturbations, and on the vibrational eigenfrequencies
and eigenm odes of weakly Epmm ed system s. Both are
govemed by the dynam icalm atrix of the pm m ed pack—
ing under consideration.

For linear deform ations, the changes in elastic energy
can be expressed in the relative displacem entu ;5 ofneigh—
boring particles i and j. It is convenient to decom pose
ujj In com ponents parallel (ux) and perpendicular (u- )
to rij, where ri; connects the centers of particles i and
j Fig.[B). In these tem s the change in energy takes a
sinple om B31,[43,[54),

1X £
R Uiy i D)

Kiy T
ii3 i

where fi; and kj; denote the contact forces and sti -
nesses. For power law interactions of the form given in



FIG.9: Density of vibrational states D (! ) for 1024 spheres
interacting w ith repulsive hamm onic potentials. D istance to
fmming  equals 0:1 (lack), 10 * (blue), 10 ° (green),
10 * (red) and 10 ° (black). T he inset show s that the char—
acteristic frequency ! , de ned aswhere D (!) is half of the
plateau value, scales linearly with z. The line has slope

1. Adapted from [54,[5d] | Copyright by the Instiute of
P hysics

Eq. @), we can rew rite this as Bd:

1X

_ 2 ij 2 .
E = > kij ujj;-lj lu? 543 . (8)

1]

Thedynam icalm atrix M j5; isobtained by rew riting

eq. [ in tem s of the independent variables, ui,, , as

1
EM ijnm Uin Ugm 2 (9)
Here M is a dN dN matrix wih N the number of
particles, indices n;m label the coordinate axes, and the
sum m ation convention isused.

T he dynam icalm atrix contains all nform ation on the
elastic properties of the system . By diagonalizing the
dynam icalm atrix one can probe the vibrational proper-
ties of system s near pm m ing E,@,@,@] (see section
[IE ). The dynam icalm atrix also govems the elastic
response of the system to extemal forces £*° (see sec—

tions[IIE JEOE 4 ) B3d,[571:

_ ext .,
M ijmm Ugm = fi;n .

E =

10)

1. Density of States

Studies of the vlbrational m odes, and the associated
density of (vbrational) states © O S) have played a key
role In identifying anom alousbehavior nearpoint J.Low
frequency vibbrations in ordinary crystalline oram orphous
m atter are long-w avelength plane waves. Counting the
num ber ofthese, one ndsthat the density ofvibrational
statesD (!) isexpected to scakasD (!) !9 ! forlow
frequencies | this is called D ebye behavior. Jamm ed
packings of frictionless spheres do show D ebye-like be-
havior far away from Jpmm ing, but as the point J is ap—
proached, both the structure of the m odes and the den-
sity of states exhibit surprising features [2,54,[54,[58].

The m ost strkking features of the density of states are
illistrated in Fig.[d. F irst, far above -amm ing, the DO S
for an all frequencies is reqular (black curve). Second, ap—
proaching point J, the density of vibrationalstatesDO S
at low frequencies is strongly enhanced. (In analogy to
what is cbserved In glasses, this is som etim es referred
to as the boson peak, since the ratio of the cbserved
DO S and the D ebye prediction exhibisa peak at low !).
M ore precisely, the D O S becom es essentially constant up
to som e low —frequency crossover scale at ! = ! , be-
low which the conthuum scaling  w ! is recovered.
T hird, the characteristic frequency ! vanishes at point
Jas! Z.

The density of states thus convincingly show s that,
close to the isostatic point / am m ing point, the m aterial
isanom alous in that i exhibitsan excessoflow frequency
m odes, and that at point J, the m aterial does not ap-—
pear to exhibit any ordinary D ebye/continuum behavior
as here the DO S becomes at. Jamm Ing of frictionless
spheres thus describes truly new physics.

Nomm alM odes | The nature ofthe vibrationalm odes
changes strongly w ith frequency, and, to a lesser extend,
w ith distance to point J. Various order param eters can
be used to characterize these m odes, such asthe (inverse)
participation ratio, level repulsion and localization length
,@]. T he participation ratio for a given m ode is de—

ned asP = (I=N) (;3:F)?= ;3uf, where u; is the
polarization vector ofparticle i ]. Tt characterizes how
evenly the particles participate in a certain vibrational
m ode | extended m odes have P of order one, whilke lo—
calized m odes have sn aller P , w ith hypotheticalm odes
w here only one particl participates reachingP = 1=N .

Studies of such order param eters have not found very
sharp changes In the nature of the m odes either w ith
distance to pmm ing or w ith eigenfrequency ,@,@].
Tt appears to be m ore appropriate to think in termm s of
typicalm odes and crossovers. Q ualitatively, one can con—
sider the DO S to consist of roughly three bands: a low
frequency band whereD (') !4 !, am iddle frequency
band where D (!) is approxin ately at, and a high fre—
quency band where D (! ) decreasesw ith ! @].

R epresentative exam ples ofm odes in these three bands
are shown in Fig.[I0. The m odes in the low frequency
band come in two avors: plane wave lke wih P 1,
and quasi localized w ith sam allP @,@]. Them odes in
the large frequency band are essentially localized w ith
anall P. The vast maprity of the m odes are in the
m id frequency band (especially close to Emm ing), and
are extended but not sim ple plain waves | typically the
eigenvectors have a sw irly appearance.

The localization length  of these m odes has been es-
tin ated to be large, so that m any m odes have  com -
parable or larger than the system size. Consistent w ith
this, the m odes in the low and m id frequency range are
m ostly extended, > L, and exhibit level repulsion (ie.,
the level spacing statistics P ( ! ) follow s the so—called
W igner sum ise ofrandom m atrix theory), while the high
frequency m odes are localized ( < L) and exhibit Pois-
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FIG . 10: R epresentative eigenm odes for a two-dim ensional system of 10 particles interacting w ith three-din ensional H ertzian

interactions ( = 5=2, see Eq.[J) at a pressure faraway from fmm ing (z
are nom alized such that ijlifr is a constant. (a) Continuum —lke low frequency m ode at !
where 1, counts the non trivialm odes, ordered by frequency. () Q uasilocalized low frequency m ode at !
" m id frequency m ode at !

(c) D isordered, \sw ir
4:00;P

and i, = 7.

m ode at ! 0:0013, and i, = 9970.

sonian level statistics [59].

W hen point J is approached, the m ain change is that
the low frequency, \D ebye" range shrinks, and that both
the num ber of plane waves and of quasidocalized reso—

nances din inishes ,@,@].

2. Characteristic Length and T in e Scales

The vanishing of the characteristic frequency ! at
point J suggests to search for a diverging length scale.
Below we give an analyticalestin ate for this length scale
and discuss indirect and direct observations ofthis length
scale in sin ulations.

E stim ate of 1 | A spointed out by W yartetal @],
ifwe cut a circular blob of radius “ from a rigid m ate—
rial, it should rem ain rigid. The rigidiy (given by the
shear m odulus) of amm ed m aterials is proportional to

z. The circular blob has of the order ¥  z excess con—
tacts. By cutting it out, one breaks the contacts at the
perin eter, of which there are oforderz ¥ 1. Ifthe num —
ber ofbroken contacts at the edge is larger than the num —
ber of excess contacts In the buk, the resulting blob is
not rigid, but oppy: it can be deform ed w ithout energy
cost (in Jowest order). T he an allest blob one can cut out
w ithout it being oppy is obtained when these num bers
are equal, which im plies that i has radiis z= Z.
C lose to the pm m Ing transition, z is essentially constant,
and so one obtains as scaling relation that @]

1

* — 11)
z

Observation of 1 in Vibration Modes | Using the
speed of sound one can translate the crossover f&qiency
! into a wavelength, which scalesas 1= =z for
transverse (shear) wavesand as i, 1= =z for longitudi-
nal (com pressional) waves | the di erence In scaling is
due to the di erence in scaling of shear and buk m oduli
(see section[IIIE Jbelow ) . By exam ining the spatialvari-
ation of the eigenm ode corresponding to the frequency

5:09). For allm odes, the length of the vectors / ui
0:030;P 0:79, and i, = 3,
0:040;P 0:06,

039;P 031, and i, = 1000. (d) Localized high frequency

FIG .11: D ivergence ofa characteristic length scale near am —
m ing as observed in the uctuations ofthe changes of contact
forces ofa system of10* H ertzian discs. B ue (red) bonds cor—
respond to ncreased (decreased) force n regponse to pushing
a single particle in the center of the packing to the right. In
panel (@), the system is far from Bmm ing and z = 5:55, whilke
In panel (), the system is close to Emm Ing and z = 4:05
(adapted from @]) .

