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Abstract

Jam m ing in hard-particle packings has been the sub Fct of considerabl interest in recent years.
In a paper by Torquato and Stillinger J.Phys. Chem . B, 105 (2001)], a classi cation schem e of
am m ed padkings into hierarchical categories of locally, collectively and strictly pmm ed con gura—
tionshasbeen proposed. T hey suggest that these am m ing categories can be tested using num erical
algorithm s that analyze an equivalent contact netw ork ofthe packing under applied displacam ents,
but leave the design of such algorithm s as a future task. In this work we present a rigorous and
e clent algorithm to assess whether a hard-sphere packing is am m ed according to the a om en-
tioned categories. T he algorithm is based on linear programm ing and is applicable to reqular as
well as random packings of nite size with hard-wall and periodic boundary conditions. If the
packing isnot am m ed, the algorithm yields representative m ultiparticle unpm m ingm otions. W e
have in plem ented this algorithm and applied it to ordered lattices as well as random packings of
disks and spheres under periodic boundary conditions. Som e representative results for ordered and
disordered packings are given, but m ore applications are anticipated for the future. O ne Im portant
and interesting resul is that the random packings that we tested were strictly pmm ed in three
din ensions, but not in two dim ensions. Num erous interactive visualization m odels are provided

on the authors’ webpage.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Packings of hard particles interacting only w ith in nite repulsive pairw ise foroes on con—
tact are applicable asm odels of com plex m anybody system s because repulsive interactions
are the prim ary factor In determ ining their structure. H ard-particle padkings are therefore
widely used as sinple models for granulr media fIl, 2], glasses 3], liquids ], and other
random media [B], to mention a few exam pls. Furthem ore, hard-particle packings, and
esgpecially hard-sphere packings, have inspired m athem aticians and been the source of nu-
m erous challenging (n any still open) theoretical problem s [§]. O fparticular theoretical and
practical interest are pmm ed con gurations of hard particles. The statistical physics of
large pmm ed systam s of hard particlkes is a very active eld of theoretical research. For
packings of am ooth hard spheres a rigorous m athem atical foundation can be given to the
concept of am m Ing, though such rigor is often lacking In the current physical literature.

There are still m any in portant and challenging questions open even for the simplest
type of hard-particle packings, ie., m onodisperse packing of an ooth perfectly in penetrable
soheres. One category of open problam s pertains to the enum eration and classi cation
of disordered disk and sphere padkings, such as the precise identi cation and quantitative
description of the m axin ally random fmmed (M RJ) state [}], which has supplanted the
illde ned \random close packed" state. O thers pertain to the study of ordered system s
and nding packing structures w ith extrem al properties, such as the lowest or highest (for
polydisperse packings) density Bmm ed disk or sphere padkings, for the various pmm ing
categories descrdbed below §,:9]. N um erical algorithm s have long been the prim ary tool for
studying random packings quantitatively. In this work we take an in portant step toward
future studies ain ed at answering the challenging questions posed above by designing tools
for algorithm ic assean ent of the aBm m ing category of nite padkings.

In the rstpartofthispaper, we present the concsptualtheoretical fram ew ork underlying
this work. Speci cally, we review and expand on the hierarchical classi cation schem e for
pmm ed packings into locally, collectively and strictly apmm ed padkings proposed in Ref.
fl0]. Th the second part, we present a random ized linear program m ing algorithm for nding
ungm m ing m otions w ithin the approxin ation of sn all digplacam ents, ocusing on periodic
boundary conditions. Finally, in the third part we apply the algorithm to m onodisperse

packings under periodic boundary conditions, and present som e representative but non-—



exhaustive results for several periodic ordered lattice packings as well as random packings
obtained via the Lubachevsky-Stillinger packing algorithm [1].
Ideasused here are draw n heavily from literature in them athem aticalcomm unity (12,13,

presentation of the m athem atical ideas underlying the concepts of stability, rigidity and
pmm ng In sohere packings. N onetheless, som e m athem atical prelin inaries are given here,
a considerable portion of which is In the form of footnotes.

A . Jamm ing in H ard-Sphere P ackings

Thetem ‘pmm inghasbeen used often w ith am biguity, even though the physical ntuition
behind it is strong: It In parts a feeling ofbeing frozen in a given con guration. Two m ain
approaches can be taken to de ning pmm ing, kinem atic and static. In the kinem atic
approach, one considers the m otion of particles away from their current positions, and this
approach is for exam ple relevant to the study of ow in granularm edia'. The term amm ed
Seem sm ost appropriate here. In the static approach, one considers them echanicalproperties
of the packing and its ability to resist extemal forces’ . The tem rigid is often used am ong
physicists n relation to such considerations.

H owever, due to the correspondence between kinem atic and static properties, ie. strains
and stresses, these two di erent view s are largely equivalent. A m ore thorough discussion of
this duality is delayed to a Jaterwork {1§], but is touched upon in section ¥ B'. In this paper
we largely adopt a kinem atic approach, but the reader should bear In m ind the inherent ties
to static approadches.

B. Three Jamm ing C ategories

F irst we repeat, w ith slight m odi cations as in Ref. [Ld], the de nitions of several hier—
archical omm ing categories as taken from Ref. [L(], and then m ake them m athem atically

soeci ¢ and rigorous for several di erent types of sphere packings:

! T particular, the cessation of ow as amm ing is approached.
2 In particular, the n nite elastic m oduli near pmm ing.



A nite systam of spheres is:

Locally am m ed Each particke in the systam is locally trapped by its neighbors, ie., it
cannot be translated whilke xing the positions of all other particles.

C ollectively pm m ed Any locally pmmed con guration in which no subsst of particles
can sinulaneously be disgplaced so that is m embers m ove out of contact wih one
another and w ith the ram ainder sst. An equivalent de nition is to ask that all nite
subsets of particles be trapped by their neighbors.

Strictly |am m ed Any collectively amm ed con guration that disallow sallglobally uniform
volum enonincreasing defom ations of the system boundary. N ote the sin ilarity w ith
collective pm m ing but w ith the additional provision of a deform Ing boundary. This

di erence and the physical m otivations behind it should becom e clearer in section

O bsarve that these are ordered hierarchically, w ith localbeing a prerequisite for collective
and sin ilarly collective being a prerequisite for strict pm m ing.

T he precise m eaning of som e ofthe conosptsused in these de nitions, such asunpmm ing,
boundary and is defom ation, depends on the type of packing one considers and on the par-
ticular problem at hand, and we next m ake these specializations m ore rigorous for speci ¢
types of packings of interest. M oreover, we should point out that these do not exhaust all
possbilities and various Intricacies can arise, especially when considering In nite packings,
to be discussed further in Ref. [I§]. It should be m entioned in passing that smm ed ran—
dom particle packings produced experin entally or in sin ulations typically contain a sn all
population of \rattlers", ie., particles trapped in a cage of amm ed neighbours but free to
m ove w ithin the cage. For present purposes we shall assum e that these have been rem oved

before considering the (possbly) Fmm ed ram ainder.

