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C ohesive pow ders tend to form porous aggregates w hich can be com pacted by applying an extemal
pressure. T his process ism odelled using the C ontact D ynam icsm ethod supplem ented w ith a cohe—
sion law and rolling friction. Starting w ith ballistic deposits of varying density, we investigate how
the porosity of the com pacted sam ple depends on the cohesion strength and the friction coe cients.
This allow s to explain di erent pore stabilization m echanism s. The nalporosity depends on the
cohesion force scaled by the extemal pressure and on the lateral distance between branches of the
ballistic deposit reapt . Even if cohesion is sw itched o , pores can be stabilized by Coulom b friction
alone. This e ect is weak for round particles, as long as the friction coe cient is sn aller than 1.
H owever, for nonspherical particles the e ect ism uch stronger.

PACS numbers: 02.70N s, 45.70Cc, 6225+ g

I. NTRODUCTION

Cohesion plays an in portant role in m odem pow der
and nano technology. It detemm ines the com paction and
sintering behaviour as well as the m echanical properties
like yield under shear stress [_]:] An Inm portant toolto un-
derstand the behaviour m icroscopically is the m odelling
on the particlke scale, ie. discrete elem ent m ethods '_iZ].

So far m ost com putational studies have neglegted co—
hesion between particles. This is justi ed In dry system s
on scales where the cohesive force is weak com pared to
the gravitational force on the particle, ie. for sand and
coarser m aterdial, which collapses under its own weight
Into a random dense packing. P owders already show co—
hesion e ects: W ih decreasing grain diam eter cohesive
forces lead to highly porousm edia. For particle diam e-
ters In the nanom eter range the cohesive force becom es
the dom nant force, so that particles stick together upon

rst contact.

W hen sintering nano-pow derscare hasto be taken that
the grains do not grow . This is achieved In so-called sin—
ter forging under high pressure at relativly low tem per—
atures B]. In this process the highly porous pow der gets
com pacted. In order to sin ulate this com paction process
we use the contact dynam ics m ethod, which In principle

Eéf] allow s perfectly rigid particles w ith Coulom b friction
Ei',@] w ithout reqularization of these force law s. W hereas
In soft particlem oleculardynam icsthere already exist co—
hesion m odels [_1{:_1-(_5], In contact dynam ics cohesive m od—
els are just at the beginning f_l-]_j{::l-ii]

Here we present contact dynam ics results for two di-
m ensional system s of round particles, which can be re-
alized In experin ents by aggregates of paralkel cylinders
ELZ_LI]. Cohesion as well as rolling friction were included,
which tums out to be crucial to describe the high poros-
ity ofnano pow ders. In three din ensions, torsion friction
isneeded in addition [15]. Herewe explain how thedi er-

ent contact properties contribute to stabilizing the pores.

II.CONTACT DYNAM ICS SIM ULATON
A . W ithout C ohesion and R olling Friction

Tt is believed that the physics of dry dense granular
m atter w ith m any lasting contacts is determ ned by vol-
um e exclusion and Coulomb friction. Both contact law s
are nonam ooth, ie. they do not determ ine the forces
as functions of state variables (positions and velocities).
T he forces at a nonsliding contact are reaction forces n
the sense that they have to com pensate allextemal forces
which would violate the constraints of volum e exclusion
and zero relative velocity. T he contact dynam icsm ethod
{_l-g,:_ég] is designed such that i determ ines these con-—
straint forces In every tin e step . E lastic deform ations of
the particles need not be taken into acocount, hence the
choice of the sim ulation tin e step is not coupled to the
sti ness of the particles as it is In soft particle m olecular
dynam ics.

Fortw o particles in contact, the constraint force can be
determm ined analytically, if the extemally applied forces
are known. But typical dense system s consist of m any
particles involving m any contacts form ing contact net—
works, and calculating all contact forces is a globalprob—
Jem , because the force at a contact in uences the neigh—
boring contacts and so on. To _nd a solution Which is
not necessarily unique, cf. eg. t_l]']), usually an iterative
procedure is applied: The Poroe at each contact is cal-
culated in random order by considering the prelin inary
forces of ad poent contacts as already correct (which al-
Jow s the sam e treatm ent as for extemal forces). This
Teration goes on untila convergence criterion is il lled.
A sensble choice is to dem and the relative foroe changes
at every contact to be below a given treshold during a
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FIG .1. Signorini graph (nom al force Fy vs. distance d)
for a cohesive contact: D istances above zero are allowed while
Interpenetration isavoided by m eansofFy > 0. In contrast to
the usual Signorini graph, a negative force (attractive force)
is allowed w ithin the cohesion range d: . (Fat lines show the
allow ed values.)
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FIG.2. Coulomb graph (tangential force Fr vs. tangential
velocity vr ) for a cohesive contact: T he tangential force Fr
hinders the contact from sliding up to the C oulom b threshold,
above the contact starts sliding. T his threshold is increased
due to the \nom al" cohesion. Fat lines show the allowed
values.)