! , : hasbeen observed by Sibert et al. [54]. Notice,
how ever, that the scaling of 1 isdi erent from the scal-
ingofl | itis , that concidesw ith the length scak
' derived above.

Observation of 1 in Point Response | T he signature
ofthe length scale ' can be observed directly in the pont
force response netw orks : C lose to point J, ie. for small

z, the scale up to which the response looks disordered
becom es large (see Fig.[[D) [3d,[31]. By studying the
radialdecay of uctuationsin the responseto an in ation
ofa single centralparticle (which ism ore sym m etric than
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FIG.12: Buk () and shear (G) modulus as function of
distance to Fm m Ing for two-dim ensional bidisperse system s,
w ith interaction potential V (see Egs.[2). The closed
sym bols denote m oduli calculated by forcing the particles to
m ove a nely, and the open sym bols correspond to them oduli
calculated after the system has relaxed. Slopes as indicated
(adapted from [Z] | Copyright by the Am erican Physical
Society) .

that of point forcing as shown 1 Fig.[Id) as a finction
ofdistance to pm m Ing, one obtains a crossover length 1
which, as th@ theoretically derived length scale, varies as
1 6= z|[B1].

Characteristic Length and Validity of E lasticity | An
In portant issue, which has in particularbeen studied ex—
tensively In the context of granular m edia, is whether
elasticity can describe a system s response to, forexam ple,
point forcing @,@]. E xtensive observationsofthe linear
response, connected to the direct observation of 1 , sug-
gest that there is a sin ple answer, and that the distance
to the isostatic lim it is crucial 3, [31]: Below a length
scale 1 the response is dom Inated by uctuations, and
the deform ation eld can be seen as a distorted oppy
m ode, while at Jarger length scales the system s response
crosses over to elasticity. This is for a single realization
| it can also be shown that, even close to pmm ing, the
ensam ble averaged response of a weakly am m ed system
is consistent w ith elasticity, provided the correct values
ofthe elasticm oduliare chosen | thesem oduliare con—
sistent w ith the globally de ned ones@].

3. Scaling of Shear and Buk M oduli

T he scaling of the shearm odulus, G, and bulk m odu-
lus, K , plays a central role in connecting the non-a ne,
disordered nature of the response to the anom alous elas—
tic properties of system s near pmm ing. To understand
w hy disorder is so crucial for the global, m echanical re—
soonse of collection of particles that act through short
range Interactions, consider the localm otion ofa packing
of spherical, soft frictionless spheres under global forcing.
T he global stresses can be obtained from the relative po—
sitions rjy and contact forces fiy of pairs of contacting
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particles i and j via the IrvingK irkw ood equation:

1
AY

iyfiy; Ty g 12)
where L, isthe stresstensor,
and V is the volum e.

Once we know the localm otion of the particles in re—
sponse to an extemally applied deform ation, we can cal-
culate the contact forces from the force law and obtain
thus the stress In response to deform ation. Let us rst
estin ate the scaling ofthem oduli from thea nepredic-
tion where one assum es that the typical particle overlap

is proportional to and that all bonds contribute
sim ilarly to the Increase in elastic energy when the pack—
ing is deform ed. For a defom ation strain " we can esti-
m ate the corresponding increase in energy from Eq. [8)
as E k% . Therefore, undera nedefom ations, the
corresponding elastic m odulus is of order k | In other
words, the elastic m oduli sin ply ollow from the typical
sti nesses of the contacts.

Consider now deform ing a disordered Emm ed pack—
Ing. Al particles feel a local disordered environm ent,
and deform ationsw illnotbea ne Fig.[4). T he point is
that these non-a nem otionsbecom e increasingly strong
near the pmm ing transition, and qualitatively change
the scaling behavior of, eg., the shearm odulus of foam s
and granularm edia [2,[15,[2d,[43,[62.

A particularly enlightening m anner to illustrate the
role of nona ne deform ations is to initially force the
particle displacem ents to be a ne, and then lt them re—
lax. In general, the system can lower is elastic energy
by additional non-a ne m otions. Calculating the elas-
tic energies of enforced a ne deform ations and of the
subsequent relaxed packings of soft frictionless spheres,
O 'Hem and co-workers found that the non-a ne relax—
ation lowers both the shear and bulk m odulus, but cru—
cially changes the scaling of the shearm odulus w ith dis—
tance to mm ing B] | see Fig.[I2.

In general, one nds that for power law interactions
CEq.IZ), the pressure scales as 1 and the contact
stifhessk and buk m odulusK scal as 2 [,13d,[e21.
T he surprise is that the shear m odulus G gets progres—
sively sn aller than the buk m odulus near point J, and
G scales di erently from K wih distance to pmm ng:
G =2 (see Fig.[2) M,2d,13d,(62]. The relations
between the scaling ofG, K and k can be rew ritten as

and label coordinates,

G zK zk : 13)

Tt isworth noting that m any soft m atter system s (pastes,
em ulsions) have shear m oduli which are much smaller
than com pressionalm oduli | from an application point
ofview, this is a crucial property.

Putting all this together, we conclude that the a ne
assum ption givesthe correct prediction forthebulk m od-
ulis (since k 2 %), but fails for the shear
modulus. This failure is due to the strongly nona ne
nature of shear deform ations: deviations from a ne de-
form ations set the elastic constants E, @, @, @, @].
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FIG .13: (a) Hstration of de nition of displacem ent angle

shear (c), for Hertzian particles iIn two din ensions. T he three pressures indicated correspond to z
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. (b—c) P robability distributions P ( ) for com pression () and

60, z 45 and z 4:1

respectively (adapted from ] | C opyright by the Am erican P hysical Society) .

As we will see below, the correspondence between the
buk m odulusand thea neprediction is fortuitous, since
the response becom es singularly non-a ne close to point
J, for both com pressive and shear deform ations (section

MOES.

4. Non-A ne Character ofD eform ations

Approaching the pm m ing transition, the spatialstruc—
ture of the m echanical response becom es less and less
sin ilar to continuum elasticity, but instead increas-
Ingly re ects the details of the underlying disordered
packing and becom es Increasingly nona ne ] | see
Fig.[da. Here we will discuss this in the light of
Eq. [B), which expresses the changes in energy as fiinc—

tion of the local defomm ations u, and u, : E =
P

1 2 ij 2

7 oK Wy T
To capture the degree of non-a niy of the response,

E llenbroek and co-w orkers have introduced the digplace—

ment angle iy ]. Here ;; denotes the angle between

uiy and ris, or,

U2 ;ij

—_— I .
tan 3= ——
Uk ;i

14)

T he probability distribution P ( ) can probe the degree
ofnon-a niy by com parison w ith the expected P ( ) for
a ne defom ations. A ne com pression corresponds to
a uniform shrinking of the bond vectors, ie. u; ;5 = 0
whileuy;; = "gy < 0: the corresponding P ( ) exhibits
adeltapeakat = .Thee ectofan a neshearon a
bond vector depends on its orientation, and for isotropic
random packings,P ( ) is at.

Num erical detem nation of P ( ) show that system s
far away from the pmm ing point exhbi a P ( ) sin ilar
tothea neprediction,butthataspoint J isapproached,
P () becomes increasingly peaked around = =2

Fig. [3)b-c). This is rem iniscent ofthe P ( ) of oppy
deform ations, where the bond length does not change
and P ( ) exhbitsa -peak at =2. Hence deform ations
near pmm ing becom e strongly non-a ne, and, at least
locally, resem ble those of oppy m odes.

Non-a nity ofF loppy M odes and E lastic Response |
W yart and co-workers have given variational argum ents
for deriving bounds on the energies and local deform a—
tions of soft (low energy) m odes starting from purely

oppy (zero energy) m odes@,@]. T hey construct trial
soft m odes that are basically oppy m odes, cbtained by
cutting bonds around a patch of size ' , and then m od-
ulating these trialm odes w ith a sine fiinction of wave—
length ' to m ake the displacem ents vanish at the loca—
tions of the cut bonds , @]. In particular, for the
localdeform ations, they nd @]

Uy 1 Uy

A}

15)

U- U-

w here sym bols w ithout indices ij refer to typical or av—
erage values of the respective quantities.