C. Unjpmm ing M otions

B efore discussing the algorithm s and related issues, it is In portant to specify exactly what
wemean by ungmm ing. First, it is helpfiil to de ne some tem s. A sphere packing isa

collection of spheres in Euclidian d-din ensional space <9 such that the interiors of no two



Soheres overlap. Here we focus on m onodisperse system s, where all spheres have diam eter
D = 2R, butm ost ofthe resuls generalize to polydisperse system saswell. A packingP R )
of N spheres is characterized by the arrangem ent of the sphere centers® R = (ry;:::;5y ),

called con guration :
PR)= 1r;2<% i=1;:::;N :kry rk D 8j61i

T he natural physical de nition* of what it m eans to unfm a sphere packing is provided
by looking at ways to m ove the spheres from their current con guration. T his lkeadsusto the
de nition: An unjpm m ing m otion R (t), where t is a tin e-lke param eter, t 2 [0;1], isa
continuous digplacam ent ofthe spheres from their current position along thepathR + R (t),
starting from the current con guration, R (0) = 0, and ending at the nal con guration
R + R (1), while dbserving all relevant constraints along the way °, such that som e of the
contacting spheres lose contact wih each other fort > 0. If such an ungmm ing m otion
does not exist, we say that the packing is Bmm ed®. It can be shown (see references in Ref.
fl4]) that an equivalent de nition’ isto say that a packing is pmm ed if i is isolated in the
allowed con guration space, ie., there isno valid packing w ithin som e (possbly small) nite
region around R that are not equivalent® toP R ). W em ention this because i is in portant
to understand that although we use a kinem atic description based on m otion through tin e,
which in parts a feeling of dynam ics to m ost physicists, a perfectly equivalent static view is
possible. Therefre, henceforth special consideration w illbe given to the naldisplacem ent’

R (1), sothat wewillmost often ustwrite R = R (1).

It isalso usefilto know that we need to only consider analytic R (t), which givesus the

ability to focus only on derivatives of R (t). Furthem ore, it is a sim ple yet fundam ental

fact!? that we only need to consider rst derivatives'! Vv = dﬂt R (t), which can be thought

3 Capitalized bold letters will be used to denote dN -din ensional vectors which correspond to the d-
dim ensional vectors of allN of the particles.
* This is the second de nition (de nition b) in section 2.1 ofRef. f_l-é_j]
5 This m eans that in penetrability and any other particular (boundary) conditions m ust be cbserved, ie.
PR + R @) isavalid packing forallt2 [0;1].
O f oourse by changing the (poundary) constraints we get di erent categories of pm m ing, such as local,
collective and strict.
7 Thisthe rstde nition (de nition a) in section 2.1 of Ref. [14].
T wo packings are equivalent if there is a distancepreserving (rigid-body) m otion m ap), such asa unifom
translation or a rigid rotation, that takes one packing to the other.
° Thiswillbe in portant when discussing random packingswith nite (out amall) interparticle gaps.
10 At the second derivative spheres cannot interpenetrate, and in fact strictly m ove away from each other.
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of as \velocities", and then sin ply m ove the soheres in the directions V. = (vy;:::;Vv,) to
obtain an unpmm ng motion R (t) = V t. That is, a sphere padking that isnot Epmm ed
can be unamm ed by giving the spheres velocities V. such that no two contacting soheres i
and j,kr; k= D ,have a relative spead v;;; toward each other™”:

Vig= @1 v) uy; O )
ryr;

kri r jk

and trivial cases like rigid body translations (V = constant) need to be excluded since they

is the unit vector connecting the two spheres'®. O f course, som e special

where Uiy =

do not really change the con guration of the system .

In thispaperwew illplot un Bm m ingm otionsas \velocity" elds, and occasionally supple-
m ent such lustrationsw ith a sequence offram esfrom t= 0tot= 1 show ingtheunpmm hg
process. N ote that the lengths of the vectors in the velocity elds have been scaled to aid in
bettervisualization'? . Forthe sake of clear visualization, only tw o-din ensionalexam plesw ill
be usad. But all of the techniques described here are fllly applicable to three-din ensional
packings as well. Interactive V irtual Reality M odeling Language (VRML) anin ations which
are very usefil In getting an intuiive feeling for un am m ing m echanisn s In sphere packings

can be viewed from Windows platform s on our webpage (see Ref. R1]).

II. BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

A s previously m entioned, the boundary conditions in posed on a given padking are very
In portant, especially In the case of strict pmm ing. Here we consider two m ain types of

padkings, depending on the boundary conditions.

H ard-w allboundaries The packing P R ) is placed in an in penetrable concave'® hard-

wallcontainer K . Figure i show s that the honeycom b lattice can be unmm ed inside

The fom alproofand a m ore detailed discussion w illbe given in Ref. [Lg].

11 The form al statem ent is that a packing is rigid if and only if it is in nitesim ally rigid, see Refs. {12, 18].

12 This is the third de nition (de nition c) in section 2.1 ofRef. {14].

13 The sign notation m ay be a bit unorthodox but is taken from Ref. R0].

1% gince this paper deals only w ith sm all displacem ents in an approxin ate linearized fashion, one should do
a linesearch In talongR + R (t) to check when the rst collision occurs. The VRML anin ations shown
at the webpage ofRef. R1] also depict arbitrarily scaled displacem ents for visualization purposes so that

collisions m ight happen before t= 1.

15 A container is concave if its boundary is concave at every circular point. A 1l convex polyhedral sets m ake

a concave container, but a spherical container is not concave. T he details ofthe de nition and the reasons



a certain hard-wall container. O ften we willm ake an e ective container out of N ¢

xed spheres whose positions cannot change. This is because it is often hard to ta
packing into a sin ple container such asa squarebox, while it iseasy to surround it w ih
other xed spheres, particularly if a periodic lattice is used to generate the padcking.
Speci cally, one can take a nite sub-packing ofan in nite periodic padking and freeze
the rest of the spheres, thus e ectively m aking a container for the sub-padcking. An

exam ple is depicted In Fig. 2.

P eriodic boundaries Periodic boundary conditions are offen used to emulate n nite sys—
tem s, and they t the algorithm ic fram ework of this work very nicely. A perodic
padking PR)is generated by a replicating a nite generating packing P ®) on a lat-
tice = f 1;:::; 49, where ; are lnearly independent Iattice vectors and d is the

spatial din ensionality. So the positions of the soheres are generated by,
L., = B+ ncandn. isinteger; n. 2 z°

where we think of as a m atrix having the lattice vectors as colmns'® and n. is
the num ber of replications of the unit cell along each basis direction!’. The sphere
B (.) isthe fam iliar in age sphere of the original sohere i= 2 (0), and of course or the
In penetrability condition only the nearest In age m atters. For true periodic boundary
conditions, we w rap the in nite periodic packing ® R ) around a at torus'®, ie. we
ask that whatever happens to a sphere ialso happensto allofthe in age spheresli ),
w ith the additional provision that the lattice m ay also change by

Thpy = Tit ( Ine @)

why the container needs to be concave to m ake som e of the theorem s used here work are given In Ref.
fL3).

® Thematrix hasd? elem ents.

7 This can also be viewed as a sinple way of generating an in nite packing, and one can analyze the
resulting in nite packing, called a cover of <¢, as discussed in Ref. [_1-51, however, in nite packings are

m athem atically delicate and w illbe discussed in Ref. t_f@l]
¥ Wemean a topologicaltorus, not a geom etrical one, ie., a torus w here distances are stillm easured as In

at Eucldian space but which has the topology ofa curved torus.