certain num ber of consecutive iterations.

B .Cohesion M odel

In this section the cohesion m odel we use (\nomm al
cohesion") is described. For sim plicity it has only two
param eters, a constant attractive cohesion force Fe in
nom al direction, which acts over a short range d- de-
term ining the cohesion energy Ec = F¢ de CE‘jg.-'!.'). The
particles are still considered as perfectly rigid: The co—
hesive interaction does not deform them . A contact can
only open, ifan extemalpulling force exceeds the thresh—
old F¢ and perform swork E largerthan E. , so that the
particles separate w ith a kinetic energy E Ec . W hile
Radpiet al l_ll:] use the sam e cohesion m odel, Jean et
al [_iz_i] proposed a di erent in plem entation, the FCR

m odel, which hasm ore param eters.

The introduction of a oree scak F¢ Into Signorini’s
condition Fig. -r_]:) leads to a num erical com plication.
This is related to the existence of \shocks": Because of
the perfect rigidity of the particles, a nite m om entum

P can be tranam itted instantaneously, if the connected
cluster of particles, to which the contact belongs, collides
w ith som e other particle or cluster. T his corresponds to
an in nie nom alcontact force in orm ofa D iracpulse
Fy = p (). Due to the tim e discretization by steps
of t,though,onegetsa nieF y = p= tduring the
tin e-step containing the shock, which cannot be distin-
guished from a force evolving continuously at a lasting,
non-shocked contact. W hereas for F = 0 shocks and
persisting contacts can be treated in the sam em anner ﬁ_ﬁ'],
i depends on t, whether a contact wih given F ¢ > 0
and Ec > 0 opens or not, if it is shocked (p < 0).
For large t i m ay happen, that jp= tjdrops below
the threshold F¢ , so that the contact cannot open. In—
deed we nd that the number of contacts which open in
a sin ulation run decreases w ith Increasing t.

H owever, this is not the only source of system atic er—
rors related to the discrete tin e step: P robably m ost in —
portant is that the iterative determ ination of the forces
is only accurate within a given tolerance, so that the
constraints are not perfectly obeyed. Hence a tin e step
In general leads to a sn all overlap between the parti-
cles, which depends on t. The third system atic error
occurs In tim e steps during which a contact opens. As
the oohesion force is acting over the whole tin e step, al-
though d = dr is reached some tine In between, the
cohesion energy dissipated during opening the contact is
slightly overestin ated. A 1l three system atic errors be-
com e an aller for am aller tin e steps.

As an exam ple the nalpiston position as a resul of
a sin ulation ofuniaxial consolidation by a xed extemal
force is shown in Fjgg asa function ofthe tim e step . For
decreasing tim e step the sin ulation resul system atically
ncreases. In our sin ulations in the next sections we use
atinestep t= 0:01,which leadsto an average overlap
betw een the particles of about 5% of their radius. This
explins why in Figd the nalpiston position for t=
001 is about 5% am aller than the extrapolated value at
D eltat = 0. To get a lower percentage one would have
to use an aller tin e steps which leads to an increase of
com putation tine. W e only com pare sin ulation resuls
w hich were obtained w ith the sam e tin e step.

W e also did quasistatic sin ulations, where shocks are
elin nated by resetting the velocities to zero after every
tin e step. Then the results are di erent from the case
of nite com paction speed: O ne gets m ore porous struc—
tures within the com paction process by a piston w ith
an extemal load. Due to neglecting inertia e ects the
system ’s reaction force onto the piston is below the ex—
temal force on the piston at any tin e. In the \end" both
forces are aln ost equal, but a Iow di erence is keft lead-
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FIG.3. The nalposition of the com pacting piston after
consolidation is In uenced by the sin ulation tim e step used.