T he question iswhether the linear response follow sthis
prediction forthe soft m odes. Thew idth w ofthe peak in
P () is, close to the pm m ing transition, roughly u,=u.,
becausej ij =2j ¥;19=U2? ;45 jfuk;ij Uz ;ij- T tums
out that the scaling behavior [I3) is consistent w ith the
width w ofthe peak ofP ( ) for shear defom ations, but
not for com pression. There the peak of P ( ) does not
grow asmuch, and a substantial shoulder for arge re—
m ains even close to Amm Ing: the tendency for particles
to m ove towards each other rem ains m uch m ore prom i~
nent under com pression.

Scaling ofuy and u, | T he scaling ofthe distrdbutions
ofuy, and u, has also been probed. T he key observation
isthat n Eq. [B) thetems  ujand u, have opposite
signs. W hat is the relative contribution of these tem s,
and can we ignore the latter? Surprisingly, even though

1, Eq. [[8) predicts that the two tem s are of equal



m agnitude in soft m odes, and so for linear response one
needs to be cautious.

Tt has becom e clear that the balance of the tem s is
never so precise as to qualitatively dqartge the m agni-
tude of the energy changes: E and % 4 Ky ( u?}lj)
scale sin ilarly @ @] Hence, the typjcal va]ues of uy
under a deform ation are directly connected to the corre—
soonding elastic m odulus: For com pression uy is essen—
tially independent of the distance to pmm ing (uy )r
w hile for shear, u,
of the strain @,@].

T he scaling for u, , the am ount by which particles in
contact slide past each other, is m ore subtle. Num er—
ically, one observes that for shear deform ations, u-

!t Thetwotems wjand w become com—
parabl here, and the am ount of sidew ays sliding under
a shear deform ation diverges near pmm ing ,@,@]-
For com pression there is no sin ple scaling. Combining
the observed scaling foruy, w ith Eq. [[3), onem ight have
expected that us 1=2 | However, the data sug—
gests a weaker divergence, close to 93 Hence, con—
sistent w ith the absence of sin ple scaling of the peak of
P ( ) for com pression, the two tems / uy and / u-
do not balance for com pression. N evertheless, both un-
der shear and com pression, the sliding, sidew aysm otion
of contacting particles dom nates and diverges near pm —
m ing.

=4 where isthem agnitude

5. E ective M edium T heory, R igidity P ercolation, Random
N etworks and Jamm ed System s

In 1984, Feng and Sen showed that elastic percolation
is not equivalent to scalar percolation, but form s a new
universaliry class [64]. Tn the sin plest realization of rigid—
ity percolation, bonds of a ordered spring network are
random ly rem oved and the elastic response is probed.
For such system s, both buk and shear m odulus go to
zero at the elastic percolation threshold [99], and at this
threshold the contact num ber reaches the isostatic value
2d @]. Later it was shown that rigidiy percolation is
sihgular on ordered lattices ], but sin ilar results are
expected to hold on irreqular lattices.

W hile i has been suggested that am m Ing of friction—
less spheres corregponds to the onset of rigidity percola—
tion [BY9], there are signi cant di erences, for exam ple
that the contact num ber varies sn oothly through the
rigidity percolation threshold but jim ps at the pmm Ing
transition E]. N evertheless, it is instructive to com pare
the response of random spring netw orks of given contact
num ber to those of amm ed packings | note that the
linear response of pm m ed packings ofparticlesw ith one—
sided ham onic interactions is exactly equivalent to that
of networks of appropriately loaded ham onic springs,
w ith the nodes of the netw ork given by the particle cen—
ters and the geom etry and forces of the soring netw ork
determm ined by the force netw ork of the packing.

Th Fig. [I4)), a schem atic com parison of the variation

(a) Effective medium theory b) Packings (c) Random networks
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FIG . 14: Schem atic com parison of the variation of shear G)
and bulk (K ) elastic m oduli as function of distance to m -
m ing. @) In e ective m edium theory, all elastic m oduli are
sin ply of the order of the local soring constant k, and m ore—
over, the theory does not account for whether the packing
is rigid or not. (©) In Emm ed packings of ham onic parti-
cles, thebuk m odulus K rem ains constant down to the am —
m Ing transition, where it vanishes discontinuously, whereas
the shear m odulus G vanishes lnearly in z. (c) In random
netw orks of elastic springs, both elastic m oduli vanish lin-
early with z. From [[62] | Copyright by the Institute of
P hysics).

of the elastic m oduli with contact number in e ective
mediuim theory, for pmmed packings and for random
networks is shown. This illustrates that EM T predicts
that the elastic m oduli vary sm oothly through the iso—
static point and that the m oduli are of order of the lo—
cal spring constant k. This is because e ective m edium
theory is essentially \blind" to local packing considera—
tions and isostaticity. Thus, besides failing to capture
the vanishing of G near pmm ing, its prediction for the
buk m odulus fails spectacularly aswell:  predicts nite
rigidity below isostaticity. C learly random netw orks also
failto describe pmm ed system s, as for random netw orks
both shear and buk m odulus vanish when z approaches
Ziso | from the perspective of random netw orks, it is the
bulk modulus of pmm ed system s that behaves anom a-
lously.

By com paring the displacem ent angle distributions

P () of pmmed systems and random networks un-—
der both shear and com pression, E llenbroek et al. con—
clude that two cases can be distinguished @]. In the

\generic" case, all geom etrical characterizations exhibit
sin ple scaling and the elasticm oduliscal as z | this

describes shear and buk deform ations of random Iy cut
netw orks, aswellas shear deform ations of am m ed pack—
ngs. Jam m ed packings under com pression form the \ex—
ceptional” case: the fact that the com pression m odulus

rem ains of order k near amm ing is re ected In the fact
that various characteristics of the localdisplacem ents do

not exhiit pure scaling.



FIG .15: Part ofa packing of frictionaldiscs in two din ensions
for low pressure, zero gravity and friction coe cient = 10.

Forthispacking,z 306 and 0:77 (this density includes
rattlers, which are not shown In this in age and occur in the
\holes"). Lines indicate the strength of the nom al forces
| note the large num ber of near contacts (pairs of particles
appearing to touch but not connected by a force line). D isc
color indicates local contact num ber, clearly identifying the
large fraction of particles w ith two contacts only | these do
not arise in frictionless system s.

F. Conclusion

Forpackings of soft frictionless spheresand in the lim it
of large system s, contact num ber, packing density, par-
ticle deform ation and (for given force law ) pressure are
alldirectly linked and at point J the system becom es iso-
static. The pmm Ing transition for frictionless spheres
exhiits a num ber of non-trivial scaling behaviors, all in—
tin ately linked to the non-trivial squareroot scaling of
the excess contact num ber w ith distance to the isostatic
pm m ing point. W e have stressed the view point that ge—
om etry and m echanics are ntin ately linked for these sys—
tem s, and that nearpoint J, localnon-a nity and global
anom alousm echanical scaling go hand in hand.

Iv. JAMMING OF FRICTIONAL SPHERES

Here we discuss the rich phenom enology of pmm ing
of frictional soft soheres. The crucial di erence wih
the frictionless case is that both the packing density .
and contact num ber z. at pm m ing are not unique: both
depend on the friction coe cient and on the history of
the packing, and are lower than for frictionless soheres
37,146, l67, (68,169,720, (711 | see  qurdId.

Jam m Ing and isostaticity no longer go hand in hand
for frictional spheres. T he contact num ber at pm m ing,
Ze, can range from d+ 1 to 2d, where d + 1 is the iso—
static value z, for frictional spheres (see section [IV A1
and Appendix Bl). It appears that z. approaches Ziso
only n thelimitof ! 1 and very slow equilbration
of the packings 69, [7d, [71] | see section VA 4. ™

all other cases, the number of contacts at pmm Ing is
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(b)

FIG . 16: Frictionlss (@) and frictional (b) disc in a groove
ﬂ]. (@) In the frictionless case, the system is isostatic, and
the contact forces (black) balancing the gravitational force
(blue) are unique. (o) In the frictional case, the system ishy-
perstatic: contact forces in hard frictional system s are, In gen—
eral, underdetem ined. In this exam ple, there are our force
degrees of freedom  (two nom aland tw o frictional forces), and
only three balance equations (total force In x and y direction
and torque balance) . This leads to a fam ily of solutions (three
exam ples indicated in red, orange and green) that balance the
gravitational force (plie). W hich of these is realized depends
on the history of the system .

larger than them inin alnum ber needed for force balance
and rigidity, and frictional packings of soft spheres at
pmm ing (or, equivalently, frictional rigid spheres), are
hyperstatic: z. > z, . Hyperstaticity in plies that for
packings of rigid, frictional spheres, the contact forces
are not unigquely detem ned by the packing geom etry, as
was the case for the isostatic packings of rigid, friction—
less spheres @,@]. An explicit exam ple ofthis so-called
indetermm inacy of frictional forces is shown in F ig.[14 E].

