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A bstract

The m odeling ofthe elastic properties ofgranular or nanoscale system s requires

the foundationsofthe theory ofelasticity to berevisited,asone exploresscalesat

which thistheory m ay no longerhold.The only casesforwhich a m icroscopic jus-

ti�cation ofelasticity existsare (nearly)uniform ly strained lattices.A m icroscopic

theory ofelasticity,aswellassim ulations,revealthatstandard continuum elasticity

appliesonly atsu�ciently large scales (typically 100 particle diam eters).Interest-

ingly,force chains,which have been observed in experim entson granularsystem s,

and attributed to non-elastic e�ects,are shown to exist in system s com posed of

harm onically interacting constituents.The corresponding stress �eld,which is a

continuum m echanical(averaged)entity,exhibitsno chain structureseven atnear-

m icroscopic resolutions,butitdoesreectm acroscopic anisotropy,when present.
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1 Introduction

It is quite surprising that the existing m icroscopic justi� cation ofthe tim e-

honored theory ofelasticity,which hasbeen thoroughlyresearched in avariety

ofdisciplines,islim ited to lattice atom ic con� gurations[1].Classicalcontin-

uum elasticity theory hasbeen applied toalargevariety ofsystem s,including

granularm aterials[2].In recentyearsthesam etheoryhasbeen applied forthe

description ofelasticpropertiesofm icro-and nano-scalesystem s(e.g.,[3]).It

isa-prioriunclearwhetherthistheory appliesatsuch sm allscales.
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Thestudy presented below showsthatthejusti� cation ofelastictheory based

on a ‘m icroscopic’picture is not entirely straightforward.In fact,we show

thatcontinuum elasticityislim ited tosu� ciently largescales.Oneoftheother

resultspresented in thispaperisthat‘forcechains’in granularsystem s,which

havebeen attributed by som eauthorstonon-elastice� ects[4],arereproduced

in sim ulationsofelasticsystem s,in good agreem entwith experim ents.

2 C oarse G raining and C onstitutive R elations

2.1 Prelim inaries

Below the term ‘particles’is taken to m ean grains in a granular system or

atom sin a solid.Classicalm echanicsisassum ed throughoutthispaper.Fol-

lowing [5]de� ne,fora system ofparticles,the coarse grained m assand m o-

m entum densities,attheposition r and tim et,by �(r;t)�
P

im i�[r� ri(t)]

and p(r;t)�
P

im ivi(t)�[r� ri(t)],respectively,where fri(t);vi(t);m ig are

thepositions,velocitiesand m assesoftheparticles,indexed by i,and �(R )is

a norm alized non-negative coarse graining function (with a single m axim um

atR = 0)ofwidth �,the coarse graining scale.The velocity � eld isde� ned

by V (r;t)� p(r;t)=�(r;t).Upon taking the tim e derivatives ofthese coarse

grained � eldsand perform ing straightforward algebraicm anipulations[5]one

obtains the equation ofcontinuity,as wellas the m om entum conservation

equation: _p�(r;t)= � @

@r�
[�(r;t)V�(r;t)V�(r;t)� ��� (r;t)], where Greek in-

dices denote Cartesian coordinates.The stress tensor,��� ,is com posed of

a kinetic contribution,irrelevant for our purposes (we consider quasi-static

deform ations),and a \contact" contribution.Neglecting the form er,one ob-

tains:

��� (r;t)= �
1

2

X

i;j;i6= j

fij�(t)rij�(t)

1Z

0

ds�[r� ri(t)+ srij(t)]: (1)

wherefij�(t)isthe�-thcom ponentoftheforceexerted onparticleibyparticle

j (j6= i)attim et(assum ing pairwiseinteractions)and rij� � ri� � rj�.