A . Using Sim ple Lattices to G enerate P ackings

Sin ple fam iliar Jattices'® such as the triangular, honeycomb, K agom e and square in two
din ensions, orthe sim pl cubic (SC),body-centered cubic BCC ), acecentered cubic FCC)
and hexagonalclose packed HCP) in three dim ensions, can be used to create a (possbly
large) packing taking a subsystem of size N . unit cells along each dinension from the
In nite lattice packing. T he properties of the resulting system can be studied w ith the tools
developed here, provided that we restrict ourselvesto niteN .. M oreover, it is In portant to
Soecify which Jattice vectors are to be used. W e w illusually take them be prin itive vectors,
but som etin es it w illbe m ore convenient to use conventional ones (especially for variations
on the cubic lattice) .

For hard-wall boundary conditions, we can take an in nite packing generated by these
sin ple lattices and then freeze all but the soheres nside the window ofN . unit cells, thus
e ectively obtaining a hard-wall container. Figure 2 illustrates an unfmm ing m otion for
the honeycom b lattice under these conditions.

For periodic boundary conditions, the generator P ®) can tself be generated using a
sin ple Jattice?® . Thisisnot only a convenient way to generate sin ple nite periodic packings,
but it is In general what is m eant when one asks, for exam ple, to analyze the Emm ing
properties of the K agom e lattice under periodic or hard-wallboundary conditions. Figure3
show s a periodic un am m ingm otion forthe K agom e lattice. N otice though that the pmm ing
properties one nds depend on how m any neighboring unit cells N . are used as the \bas="
region (ie. the generating padcking), and therefore, we will usually specify this number
explicitly. Som e properties are Independent ofN ., and tailored m athem atical analysis can
be used to show this I3, 22]. For examplk, if we nd a periodic unmm ing m otion for
N.= (;2;:::), then we can be sure that for any N . that is an Integer m ultiple of this
window we can use the same unamm Ing m otion. Correspondingly, if we show that the
system with N .= @ 3 5;2 3;:::) is pmm ed, then so must be any system whose size can
be factored into the sam e prin e num bers along each dim ension. W e w ill not consider these

issues In detailhere, but rather focus on algorithm ic approaches tailored for nie and xed

1 W em ean Jattices w ith a basis, to be m ore precise.
20 T this case the Jattice  is a sub-lattice of the underlying (prin itive) lattice ©,ie, = N.] € isan
Integer m ultiple of the vector of the underlying lattice © , = 1;:::;d.



system s (ie, N . is xed and nite), and postpone the rest of the discussion to Ref. [L8].

ITT. LINEAR PROGRAMM ING ALGORITHM TO TEST FOR JAMM ING

G ven a sphere packing, we would often like to test whether it is Emm ed according to
each of the categories given above, and if it isnot, nd one or several un-pmm Ing m otions
R (t). W enow describe a sim ple algorithm to do thisthat isexact for gap—kss packings, ie.,
packings w here neighboring soheres touch exactly, and forwhich the de nitions given earlier
apply directly. However, In practice, we would also like to be able to study packings w ith
an allgaps, such asproduced by various heuristic com pression schem es like the Lubachevsky—
Stillinger algorithm [l1]. Tn this case the m eaning of unfmm ing needs to be modi ed o
asto tphysical ntuition. W e do this In such a way as to also m aintain the applicability
of our e cient random ized linear programm ing algorithm using what Roux [£6] calls the

approxim ation of sm alldisplacem ents A SD ).

A . Approxim ation of Sm allD isplacem ents

A s already explained, an un-pmm ing m otion for a sohere packing can be obtained by
giving the soheres suitable velocities, such that neighboring soheres do not approach each
other. Here we ocuson the casswhen R () = Vt+ O (t?) are snall nie displacam ents
from the current con guration. Therefore, we w ill drop the tin e designation and jast use

R for the displacem ents from the current con guration R to the new con guration B =
R+ R.
In thisA SD approxin ation, we can linearize the in penetrability constraintsby expanding

to rstorderin R,
ke, esk=k@m n)+ (r;y rik D 3)
to get the condition for the existence of a fasblk displhcement R,
(ri ) uiy 1,y Porall fi;jg @)

w here fi; jg represents a potentialcontact betw een nearby spheresiand j, 1i;= kry nk



rj ri
kri rjk

D is the interpartick gap”, and uyy = is the unit vector along the direction of the

contact fi;jg. For a gap-less packing, we have 1= 0 and the condition (4} reduces to
@), which aswe explined along w ith the conditions R 6 0 and R 6 oconst:isan exact
condition for the existence ofan unfgmm Ingm otion R . Forpackingswih nitebut amall
gaps though, condition 4) is only a rst-order approxin ation. Notice that we only need
to consider potential contacts fi; jg between nearby, and not all pairs of spheres’®. The
com plicated issue of how well the A SD approxin ation works when the gaps are not am all
enough is illustrated in Fig. 4.

By putting the ui;’s as columns in a matrix of dimension Nd N.], where N is the
num ber of contacts in the contact network, we get the in portant rigidity m atrix?® ofthe
packing A . Thism atrix is sparse and has two blocks of d non—zero entries in the colum n
corresponding to the particle contact fi; jg, nam ely, u;; In the block row corresponding to
particlke iand uy In theblock row corresponding to particle j. R epresented schem atically:

fi; g
#

For exam pl, or the ourdisk packing shown In Fi. 4, and w ith the num bering of the disks

21 Called interstice in Ref. [L6].
22 That iswe only consider a contact if

kry xk @+ )D

where is som e tolkrance for how large we are w illing to allow the representative k rk to be. The
larger this tolerance, the m ore possible particle contacts we will add to our constraints, and thus the
m ore com putational e ort we need. A lso, the ASD approxin ation becom es poorer as we allow larger
digplacam ents. But choosing a very am alltolerance m akes it in possible to treat system sw ith m oderately
large Interparticle gaps (say of the orderof = 10%).
23 This is in fact the negative transpose of what is usually taken to be the rigidity m atrix, and is chosen to
t the notation in Ref. Q-(_i]
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depicted In F ig. §, we have the ©llow Ing rigidity m atrix:

Eip Eiz Egg

Uio Ui3 Uig

U sing this m atrix, we can rew rite the linearized im penetrability constraints as a sinple

system of linear inequality constraints:
AT R 1 &)

The set of contacts fi;jg that we include in (4) form the contact netw ork of the
packing, and they corresoond to a subclass ofthe class of fascinating ob cts called tensegrity
fram ew orks, nam ely strut fram eworks (see Ref. [I4] for details, and also P] for a treatm ent
ofm ore generalpackings) . F igure & show sa sm allrandom packing w ith relatively large gaps

and the associated contact network.

1. Boundary conditions

Handling di erent boundary conditions w ithin the above form ulation is easy. For ex—
am ple, or usual periodic conditions, handling the boundaries m erely am ounts to adding a
fow colum ns to the rigidity matrix A with U, | = ki:::i;rrk for all in ages 8 (n.) which
have contacts w ith one of the original spheres i. T hese colum ns corresoond to the periodic
contacts w rapping the padking around the torus.