W hat does the deviation ofthe critical contact num ber
from the isostatic value in ply for the scaling ofquantities
such asG ;K and ! ? W ewillshow that these scale w ith
distance to the frictional isostatic point, z %, - LThus,
when the am m Ing transition is approached, buk quanti-
ties In generaldo not exhbit scaling w ith distance to the
Bm m ing point, since, at Em m ing, z approaches z. Zeo
1aé,l67,l69,[7d,71,[73]. Scaling w ith distance to mm ing
can only occur when z. = z, . Hence, pmm ing is not
critical for frictional system s: power law scaling ofbulk
quantities w ith distance to am m ing is the exosption, not
the rule.

The pm m ing scenario for frictional soft spheres is de—
tailed below . W e brie y discuss the frictional contact
law s in section[IV_1]. Th section[IV Al w e discuss the prop—
erties of frictional sphere packings at the am m ing thresh—
old, or equivalently, packings of undeform able frictional
soheres. W e focus on the variation ofthe range of contact
num bers and densities as fiinction of in sections[IV A 1
[/ 2 3. Finally :n section[IV A 4we introduce the concept
of generalized isostaticity, which is relevant for frictional
packingsthat have fiilly m cbilized contacts. Section [TV B]
concems frictional packings at nie pressures and we
discuss the (pbreakdown) of scaling w ith distance to Jam —
m ing.



1. FrictionalContact Laws

Friction is taken into account by extending the con—
tact force m odel to account both for nom al forces F
and tangential forces Fr. In the sinpl Coulomb pic-
ture of friction, contacts do not slide as long as the ratio
of tangential and nom al forces rem ains am aller than or
equal to the friction coe cient : FFF, , which
Introduces a very sharp nonlinearity in the contact law s.
Typicalvalies for relevant In experim ents range from
01 to 1, which iswhere properties of frictionalpacksvary
strongly w ith

Frictional forces do not only depend on the relative
position of the contacting particles, but also on their
nistory 2, [34, [71, [72, [73, [74]. This is encoded in
the w idely used H ertz-M indlin m odel for frictional three—
din ensional spheres, which takes the nom al force F

3=2 with the overlap between particles, whike the tan—
gential orce ncrementdFy  “?dt where dt is the rela—
tive tangential displacem ent change, provided F¢ Fn
@,,]. Studies of friction can also be perform ed for
other contact law s, m ost notably, the linear m odel for
which F, , SO that the sti ness of the contacts in the
nom al and tangential direction are independent of the
nom al force and do not vary w ith distance to amm ing
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A . FrictionalP ackings at Zero P ressure
1. Contact Num ber

How can the ocounting argum ents for the contact
num ber at zero pressure be extended to the frictional
case? On the one hand, the requirem ent that contacting
spheres precisely touch is the sam e as for the frictionless
case, and gives zN =2 constraints on the dN particle co-
ordinates, leading to z 2d. O n the otherhand, for fric—
tional packings, the constraint counting for the zdN =2
contact force com ponents constrained by dN force and
dd 1)N =2 torque balance equations (see A ppendix[Al)
gives z d+ 1, where the isostatic value 7z, = d+ 1.
Combining these two bounds, frictional soheres can at—
tain a range of contact numbers: d+ 1 Z 2d (see
Appendix[B]).

Tt is in portant to stress that neither bound is sensi-
tive to the value of . W hat m echanian (if any) selects
the contact num ber z. ofa frictionalpacking at pmm ing?
The rstadditionalingredient to consider isthe C oulomb
criterion that forallcontact forces ¥+ ¥F 4 . So,while
constraint counting allow s force con gurations that sat—
isfy force and torque balance for z arbitrarily close to
Z,or Such con gurations are not guaranteed to be com -
patible w ith the Coulom b criterion, and in particular for
an all they generally w illnot be. T his is consistent w ith
the intuition that a small increase of away from zero
is not expected to make z. Jimp from 2d to d+ 1. In
section [[V A 4 we w ill discuss an additionalbound on z
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FIG.17: (@) Exam pl of the variation of the zero pressure
contact num ber z. in two-din ensional rigid discs as finction
of , smoothly Interpolating between the isostatic lim its 2d
(red) for zero friction and d+ 1 (blue) for frictional contacts.
The arched area indicate com binations of contact num bers
and that, while they are not reached in these num erics, are
perfectly possible | see text (adapted from @] | C opy—
right by the Am erican Physical Society). () State diagram

for frictional spheres. W hile the Random C lose Packed, iso—
static packings obtained for zero friction are com patble w ith
all values of , a range of packings w ith lower densities and
contact num bers open up when > 0. For a given prepara—
tion protocol, there m ight be a wellde ned density (dashed
curve). W hether there is a well de ned lowest packing frac—
tion for given , which would de ne Random Loose Packing,
is an open question, and the question what the contact num —
ber of such states would be is open as well ( adapted from

9.

as function of

Sinulations show that in practice z. is a decreasing
function of , approaching 2d at small and approach—
ng d+ 1 for large friction coe cient ,@,@,,]
Fig.[[7a). However, z. ( ) cannot be a sharply de ned
curve unless additional inform ation about the prepara—
tion history is given: From the non-sliding condition
FeFFn it ollows that a packing which is stable
for a certain value of rem ains so for all Jarger values
of | Increasing the friction coe cient only expands
the range of allowed force con gurations (and does not
change any of the contact forces). Hence, a num erically
obtained curve z.( ) at best is a bound for the allowed
combinations of z. and  (see Fig.[I7k). History is a
second additional ingredient to consider E], although
it is rem arkable that severaldi erent equilbration algo-—
rithm s appear to give very sin ilar estin ates for z. ( )

7,146, [67, (64, 69, [d, [71).

2. Density

T he existence of a w ide range of statistically di erent
frictional packings is also re ected in packing densities,
w hich experim entally are m ore easily observed than the
contact num ber. Tt iswellknown that packings of spher—
ical hard particles under gravity (in other words, fric—
tional spheres close to pm m ing) can be com pacted over
a range of densities ]. D i erent packing densities of



these system s do not correspond to defom ations of the
particles, but to changes in the organization of the par-
ticles. Hence, at am m Ing, the range of packing densities
does not go to zero for frictional particles.

The relation between density and friction coe cient
can be summ arized in a sin ple state diagram ig.[I7b),
which stresses that random close packing RCP) is In—
dependent of , while the random loose packing RLP)
density depends strongly on , thus connecting random
close packing, random loose packing and value ofthe fric—
thl'l coe C:lel'lt @r l r l r l @]- ThJS d:la_
gram further suggests that the packing density at point
Jm ay also be seen as random loose packing of friction—
less spheres (sihoe or = 0, one expects RCP and RLP
to coincide) | it is the loosest possibl packings, rather
than the densest possible ones, that arise near am m ing.
It should be noted that the de nition of RLP is even
m ore contentious than RCP, and the debate isw ide open

iz3, [z8, 29, [2).

3. Scaling with

Onem ay now also wonderhow the contact num berand
packing density at pmm ing scalew ith . Q ualitative ev—
dence for scaling was found by Sibert et al. In num erical
studies of frictionalpackings F ig.2 and 3 from @]) .By
focussing explicitly on a single preparation protocol, such
as slow equilbration, this becom es a well posed ques—
tion | leading to the concept of generalized isostaticity,
de ned below. Data for generalized isostatic packings
suggests that both contact num ber and density exhbi
powerlaw scalingw ith for an all friction, whilke for large
friction, excess contact num ber and density (de ned with
respect to the In nite friction lim it) are also related by
scaling, although clearly m ore w ork isneeded to establish
these scalings m X7, [731.