2.2 Displacem entand Strain

Followingelem entary continuum m echanics,thevelocity ofam aterialparticle

whoseinitial(Lagrangian)coordinateisR satis� es:VLa(R ;t)= @uLa(R ;t)=@t,
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where uLa(R ;t)� r(R ;t)� R isthe(Lagrangian)displacem ent� eld.There-

fore:uLa(R ;t)=
R
t

0
V La(R ;t0)dt0.Using the de� nitionspresented in Sec.2.1,

itfollowsthat:

u
La(R ;t)�

tZ

0

P

im ivi(t
0)�[r(R ;t0)� ri(t

0)]
P

jm j�[r(R ;t
0)� rj(t

0)]
dt

0
: (2)

Noting that _ui = vi,where ui isthe displacem entofparticle i,and invoking

integration by partsin Eq.(2),oneobtains:

u(r;t)’

P

im iui(t)�[r� ri(t)]
P

jm j�[r� rj(t)]
+ \non-linearterm s"; (3)

wheretheresulthasbeen translated to theEulerian representation.Thecor-

rection term scan beshown to begetnon-linearterm sin theconstitutiverela-

tions.The linearstrain isgiven by ��� (r;t)�
1

2

h
@u� (r;t)

@r�
+

@u� (r;t)

@r�

i

.Note that

the exactdisplacem ent and strain obtained here are di� erentfrom the com -

m only de� ned m ean � eld strain,cf.e.g.[6].M ean � eld theories are based

on the assum ption thatthe relative particle displacem ents are described by

them acroscopicstrain,uij�(r;t)= ��� R ij�,whereuij � ui� uj.A suggested

im provem entisthe \best� t" strain [7].These m ean � eld approachesare in-

accurateand often lead to incorrectconstitutive relations[8].

2.3 Stress-Strain Relation

The m icroscopic expressions for the stress [Eq.(1)]and the strain are not

m anifestly proportional.Therefore elasticity is not a-prioriobvious.To see

how itstillcom es about,consider the case ofharm onic (and local)pairwise

particlepotentialsUij =
1

2
K ij(jrijj� lij)

2
.Theforcesarethen given,tolinear

order in �rij � uij,by fij = � Kij

�

r̂0ij � �rij

�

r̂0ij.The stress [Eq.(1)]is then

given by �lin�� (r;t)=
1

2

P

ijK ijr̂
0
ij�rijr̂

0
ij�r

0
ij��(r� r0i),up to nonlinearterm s

in f�rijg.Thesuperscript0 denotesthereference con� guration.

Consider a volum e 
 which is m uch larger than the coarse graining scale,

�,and let r be an interior point of
 which is ‘far’from its boundary.Let

upper case Latin indices denote the particles in the exterior of
 which in-

teract with particles inside 
 .Since the considered system is linear,there

exists a Green’s function G such that ui� = G i�J� uJ� for i 2 
 . Hence,

uij� = (G i�J� � Gj�J�)uJ�.W hen alluJ areequal(rigid translation),uij = 0.

Hence,uij� = (G i�J� � Gj�J�)[uJ� � u�(r)].De� ne Lij�J� � Gi�J� � Gj�J�.

Onethen obtainsuij� = Lij�J� [u�(rJ)� u�(r)]+ Lij�J� [uJ� � u�(rJ)],where

uJ� � u�(rJ)isa uctuatingdisplacem ent.Thesum overJ in thesecond term
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can beshown to besubdom inantwhen thelinearsizeofthevolum e
 greatly

exceedsthe coarse graining scale.Furtherm ore,to lowestorderin a gradient

expansion,u�(rJ)� u�(r)’
@u� (r)

@r
(rJ � r).Substituting thisresultin �

lin,

and em ploying rotationalsym m etry,oneobtains:

��� (r)’
1

2
���(r)

X

ij

K ijLijJ�

�

r
0

J� � r�

�

r̂
0

ij�r
0

ij�r̂
0

ij�(r� r
0

i): (4)

Thuslinearelasticityisvalid when j�r �r �uj� 1and k�k � 1.Notethatthe

elastic m odulidepend,in principle,on the position aswellasthe resolution

(through thecoarsegraining function �).