For hard-wallboundaries, we would add a potential particle contact to the contact net—
work from each sphere close to a wallto the closest point on the wall, and x this endpoint.
Such xed points of contact and xed spheres®? j are sin ply handled by transferring the

correspoonding term g u;, to the right-hand side of the constraints in ).

24 such nodes are called xed nodes in tensegrity term inology.
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B. Finding Unjmm ing M otions

W e are now ready to explain how one can nd unpmm Ing m otions for a given packing,
fsuch exist. But rst, we need to re ne ourde nition ofan unpmm ingm otion to allow for

the study of packings w ith nite gaps.

1. Unpmm ing M otions Revisited: D ealing w ith Finie G aps

The problem w ith padckings w ith sm all gaps is that acocording to our previous de nition
of an ungmm ing m otion in section iIC!, such packings will never be Emm ed, sihce it will
always be possble to m ove som e of the spheres at distances com parable to the sizes of the
Interparticle gaps so that they lose contact w ith all orm ost of their neighbors. C karly we
w ish to only consider the possibility of displacing som e of the soheres such that considerable
gaps appear, larger then som e threshold value 1ipge _L where 1 is a measure of
the m agniude of the interparticle gaps. Therefore, we have the m odi ed de nition: An
unjpmm ing m otion R (t), t 2 [0;1], is a continuous displacam ent of the spheres from
their current position along the path R + R (), starting from the current con guration,

R (0) = 0, and odbserving all relevant constraints along the way, such that som e of the
soheres Jose contact?® w ith each other in the nalcon guration R + R (1) by m ore then
a given lige. Again, we exclude any trivial rigid-body type m otions such as a uniform
translation of the spheres from consideration.

The problem ofwhether such an unam m ing m otion exists and how to nd one if it does
is m athem atically very interesting if we take the case 1y D . But this problem is
extram ely com plex due to high non-lnearity of the in penetrability constraints and we will
m ake no attem pt to solve it. Tt also is not clkar that this would be of Interest to physicists.
Instead, we focus our attention on the case when 1., is small enough to apply with a
reasonable degree of accuracy the approxin ation of an all displacem ents, but large enough
com pared to the interparticle gaps so that the exact value is really irrelevant.

Under the A SD , we need only worry about lnear digplacem ents from the current con g—

uration, R ) = Vt, and so we can focuson R R (1). Thus, nding an unjgmm ing

?° A Yematively, we could ask that som e sphere displace by m ore than T 1arge 1L
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m otion?® sin ply reduces to the problem of feasibility of a linear system of inequalities,

AT R 1 for im penetrability (6)

9fi;jg suchthat AT R lome 1 runfmm ing 7)

£i;jg

w here we can exclide trivialdisolacem ents such asuniform translationsby adding additional

P
constraints (eg., dem anding that the centroid rem ains xed, r;= 0).

2. Random ized Linear P rogramm ing (LP) A Igorithm

T he question ofw hether a packing is pmm ed, ie., whether the system (7) is feasble, can
be answered rigorously?’ by using standard linear programm ing techniques?® . If a packing
is amm ed, then this is enough. But for packings which are not pmm ed, i is really m ore
usefl to obtain a representative collection of unEmm ing m otions. A random collection of
such unEmm Ing m otions ism ost interesting, and can be ocbtained easily by solving ssveral
linear program s w ith a random ©ost vector.

W e adopt such a random ized LP algorithm to testing unfmm ing [e. studying (1)1,

26 since here we are really ocusing only on R R (1), we should change tem fology and call r an
ungm m ing displacem ent. However, to em phasize the fact that there is a way to continuously m ove
the spheres to achieve this displacem ent, and also that we can always scale down the m agniude of an
allowed R arbitrarily, we continue to say ungmm ing m otion. The temm \digplacem ent" w ill be m ore
appropriate in section :&_7_33_:

" Thegapdesscase 1= 0, 1 e ! 0%, can be studied rigorously. W hen gaps are present, of course, the

condition AT R fiig " lismathem atically am biguous and also the A SD approxin ation becom es
nexact.
28 solve the follow ing linear program ained at maxin izing the sum of the (positive) gap dilations
1 ATR _,
1]
. P T . T
min gr fi;jg(A R)l,jzmm(Ae) R (8)
such that AT R 1 ©)

where e is the unit vector, and then look at the m agnides ofthe gap dilations (these m ay be unbounded
of course) and decide if they are large enough to consider the solution an unjpmm ing m otion. O therw ise
the packing is pm m ed. N otice that this w ill usually produce a single un gm m ing m otion, which we have
found to be rather uninteresting for lattice packings in the sense that it is extrem ely dependent upon N .
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nam ely, we solve several instances of the follow ing LP in the displacem ent form ulation :

max g b R forvirtualwork (10)
such that AT R 1 for in penetrability 11)
JRJ R L ax POorboundedness 12)

for random lads?® b, where R ..  lisused to prevent unbounded solutions and thus
in prove num ericalbehavior’® . Trivial solutions, such asuniform translations of the packing

R = const: for periodic boundary conditions, can be elin inated a posteriord, for exam ple

by reducing R to zerom ean digplacem ent 3!, or added as extra constraints in @1). W e will
discuss num erical techniques to solve (1) shortly.

W e then treat any solution R to (¥1} with com ponents signi cantly Jarger then 1las
an unpmm ing m otion. For each b, ifwe failto nd an unpmm Ing m otion, we apply b
as a loading also®*. In ourtestswe usually set R pa.x 10D and treated any displacem ent

where som e gap dilations AT R i3 D asunpmm ing m otions, but as should be clear

2% T he physical interpretation ofb as an extemal load w illbe elicidated in section v B.

39 Even for mm ed packings, unkssb is chosen carefully, the solution of {L1) w illbe unbounded due to the
existence of trivialm otions such asuniform translhtions. Thisw illbecom e clear once duality is discussed,
but m athem atically b needs to be in the nulkspace of A , which usually m eans it needs to have zero total

sum and total torque (see chapter 15 in Ref. R0)).

31 The choice ofb also a ects the appearance of these trivial solitions in the optin al solution, which is non
unique, as explained in fotnote 30.

32 The linearized in penetrability constraintsA T R lde ne a polyhedralset P of fasiblk displace—
ments. Every such polyhedron consists ofa nite piece P "4, the convex hull of its extrem e points, and
possbly an unbounded piece C g, a nitely generated polhedral cone. In som e cases this cone w ill be
enpty (le. C g = £0g), but in others it will not, as can be seen in Fi. :_4 A m athem atically very well
de ned formulation is to take any ray in the cone C gy as an unamm ing m otion, and exclude others,
however, asF ig. :ﬁf show s, the elongated comers of thispolyhedron are In fact very likely to be unbounded
In the true non-lnear feasble set of displacem ents, so we prefer to take any \long" direction n P y as

an unjpmm ing m otion.