Ing to a sustained m ovem ent of the piston. Thus, the

nalstatic con guration as found in the sim ulationspre—
sented in this paper, cannot be reached via a quasistatic
simnulation In nite com putation time. This sin ulation
m ethods would be applicable for sim ulating system s un—
der constant strain only.

The opening of a contact needs usually several tine
steps, in which the pulling force exceedsF¢ . T he pulling
force m inus F has to perform the work E. necessary
to reach the distance d = d. , where the contact breaks.
In our model a contact which started to open, but at
which d = d- has not yet been reached, is not pulled
back by the cohesive force, if the pulling force becom es
weaker than F¢ (conceming nano-particles a sinter neck
which waspulled by an extemal force to a thinnerneck is
not built up to its form erw idth again w thout sintering).
Such a weakened but not yet broken contact can only be
strengthened again (decrease of d), if the particls are
pushed together extemally.

For com parison we also did som e sim ulationsw ith a co—
hesion m odel, n which the cohesion force is able to pull
the particles together again, if the contact had not been
broken. A contact which hasbeen slightly opened by an
extemal force (ie. orces from the other contacts on the
particles) is pulled back to zero gap between the parti-
cles again (the nom al force not exceeding the threshold

F¢). Asa result a contact, which did not break, has
a chance to relax, instead of rem aining weakened. Sin —
ulating this m odel gives sin ilar results as presented in
this paper. Them ain di erence is due to the roughness
of the upper envelope of the ballistic deposits which we
choose as iniial con guration for the simulation of the
com paction process Fig. B) . For high cohesion values
the system really staysnearly unchanged, whereas in the
sin ulations presented in the follow ng the system com —
pacts, until the upper envelope hasbecom e at.

Cohesion does not only counteract the opening of a
contact but also hinders it to becom e sliding. T herefore
the Coulom b friction law needs to bem odi ed. In order
to avoid introducing additional param eters, we assum e
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FIG .4. Rolling condition: Sim ilaras in the C oulom b graph
the local torque Ty, hinders the two particles from rolling
against each other up to a threshold. Above this threshold
the contact becom es rolling.

that the Coulomb friction issmply raisedto  EFy + Fc )
ke in [l1] Fig.d). An alemative m odi cation would
be to increase the friction coe cient dependingonF ¢ .
Th Sec.iIT we show , that this by itselfwould kad to the
stabilization of pores even if \nom alcohesion" would be
absent.

C .Rolling Friction M odel

In the case of round particles, rolling of tw o particles
on each otherm ust be considered. Its soecial in portance
In the context of cohesive contacts (as opposed to purky
repulsive particles) can be explained as follow s: Cohe—
sion leads to stabilization of chains (ie. particles w ith a
coordination num ber of two), and thus allow s for a less
com pact structure. The latter e ect, however, is possi-
bl only if rolling is suppressed, otherw ise the chains are

oppy and w ill fold.

Introducing rolling friction to the m odelm eans to al-
low fora localtorque. But in principle, the point contact
form ed by two adpcent rigid discs (or spheres) cannot
exert a torque. Thism ay be com pared to the fact that
the m icroscopic origin 0ofC oulom b’s law of friction is not
ocbvious fora contact w ith zero area. In both caseswe re—
gard the din ensions ofthe contact area and deform ation
zone as negligbly an all com pared to the particles.

The condition for rolling is sim ilar to Coulomb’s law
for sliding Fig. ?_2:): T he contact can bear a local torque
up to the threshod ,Fy + Fc) (CE Fig.d). Ifthis is
exceeded, the contact becom es a rolling one and hence
exhibts a local relative angular velocity !.. According
to experim ental results ﬁ_l@l], the coe cient for rolling
friction , is not chosen to be velocity dependent as it
would be for a viscoelastic m aterdial [_1§], but is regarded
as a phenom enologicalm aterial constant which includes
a ([ icroscopical) length scale.



FIG .5. Initialcon guration: identicalspericalparticlesare
ballistically deposited.

For the sinulations shown in the follow ing, we con—
sider only discs of identical size and m ass. O nly then the
equations ofm otion for the relative angular velocity !,
on the one hand, and for the relative translational ve—
Jocity on the other, are not coupled, which sin pli es the
In plem entation of rolling friction signi cantly.