4. Generalized Isostaticity

Here we w ill discuss the rok of the frictional forces in
som e m ore detail, and in particular focus on frictional
packings for which a large num ber of contacts are fully
m obilized, m eaning that the frictional forces are m axi-
mal: F+F¥F, = ). These packings arise In num erical
studies when packings are equilbbrated slow Iy for a wide
range of values of

T he m obilization, m , ofa contact isde ned as the ra—
tio ¥+ ¥ ( Fu), and ranges from zero to one (fully m obi-
lized) . E arlier num ericaldata suggested thatm generally
stays away from 1, and that in the 1m it of arge , the
distrdbbution of the m obilization P (m ) becom es indepen-—
dent of E,@]. Later it becam e clear that P m ) can
depend strongly on the preparation history @]. Futher-
m ore, frictionaltw o-dim ensionalpackings w hich are very
slow Iy equilbrated yield packings forwhich a substantial
am ount ofthe contact forces are fully m obilized, m eaning
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d(d-1)/2

4.5

FIG . 18: Generalized isostaticity plot, com paring the frac-
tion of fiilly m obilized contacts per particl, ny , to the con—
tact number, z. Data points (open symbols) are for two—
din ensional system s and for ranging from 0:001 to 1000 at

nite P . The black squares are the corresponding nn, and
z extrapolated to P = 0. The left and bottom axes refer
to the num erical values for contact num ber and num ber of
fully m obilized contacts per particle, nn , for this speci ctwo—
din ensionalexam ple, while right and top axes give the corre—
sponding general expressions for higher din ensions. The red
Iine denotes the generalized isostaticity line w here the num ber
of fully m obilized contacts ism axim ized: n, = d(z d 1)=2.
T he area to the right of this line refers to generalized hyper-
static packings, while the area to the left of the red line is
forbidden (adapted from @] | Copyright by the Am erican
Physical Society) .

that F.+F, = [44,[7d,/81]. 0 ne in agies that during
equilbration, m any contacts slow ly slide, and when the
packing jpm s m any contacts are still close to ailure |
such packings are m arginalw ith respect to low ering
Forpackings w ith fully m obilized contacts, the count—
Ing argum ents need to be augm ented, since at fully m o—
bilized contacts, the frictional and nom al forces are no
Ionger independent @]. De ning the number of fully
m obilized contacts per particle asn, , the constraints for
the zdN =2 force degrees of freedom then are: dN force
balance equations,d(d 1)N =2 torque balance equations,
and n, N constraints for the fully m obilized contacts.
T his yields the follow ing relation between z, z;, = d+ 1

and np ]:

z z, 2np=d: 16)

Surprisingly, for su ciently slow Iy equilbrated pack-—
Ings and for all values of , the values for n, and z
tend to satisfy this bound when P is lowered to zero
Fig.[I8). Such packings which m axin ize their num ber
of fully m obilized contacts have been referred to as \gen—
eralized isostatic" packings @, @]. These should be
w idely occurring, since m ost preparation algorithm tend
to equilbrate slow Iy 31,l44,l67,l68,l6d,[7d,1711.

For fully m obilized packings, the am ount of fully m o—
bilized contacts vanishes in the lm i of in nite fiiction
(see F ig.[18), consistent w ith the cbservation that there
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FIG . 19: Scaling of contact number, w and elastic m od-
uli for frictional discs, interacting through three-din ensional
Hertzian-M indlin forces. (@) T he zero pressure contact num —
ber, z; does not reach the isostatic lim it (z = 3) unless is
very large. () T he excess coordination number z z; scales
linearly w ith P =3 " . (cd) T he characteristic frequency
oftheDOS, ! , scales sinilarly to z 3 [B9]. (e) The buk
modulus K (red curves) approaches a plateau for small P,
while G appearsto scak asz 3 ]. (f) As In frictionless
spheres, the ratio G=K scales w ith distance to the isostatic
point, now given by z z, = z 3 (adapted from EI] |

C opyright by the Am erican P hysical Society ).

z d+ 1. The number of fully m obilized contacts
is m axin al for vanishingly sm all friction which we re—
for to as = 0'), where, by conthhuity, z 2d, and
Np dd 1)=2. Taking into account that each contact
is shared by tw o particles, the fraction of fiilly m obilized
contacts is d 1)=2 | hence in two din ensions, 50%
of all contacts are fully m obilized, In three din ensions,
100% ofthe contactswould be fillly m obilized or = 0",
and In higher dim ensions one cannot reach generalized
isostaticity or = 0.

By itself, the inequality [18) isnot a stricter bound on
z than the ordinary condition z d+ 1,sincen, () isun-—
known. However, ifwe could determ inen,, ( ), wewould
Inm ediately obtain thebound z= d+ 1+ 2n, ( )=d. &t
is, at present, an open question how n, ( ) can be esti-
m ated or cbtained num erically other than through direct
num erical sim ulations.
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B . FrictionalP ackings at F inite P ressure

O nce am echanically stable frictionalpacking hasbeen
created, its linear m echanical response is given by the
dynam icalm atrix. For Hertz-M indlin type interactions,
each contact can be thought of as being given by two
springs (one parallel to the contact vector rjj, one per-
pendicular to the contact vector), the soring constants of
%jﬁh are set by the nom al force and the P oisson ratio

1.

Vardous authors have found that, foressentially allval-
ues of , the excess contact number z Z Jrow s as
a square root wih the excess densiy @, , ] |
for Hertzian contacts, this is equivalent to stating that
z oz P73, However, z. di ers from the frictional
isostatic value d+ 1, so that z ., does not scale w ith
pressure (seeF ig.[19,b). N ote that the slope in F ig.[1%,
w hich representﬁ the prefactor zy In a scaling law of the
form z z= z < doesnot appearto vary strongly
wih . As is the case for frictionless particles, it is es—
sential to rem ove rattlers for the count of the contact
num ber, but include them for the estim ate of the density
to obtain the square root scaling ofz  z overan appre—
ciable range @]. T his square root scaling is ntriguing
and, as far aswe are aware, w ithout explanation.

The deviations of z. from the isostatic valie Imply
that packingsnearthe (un)-pmm ing transition do not ap—
proach isostatic packings, and consistent w ith this, there
is, In general, no scaling of the m echanical properties as
function of distance to pmm ing.

T he m echanical properties do, how ever, scale w ith the
distance to the isostatic point, as m easured by the con—
tact number. First, calculations of the characteristic
frequency ! from the density of vibrational states for
tw o-din ensional frictional packings show that the vari-
ation of ! wih  and distance to Emm ing (@s mea-
sured by the pressure P ) is very sim ilar to that of z
Fig.09%). T fact, when this data is replotted as fiinc—
tion of z e = Z 3 one nds a linear relation be—
tween ! andz 1z, Fig.[I3). Second, the ratio ofthe
shear and buk m odulus exhbits the sam e phenom enol-
ogy: G=K scales lnearly with z z = z 3 [{3%H
ﬂ,@]. These ndings suggest that, In general, scaling
is govermed by the distance to isostaticity, rather than
the distance to am m ing.

The contact number and geom etry of the packings
change sm oothly wih ﬂ, ], while the m echanical
behavior exhibits a discontinuous jum p from = 0 to

= 0. This is caused by the fact that when fric-
tion is Inclided, the nature of the dynam ical m atrix
changes com pltely, because the tangential contact sti —
nesses um p from zerotoa nievalie. W hen thetangen—
tialsti nessisvaried anoothly from = 0 to nite fic—
tion, the m echanical properties vary an oothly also E].

F inally a word of caution regarding the notion ofgener—
alized isostaticity and the role of filly m obilized contacts
for scaling away from amm Ing. In the calculations pre—
sented above fully m obilized contacts are treated as or—




dinary elastic contacts. Strictly speaking, such m arginal
contacts cause a breakdow n of linear response. O nem ay
argue that tiny perturbations would sin ply let the fully
m obilized contacts relax to aln ost-fully-m obilized, after
which linear response would no longer be problem atic.
Taking the opposie view, Henkes et al. have recently
shown that if the dynam icalm atrix is calculated under
the assum ption that fully m obilized contacts can slide
freely, the characteristic frequency ! scalesand vanishes
wih P for allvalies of | provided one considers sys—
tem s that approach generalized isostaticity E].

C . Conclusion

Jam m Ing of frictional grains can be seen as a two-step
process. The rst step is the selection of a contact num —
ber, z, given the friction coe cient, pressure and proce—
dure. In the second step, In w hich them echanicalproper—
ties of the packing are determ ined, everything scalesw ith
z 3%, . Thecrucialdi erence with frictionless spheres
is that the contact number z. at the P = 0 BEmm ing
point in generaldoes not coincide w ith z, . M ost quan—
tities are govermed by the contact num ber and scale w ith
distance to isostaticity, whilke the contact num ber itself
scales w ith distance to Em m ing.

v. JAMM ING OF NON-SPHERICAL
PARTICLES

New phenom ena occur in packings of non-spherical
particles, and here we brie y discuss the pmm Ing sce—
nario for frictionless ellipsoids.

