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A general approach is presented for understanding the stress response function in anisotropic
granular lJayers In two din ensions. T he form alisn accom m odates both classical anisotropic elasticity
theory and linear theories of anisotropic directed force chain networks. Perhaps surprisingly, two—
peak response functions can occur even for classical, anisotropic elastic m aterials, such as trdangular
netw orks of springs w ith di erent sti nesses. In such cases, the peak widths grow lnhearly w ith
the height of the layer, contrary to the di usive spreading found In stress-only’ hyperbolic m odels.
In principle, directed force chain networks can exhiit the two-peak, di usively spreading response
finction of hyperbolic m odels, but allm odels In a particular class studied here are found to be In
the elliptic regin e.

PAC S num bers: 45.70 C ¢ Static sandpiles; granular com paction —83.80 Fg G ranular solids

I. INTRODUCTION

T he stress response of an assem bly of hard, cohesionless grains has been a sub fct of debate
,E,ﬂ,ﬂ]. T he dividing line hasbeen m ostly betw een traditionalapproachesbased on elasticity or
elastoplasticity theory on one hand, and \stress-only" m odels on the otherw hich m ake no reference
to a local deform ation eld but posit tistory-dependent) closure relations between com ponents
of the stress tensor. T he form er leads to elliptic partial di erential equations for the stresses, for
w hich boundary conditions m ust be in posed everyw here on the boundary. In contrast, the latter
approach offen leads to hyperbolic equations E,ﬂ]. T he wave-lke behavior of their solutions has
been at the origin of a proposed physicalm echanism called stress propagation through the bulk
a granular m aterial. In an In nie slab geom etry, it only requires the speci cation of boundary
conditions on the \top" surface. A fam ily of (linear) closure relations have been shown to account
for the pressure dip undemeath the apex of a sandpilk and stresses in silos E, E]. A temative
explanations based on elastoplasticity are found in E].

T he phenom enological stress-only’ closure relations follow from plausble sym m etry argum ents,
and can be seen asthe coarsegrained version of localprobabilistic rules for stress transfer ]. How—
ever, these relations lack a detailed m icroscopic derivation that would allow one both to understand
their range of validity and to com pute the phenom enological param eters from the statistical prop—
erties of the packing, exocept in the case of frictionless grains. In fact, a system of frictionless
polydisperse spheres is shown to be isostatic ﬂ, E, E, m], ie. the number of unknown forces is
equal to the num ber of equations form echanicalequilbrium . If an isostatic system is su ciently
anisotropic, a linear closure relation between stresses can be derived El]. Further attem pts to
obtain the m issing equation for stresses from a m icroscopic approach for di erent packings are
presented In El, E], but these are still som ewhat Inconclisive. In particular, in the case of a
com pletely isotropic packing, none of the hom ogeneous linear closure relations is com patble w ith
the rotationalsym m etry. T he idea of Yrains’ (in them etallurgical sense) and packing defectsm ust
be introduced to restore the large scale sym m etry.

In order to understand stress distrdbbution on a m ore findam ental level, we have introduced the
m esoscopic concept of the directed force chain network (dfcn) E,EJ, which ism otivated by the
experim ental evidence for Jlam entary force chains in a w ide variety of system S.E]. The \doubl
Y " m odel has been developed to describe such networks based on sin ple rules for the splitting
and m erging of straight force chains. Thism odel leads to a non-linear B olzm ann equation for the
probability P (£;1;r) of nding a oroe chain at the spatialpoint r w ith intensity £ in the direction
n.
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In a st paper E], chain merging Which produces the non-lnear tem s in the Bolzm ann
equation) was neglected. An isotropic splitting rule was assum ed, corresponding to strongly dis—
ordered isotropic granular packings. A pseudo-elastic theory for the stress tensor was derived in
which the role of the displacem ent eld isplayed by a vector eld J (r) = hifi that represents the
coarse-grained or ensem ble averaged force chain direction. A relation between @;J4 and the stress
tensor exists that is form ally equivalent to an isotropic stress—strain relation. T he resulting elliptic
equations yield a response function w ith a unique (pseudo-elastic) peak, as observed experin en—
tally in strongly disordered packings m,lﬁ]. Further study showed, how ever, that the non-linear
term s In the Boltzm ann equation contain essential physics and cannot be neglected. ﬂ] In fact,
for an exactly solvable m odel w ith 6 discrete directions for force chains, it was und that the
elliptic (pseudo-elastic) behavior of the response function is lin ited to sm all depths, and that at
su clently large depths a crossover occurs to an hyperbolic response { two G aussian peaks that
propagate aw ay and broaden di usively. W hether thisbehavior is speci ¢ to them odelw ith 6 dis-
crete directions is a sub ct of current study, and the elliptic or hyperbolic nature of the linearized
response around the fi1ll solution of the nonlinear B oltzm ann equation is an open question.