W e note that the random ized LP algorithm proposed here strictly answers the question of whether the
polyhedral set of feasble displacem ents contains an unbounded ray just by applying two (honzero) loads
b and b. Thisisbecause an attempt to nd such a ray willbe unsuccessfulonly if b 2 C; , where
C R isthe conjugate cone ofC ; , and in thiscaseb 2 C , so that using the bad b will nd a ray
if such a ray exists. A lso, we note that one cannot hope to fully characterize the cone of rst-order
unpmm ing motions C ; (ie. nd is convex hull of generating rays), as this is known to be an NP
com plkte problem related to the full enum eration of the vertices of a polyhedron. Our random ized
approach essentially ndsa few sasmpleraysin C ; .
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from the discussion in fotnote 32, the m ethod is not very sensitive to the exact values. O ne
can then save these individual unpmm Ing m otions and visualize them , or try to combine
several of these into one \m ost interesting" unm m ing m otion®*?, as we have done to cbtain
the gures in this paper.

W e stress that despite its random ized character, this algorithm is alm ost rigorous w hen
used as a test of Amm ing, in the sense that it is strictly rigorous for gap-less packings and
also for packings w ith sm all gaps as explained in m ore detail in ootnote 32.

Iv. TESTING FOR LOCAL, COLLECTIVE AND STRICT JAMM ING:PERI-

ODIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS
A . LocalJamm ing

R ecall that the condition for a packing to be locally amm ed is that each partick ke xed
by its neighbors. This iseasy to chedk. N am ely, each sphere hasto have at least d+ 1 contacts
w ith neighboring spheres, not all in the sam e d-din ensional hem isphere. This iseasy to test
iIn any din ension by solving a am all linear program , and in two and three din ensions one
can use m ore elem entary geom etric constructions.

W e prefer the LP approach because it is In the spirt of this work and because of is
din ensional independence, and so we present it here. Take a given sohere i and its set of
contacts fu; g, and put these asrows n amatrix A} . Then solve the localportion of @

in Potnote 28 (ushg the sin plex algorithm ) :

mih ., @) r; 13)

such that A r; 1; 14)

which will have an unbounded solution if the sphere i is not locally rmm ed, as illustrated
nFig.4.

O f course we can de ne higher orders of local pmm ing by asking that each set of n
spheres ke  xed by its neighbors, called n-stability in Ref. [[3]. However, orn > 1 i

33 W e believe m otions in which asm any of the spheres m ove as possible are m ost usefiil since then one can
see m ultiple unpm m ing \m echanism s" w ith one visualization. T herefore, we m ake a convex com bination
of severalunpmm ing m otions R (o ) obtained from severaldi erent random loadsb to obtain one
such unpm m ing m otion.
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becom es combnatordally too di cult to check for this. Com putationally, we have found

testing for local pmm ing using (4) to be quite e cient and sinple.

B. Collective Jam m ing

T he random ized LP algorithm was designed to test for collective pmm ing In lJarge pack—
ings, and in this case the linear program (1) that needsto be solved is very large and sparse.
N otice that boundary conditions are only involed when m aking the list of contacts in the
contact network and deciding if certain spheres or contact points are xed. In the case of
periodic boundary conditions, we sin ply add the usual contacts between original spheres
near the boundary of the unit cell and any nearby in age spheres.

W e have in plm ented an e cient num erical solution of ((1) bnd also (42)], using the
prin aldual interiorpoint algorithm in the LOQO optin ization lbrary (see Ref. R3]). Ius-
trations of results obtained using this in plem entation are given throughout this paper.

W e would lke to stress that prin aldual interiorpoint algorithm s are very well suited
for problam s of this type, and should also be intuitive to physicists since in essence they
solve a sequence of easier problem s in which the perfectly rigid intersphere contacts are
replaced by sti  (out still deform able) nonlinear (logarithm ic) sorings, carefiilly num erically
taking the lim it of in nitely sti springs. Physicists have often used sim ilar heuristically
designed schem es and hand-tuned them , and even suggested that standard optim ization
algorithm s are not practical (for exam ple, .n Ref. [1§]). W e would like to dispel such beliefs
and stress the in portance of using robust and highly e cient softw are developed by applied
m athem aticians around the world, such asRef. P3], becom ing increasingly m ore available.
Not only are the algorithm s In plem ented theoretically wellanalyzed, but they are tested
on a variety of cases and often contain several altemative in plem entations of com putation—
Intensive sections targeting di erent types of problam s. Choice of the correct algorithm and
the details are often com plx, but wellworth the e ort.

N onetheless, for three-dim ensional problem s the available in plem entations of nterior-
point algorithm s based on direct linear solvers are too m em ory dem anding and ine cient.
Tuned in plam entations based on con jigategradient iterative solvers are needed. W e plan
to develop e cient parallel algorithm s suited for these types of problem s and m ake them
publicly available in the very near future.
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C . Strict Jam m ing

T o extend the notion of collective pmm Ing to strict am m Ing we ntroduced deform ations
of the boundary. In the case of periodic packings, the latice  is the boundary. T herefore,
the only di erence w ith collective Bmm ing is that we willnow allow the lattice to change
whilke the spheres move, ie., € 0 in (2:2 . The lattice deform ations will also
becom e unknowns in (1), but since these too enter Inearly in @), we still get a linear
program , only with coe cient m atrix A augm ented w ith new (denser) row s In the colum ns
corresponding to contacts across the periodic boundary. The actual in plem entation now
requires m ore care and bookkesping, but the conosptual changes should be clkar, and the
random ized LP algorithm rem ains applicable.

O bviously, we cannot allow the volum e of the uni cell to enlarge, since the unit cell is
In a sense the container holding the packing together. T herefore, we only consider volum e~
non-increasing continuous httice deform ations ) :

h i

det ©= + (t) det fort> 0 15)
Through a relatively sin ple m athem atical analysis to be presented in Ref. {18], i can
be shown that the principles that applied to unpmm ing m otions of the spheres R still
rem adn valid even when we extend the notion ofan unam m ingm otion to lnclide a deform Ing
lattice®® . That is, we can stillonly ocuson lnearmotions  (t) = W t,W = const:and the

nal an all defom ations = (1), and need to consider only rst-order lnearizations
of the in penetrability ) and non-expansion (1§) nonlinear constraints™ .
T he linearized version of {15) is:

Trel( ) 1 0 (16)

and this is jast one extra linear constraint to be added to the linear program (I1). An extra

condition which needs to be added isthat ( ) ! be symm etric, which is also an added
linear constraint,

() '="where"="" €7)
3% That is, wenow think of [R (t); (t)] asan unpmm ing m otion.

35 The condition (17) needs to hod also.
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wherewe add " asan unknown in the random ized LP algorithm . T his condition in fact does
nothing m ore then elin inate trivial rotations®® of the lattice® .

T he m otivation for the category of strict Emm ing and its above interpretation in the
periodic case should be clkar: Changing the lattice In a volum e non-increasing way m odels
m acrosopic non-tensik strain and is therefore of great relevance to studying the m acro—
soopic m echanical properties of random packings (seeRef. 19]). In fact, " = () ! can
be Interpreted as the \m acroscopic" strain—tensor, which explains why it is sym m etric and
also trace-firee for shear deform ations. W e also again point out that strict pmm ing is (signif-
icantly) stronger then collective Bm m ing for periodic boundary conditions, particularly in
tw o-dim ensional packings®® . This point is illustrated in Fig. 7}, which shows an unmm ing
m otion Involving a deform ation ofthe lattice, even though this Jattice packing is collectively

pmmed.

