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W eperform M onteCarlosim ulationstodeterm inetheaverageexcluded area< A ex > ofrandom ly

oriented squares,random ly oriented widthlesssticksand aligned squaresin two dim ensions.W e�nd

signi�cant di�erences between our results for random ly oriented squares and previous analytical

resultsforthe sam e. The sourcesofthese di�erencesare explained.Using ourresultsfor< A ex >

and M onte Carlo sim ulation results for the percolation threshold,we estim ate the m ean num ber

ofconnections perobject B c atthe percolation threshold for squaresin 2-D .W e study system sof

squares thatare allowed random orientations within a speci�ed angular interval. O ursim ulations

show thatthe variation in B c iswithin 1.6% when the angularintervalisvaried from 0 to �=2.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Continuum percolation has been ofsigni� cant inter-

estin the study ofporousm edia [1].Ito� ersim portant

advantagesoverlattice percolation due to the factthat

the m ajority ofsystem s encountered in nature are not

con� ned to a latticeand arethereforem odeled m oreap-

propriately using continuum system s[1{4].

W hen studying thetransportpropertiesin porousm e-

dia,the connectivity properties ofthe spanning cluster

at percolation threshold are im portant. O ne m easure

ofthe connectivity is the m ean num ber ofconnections

per site. In the case oflattice percolation,Scher and

Zallen [5]dem onstrated theapproxim atedim ensionalin-

varianceofthisquantity.The behaviorofthe analogous

quantity B c in continuum percolation system shasbeen

previously studied [6{8]. In the case ofcontinuum per-

colation,the productofthe criticalconcentration N c of

objectsatthe percolation threshold and the averageex-

cluded area < A ex > givesthecriticalaveragenum berof

intersectionsperobjectB c [6{8];

B c = N c < A ex > : (1)

The excluded area of an object is de� ned as the area

around an objectinto which the centerofanothersim i-

larobjectisnotallowed toenterifintersection ofthetwo

objects isto be avoided [9]. In the case ofobjectsthat

are allowed random orientations in a speci� ed angular

interval,onede� nesan averageexcluded area < Aex > ,

thatis the excluded area averaged overallpossible ori-

entationalcon� gurationsofthe two objects.Ithasbeen

claim ed [7]thatB c forpercolating system sofdi� erently

shaped objects lies within a bounded range : in 2-D,

3:57 � B c � 4:48. B c representsthe connectivity in the

spanning clusterand isofinterestastheinvarianceofB c

would enableusto estim atethepercolation threshold N c

using Eq.(1),once < A ex > hasbeen calculated.

In the present work we focus on continuum percola-

tion system sofsquaresin 2-D,in which the objectsare

allowed random orientations within a speci� ed angular

interval. The m otivation for the study ofsuch orienta-

tionally constrained system s com es from the geological

observation thatfracturesin rocksdo nothave random

isotropic orientationsbutare oriented within a m ore or

less � xed angular interval. For our system of squares

there isone angle � thatspeci� esthe orientation ofthe

objectand we constrain it to lie within � �� � � � ��.

W edeterm inethepercolation thresholdsfordi� erentval-

uesofthe constraintangle��.Sim ulationsarealso per-

form ed to � nd the excluded area foreach case. O urre-

sultsshow thatfora given objectshapeB c isconstantto

within 1.6% forsquaresindependentofthe value ofthe

constraintangle��.

II.SIM U LA T IO N M ET H O D FO R FIN D IN G

EX C LU D ED A R EA

Herewedescribethem ethod used todeterm inetheex-

cluded areafora pairofobjectsthatareallowed random

orientationswithin the angularinterval� �� to ��. For

rectangles(squaresbeing a particularcase)�� = 0 corre-

spondsto thecasewheretheobjectsarealigned parallel

to each otherand �� = �=2 correspondsto the random

isotropiccase.W edescribethealgorithm for� nding the

excluded area ofsquaresin 2-D.

A square ofunit side is placed with its center coin-

ciding with the centerofa lattice ofedge length L = 5.

The lattice size ischosen to be largerthan the excluded

area,butsm allenough to su� ciently m inim isethenum -

berofwasted trialsand yield good statistics.Thesquare

isgiven an orientation �i,random ly chosen in the inter-

val� �� � �i � ��,with the reference axis. A second

squareisthen introduced into the lattice with itscenter

random ly positioned in the lattice. Thissquare isgiven

an orientation �j chosen random ly from the sam e inter-

valasforthe � rstobject.W e then determ ine ifthe two

squaresoverlap.W e repeatthisprocedure for109 trials
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and record thenum beroftim esthetwo squaresoverlap.

Thisnum berdivided by thenum beroftrialsistheprob-

ability thatthe two objectsoverlap. The probability of

overlap tim esthearea,L2,ofthe latticeyieldsthe aver-

ageexcluded areaforapairofsquaresoriented random ly

between � �� to ��. The m ethod used to determ ine the

overlap ofsquares in 2-D is described in detailin Ref.