IIT.SM ULATIONS RESULTS
A .Initial C on guration

In principle there are two general m ethods to pro—
duce nano-particles: the rst is to fracture buk m ate-
rial. The second one builds nano-particles by chem ical
precipitation or condensation in a liquid or gas environ—
m ent. W hile the production in large quantities is usually
done In liquids, the production in the gasphase hassom e
advantages (higher pureness of the m aterial and sharper
grain size distrbution). To extract nanoparticles out of
a gas ow one can use a lter where the particles are
deposited on. Sinulations ofthe Iter processby a ber
netw ork show a nger-like structure ofthe deposit @C_;,Z ZE-].
Sin ilar structuresare cbtained on a at surface by ballis—
tic deposition: Particles 211 from the top random ly and
stick to the rst particle they reach within a capture ra—
dius reape @around the particle. Such a ballistic deposit is
shown In guret B Br two din ensions f22 T hese struc-
tures are not fractal, ie. the porosity is not depending
on the system size but on the capture radius. T he cap—
ture radiis isa m easure for the average distance betw een
the branches so that the volum e fraction ofa ballistic de—
posit increases about linearly w ith the reciprocal of the
capture radiis Fig. :_é) . Form onodisperse soherical par-
ticles the m inin um capture radiis is two particle radii,
ie.them inin aldistance betw een the centers ofm asstwo
particles can have. In the ollow ing sections di erent bal-
listic deposits w ith periodic boundary conditions in lat—
eral direction are com pacted by a piston with constant
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FIG.6. Thedensity (volum e fraction) of the ballistic de—
posited con gurations decreases w ith increasing capture ra—
dius (here plotted against 1=rcapt) .

load in vertical direction.

B .In uence ofdi erent contact properties

Initial con guration is a ballistic deposit w ith capture
radius of 25 particle radii Fig. E) containing 433 parti-
cles. A fter the com paction process by applying an exter—
nal force on the upper piston one nally reachesa nal
equilbriim state. Fjgure:j show sthe nalstate fordi er-
ent contact properties used w ithin the sin ulation. Iffone
uses Coulomb friction (C) only (in addition to excluded
volum e Interaction) one endsup w ith a high volum e frac—
tion (78% ). U sing rolling friction in addition (CR) a vol-
um e fraction of 77% is reached. Comparegg a perfect
triangular lattice w ith volim e fraction = 12 90:7%
there are only a few larger pores In these two con gura-—
tions. T his can be explained by the fact that oroe chains
m ust be stabilized by adacent particles avoiding the lat-
eralm ovem ent of the chains IZI%] Coulomb friction and
cohesion (CC) lead to larger pores (see F ig. -7 and thus
a volum e fraction of 68% . T he stabilization m echanism
of orce chains (and thus pore stabilization) isa di erent
one: Force chains of com pressive forces (gray lines) are
stabilized by nearby force chains of tensik forces (plack
lines) so that the piston load is carried by the system .
T he higher thickness of the force lines indicate that the
stresses in the system are much higher than In the ab-
sence of cohesion . H ow ever, unhindered rolling keadsto a
destabilization of single particle chains. T herefore addi-
tional rolling friction (CRC) lads to the highest poros—
ity (volum e fraction 0f51% ) because the system includes
stable single particle chains. In this case there is sta—
bilization of three degrees of freedom : the separation of
the particles, the Jateralm ovem ent as well as the rolling
against each other. These three degrees of freedom are
stabilized by the com bination of cohesion, Coulomb fric—



FIG .7. Con gurationsafter com paction w ith di erent con—
tact properties: Coulomb friction only (C); Coulomb and
rolling friction (CR); Coulomb friction and cohesion (CC);
Coulomb and rolling friction and cohesion (CRC); gray and
black lines show com pressive and tensile forces, respectively.
T he line thickness is a m easure for the force value. T he size
of the black dots at the contacts indicates the m agniude of
the opposite torques exerted by the contact on the ad Rcent
particles.

<------

FIG . 8. Ballistic deposit before and after com paction by
a constant extemal force on the piston. Contact properties
include Coulom b friction, rolling friction and cohesion.

tion, and rolling friction.