D . Shrink-And-Bum p H euristic

T he llow Ing heuristic test for collective om m .ng hasbeen suggested in Ref. [11]: Shrink
the partickesby a smallam ount and then start the Lubadhevsky-Stillinger m olecular dy—
nam ics algorithm w ith random velocities, and see if the system getsunpmm ed. O ne would
also slow Iy enlarge the particles back to their origihal size whik they bump around, so
as to allow nite term ination of this test (within num erical accuracies). W e call this the
shrink-and-oum p heuristic. T he idea is that the vector of velocities takes on random valies
In velocity space and if there is a direction of unjpmm ing, i will be found with a high
probability and the system willunim 3°. Anin ations of this process can be found at Ref.
R1].

T his kind ofheuristic has the advantage ofbeing very sin ple and thus easy to in plem ent

36 R otations of the lattice tum out to ncrease the unitcell volum e at the second-order derivative, even
though they are volum epreserving up to rst order.

7 But one should still dealw ith trivialm otions a posteriori w ith som e care in certain patholbgical cases.

38 This point w illbe elaborated in Ref. {[8].

3% The theory presented here suggests that ifa packing is indeed not collectively mm ed and has a relatively
large cone of unam m ing m otions (see footnote :_ég'), it can be unpm m ed using this type of heuristic w ith
high probability. However, notice that this cone can in principle be very anall, so nding a ray in it
m ay be a low-probability occurrence. For packings with nite gaps, though, the heuristic incorporates
nonlinear e ects, which is an advantage.
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and use, and it isalso very e cient. The realproblem isnot so m uch its indetemm inacy, but

its strong dependence on the exact value of . For exam ple, anin ations show ing how the
K agom e lattice inside a container m ade of xed spheres (as n Fig. 2) can be unamm ed
w ih a Jargeenough , even though it is actually collectively am m ed under these boundary
conditions, can be found at Ref. PR1]. In fact, many pmmed large packings will appear
unstable under this kind of test, as m otivated w ith the notion of uniform stability, de ned
in Ref. {[3]and elaborated on in Ref. {ig].

V. ADDITIONALAPPLICATIONS
A . Com pressing Packings using Linear P rogram m ing

In this work we em phasize the utility of the random ized linear program m ing algorithm
as a testing tool for am m ing, and also for nding representative un Bmm ing m otions. T he
unpmm ing m otions one nds can be used Inside com pression algorithm s. For exam pl, the
Lubachevsky-Stillinger algorithm m ay som etin es get studk in a particular con guration even
though the con guration is not collectively or strictly Bmm ed (particularly in two din en—
sions, as explained later). The unamm ing m otion obtained from the linear programm ing
algorithm can then be used to continue the com pression?® .

Even m ore can be done w ith linear program m ing in this direction. For exam ple, one can
ask the question ofwhether there isan unjpmm ingm otion R in which all sphere contacts

are Jost’'. This can be done for exam ple by solving the LP,

max g» 18)
such that AT R D 19)
0 1 for boundedness (20)

By displacing the spheres by such a R we would create a \cushion" of free gpace around
each sphere, so that we can actually increase the radius of the spheres? and thus ncrease

the density, or equivalently, the packing fraction ’ . W e believe these kinds of approaches to

40 For exam ple, one can displace the spheresby R and restart the com pression w ith random velocities or

use nitial velocities along R to unpm the packing and continue the sim ulation.
4l ATl contactswillbe lost if AT R D,where > 0.
42 The comm on radius could increase by at least D .
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be too ne cient, since solving a lJarge-scale linear program is too expensive to be used ier—
atively. T his is rem Iniscent of the high—quality but rather expensive com pression algorithm
of Zinchenko (see Ref. P4)).

O ur future work w ill focus on using m athem atical program m ing algorithm s and rigidity
theory to design high-quality algorithm s for design ofpackings w ith target properties, using

system s of sti nonlhear sorings as an intem ediary.

B . K inem atic/Static D uality

The sub gct of kinem atic/static duality and its physical m eaning and in plications are
discussed at length in Ref. [[6], and elsswhere in various degrees of relevance and di erent

perpectives {10,12,14,15,17]. Here we only comm ent on it because of its relevance to the
random ized LP algorithm fortesting Jam m ing, and leave further discussion ofthis in portant
sub fct to Ref. [1§].

Thedual”® ofthe displacem ent formulation LP {11}) also hasa very physical interpretation
and it gives us the interparticle repulsive?* forces £ asdualvariables, and we call it the force

form ulation LP:

max (1) T £ Porvirtnalwork (21)
suchthat A f=Db  forequilbbrium (22)
f 0 for repulsion only 23)

The physical interpretation of the cbfctive function in both the displacament (1) and
force form ulations €2) is that of (virtual) m echanical work done by the extemal force load
b applied to the spheres. These two LP’s are of great In portance in studying the stress—
strain behavior of granularm aterials, asexplained in Ref. {1§], and since they are equivalent
to each other, we can callthem the ASD stressstrain LP.

W e wish to em phasize that by using prin atdual interior point algorithm s we autom ati-
cally get both rees and displacem ents using the sam e in plam entation®® . W e have em pha—

sized the displacem ent form ulation (1) sin ply because we based our discussion of pm m ing

43 Excliding the additionalpractical safequard constraint R R max,which isadded to avoid unbounded

trivial or unjgm m ing m otions.
44 i e choose a negative sign for repulsive oroes here n agreem ent w ith m athem atical literature f_l-é]
45 For exam ple, both LOQO and PCx (QQ‘]) retum both prin aland dual solitions to the user.
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on a kinem atic perspective, but a paralkel static Interpretation can easily be given. For
exam ple, a random b used in the random ized LP algorithm that nds an unbounded un-—
pm m ing m otion physically corresponds to a load that the packing cannot support, ie. the
force form ulation LP is (dual) Infeasble, m plying that the digplacem ent form ulation LP is
forin al) unbounded?®. Them eaning of collective pmm ing w ithin the ASD in the presence of
an allgaps from a static standpoint now becom es clear: A collectively Bm m ed padking can
resist (support) any force Joading by (as) sn all @spossbl) rearrangem ents of the spheres,
In which som e ofthe potential contacts are open and others closed, depending on the loading
and the interparticle gaps.

In general the stressstrain LP will be highly degenerate and is prin al and/or dual
solution not unique. However, as Roux points out, the existence of an all gaps In random
padckings is very in portant in this context. Nam ely, if 1is random and nonzero (however
an all), and b is also random , theoram s on the generic character of linear program s (see the
references in Ref. P(]) can be invoked to guarantee that both the prim aland dual solutions
w illbe non-degenerate. A non-degenerate solution to ©2) corresponds to an isostatic foroe-
carrying contact network, a fact noted and explained In a great m any ways by various
researchers in the eld of granularm aterials {15,186, 17]. W e just m ention these points here
In order to stin ulate Interest am ong the physical comm unity in the very relevant resuls to

be found in the m athem atical program m Ing literature.

VI. RESULTS

W e have applied the random ized LP algorithm to test forthe di erent em m ing categories
In practice. The prim ary ain of this work is not to give exhaustive resuls, but rather to
Introduce a conosptual fram ework and som e algorithm s. Nonetheless, In this section we
present som e sam ple relkevant results for both ordered and disordered periodic packings.