First, con gurations for hard (or zero pressure) fric—
tionless ellipsoids pack m ore densely and have larger con—
tact num bers than frictionless spheres @, @, @, @].
Aswe discuss in section [V A], both the increase in den—
sity and in contact num ber away from the sphere lim i
are continuous but not am ooth | plots of and z as
function of the ellipticity show a cusp at the sphere 1lim it
Figl20.

Second, the counting argum ents for general ellipsoids
suggest that at pmm ing, ellipsoids attain z = 2z,
dd+ 1). However, weakly asoherical ellipsoids actually
attain a contact num ber arbitrarily close to the sphere
Imi z = 2d. As a consequence, Weakly) ellppsoidal
packings are strongly hypostatic (underconstrained) near
epm m ing. T his leads to questions about the relation be-
tw een contact num ber, rigidity and oppy m odes (section
B).

T hird, the question arises w hether quantities such as z
and ! exhibit scaling, etther as function ofthe pressure,
as function of the asphericity or as function of distance
to either the spherical or the ellipsoidal isostatic point |
the partial answers to these questions, based on recent
studies of the density of states [49,[50] w ill be addressed
in section [ CI.
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FIG.20: (@) Packing fraction of spheroids (open sym bols)
and general ellipsoids (plue sym bols) as function of the as-
phericity The density shows a cusp at = 1 (sphere
lin it) . The orange line indicates the HCP packing density

0:74, which is alm ost reached by random packings of som e
ellipsoids. (o) T he contact num ber, z, for the sam e spheroids
and ellipsoids as shown in panel (@) also shows a cusp at

= 1. The red, green and blue linesat z = 6, z = 10 and
z = 12 Indicate the isostatic contact numbers for spheres,
spheroids and ellipsoids (adapted from [B3] | C opyright by
The Am erican A ssociation for the A dvancem ent of Science) .

A . Packings of Spherocylinders, Spheroids and
E llipsoids

Spherocylinders | Early indications for surprisingly
dense packings ofnon-sphericalparticles com e from stud-
ies of spherocylinders, particles consisting ofa cylinder of
length a and diam eter 1, which on both ends are capped
by a half sphere. For zero a, these are spheres, whilke
the large a 1lin it is relevant for the loose packings ofthin
(colloidal) rods ]. W illiam s et al studied the packing
fraction and contact num bers of such spherocylinders nu—
m erically, and found that both the packing fraction and
contact num ber z increase when a is increased, reach a
maxinum fora 04, and then decrease@]. T he den—
sity peaks at a value of 0.695, substantially larger than
the typical values for random close packing of soheres

0:64, whik for large a > 10 the density decays as
1=a, consistent w ith argum ents given before @].

T he contact num ber in these sim ulations was found to
start out at z 58 bor a = 0, and Increased until it
reached z 9 ora 04. The niial valie is close to
the isostatic num ber for spheres (6), w hile the peak value
is sin ilar to the isostatic num ber for rods (10) ].



Spheroids and E llipsoids | In sem Inal work, D onev
et al explored the packing properties of hard spheroids
and ellipsoids [B3]. As shown i Fig[20a, the density
of spheroids (@xis: 1 :1 : ) exhbits a cusp-lke local
m ininum for the pure sphericalcase = 1, and reaches
two localm axim a: oblate (disc1ike) spheroids at 06
pack at a densiy 0:70 and prolate (clgarshaped)
ellipsoidsat = 1:5 pack even denserat 0:715.Note
that the spheroid packing density only drops below the
random close packing value for spheres for very strongly
oblte ( . 025) orprolate ( & 4) particles.

Even larger packing densities can be obtained for tri-
axial ellipsoids, and for the case that the axes are given

asl= :1: , themaximum packing density peaks at
0.735 for 125, [88,/83]. This density is surprisingly
closeto thedensity  0:74 cbtained for foc and hep pack—

ngs, which are the densest possibl packings for spheres
| but those are crystals, whereas the ellipsoidal pack—
ngs do not show any appreciable orientational ordering.
Finally, crystals of ellipsoids can be packed even denser,
w ith the highest density currently known, 0.7707, is ob—
tained In n@n_]attjoe peripc_ijc packings of spheroids w ith
either 3or 1= 3 Bl

The contact number grows m onotonically wih as—
phericity, from a value 2d for the spherical case to
values close to the corresponding higher isostatic num ber
forellipsoids: T he contact num ber for the spheroidsm ea—
sured for strongly oblate orprolate appearsto levelo at
values around 9.8 (the corresponding isostatic num ber is
10), and forellipsoidsone reaches 11 4 (the corresponding
isostatic num ber is 12) ]. (T he contact num bers in the
disordered ellipsoidalsystem saredi cult to obtain accu—
rately from num erics, in particular for hard particles |
since, sin ilar to hard spheres, one expects anom alously
m any near contacts @, @]) . Ikt is notew orthy that the
contact num bers reach these asym ptotic values at the
sam e asphericities w here the density ism axin al. Recent
work on two-dim ensional ellipses @, @] and three di-
m ensional spheroids ] con m these trends in contact
num bers.

B . Counting argum ents, F loppy m odes and
R igidity of E llipsoids

T he counting argum ents for general ellipsoids suggest
that at amm ing, ellppsoids attain z = zj, = dd+ 1).
However, weakly aspherical ellipsoids actually attain a
contact num ber arbitrarily close to the sphere lm it z =
2d. Hence counting argum ents suggest that packings
of weakly ellipsoidal particles possess a large num ber of

oppy m odes. A re these packings stable?

Asa rst step In understanding such packings, it is
helpful to think about weakly aspherical ellipsoids that
approach the sohere lim it. The num ber of oppy m odes
in such an underconstrained system equals N =2) (zis
z), which for the sphere lim it where z ! 2d) equals
N dd 1)=2).W hat are these oppy m odes?
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T he key observation is that in the counting argum ents
for ellipsoids, the rotationaldegrees of freedom are taken
Into account whilk for spheres, where they correspond
to trivial rotations of the particles, these are ignored.
W hen these rotational degrees of freedom are also taken
Into account for friction less spheres, one cbtains precisely
N dd 1)=2) trivial oppy m odes, corresponding to the
trivial rotationaldegrees of freedom of individual friction—
Jess spheres @,@]. These oppy modes do not a ect
the rigidity of the packings, which suggests that, in gen—
eral, absence of oppy modesm ay bea su clent but not
a necessary condition for rigidity @].

From the perspective of constraint counting of the
contact forces, som ething sin ilar happens in the sphere
Iim it: how do dN force degrees of freedom satisfy both
dN force balance equations and also all the additional
torque balance equations? The answer is sin ple: for fric-
tionless spheres, the torques exerted by each contact force
is zero, and so torque balance is trivially satis ed.

T he key question, how ever, is what happens to hypo—
static packings at nite asphericity and pressure. The
fiill answers are not known, but two recent studies on
the density of vibrational states for soft frrictionless bidis-
perse tw o-din ensionalellipses @] and three-din ensional
soheroids ] provide in portant ingredients that we w i1l
discuss below .

C. Jamm ing of E 1lipsoids

The main ndings for the density of states of ellip—
soidalparticles are shown in Fig.[2dl. C lose to the sphere
lim i, where the contact num ber is far below the rele—
vant ellipsoidal isostatic value, the density of states con—
sists of three bands: rst, a number of zero frequency,

oppy m odes corresponding to the degree of hypostatic—
iy, second, a band of rotational m odes, and third, a
band of translationalm odes, corresponding to the trans—
lationalm odes present for the pure sphere case. W hen,
for increasing pressure and/or strong ellipticity, the con—
tact num ber starts to approach the ellipsoidal isostatic
valie, the rotational and translational bands hybridize
and m erge. Finally, when the contact num ber exceeds
the ellipsoidal isostatic value, the oppy m odes have van—
ished and the characteristic frequency of the rem aining
single band density of states scales w ith distance to the
ellipsoidal isostatic value.

T he counting argum ents provide a clear picture of the
num ber of m odes per band, as shown in Fig.[22, where
the variation of these num bers w ith contact number is
shown for the case of spheroids in 3d.