Follow Ing a di erent route, G oldenberg and G oldhirsch E] have recently noted that a tw opeak
regponse function can be found in classical anisotropic balland-springm odels. G ay and da Silveira
E] have furthemm ore given som e argum ents for the relevance of anisotropic elasticity for the large
scale description of granular assem blies of com pressble grains that can locally rotate. The two-—
peak nature ofthe response finction is therefore not, n itself a signature ofhyperbolicity, but m ay
occur in elliptic system sthat are su ciently anisotropic. T he unam biguous signature ofhyperbolic
response lies in the scaling ofthe peak w idthsw ith depth, which is linear in generic elliptic system s
but di usive (proportionalto the square root ofdepth) in generic hyperbolic system s. In the linear
pseudo-elasticity theordes discussed below , the di usive spreading in hyperbolic system s is not
captured; the peaks appear as delta fiinctions that do not spread at all. D eviations from elasticity
on am all scales and their possible relation w ith granularm edia were also discussed In ].

The ain of this paper is to give a uni ed account of the shape of the response function for
anisotropic system s described either by standard elasticity theory or the pseudo-elastic theory that
em erges from an approxin ate linear treatm ent of directed force netw orks. T hough there are open
questions conceming the selfconsistency of the latter, there do appear to be som e contexts in
w hich the equations of the pseudo-elasticity theory hold, and they m ay be especially relevant for
system s of interm ediate depth (large com pared to the disorder length scale but not much larger
than the persistence length of force chains).

Very recently, the response functions of tw o-din ensional granular layers sub jcted to shear have
been determ ined experim entally E]. U nder shear, an anisotropic texture appears and force chains
are preferably ordented along an anglk of 45 degrees. W ithin the (pseudo)-elasticity fram ework
presented below , this providesm otivation for studying m aterials characterized by a selected global
direction N .

T he paper is organized as follow s. In section 2 a generalm athem atical fram ew ork for calculating
stress response functions In anisotropicm aterials. Them ain resuls of the paper are then summ a—
rized in a bhase-diagram ’ indicating w here bnepeak’ or two—peak’ response finctions can appear
In param eter space. In section 3, we com pute the analytic form of the response function for the
various phases and show a num ber of exam ples of the variety of shapes that are possible, includ—
Ing a brief comm ent on relation to experim entalwork. In section 4, we show how the form alian
applies to the exam ple of a triangular balland-soring netw ork, indicating how spring sti nesses
m ust be chosen to access all possible regions of the general param eter space. In section 5, a linear
anisotropic pseudo-elastic theory is derived from an anisotropic linear directed force chain netw ork
m odel and it is shown that this class ofm odels alw ays lies in the elliptic regin e. A conclusion is
given in section 6. A Igebraic details of several calculations are presented in A ppendices.

II. ANISOTROPIC ELASTICITY AND SUMMARY OF OUR RESULTS

A . Generalequations for 2D system s w ith arbitrary
anisotropy

In the follow ing, we present a general fram ew ork that covers both classical linear anisotropic
elasticity theory ﬂ] and a generally anisotropic \pseudo-elasticity" theory, that appears w thin
a linearized treatm ent of directed force chain networks (see section 7). T he large scale equations



that can be derived in these two approaches are fom ally identical, although the \pssudo-strain"
has a geom etricm eaning di erent from the usualstrain tensor. For sin plicity, we w ill restrict the
discussion to two-din ensional system s.