4% Interior-point algorithm s dealbetter w ith unboundedness or infeasibility in this context then the sin plex
algorithm .
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A . Periodic Lattice Packings

Tabk 1 n Ref. [10] gives a classi cation of som e comm on sinple Jattice packings into
m m Ing categories for hard-wallboundary conditions. Tabk i reproduces this for periodic
boundary conditions. Aswe explained in section [T, the results in principle w ill depend on
the num ber of uni cells N . chosen as the orighhalpadking, and also on the unit cell chosen,
so the temm inology \lattice X isY pmm ed" isused loosely here.

Lattice r |L|z |c N . S| N. |Ng

Honeycomb|0:605|Y | 3 (N |(2;1), 1;2)|N| (@;1) | 2

Kagome [0:680|Y| 6N 1;1) N| @;1) | 3
Square |0:785|Y| 4 |N 2;1) N| @;1) |1
Trangular |[0:907|Y | 6 |Y Y 1

Diamond [0:340(Y| 4 [N (1;1;2) |N|(@;1;1)| 2

SC 0:524|Y| 6 |N (1;1;2) |IN|(@;1;1)| 1

BCC 0680(Y | 8|N 1;1;2) [IN|@;1;1)| 1

FCC 0:741|Y |12|Y Y 1

HCP 0:741|Y |12|Y Y 2

Tabl I: Clhssi cation of som e sim pke hthices into jpmm ing categories. W e give the packing (ie.,
covering) fraction ’/ (to three decim al places), the coordination number Z , and the number of
disks/spheres N g per unit cell, an assesan ent of w hether the lattice is locally (L), collectively (C)

or strictly (S) pmmed (Y is pmmed, N isnot amm ed), and the \an allest" num ber of unit cells

N . on which an un-pmm ing m otion exists (illustrated at Ref. R1]).

Tt tums out that in the cases given in Tablke i, the packings we have classi ed as not
collectively or strictly Emm ed w illnot be so forany largeN .. Here we give the an allest N .
forwhich we have found unjfmm ing m otions, and illustrate som e of these .n Figs. § and 9.

M oreover, the packings classi ed as pmmed, in this case being the m axin al density
packings In two dim ensions (triangular) and three dinensions FCP and HCP) willbe so
orany nieN .. We lave justi cation and further discussion of this to Ref. [8]. Here

we Just point out for the curdous that the triangular lattice is not the only strictly pmm ed
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ordered disk packing?’; two other exam plks are shown in Fig. 10 (sse Ref. B)).

B . Periodic Random Packings

W e also tested a sam plk of periodic random packings in two and three din ensions pro—
duced via the Lubachevsky-Stillinger com pression algorithm [11] at di erent com pression
rates. This algorithm offen tends to produce a certain num ber of rattlers, ie., soheres
which are not Jocally emm ed, which we rem ove®® before testing for Fmm ing*’. W e would
like to stress that these are not com prehensive tests, but they do illustrate som e essential
points, and so nstead of giving tables w ith statistics, we give som e representative illustra—
tions. The tolerances for the interparticle gaps (see otnote 22) used were in the range

2 [025;050], and, as explained earlier, the results in som e cases depend on this chosen
tolerance, but not strongly.

A1l random disk (ie., two-dim ensional) packings we tested were not strictly Emm ed.
At the typical LS end states of roughly ’ 082, we generally found that the padkings
were collectively pmmed (wih som e exogptions such as the packing shown in Fi. 11),
although not strictly Bmm ed, as w ith the packing depicted in Fig. 12. However, even at
very high densities (° 0:89) the packings were only collectively amm ed, as illustrated
in Fig. 13. Note that quite di erent properties were observed for the three-din ensional
packings: A ll random sphere (ie., three-dim ensional) packings we tested were strictly (and
thus collkectively) Bmm ed.

47 C onditions for strict om m ing and otherpossibilities for strictly -am m ed tw o-din ensionalperiodic packings
w illbe discussed in Ref. [1§].

48 T the actualLP in plem entation, we freeze and ignore such particles.

49 N otice that checking each sphere for Jocal am m ing using C_l-lj) only once is not enough under this rem oval

schem e. Speci cally, once a rattling sphere is rem oved, thism ay rem ove som e contacts from the packing
and can m ake other spheres not Iocally pmm ed. T herefore, neighbors of rattlers are recycled on a stack
of spheres to be checked for Iocal pm m ing. W e have observed that often, particularly in two-dim ensional
LS packings, all disks can eventually ke rem oved on the basis of just the local pm m ing test starting w ith
only a few percent rattlers.
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VII. DISCUSSION

O ur resuls have in portant in plications for the classi cation of random disk and sohere
packings and suggest a num ber of interesting avenues of nquiry for future Investigations.
Random disk padkings are less welkunderstood then sphere packings. The tendency of
disk packings to \crystalize" (to form ordered, locally dense dom ains) at su ciently high
densities iswellestablished .. Forexam ple, Q uickenden and Tan R5]experin entally estin ated
the packing fraction of the \random close packed" RCP) state to be ’ 083 and found
that the packing fraction could be further increased until the m axinum valuie of’ = 0:906
was achieved forthe trangular lattice packing. By contrast, typical random sphere packings
at’ in the range 063  0:66 cannot be further densi ed.

O ur recent understanding ofthe ilkde ned nature ofrandom closepacking and of pm m ing
categories raises serious questions about previous two-din ensional studies, particularly the
stability of such packings. O ur present study suggests that random disk packings are not
strictly pmmed at ’ 0:83; at best they m ay be collectively pmm ed. O f course, the old
conoept of the RCP state was invalid in that it did not acoount for the am m ing category
of the packing. P revious attem pts to estin ate the packing fraction of the \random loose"
state 8] are even m ore problkm atic, given that this temm is even kesswellde ned then the
RCP state. The best way to categorize random disk packings is to determ Ine them axin ally
random BEmmed M RJ) state (see Ref. [7,]) for each of the three Am m Ing categories (local,
collective and strict) . Such Investigations have been initiated R7]and willbe carried out in
the future.

The identi cation of the M RJ state for strictly pmm ed disk packings is an intriguing
open problem . O n the one hand, we have show n that random packings exist w ith densities In
the viciniy ofthem aximum possbl value (" = =2p 3) that are not strictly pmm ed, and
on the other hand, there is a con ctured achievabl lower bound ’ P 3 =8 corresponding
to the \reinforced" K agom e lattice (see Fig. i10). For random sphere packings, an initial
study undertaken in Ref. 7], using the LP algorithm described in this work, found that
m axin ally disordered random packingsaround ’ 063 were strictly Bmm ed. T his suggests
a close relation between the conventionally acocepted RCP packing fraction and the packing
fraction oftheM R J state for strictly am m ed packings. H owever, it hasbeen shown P7]that

ata xed packing fraction ’ 063 the variation in the order can be substantial and hence
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padcking fraction alone cannot com pltely characterize a random packing. T he conventionally
acoepted RCP packing fraction In two dim ensions m ay be approxin ately close in value to
the packing fraction of the M RJ state for collectively am m ed packings. M uch less cbvious
is what is the M RJ state for collectively pmm ed sphere packings. Finally, a com plktely
unexplored question concems the identi cation of the M RJ state for Iocally pmm ed disk

and sphere packings.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In thiswork we have proposaed, in plem ented, and tested a practicalalgorithm forverifying
pmm ng categories In nite sohere padkings based on linear program m Ing, dem onstrated
its sin plicity and utility, and presented som e representative resuls for ordered lattices and
random packings. Interestingly, the random packings that we tested were strictly pmm ed
In three din ensions, but not In two din ensions. Future applications of the random ized
Iinearprogram m ing algorithm are to be expected. W e w ill further present and explore the
theoretical connections between rigidiy and jpmm ing, kinem atic and static rgidity, rgidity
and energy, rigidity and stability, and nite, periodic and in nite packings in Ref. fi8], and
work isalready underway to provide highly e cient im plam entations ofvarious optin ization

algorithm s for lnear and nonlinear program m ing on lJarge-scale (contact) netw orks.
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IX. FIGURE CAPTIONS