[10].

III.EX C LU D ED A R EA SIM U LA T IO N R ESU LT S

W e determ ine the average excluded area for a unit

squarefordi� erentconstraintangles.W ealso determ ine

the excluded area ofwidthlesssticksforthe caseofran-

dom isotropicorientations.In oursim ulationsthewidth-

lessstick isrepresented by a rectangle ofedge lengths1

and 1� 10�12 .Table1 liststheM onteCarlo resultsfor

< A ex > obtained for the di� erent objects studied for

thecaseofrandom isotropicorientations.Table2 shows

the variation of< A ex > forsquareswith the constraint

angle. O ur values for < A ex > for aligned squares are

consistentwith allpreviousresults[7].Furtherm ore,our

< A ex > values for random ly oriented widthless sticks

are also consistent with earlier determ inations [7]; our

slightly highervalueof< A ex > com pared tothatofRef.

[7]isexplained by thefactthatourwidthlessstickshave

a � nite width and thusare expected to exhibita larger

< A ex > than found analytically forthezerowidth lim it.

Howeverour< A ex > forthe case ofrandom ly aligned

squaresisdi� erentfrom previousanalyticalresults,our

value being 12% above thatdeterm ined by Ref.[7]. W e

proposea reason forthisdi� erencein the nextsection.

IV .D ISC R EPA N C Y W IT H P R EV IO U S

A N A LY T IC A L D ET ER M IN A T IO N O F

EX C LU D ED A R EA

W einvestigated thecauseofthedi� erencebetween our

valueof< A ex > forsquaresin 2-D and thepreviousan-

alyticalresultin [7]and found itto be the following:In

arriving atthe expression for< A ex > Ref.[7]� ndsthe

excluded area for a pair ofrectangles (Eq. 18) with a

given relativeorientation � (see Figure 1).Forsquares,

using equation (Eq.18)in Ref.[7],

A ex = (sin� + cos� + 1)
2
� 2sin� cos�; (2)

where

� � j�i� �jj; (3)

�i and �j being the individualorientations ofthe two

squares.Ref.[7]then obtainsthe averageexcluded area

by averaging the righthand side ofEq.(2)overallpos-

sible orientations ofboth objects,� �� � �i � �� and

� �� � �j � �� ,using a uniform probability distribution

P (�i)= P (�j)= 1=2��: (4)

However, it appears Ref. [7] overlooked the fact that

Eq.(2)holdsonly for0 � � � �=2 (hence0 � �� � �=4),

sincefor�=2� � � �,theexpression givesavalueofAex

lessthan the m inim um possible value of4 [7].Thusthe

procedure ofRef.[7]doesnotwork when the constraint

angle �� is greaterthan �=4. The correctresultcan be

obtained by replacing � in Eq.(2)by

�
0
= � m od (�=2); (5)

so that Eq.(2) holds for allvalues of��. For the ran-

dom isotropic case �� = �=2,using the m odi� ed Eq.(2)

and integratingnum ericallyweobtain < A ex > = 4:54647

which isin close agreem entwith ourM onte-Carlo sim u-

lation result.

W e also calculate the values of< A ex > for squares

with other values of�� between 0 and �=2 (Table 2).

W e notice thatthe values of< A ex > are the sam e for

�� = �=4 and �� = �=2,which is true since the rota-

tion ofa squarein a particularcon� guration through an

additionalangleof�=4 yieldsthe sam econ� guration.

Note that the value of< A ex > appears to decrease

for �� > �=4 ,reachesa localm inim um near �� = �=3

and then increases again tillit reaches a m axim um at

�� = �=2 (see Fig.2). Thiscan be explained asfollows.

The case �� = �=4 is equivalent to the case ofrandom

isotropic orientation. Here the angle � = j�i � �jjcan

rangefrom 0 to �=2.W hen �� isgreaterthan �=4,� can

take valuesgreaterthan �=2 which m eansthatin addi-

tion to the con� gurationsobtained for �� = �=4,there

areothercon� gurationsforwhich therelativeorientation

�=2 � � � 2��. However the latter con� gurations are,

in fact,the sam e as those for � = (2�� � �=2) < �=2

due to the sym m etry ofsquares. Thus,the decrease in

the < A ex > between �� = �=4 and �� = �=2 can be

attributed to the increased probability ofachieving con-

� gurationswith sm allerexcluded areas.