C .Com paction process

In order to get Insight into the com paction process
itself the tem poral behaviour of the system is studied
In this section. W e sinulated a ballistic deposit w ith
capture radius reape = 235 containing 2746 m onodis—
perse spherical particles Fig. :g) w ith periodic bound-
ary oconditions In lateral direction. W e com pared the
com paction dynam ics for two di erent contact proper—
ties between the particles: coulomb friction () only
Jeads to the m ost compact nal con guration, whereas
Colum b, rolling friction and cohesion (CRC) lad to the
m ost porous nalcon guration (see sec. -'1:-2[-_B-:) . In both
cases the tin e evolution of the piston position Fig. :_§)
show s three phases of the com paction process. In the

rst phase the piston accelerates. Initially it is in contact
w ith only one branch oftheballistic deposit. O nly later it
sweeps up substantialm ass. Then, in the second phase
the piston m oves with a nearly constant velocity. The
mom entum transfered to the system by the force acting
on the piston (In the cohesive case partly com pensated
by a reaction force of the opposite side of the container)
is consum ed by a linearly increasing m ass swept up by
the piston:
Fpiston Freaction = p=m. Vv @)
In the third phase the piston nally reaches a constant
position (only neglectable sm all oscilations due to quasi-
elasticty B]): Fpiston = Freaction- The nalposition of
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FIG.9. Tin e evolution of the piston’s position during the
com paction process for C oulom b friction only (C,dashed) and
Coulom b and rolling friction and cohesion (CRC, full line) in
com parison .
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FIG .10. Scaling plot for di erent cohesion strength show s
alignm ent for di erent System s. T he system s are di erent in
size and aspect ratio but have the sam e capture radius for
ballistic deposition and thus approxim ately the sam e initial
density.

the piston is di erent due to the di erent stabilization
m echanisn (see secdIIB!).

D . In uence of cohesion strength

The nalpiston position ofdi erent system s com pact—
ied by a constant extermal force is analyzed. At the
contacts C oulom b and rolling friction, as wellas cohesion
w ith di erent valuesofF ¢ areacting. The niialsystem s
are ballistic deposits w ith capture radius repr = 2:5 and
periodic boundary conditions. They consist of di erent
num bers of particles and have di erent aspect ratios. W e
ound that all the data collapse onto a single curve, F ig—-
ure :_L(_i, if the nalpiston position is scaled by the nal
piston position w ithout cohesion, vy i, and the cohesive

FoLJF

piston

FIG .11. Scaling plot for di erent cohesion strength show s
alignm ent for System s w ith di erent capture radius for sm all
cohesion pressure ratios only (cp.Fig.[10). For strong cohe-
sion the naldensitiesarem ainly given by the initialdensities.

forceF¢ by the pressure exerted by the piston, Fpiston =L x
In the two dim ensionalcase. In thebeginning an (@Im ost
linear) increase can be seen. For lJarge cohesive force the
scaled nalpiston position reaches a constant valie. In
this region there is alm ost no com paction. T he fact that
F¢ Lx=Fpiston isthe relevant quantity for the com paction
process in plies that the typical distance of strong force
Iines is not depending on the system size, as is also found
for system s w ithout cohesion l_2§']

E . Scaling behaviour for di erent initial densities

In the previous section the com paction of ballistic de—
posis with the sam e capture radius was nvestigated.
Now three ballistic deposits of the sam e size In vertical
and lateral directions, but di erent capture radiis are
com pacted by a piston with a xed extemal load. T hus
the Initial system s contain di erent num bers of spherical
particles, nam ely 2777 (feape = 2), 2111 (teape = 3) and
1624 particles (reape = 4). The Initialdensities scalew ith
1=Teapt (S22 g. :§) . The ssmepbt asin gure :_1-(_): each
curve averaged over 10 runs) lads to a data collapse for
an all ratios of cohesion and extemalpressure on the pis—
ton only. In this region the di erent initial densities do
not play an im portant role. For high cohesion values the

nal densities rem ain essentially the iniial densities, so
that there is no scaling in this region.

F . P ore stabilization w ithout cohesion

Theresultspresented n F jgs.:_l-(_i and :_l-]_} suggest the -
Jow Ing physical picture: T he extemal load of the piston
m ust be carried by a set of strong force lines, w hich have
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FIG.12. Initialand nalcon guration after com paction
w ith friction coe cient = 3:8 and rolling friction coe cient
r = 20 Instead of cohesion.