Figure 1: Unamm ing the honeycom b Iattice inside a hard-wall sin ple box container. T he arrow s
In the gures given here show the direction ofm otion of the spheres V. in the lnear unpmm ing
m otion, scaled by som e arbitrary constant to enhance the gure. N .= (3;2) uni cellsm ake this

an all packing.

Figure 2: Unpmm ing the honeycomb hattice. A sub-packing of size N . = (3;3) of an in nie
honeycom b lattice packing is pinned by freezing all neighboring im age disks. A representative
unpmm Ing m otion is shown as a sequence of several fram es between tinest= 0 and t= 1. The
unshaded disks represent the particles in the generating packing P ® ), while the shaded ones are

In age disks that touch one of the original disks.

Figure 3: Unamm ing the K agom e httice. Periodic boundary conditionsareused with N . = (2;2).

Figure 4: Feasiblk displacam ents polyhedron. The gures show three stationary (dark gray) disks
surrounding a m obike disk (light gray). For each of the three stationary disks, we have a nonlinear
In penetrability constraint that excludes the m obilke disk from a disk of radiuusD surrounding each
stationary disk (dark circles). A Iso shown are the lnearized versions of these constraints (dark
lines), which are sin ply tangents to the circles at the point of closest approach, as well as the
region of feasble displacem ents bounded by these lines (shaded gray).

T his region is a polyhedral set, and In the keft gure it isbounded, m eaning that w ithin the A SD
the m obilke disk is ocally pmm ed (trapped) by its three neighbors, while on the left i is
unbounded, show Ing the cone of locally un pm m Ing m otions (escape routes). N otice that w ith the
true nonlinear constraints, the m obile disk can escape the cage of neighbors in both cases,

show Ing that the A SD is not exact. However, it should also be clkar that this is because we have

relatively large interparticle gaps here.

27



Figure 5: Thepacking from Fig. :-f! shown again w ith a num bering of the disks. D ; denotes particlke

iand E jj denotes the contact between the ith and jth particles, ie., the contact fi;jg.

Figure 6: Contact network of a random packing of 100 disks w ith periodic boundary conditions
and = 0:5. Periodic contacts w ith neighboring In age spheres are also shown. A l1disks are locally

Bmm ed w ithin the rather large gap tolerance em ployed.

Figure 7: Exam pk of a httice deform ation. T he above periodic packing (packing 3 in Ref. [_2-_2]) is
collectively am m ed, but not strictly Em m ed. Tt can be continuously sheared tow ard the triangular

lattice by deform ing the lattice In a volum epreserving m anner, as shown here.

Figure 8: Sim pke collkective m echanisn s in the K agom e and honeycom b lattices, respectively. T hese
Jattices are not collectively pm m ed w ith periodic boundary conditions, as the sam ple un gm m ing
m otions periodicwih N .= (1;1) forKagome (left) and N .= (1;2) for honeycomb (right) shown

here illustrate.

Figure 9: Shearing the honeycom b httice. T he honeycom b lattice is not strictly (or collectively)
Bmm ed, and an exam ple of a lattice deform ation wih N .= (1;1) is shown, replicated on several
unit cells to illustrate the shear character of the strailn "= () 1 c.f. C_l-"})]. N ote that only
three (original) spheres are involved in the actual calculation of this unpm m ing m otion, the rest

are in age spheres.

Figure 10: Exam plks of strictly amm ed httices in two dim ensions. The 6=7th lattice (packing
number 2 in Ref. {_2-2] and the last packing In Ref. [g]), left, is cbtained by rem oving every 7th
disk from the triangular lattice. T he reinforoed K agom e lattice, right, is obtained by adding an
extra \row " and \colum n" of disks to the K agom e lattice and thus has the sam e density In the
them odynam ic lim it, nam ely, i has every 4th disk rem oved from the triangular packing (see also

Ref. B)).

Figure 11: A random packing (' = 0:82) of 1000 disks that is not collectively pmm ed, and a

representative periodic unpm m Ing m otion.
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Figure 12: A random packing (" = 0:83) of 1000 disks that is collectively am m ed but not strictly
pmm ed, and a representative un am m ing m otion. Though it is hard to see from this gure, this
is indeed a shearing m otion that induces an ungm m ing m echanisn s. A m ore Insightfil anin ation

can be found at the webpage R1].

Figure 13: A dense (" = 0:89) random packing of 1000 disks that is collectively amm ed but not
strictly pm m ed, and a representative un-pm m ing m otion. O ne can see the grains gliding over each

grain boundary due to the shear, bringing this packing closer to a triangular lattice.

X. FIGURES
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Figure 7: Donev et al

36



37




ReReNeNeNe
Faeh it
aloicligiiclic
SsneResircy
Sgtese

o
S S

Figure 9: Donev et al

38




haonVaritiv ) X XN X
NAVAV.V;
SRRSERSARSERSER)
4 A A A A A
g’?ﬁvgz“ KEOSEIAER). 4 SR XY XY R
(AT TR SN AN AN AN A
56 .vAvAvA\JAAV"“.VAVAVA\lAv NAVANA AN BA AN AN AN AR
TR AR KRR IRIPNISTRA T i i e
B e B s v A ORSICOROORGI0S
‘vxe:e:e:‘!..!e:e;""e:exe:qe:ef.‘.te:e;"‘;ae:ae:z‘! SRR AR ARAT
Y

A7 NANANANL A7 NANANNT \V.V

B TEHAN AR

S T AR LRI
S5

WAV, \A/ V4 \A/
LT T B0 T
PPN XN XN AKX A

NV.VAV.V V.V, VAV V.V V.V V.V, NIV
\VA'aVAaVaA AN ATAAY, \VAAVAAVA A IA'aY) SAAANANADANANANANANL
DGR ORI R A v vend
QI::',“":;“,,’;}:“ XA NV4AV.V,V.V4V.V4V.VAV.,V.V,V.VAV.VAV. V4V
O OBRYARN) JAVAAVAAVAAYAAVAAVAAVAAVA AVAAVAR
AL SRS SILIKLRIN
.A"V"‘

Figure 10: Donev et al

39




L acﬂﬁ R fqﬂrf -

Figure 11: Donev et al

40



Figure 12: Donev et al

41



Figure 13: Donev et al

42