F irst, the vibrationalm odes present for the spherical
case are only weakly perturbed by the Inclusion ofweak
ellipticity, so their num ber still equals dN . T he particle
m otions of m odes in this band are essentially transl-
tional, and the characteristic frequency ofthisband, ! ,
still scalesw ith z %s;hem, notwih z %zomps. Hence, this
part of the density of states is sm oothly perturbed when
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FIG .21: Schem atic scenario for the density of states for fric—
tionless soft ellippsoidal particles, based on @,@]. (@d) Den—
sity of states as function of distance to the spherical lim it.
T he grey, blue, red and green colors refer to oppy m odes,
rotationalm odes, translationalm odes and hybridized m odes
respectively. (a) For frictionless spheres, one usually only con—
siders the translational band (red), but when one takes the
rotational degrees of freedom into account, a lJarge num ber of
trivial oppy m odes occur (dashed grey line). () For con-—
tact numbers just above z  z"*™®, the density of states ex—
hibits three bands, and the characteristic frequencies ! s and
! scale with asphericity and z zfohem respectively | see
text. (c) For contact num bers approaching z zlesjfp , the rota—
tionaland translationalband m erge. (d) For contact num bers
above z zlesjfp , there are no oppy m odes and the character—

istic frequency !Y scakswith z  zSOP

iso

going from the sphere to the weakly ellipsoidal case.

Second, for z < zfs]ijp the system is underconstrained,
and the crucial cbservation is that here there are (z
zfslijp)=2 oppy m odes. In the sphere lim it, these m odes
are the trivial ocal rotations, and away from the sphere
lim it m ost ofthesem odes survive and becom e delocalized
| their precise nature is not fully understood yet.

Thirds, at nite pressures and/or nite asphericities,
(z %ss%hem)=2 m odes em erge from the zero frequency
band and attain nite frequencies. T his is the rotational
band: particle m otions of m odes in this band are essen—
tially rotational, and the vbration frequencies are below
those of the transhtionalband. This allow s the de ni-
tion of a characteristic m axin al frequency of the rota—
tionalband !g, which is found to scale wih the degree
of asphericity j but is essentially insensitive to the
pressure.

Fourth, for large pressure and asphericity, the contact
num ber approaches the relevant ellipsoidal isostatic num —
ber, the rotational and translational bands start to ap—
proach each other (! Is 1), the m odes hybridize
and these two bands eventually merge. In the regine
w here the contact num ber exceeds the relevant ellipsoidal
contact num ber, there are no more oppy modes. The
only band of vibrationalm odes then has a m ixed trans—
Jational/rotational character, and its characteristic fre—
quency, ! Y, scalesw ith distance to the relevant ellipsoidal
isostaticpoint: 1Yz ZoF.

F inally, note that forweakly elliptical system sthat are
hypostatic, the counting argum ent In plies that the forces
m ust be non-generic | one still has m ore equations of
force and torque balance than one has force degrees of
freedom . In temm s of the elastic energy landscape, one
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FIG . 22: Schem atic representation of the num ber of m odes
perband for the speci ¢ case of spheroids In three din ensions
| from [B0]| Copyright by the Institute of Physics

In agihesthat near such system stherem ust exhibitm any
directions in phase space where the second derivative is
zero (kading to quartic m odes @]), but a deep under—
standing ism issing.

D . Conclusion

Jam m Ing of frictionless ellipsoidal particles is surpris—
Ingly sin ilar to that of frictionless spheres, despite the
strongly hypostatic nature ofw eakly asphericalpackings.
The crucial observation is that frictionless spheres can
also be seen as strongly hypostatic near pmm ing, asthey
possess a large num ber of trivial oppy m odes. M ost of
these m odes ram ain at zero frequency for weakly ellip—
soidalparticles, even though their spatial structure is no
longer trivial, and these m odes do not appear to a ect
the rigidiy of packings of frictionless ellipses.

VI. SUMMARY,OPEN QUESTIONS AND

OUTLOOK

The Bm m Ing scenario for disordered packings of soft,
purely repulsive particles at zero tem perature and shear,
as described above, can be seen as a two step process.
First, for a given pressure, contact law and preparation
protocol, a packing wih a certain contact num ber, z,
is created. Second, the m echanical characteristics such
as elastic m oduli and density of states depend on the
di erence between the actual contact number and the
relevant isostatic valie.

D egpending on the particles’ friction or shape, the con—
tact num berm ay span a range ofvalues | seeFig.23d or
thisrange forP ! 0. For frictionless particles it appears
that the contact num ber at pmm ing is independent of



FIG . 23: Conpctured range of selected contact num bers at
pmm ing, ie., at P = 0, as function of the friction coe cient

and ellipticity . T he red dot indicates the isostatic lim it for
frictionless spheres at ( = 0; = 0), the green line indicates
the isostatic 1m it for frictionless ellipsoids ( = 0; 6 0)
and the blue plane indicates the isostatic lin it for frictional
particles ( 6 0). The contact number is precisely selected
in the frictionless plane, and for su ciently large ellipticity
the contact num ber crosses the isostatic value (green dot).
O nce friction com es Into play, a range of contact num bers are
allowed. Fora given and ,theupperbound isgiven by the
selected contact num ber for frictionless ellipsoids at = 0,
w hile the lower bound is given by the generalized isostaticity
Iim it | ie., for nite , the m axim al num ber of contacts is
fully m obilized here, and only for ! 1 does z reach the
frictional isostatic value z = d+ 1.

the preparation procedure, even for nite pressures. For
frictionalparticles, a range of contact num bers arises and
the history becom es crucial.

Jam m Ing of frictionless soft spheres constitutes a spe-
cialcase, sihce here the isostatic contact num ber (exclud—
Ing the trivial rotational degrees of freedom of the parti-
cles) is reached at the pmm ing threshold. T he counting
for ellipsoidalparticles takes these rotationaldegrees into
acocount, which leadsto strongly hypostatic packingsnear
Bm m ing | how ever, the associated zero m odes do not
appear to contribute to the m echanical properties of the
packings. Furthem ore, the perturbation from spheres
to weak ellipsoids is sm ooth, when the trivial rotational
m odes for the spheres is included.

Friction, however, acts di erently. G iven a certain
preparation procedure, the change in contact num ber is
an ooth with . However, the fidctional interactions are
such that at the level of the dynam ical m atrix, the in—
clusion of arbitrary an all friction introduces a discontin—
uous change. For any value of the friction the tangential
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sti ness takeson a nite value which leads to contribu-—
tions to the dynam icalm atrix of order one, contrbutions
w hich are absent In the fidctionless case. Friction becom e
a an ooth perturbation only when the tangentialsti ness
is varied sm oothly w ith

A . Open Questions

A crucial question is that of experin ental relevance.
M any recent predictions of the theory should be observ-
able In experim ent, in particular for frictionless system s
such as foam s and em ulsions, but very few have been ob—
served so far. Frictionalpackingshavebeen explored the—
oretically far less than frictionless system s, despite their
obvious experim ental relevance m,@]. How many dif-
ferent order param eters does one need to characterize the
statistics of generic frictional packings?

M ore work is needed to clarify the notion of random
Joose packing ﬁ,,], and to unravelthe role ofpack—
Ingprotocols. W hat isthe underlying distribution ofpos—
sible contact num bers and densities for frictional spheres,
given a certain pressure and friction coe cient? DoRCP
and RLP corresoond to sharp gradients in this distrdbu-—
tion? Are the RCP and RLP lim its identical for fric—
tionlesspackings? Random packings of spheres arem uch
looserthen random packingsofnon sphericalparticles |
can we understand why?

Tt is, In many cases, unknown how resuls obtained
for frictionless spheres extend to m ore com plex system s.
Forexam ple, do a diverging length scale and a singularly
non-a ne response arise when frictional spheres or el
lipses approach their isostatic lin it (s)? W hat about the
elastic m oduli [71, /8217 Sin ilarly, what is the Fmm ing
scenario for m ore generalparticles, such as frictional el-
lipses and non convex particles that m ay sharemultiple
contacts? W hat is the scenario for m ore general Interac—
tions (attraction, long range...)?

G iven the centralrole of the squareroot scaling of the
contact num ber w ith distance to Bmm ing, it would be
usefill to probe the connection to the square-root singu—
larity of g(r) | the argum ent outlined in section [TTID 1|
assum es digplacem ents to be prim arily a ne, while near
J, the displacem ents are singularly non-a ne and di-
verge. W hat m ay happen is that the relative displace—
m ent of particles that are not in contact are not strongly
non-a ne | we don’t know . For frictional spheres i is
not understood whether z  z exhibits true square root
scaling with excess densiy, and whether g(r) exhbits
sim ilar scaling behavior there.