FIG .13. Increased friction coe cient Ileads to pore sta—
bilization and thusto lowerdensity. A dditionalrolling friction
am pli es this e ect.

a typicaldistance. T he external load per force line ispro—
portionalto the pressure Fiscon=Lx . It can be viewed as
the destabilizing force along a orce line and m ust be bal-
anced by the stabilizing in uence of another force, w hich
In the previous sections was related to cohesion (and the

xed rolling friction), so that the scaling variabl was
LxF =Fyiston - T his vardable had to be big enough to pre—
vent com paction.

The question we want to address in this section is,
w hether friction forces alone can provide the stabiliza-
tion aswell. It is plausble to identify the external load
per force line w ith the typicalnom al force at a contact
along the force Iine, F,  Fpiston=Lx . T he ratio between
the stabilizing friction force Fy = F, and the destabiliz—
ing forcewould then be L F+=Fiston . Thisargum ent
suggests that strong enough Coulom b friction m ay stabi-
lize pores. T his is indeed the case, asF Jg:_li_i‘ show s. This
e ect is not very high m axim ally about 10% ), because
the C oulom b friction cannot provide stabilization against
buckling of the force lines. Therefore strong force lines
need weak forces from the side aspointed out In @-é] Al
tematively, rolling friction m ay stabilize the force lines
against buckling. In com bination w ith Coulomb friction
this allow sm uch largerpores, as the dashed curve In F ig.
:_fﬁ show s. However, the pore geom etry is totally di er-
ent from the one obtained in cohesivem aterials (com pare
F J'gs.-'g and :_Ig‘) . In the absence of cohesion lJarge poresare
found undemeath arches. P resum ably strong force lines
stop the m otion of grains on the upper side, w hile below
pores open up due to inertia e ects. C ohesion would lead
to correlated m otion of clusters of grains and would also
prevent the inertial rupture of the structure undemeath
an arch.

W ithout the use of rolling friction higher porosity w ill
be reached by the use of non-sperical particles. To show
this e ect we sinulated a a system of about 1700 parti-
cles consisting oftwo di erent convex polygonalparticle
types and one spherical particle type. The diam eter of
the particles is chosen w ithin the sam e range. The ini-
tial con guration is a random loose packing, where no
particles are In contact. A fter precom paction to a denser
state the systam is com pacted by a piston w ith constant
Ioad using Coulomb friction coe cient = 05 Fig. 145,
respectively w ithout C oulom b friction iy.J15). Thetwo

nalcon gurations i. 4, 15) have di erent porosity.
It is higher, if Coulomb friction is present. Due to the
shape disorder this e ect is stronger than for the sys-
tem of sphericalparticles. H ere one endsup w ith a value
V=Ymin 1 0:d7comparedtothevaliey=ynm 1 0:09
at = 05 forthe ballistic deposits ofm onodisperse sper-
ical particles F1ig. :_lé) . O ne concludes that the comers
of the particle have a sin ilar e ect as rolling friction for
spherical particles.

T hus, for ocohesive non-sperical grains one expects a
higher porosity depending on the shape of the particlks,
due to a sin ilar stabilization m echanisn aswe found for
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FIG.15. Fial con guration affer com paction without
Coulomb friction for a m ixed system of convex polygons and
discs. The system ends in a less porous structure as after
com paction with Coulomb friction.

FIG .14. Finalcon guration after com paction with fric-
tion coe cient = 05 foram ixed system of convex polygons
and discs.



sperical particles using rolling friction.

Iv.SUMMARY.

D i erent contact properties lead to di erent con gura—
tions after com paction. U sing only Coulom b and rolling
friction the nalpacking isan aln ost com pact structure.
The e ect of cohesion on the porosiy is higher if one
uses Coulomb and rolling friction in addition. In that
case single particle chains are stabl and thus the pack—
ing is highly porous. Im portant is the strength of the
cohesion: Low cohesive forces lead to sin ilar packings as
w ithout cohesion. Im portant is the relation between the
stabilizing (cohesion) and destabilizing (oushing force)
forces. Here one has to take into account that forces are
extram Iy inhom ogeneously distributed in the system so
that one m ust devide the extemal pushing force by the
average distance betw een strong force lines. T hispicture
is con m ed by applying i to a system with increased
values for the friction coe cient @bove 1), which also
Jeads to higher porosity.
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