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W eperform M onte C arlo sin ulations to determm ine the average exclided area < A.x > ofrandom ly
oriented squares, random ly oriented w idthless sticks and aligned squares in two dim ensions. W e nd
signi cant di erences between our results for random ly oriented squares and previous analytical
resuls for the sam e. T he sources of these di erences are explained. U sing our resuls for < Aox >
and M onte Carlo sinulation results for the percolation threshold, we estin ate the m ean num ber
of connections per ob fct B at the percolation threshold for squares in 2-D . W e study system s of
squares that are allowed random orientations within a speci ed angular interval. O ur sin ulations

show that the varation In B, iswithin 1.6% when the angular interval is varied from 0 to =2.

I. NTRODUCTION

Continuum percolation has been of signi cant inter—
est In the study of porousm edia Er}']. Tt o ers important
advantages over lattice percolation due to the fact that
the m a prity of system s encountered in nature are not
con ned to a Jattice and are therefore m odeled m ore ap—
proprately using continuum system s i_]:{:_lf].

W hen studying the transport properties in porousm e—
dia, the connectivity properties of the spanning cluster
at percolation threshold are inportant. One measure
of the connectiviy is the m ean num ber of connections
per site. In the case of lattice percolation, Scher and
Zallen i_E'a] dem onstrated the approxin ate din ensional In—
variance of this quantity. T he behavior of the analogous
quantity B. in continuum percolation system s has been
previously studied ['_d{g]. In the case of continuum per-
colation, the product of the critical concentration N . of
ob fcts at the percolation threshold and the average ex—
clided area < Aoy > givesthe critical average num ber of
intersections per ob ct B ¢ i@l{:_g];

Be= Ng< Aoy > ¢ @)

The exclided area of an obfct is de ned as the area
around an ob fct Into which the center of another sin -
Jarob Fct isnot allow ed to enter if intersection ofthe two
ob cts is to be avoided [g]. In the case of ob fcts that
are allowed random orientations in a speci ed angular
Interval, one de nes an average exclided area < A > ,
that is the excluded area averaged over all possible ori-
entationalcon gurations ofthe two ob fcts. It has been
clain ed ij] that B . for percolating system s ofdi erently
shaped ob fcts lies within a bounded range : in 2D,
357 B, 448. B. represents the connectivity in the
spanning cluster and is of interest as the invariance 0fB
would enable us to estim ate the percolation threshold N
using Eq.@), once < Aoy > hasbeen calculated.

In the present work we focus on continuum percola—
tion system s of squares n 2-D, in which the ob ects are

allowed random orientations within a speci ed angular
Interval. The m otivation for the study of such orienta-
tionally constrained system s com es from the geological
observation that fractures in rocks do not have random
isotropic orientations but are oriented w ithin a m ore or
less xed angular interval. For our system of squares
there is one angle that speci es the ordentation of the
ob Ect and we constrain it to lie w thin

W e determ Ine the percolation thresholds fordi erent val
ues of the constraint angle . Sinulations are also per—
formed to nd the excluded area for each case. Our re—
sults show that fora given ob ct shape B .. is constant to
wihin 1.6% for squares ndependent of the value of the
constraint angle

II.SM ULATION METHOD FOR FIND ING
EXCLUDED AREA

H ere we describe them ethod used to determ ine the ex—
clided area or a pair of ob Fcts that are allow ed random
orientations w ithin the angular interval to . For
rectangles (squaresbeing a particular case) = 0 corre—
sponds to the case where the ob fcts are aligned parallel
to each other and = =2 corresponds to the random
isotropic case. W e describe the algorithm for nding the
excluded area of squares in 2D .

A square of unit side is placed with its center coin—
ciding w ith the center of a lattice of edge length L =
T he lattice size is chosen to be larger than the excluded
area, but an allenough to su ciently m inin ise the num -
ber ofwasted trials and yield good statistics. T he square
is given an orientation ;, random ly chosen In the inter—
val i , Wih the reference axis. A second
square is then introduced into the lattice w ith is center
random ly positioned in the lattice. This square is given
an orientation j chosen random ly from the sam e inter—
valas for the rst obgct. W e then determm ine if the two
squares overlap. W e repeat this procedure for 10° trials
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and record the num ber of tim es the two squares overlp.
T his num ber divided by the num ber of trials is the prob-
ability that the two ob fcts overlap. T he probability of
overlp tin es the area, 1.2, of the lattice yields the aver—
age exclided area for a pair of squares oriented random ly
betw een to . Themethod used to determm ine the
overlap of squares in 2-D is descrbbed in detail in Ref.
ta.