V .P ER C O LA T IO N T H R ESH O LD S

Using the procedure of Ref [10], we perform M onte

Carlo sim ulations for the determ ination ofthe percola-

tion threshold based upon the Leath m ethod [11]and

the m ethods Lorenz and Zi� [12]used in their study of

continuum percolation ofspheres. The only di� erence

in our present sim ulations is that the random num bers

generated to � x the orientation ofan objectlie within a

speci� ed angularrangefrom � �� and ��.W e determ ine

the percolation thresholds ofsquares in 2-D for di� er-

entvalues ofthe constraintangle ��. These resultsare

shown in Table2.W ealsoshow thevaluesofcriticalarea

fraction �c .Fig.3showsaplotofthepercolation thresh-

old N c forsquaresin 2-D versustheconstraintangle��.

An interesting feature ofthe 2-D plot is that as we in-

crease the orientationalfreedom beginning from �� = 0,
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N c drops untilit reaches the value for �� = �=4,then

begins increasing untilit reaches a m axim um and then

fallsagain. Thisbehaviorisexpected ifB c isto rem ain

approxim ately invariant,asweshallexplain below.

V I.A P P R O X IM A T E IN VA R IA N C E O F B C

Usingthepercolation thresholdsand excluded areaob-

tained from ourM onteCarlosim ulations,we� nd theav-

erage num ber[7]ofconnectionsperobjectatthreshold

B c.Table2showsthevaluesofB c forsquaresforvarious

values ofthe constraintangle ��. The change in B c in

goingfrom aconstraintangleof�� = 0to�� = �=2isless

than 1:6% .Using theold valuesof< A ex > [7],thevari-

ation in B c isseen to be � 9.5% .W e see thatthe slight

decreasein < A ex > between �� = �=4and �� = �=2(see

Fig.2)iscom pensated by an increasein thecorrespond-

ingN c (seeFig.3)togivean approxim atelyinvariantB c.

The closenessofB c valuesfora given system isstriking

and isconsistentwith thehypothesisthatB c isapproxi-

m ately invariantforcontinuum percolating system sofa

particularshape.

V II.SU M M A R Y

O urresultsshow thatthevalueofB c isapproxim ately

independent oforientationalconstraints. The B c value

of a shape is indicative of the e� ciency of the object

in form ing a percolating cluster. Not only the m agni-

tude ofthe excluded area playsa partin the form ation

ofconnections,but also the distribution ofthe average

excluded area in space.Thisiseasily seen from the fact

that both unit area discs and aligned unit area squares

have < A ex > = 4 [7], but the percolation threshold

ofaligned squares �c = 0:6666 [10]is lower than that

ofdiscs �c = 0:676339 [13]. O ur results suggest that

the value B c can be considered asa unique quantitative

characteristic ofa shape and can therefore be usefulin

the prediction ofthe percolation threshold as has been

previously pointed out[6{8].
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TABLE I. Com parison ofthe average excluded area for widthless sticks and squares in 2-D .The uncertainty in < A ex >

is estim ated as follows. The reciprocalofthe square root ofthe num ber ofM onte Carlo trials yielding intersection ofthe

two objects isthe fractionaluncertainty in the determ ination of< A ex > . The productofthe fractionaluncertainty and the

estim ated value of< A ex > isthe uncertainty in thatvalue.

O bject < A ex > forunitarea object PreviousResult

W idthlesssticks 0:6367� 0:0001 0.6366 [7]

Aligned squares 3:9998� 0:0003 4 [8]

Random Squares 4:5466� 0:0004 4.084 [7]
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TABLE II. Criticalarea fraction,percolation threshold,average excluded area and criticalaverage num berofconnections

perobjectforsquaresin 2-D .Estim ation ofuncertainty in �c isdescribed in [10].

ConstraintAngle �c N c < A ex > B c

�=2 0:6254� 0:0002 0.981896 4:5466� 0:0004 4.464

�=3 0:6265� 0:0005 0.984837 4:5309� 0:0004 4.462

�=4 0:6255� 0:0001 0.982163 4:5459� 0:0004 4.465

�=8 0:6355� 0:0005 1.009229 4:4076� 0:0004 4.448

�=16 0:6485� 0:0005 1.045546 4:234� 0:0004 4.443

�=32 0:6575� 0:0005 1.071484 4:1240� 0:0004 4.419

0 0:6666� 0:0004 1.098412 3:9998� 0:0003 4.394
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FIG .1. Procedurefordeterm ining theexcluded area oftwo squaresofsideL:the�rstsquarei(shaded),iskept�xed while

thesecond squarejhaving orientation � with respectto i,ism oved around ialwayskeeping contact,and thelocusofthecenter

ofjisfound.The area within the locusgivesthe excluded area fora given relative orientation ofthe two squares.
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FIG .2. Plotofthe excluded area < A ex > forsquaresin 2-D versusthe constraintangle ��.The uncertaintiesare sm aller

than the sym bols.
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FIG .3. Plotofthepercolation threshold N c forsquaresin 2-D versustheconstraintangle��.Theuncertaintiesaresm aller

than the sym bols.
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