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In this work, we report the control parameter depen-
dence of the fluctuations near the jamming transition
point. We show that the fluctuations do not diverge in
pressure control, while it diverges in packing fraction con-
trol.

We consider purely repulsive harmonic discs in a two-
dimensional L×L box with periodic boundary conditions
at zero temperature1:

VN =

1,N∑
i<j

h2ij
2
θ(−hij), hij = |ri − rj | −Ri −Rj , (1)

where N denotes the number of particles, ri = (xi, yi)
denotes the position, and Ri denotes the radius. To
avoid crystallization, we consider a 50 : 50 binary mix-
ture of large RL = 0.7 and small Rs = 0.5 particles. The
value of VN separates the jammed and unjammed phases:
when the packing fraction ϕ = Nπ(R2

s + R2
L)/(2L2) is

smaller than the jamming transition point ϕJ , one ob-
serves VN = 0 after the energy minimization, while,
when ϕ > ϕJ , VN has a finite value. For the energy
minimization, we use the fast inertial relaxation engine
(FIRE)2. We terminate the energy minimization when∑N
i=1(∂riVN )2/N < 10−25. In our numerical simulation,

we define ϕJ at which the energy barely has a finite value
VN/N ∈ (10−16, 2×10−16) after the energy minimization.
We generate the configurations above ϕJ in two ways, as
described below.

a. Packing fraction control We use ε = ϕ − ϕJ as
a control parameter. Following O’ Hern et al., we first
generate the configuration at ϕJ by combining compres-
sion and decompression: we compress the system when
VN < 10−16 and decompress when VN > 10−16, see Ref1

for details. After every compression/decompression, we
minimize the energy by using the FIRE algorithm2. We
terminate the process when VN/N ∈ (10−16, 2× 10−16).
After obtaining a configuration at ϕJ , we re-compress
as the amount of ε = ϕ − ϕJ to obtain a configuration
above jamming. As reported in Ref.3, some samples un-
jam after the compression (compression unjamming). We
throw out such samples.

b. Pressure control The pressure p is used as the
control parameter. For this purpose, we repeat the com-
pression and decompression until the system’s pressure
reaches the target pressure. In this case, the jamming
transition point corresponds to p = 0.

a)Electronic mail: harukuni.ikeda@gakushuin.ac.jp

FIG. 1. Fluctuations of physical quantities. Solid lines and
markers denote data for p and ϕ control, respectively. For
comparison, results for ϕ control are plotted as a function of
the average p at each ϕ. (a) Contract number. (b) Energy
per particle e = VN/N .

For each ε and p, we prepare M = 1000 independent
samples and calculate the mean and variance of physical
quantities. We only use the data for p � 10−6 so that
the force balance tolerance and energy tolerance do not
affect the results.

We first discuss the behaviors of the average quanti-
ties. A commonly observed quantity to characterize the
jamming transition is the number of contacts per parti-
cle z. At ϕJ , z converges to zJ = 2d − 2d/N + 2/N , if
one removes rattlers that have less than three contacts4.
Hereafter we remove the rattlers when calculating z. An-
other commonly used quantity is the energy per particle
e = VN/N . In Fig. 1, we plot the average values of the
excess contact number δz = z− zJ and e. It can be seen
that the average values do not depend on the control
parameters.

Next, we discuss the fluctuations. To see how large the
fluctuation is compared to the mean value, we observe the
following quantities:

χz ≡ N
Var(z)

Ave(z)2
, χe ≡ N

Var(e)

Ave(e)2
, (2)

where Var and Ave respectively denote the variance and
average for the M samples. The factor N guarantees that
χz,e converges to a finite value in the thermodynamic
limit N → ∞5. In Fig. 2, we plot the numerical results
of χz and χe. In p control, the N dependence of χz
only appears very near the jamming transition point, p .
10−4. The finite size effects in this region are examined
in detail in Ref.5. We do not observe any significant N
dependence for χe. On the contrary, in ϕ control, both χz
and χe significantly increase with N in the intermediate
region (10−3 . p . 10−2 for χz, and 10−5 . p . 10−2
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FIG. 2. Fluctuations of physical quantities. Solid lines and
markers denote data for p and ϕ control, respectively. Black
dashed lines denote power-law fit. For comparison, results for
ϕ control are plotted as a function of the average p at each
ϕ. (a) Fluctuation of the contact number. (b) Fluctuation of
energy.

FIG. 3. Fluctuations of (a) ϕ in p control and (b) p in ϕ
control. Markers denote numerical results, while the dashed
line shows the power-law fit.

for χe). In the intermediate ϕ region, χz,e is well fitted
with the power-law function:

χz,e = Az,ep
−βz,e , (3)

where βz = 0.62 and βe = 1.85, see black dashed lines in
Fig. 2. The power-law region increases with N , and in
the thermodynamic limit, the fluctuations are expected
to diverge at the transition point. In Fig. 3, we plot
the fluctuation of ϕ, χϕ ≡ NVar(ϕ)/Ave(ϕ)2, in p con-
trol and the fluctuation of p, χp ≡ NVar(p)/Ave(p)2, in
ϕ control. We found that χϕ remains finite, while χp
exhibits a power-law divergence χp ∼ (ϕ− ϕJ)−βp with
βp = 1.97, see the dashed line in Fig. 3.

Finally, we propose a phenomenological model to ex-
plain the divergence of the physical quantities in ϕ con-
trol. Fig. 3 (a) and a previous research1 show that the
variance of ϕ remains finite at ϕJ . Also, p ∝ ϕ−ϕJ near
ϕJ

1. Therefore, p and ϕ have the following linear relation
near ϕJ : ϕ = ϕJ +Ap+ ξ, where ξ is a random variable
of zero mean and variance ξ2 = ∆/N6, and A and ∆ are

constants. Then, p can be expressed as a function of δϕ:

p = A−1(δϕ− ξ), (4)

FIG. 4. Scaling plots for (a) χz and (b) χe in ϕ control.
Markers denote numerical results, while the dashed lines de-
note power-law fit Az,ep

βz,e .

with δϕ = ϕ − ϕJ . It is straightforward to show χp ∼
δϕ−βthp ∼ p−β

th
p with βthp = 2, which is close to the nu-

merical result βp = 1.97. Since the energy is a quadratic
function of p 1, e ∼ p2 = A−2(δϕ2 − 2δϕξ + · · · ), lead-

ing to χe ∼ p−β
th
e with βthe = 2. Again, this is close

to the numerical result βe = 1.85. The contact num-
ber exhibits the square-root singularity z − zJ ∼ p1/2 =

A−1/2
(
δϕ1/2 − ξδϕ−1/2/2 + · · ·

)
, leading to χz ∼ p−β

th
z

with βthz = 1/2, which is slightly underestimated but
close to the numerical result βz = 0.62. The above mean-
field like argument may no-longer hold when the fluctua-
tion of the pressure A−1ξ becomes larger than the mean-
value A−1δϕ in Eq. (4), which defines the characteristic
pressure p ∼ δϕ ∼ ξ ∼ O(N−1/2). This consideration
suggests the following scaling form:

χz,e = N
βz,e

2 fz,e(N
1
2 p), (5)

where fz,e(x) denotes the scaling function such that
fz,e(x) ∼ x−βz,e for x � 1. In Fig. 4, we confirmed the
above scaling ansatz using the data shown in Fig. 2 and
data for larger N in ϕ control.
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