E ssentially all the work discussed above focuses on av—
eraged quantities and linear response. For nite system s,
contact numbers, m oduli etc exhbi signi cant di er-
ences n di erent rea]jzau'onsﬁ,@]. C an we understand
these uctuations near pmm ing? W hat is the nonlinear
yielding behavior of system s near gm m ing dr

A whole host of new phenom ena arise when amm ed
system sareput under shear stress, and possbly arem ade



to ow E,E,B,@], orwhen system sof nite tem perature
@, ] are considered. Can these phenom ena be con-
nected In a m eaningfiil m anner to the zero shear, zero
tem perature lim i?

B. Outlook

Jam m Ing is cool ], as it provides a fram ew ork to ap—
proach the m echanics of disordered system s. T he studies
ofthe sim plest case of static soft frictionless spheres have
dem onstrated that such system sexhibit rich spatialorga—
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nization and anom alous m echanical properties near the
isostatic/ am m Ing lin it. Im portant tasks for the com ing
years incluide exploring the relevance of these observa—
tions for experim ental observations and for system sw ith
m ore com plex Interactions. New horizons are em erging
for system s at nite tem perature and in particular for
ow near pmm ing | as attested by the rich phenom enol
ogy of owing foam s, suspensions and granularm edia.
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APPENDIX A:COUNTING ARGUMENTS FOR
THE CONTACT NUM BER

By constraint counting one can establish boundson the
contact num ber @]. First, one m ay require that oppy
m odes, deformm ations that In lowest non trivial order do
not cost energy, are absent. This yields a lower bound
on the contact num ber. P ackings that violate this second
constraint are called hypostatic, packingsthat m arginally
ful 1lthis constraint are isostatic, and packings that ful-

11 this constraint are called hyperstatic.

N ote that the sam e Iow erbound on the contact num ber
is obtained by requiring that all contact forces balance.
A swew ill see, this isbecause the num ber of independent
degrees of freedom necessarily to describe changes in the
energy at a contact equals the num ber of force degrees
of freedom per contact. T herefore, the requirem ent that

oppy m odes are absent is equivalent to the requirem ent
that the contact forces balance, and often the counting
argum ent that yields the lowerbound on z is phrased in
tem s of the contact forces.

Secondly, forpackingsat pm m ing, one arrivesat a sec—
ond constraint, which follow s from the requirem ent that
the particles are undeform ed at pm m Ing. This yields an
upper bound on the contact num ber. V lolations of this
second condition are possible for special (hon-generic)
packings, such as perfect crystals.

Aswe will see, for frictionless particles the st and
second bounds coincide. This does not necessarily in —
ply that the corresponding contact numbers are al
ized at pmm ing: num erically it is found that frictionless
spheres are indeed isostatic at pmm ing 1, whik weakly
aspherical frictionless ellipsoids are strongly hypostatic
@,@,@]. For frictional particles the tw o bounds never
coincide, and num erically it is found that frictional par—
ticles are alm ost alv ays hyperstatic at pm m ing.

Below we present the counting argum ents in detail,
for packings of N soft particles In d din ensions which
Interact through contact forces, and for which the con-
tact num ber z, is de ned as the average num ber of con—
tactsperparticle. N ote that the totalnum ber of contacts
equals N z=2 | each contact is shared by two particles.
Aswewill nd below, to perform these counting argu—
m ents we need to know the num ber of force com ponents
per contact, or equivalently, the num ber of independent
degrees of freedom necessarily to describe changes in the
energy at a contact (£), the geom etrical num ber of de—
grees freedom per particle (x) and the num ber of force
balance equations per particle ©).

A bsence of Floppy M odes | T he counting that
follow s from requiring that thereareno oppy m odes can
m ost easily be carried out by considering E , the change
In elastic energy as function of deform ation of a certain
packing. T he num beroftem s contrbutingto E equals
the number of contacts, N z=2, multiplied wih £, the
num ber of independent degrees of freedom necessarily to
descrlbbe changes in the energy at a contact. E is a
function of allN d positional degrees of freedom , and all
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additional orientationaldegrees of freedom w hich are not
sym m etries | zero for spheres, 2N for spheroids In three
din ensions, and d(d  1)N =2 for general ellppsoids. W e
denote these num ber of degrees of freedom relevant for

E by b.

Absenceofgeneric oppy m odes requiresthat the num -
ber of term s contrdbuting to E exceeds the num ber of
degrees of freedom : zf=2 DB.

For frictionless particls, £ equals one, because energy
changes result from (de)com pression of contacts only,
while for frictional particles, £ equals d, since relative
m otion of contacting particles in all directions are rele-
vant.

The situation for B is sin ple for frictional particlks,
w here all positionaland orientationaldegrees of freedom
are relevant and B= d(d+ 1)=2. For frictionless particles,
B depends on the symm etries. For frictionless spheres,
only translational degrees of freedom are In portant and
B= d. For frictionless spheroids in three din ensions, two
additional rotational degrees of freedom com e into ply
and B = 5, whilke for general frictionless ellipsoids, all
rotational degrees are relevant and B= d@d+ 1)=2.

E quivalence ofF loppy M ode and Force B alance
C ounting | The requirem ent zf=2 DB is exactly the
sam e as requiring that there are su cient contact forces
In the system so that they generically can be expected to
balance: the num ber of contact force degrees of freedom
per particles is zf=2 and the num ber of equations that
need to be satis ed equalsB. The number of relevant
particle degrees of freedom In the energy expansion thus
corresponds to the number of force balance equations,
and thenum beroftem sin E (= num ber ofconstraints
needed to generically avoid oppiness) corresoond to the
num ber of force degrees of freedom | changes In energy
and forces are directly linked.

N ote that even though the role of constraints and de—
grees of freedom Interchanges when altering the picture
between absence of oppy m odes and satisfaction of force
balance, so does the requirem ent ( oppy m odes: m aking
sure there are no generic solutions, force balance: m aking
sure there are generic solution), and in the force balance
picture one ends up w ith precisely the sam e nequality:
zf=2 D.

Touch | The conditions that particles precisely
touch yields N z=2 constraints on the degrees of freedom
of the particles. D enoting the num ber of geom etric de—
grees per particle as %, the condition that for generic
packings there should be less constraints than degrees of
freedom yieldsz=2  =x.

For the particles that are considered here (soheres and
ellipsoids w ith and w ithout friction), the num ber of de—
grees of freedom per particles are their d positional co—
ordinates, to which ellipsoids add their relevant angular
degrees of freedom . For general ellippsoids, these yield
dd+ 1)=2 degrees of freedom | for spheroids in three
din ensions (an ellipsoid w ith two equalaxes, which thus
has one symm etry of rotation | see section [7]) these
yvield 5 degrees of freedom . The resulting counting of
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Particle = B Touch R igidity R ange

z= b3 zf=2 B
Frictionless Sphere |1|d d z 2d z 2d z= 2d
Frictional Sphere dld dd+ 1)=2{z 2d z d+1 d+ 1 z 2d
Frictionless Spheroid|1 |5 5 z 10 z 10 z= 10
Frictional Spheroid |35 6 z 10 z 4 4 =z 10
Frictionless E llipsoid |1 |d (d+ 1)=2|d@d+ 1)=2|z d@d+1)|z d@d+1)|z= d@d+1)
FrictionalE llipsoid |d|d@d+ 1)=2|d@d+ 1)=2|z dd+1)|z d+1 d+1 =z d@d+1)

TABLE I:Results of \M axwell" constraint counting for a range of di erent type of soft particles. A s explained In the text, £
denotes the num ber of force com ponents per contact, % denotes the geom etrical num ber of freedom per particle and B denotes

the num ber of balance equations per particl.

% and corresponding nequalities are listed in tablke[d. T
particular, for frictionalparticles, the lowerbound forthe
contact num ber isd+ 1, while for frictionless particles it
depends on the sym m etries of the particles.

R esults | T he resulting inequalities are listed in ta—
ble[d. N ote that the upper bounds for z coincide for fric—
tional and frictionless particles, as this num ber only de—
pends on the geom etrical num ber of degrees of freedom .

T he Inequalities can be sum m arized as follow s: For fric—
tionless particles, £ equals one, B= £ and the lower and
upper bounds coincide at z = 2x = 2B=f. For frictional
particles, 2x > 2B=f, the lower and upper bounds do not
coincide, and a range of contact num bers is allowed at
Amm ing.