ITII.EXCLUDED AREA SIM ULATION RESULTS

W e determ ine the average exclided area for a unit
square fordi erent constraint angles. W e also determm ine
the excluded area of w idthless sticks for the case of ran—
dom isotropic ordentations. In our sin ulations the w idth-
Jess stick is represented by a rectangle of edge lengths 1
and1l 10 '? .Tabl 1 liststheM onte Carlb resuls for
< Aex > obtained for the di erent ob fcts studied for
the case of random isotropic ordentations. Table 2 show s
the variation of< A, > for squaresw ith the constraint
angle. Our values for < Ao, > Pr aligned squares are
consistent w ith all previous results E':/:]. Furthem ore, our
< Aoy > valies for random Iy ordented widthless sticks
are also consistent w ith earlier detemm inations i_‘/!]; our
slightly higher value of< Ao, > com pared to that ofRef.
ij.] is explained by the fact that ourw idthless sticks have
a nie width and thus are expected to exhbit a larger
< Aox > than found analytically for the zero w idth 1im it.
However our < Ao, > for the case of random Iy aligned
squares is di erent from previous analytical resuls, our
valie being 12% above that determ ined by Ref. E':/:]. We
propose a reason forthisdi erence in the next section.

IV.DISCREPANCY W ITH PREVIOUS
ANALYTICALDETERM INATION OF
EXCLUDED AREA

W e investigated the cause ofthedi erencebetween our
valie of< Aoy > forsquaresin 2-D and the previousan—
alytical resul in W and found it to be the ©llow ing: ITn
arriving at the expression for< Ao, > Ref. [1 nds the
exclided area for a pair of rectangles Eqg. 18) with a
given relative ordentation  (see Figure :_i) . For squares,
using equation Eq. 18) in Ref. [1],

Aex= (sn + cos + 1f 2sh cos ; @)

w here
Ji o 33 (€)
i1 and 5 being the individual orientations of the two

squares. Ref H then obtains the average exclided area
by averaging the right hand side ofEq. (2) over all pos—
sble ordentations of both ob fcts, i and

i , using a uniform probability distribution

P(i)=P(35)=1=2 : @)

However, it appears Ref. ﬁ overlooked the fact that
Eg. (ﬁ ) holds only for 0 =2 (hence 0 =4),
shhce for =2 , the expression gives a value ofAqy
Jess than them inimnum possibl value of 4 Ej]. T hus the
procedure ofRef. fj.] does not work when the constraint
anglke is greater than =4. The correct result can be
obtaied by replacing i Eq.{2) by

= mod ( =2); G)

so that Eqg. (d holds for all values of . For the ran—
dom isotropic case = =2,ushg themodi ed Equ (2)
and integrating num erically we obtain < Aoy >= 4:54647
which is In close agreem ent w ith our M onte-€ arlo sin u—
lation resul.

W e also calculate the values of < A > for squares
w ith other values of between 0 and =2 (Tablk 2).
W e notice that the values of < Aoy > are the same for

= =4 and = =2, which is true since the rota—
tion ofa square In a particular con guration through an
additional anglk of =4 yields the sam e con guration.

N ote that the value of < A > appears to decrease
for > =4 , reaches a localm Ininum near = =3
and then increases again till it reaches a maximum at

= =2 (seeFig.d). This can be explained as Hllows.
The case = =4 is equivalent to the case of random
isotropic orientation. Here the angle = 7j; jJjcan
range from 0to =2.W hen isgreaterthan =4, can
take values greater than =2 which m eans that In addi-
tion to the con gurations ocbtained for = =4, there
areothercon gurations forwhich the relative orientation
=2 2 . However the lhtter con gurations are,
In fact, the same as those or = @2 =2) < =2
due to the symm etry of squares. Thus, the decrease in
the < Aox > between = =4 and = =2 can be
attrbuted to the Increased probability of achieving con—
gurations w ith sm aller exclided areas.