3 N um ericalR esults

In order to study the crossover from m icroelasticity to m acroelasticity [9],

we have considered a two dim ensional(2D) rectangular slab,com posed of

uniform disks(ofdiam eterd)whosecentersarepositioned on atriangularlat-

tice,with nearestneighborscoupled by uniform linearsprings(ofrestlength

d),and a three dim ensional(3D)slab,com posed ofuniform spheres (ofdi-

am eterd)with springscoupling nearest-neighbors (spring constantK 1)and

next-nearest-neighbors (K 2).Both system s can be shown to correspond to

isotropic elastic m edia in the continuum lim it[1](forthe 3D system ,only if

K 1 = K 2).The particles at the bottom layer are attached to a rigid  oor,

and a downward forceisapplied to thecentralparticlein thetop layer.This

is intended for com parison with 2D [10]and 3D [11]granular experim ents

(even though these m odels do not directly describe the interaction ofgran-

ularparticlesand are prim arily intended forstudying the crossover between

m icroelasticity and m acroelasticity,they closely reproduce som e ofthe ex-

perim entalresults).Fig.1 presentsa com parison between the verticalstress

exerted on the oorofthesystem fordi� erentslab heights(num bersoflayers

ofparticles)and continuum elastic solutions,forboth system s(K 1 = K 2 for

the 3D system ).The convergence to the appropriate (rough rigid support)

elasticstressdistribution fora su� cientnum beroflayersisevident.

Theobservation of\forcechains" in experim ents[10]and sim ulations[12]has

been interpreted asevidence fornon-elastic e� ects[4].However,in a plotof

the interparticle forces in the 2D system described above (Fig.2,left) one

can identify \force chains" though the m icroscopic interactions are strictly

linear,and the large scale behavior corresponds to isotropic elasticity.The

corresponding distribution ofinterparticle forces[9]closely resem blestheex-

perim ental� ndingsofGeng etal.[10].The zz com ponentofthe stress� eld,

calculated usingEq.(1)with aGaussian coarsegrainingfunction [5]ofwidth d

4
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Fig.1.The verticalstressatthe bottom ofa 2D triangularlattice (left)and a 3D

cubiclattice(right),com pared tocontinuum elasticsolutions.Theresultsarescaled

by the slab heighth.

(i.e.,with � neresolution),isshown in Fig.2,on theright.Theforcechainsare

notevidentany m ore.Theforcechainsresultfrom them icroscopicanisotropy

dictated by thefactthatasingleparticleisneversubjecttoan isotropicforce

distribution.However,even atsm all,but� nite,spatialresolution,the calcu-

lation ofthestresstensorinherently involvesaveraging overtheforcesacting

on the particles,so that this anisotropy does not appearin the stress � eld.

Sim ilarresults[9]areobtained forrandom 2D system s.

Fig.2.Left:Forcechainsin a 2D triangularlattice.A verticalforceisapplied to the

centerparticlein thetop layer.Thelinewidthsareproportionalto theforces.O nly

the centralregion ofthe lattice is shown (the lattice com prises15� 41 particles).

Right:Contourplotofthe verticalstresscom ponent,�zz,in the sam e region.

A m orerealisticm odelwith unilateral(\one-sided")springs,activeonly upon

com pression,yieldsresultswhich areeven closertotheexperim ents[9].In this

case,som eofthespringsaredisconnected (asobtained in [13]forapilegeom -

etry)when the externalforce isapplied.In particular,the horizontalsprings

in a triangularregion below thepointofapplication oftheforcearesevered,

and the corresponding m acroscopic propertiesare anisotropic.The resulting

stressdistribution [9]issim ilartothatpredicted by hyperbolicm odelsofforce

propagation [4],butitisa resultofan elasticm odel.
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