V.PERCOLATION THRESHOLDS

U sing the procedure of Ref Q-gi], we perform M onte
Carlo sinulations for the detem nation of the perco]a—
tion threshold based upon the Leath m ethod {l]; and
the m ethods Lorenz and Zi I[12] used In their study of
continuum percolation of spheres. The only di erence
In our present sinulations is that the random num bers
generated to  x the ordentation of an ob ct lie w ithin a
speci ed angular range from and .W e detem ine
the percolation thresholds of squares in 2-D for di er-
ent values of the constraint angle . These results are
shown In Table 2. W e also show the valuesofcriticalarea
fraction . . Fjg.:;‘." show sa plot ofthe percolation thresh—
old N . for squares in 2-D versus the constraint angle
An interesting feature of the 2-D plt is that as we In—
crease the ordentational freedom beginning from =0,



N . drops until it reaches the value for = =4, then
begins increasing until it reaches a m axinum and then
falls again. This behavior is expected ifB. is to rem ain
approxin ately invariant, aswe shallexplain below .

VI.APPROXIM ATE INVARIANCE OF B¢

U sing the percolation thresholds and exclided area ob—
tained from ourM onte C arlo sim ulations, we nd the av—
erage num ber I_'Z] of connections per ob Ect at threshold
B.. Tablk 2 show sthe values ofB . for squares for various
values of the constraint angle . The change in B. In
going from a constraintanglkeof = 0to = =2islss
than 1:6% . U sing the old values of< Aoy > [}], the vari-
ation in B, isseen tobe 95% . W e see that the slight
decrease in < Ay > between = =4dand = =2 (see
Fjg.:_Z) is com pensated by an increase in the correspond-
ngN. (seeFjg.:j) to give an approxin ately invariantB ..
T he closeness 0of B . values for a given system is striking
and is consistent w ith the hypothesis that B . is approxi-
m ately invariant for continuum percolating system s of a
particular shape.

VII.SUM M ARY

Ourresults show that the value ofB . is approxin ately
independent of ordentational constraints. The B, value
of a shape is indicative of the e ciency of the obfct
In form ing a percolating cluster. Not only the m agni-
tude of the excluded area plays a part in the form ation
of connections, but also the distrbution of the average
excluded area in space. This is easily seen from the fact
that both unit area discs and aligned unit area squares
have < A > = 4 ij], but the percolation threshold
of aligned squares . = 0:6666 EL(_)I] is Jower than that
of discs . = 0:676339 [13]. Our results suggest that

the value B . can be considered as a unique quantitative
characteristic of a shape and can therefore be usefil n
the prediction of the percolation threshold as has been
previously pointed out fo{8].
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TABLE I. Comparison of the average exclided area for widthless sticks and squares in 2-D . The uncertainty In < Aex >
is estin ated as Pllows. The reciprocal of the square root of the num ber of M onte Carl trials yielding intersection of the
two ob Ects is the fractional uncertainty In the determm nation of < A.x > . The product of the fractional uncertainty and the
estin ated value of < Aoy > isthe uncertainty in that valie.

Ob®ct < Aex > forunit area ob fct Previous Result
W idthless sticks 0:6367 0:0001 0.6366 f]]

A ligned squares 3:9998 00003 4 E§']”
Random Squares 45466 00004 4,084 ]




TABLE II. Critical area fraction, percolation threshold, average excluded area and critical average num ber of connections
per ob fct for squares In 2-D . Estin ation of uncertainty In . is described in f101.

Constraint Angle c Nc < Aex > Bc
=2 0:6254 0:0002 0.981896 4:5466 0:0004 4464
=3 0:6265 0:0005 0.984837 4:5309 0:0004 4462
=4 0:6255 0:0001 0.982163 4:5459  0:0004 4.465
=8 0:6355 0:0005 1.009229 4:4076 0:0004 4448
=16 0:6485 0:0005 1.045546 4234  0:0004 4.443
=32 0:6575 0:0005 1.071484 4:1240 0:0004 4419

0 0:6666 0:0004 1.098412 3:9998 0:0003 4394




FIG.1l. Procedure for detem ining the exclided area of two squares of side L : the rst square i (shaded), iskept xed while
the second square jhaving ordentation w ith respect to i, ism oved around ialways keeping contact, and the locus of the center
of jis ound. The area w ithin the locus gives the excluded area for a given relative orientation of the two squares.
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FIG .2. Pt ofthe exclided area < A.x > for squares in 2-D versus the constraint angle . T he uncertainties are sm aller
than the sym bols.
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FIG .3. P ltofthepercolation threshold N . for squares in 2-D versus the constraint angle . The uncertainties are sm aller
than the sym bols.