T he m ost general linear relation between the stress tensor and a symm etric tensor form ed
from the gradients ofa vector eld u is

5= ijk1Uk1; 1)

where ;; denotes a com ponent of the stress tensor, ujj % (@4u; + Qjus), and summ ation over
repeated indices is In plied. In the classical linear theory of elasticity, the vector u; is the displace—
ment eld describing the physical deform ation of a continuous m edium . For usual elastic bodies,
the antisym m etric com bination @5u; @;uy correspondsto a Jocalrotation ofthem aterdal, which is
not allowed here. For granularm aterials, on the other hand, grainsm ight locally rotate due to the
presence of friction. This extension which suggests a continuum description in termm s of C osserat
elasticity was recently discussed in E]. T he absence of intemal torques requires that the stress
tensorisalso symm etric. The coe cients ijx1 arem aterdalconstantsand form the elasticm odulus
tensor. The Indices i;j;k;1lare equalto x;z where for Jater purposes x is to be considered as the
horizontal coordinate and z a vertical coordinate pointing dow nward.
Symm etry of both the stress and the strain tensor Inply a pem utation symm etry w ithin the
rst and second pair of indices for ;4x1, ie.
k1S 31T ik T 3ik ¢ @)
M aterials w hose behavior ism odeled only in term s of equation [) w ithout any reference to a firee
energy functionalare characterized by an elasticm odulis tensorthat need not have any sym m etries
other than equation [). They are called hypoelastic’ when u;; corresponds to a realstrain tensor
E]. In hyperelasticm aterials, on the other hand, the existence of quadratic free energy functional
1

F = > i3k 1UijUk1 3)

gives an additional sym m etry under exchange of the st and second pair of indices, ie.
ijkl =  klij* 4)
In the \pseudo-elasticity" theory, the vectoru; w illbe a novelgeom etric quantity (seebelow ), and
the resulting tensor u;y w illbe called a pseudo-elastic strain tensor. T his tensor is still sym m etric,

as explained 1 section [, but the above additional sym m etry is n generalnot present.
W e w ish to construct general solutions of the equilbrium equations

@j_ ij = 0: (5)

In order to close the problem for the stress tensor, a supplem entary condition is needed which is
the condition of com patibility,

@guxx + @iuzz 20@x Q@ uy, = 0; (©)

resulting sin ply from the fact that the tensor u;; isbuilt w ith the derivatives ofa vectoru;. This
relation does not depend on a speci ¢ interpretation of the tensor in temm s of real deform ations.

The entries of the stress and strain tensors can be arranged in vector form , ie. =
( xx7 227 xz)t and U = (Uyxyx;Uzz;Uxz)T , giving a m atrix representation of the elastic m odulus
tensor,

= U; (7)
where
0 1
XxXX  xX2zZ 2 XXXz
=@ ZZXX 222z 2 zzxz A 8)
XZXX XZZZ 2 XZXZ

The factors of 2 are due to the symm etry under exchange of the last 2 indices of ;41 and ug;.
Now, we want to express the com patbility relation in termm s of the stress tensor, so we need to
expressU In tem sof , ie.

U=B ; )



whereB = Bij) = 1 . Then equation [@) for an anisotropicm edium is rew ritten as ollow s
Blj@z2 3+ sz@i 3 2B3j@x@z 3= 0: (10)

For an isotropicmedim ,Bi; = By, Bo1 = Biy, B3 = Bz = 0, ori= 1;2, thus the equation
reducesto ( xx + zz)= 0.

In the Hllow ing, we will ook for solutions of the orm ;5 / "%, Tn this case, equation
[[d), together w ith the conditions of m echanicalequilibrium [H), can be rew ritten in m atrix orm :

A@!) = 0: 1)

A non-trivialsolution occurs ifdet @ (g;!)) = 0, which leadsto a certain dispersion reltion ofthe
form ! (@) = X gwhere X obeys the ollow iIng equation:

B B + 2B 2B + B + B B + 2B
22 23 2, 33 21 12 2 13 31,03
B1a B1a B1a B1a

+x%=0: (12)

D gpending on whether the roots X are realor com plx, the regoonse fiinction w illbe qualitatively
di erent:

Com plex roots, corresponding to elliptic equations for the stress, appear w ithin the classical
theory ofanisotropic elasticity. T he fact that the rootsare com plex follow s from the positivity
of the free energy R41.

Purely realroots can occur in the context of directed force chain netw orks considered below .
T he existence of at least one purely real root of the dispersion relation classi es the problem
at hand as hyperbolic m].

B. The case ofuniaxial sym m etry

Let us consider the case of uniaxial anisotropy and choose x and z to be along the principal
axes of anisotropy. Then only ;51 wih even numbers of equal indices is nonzero. Due to the
symmetry [) of ijx1, this leaves one in generalw ith 5 di erent constants. The m atrix  takes
the fom

0 1
aco

=8 pboA: 13)
00d

W e denote it w ith a dagger to Indicate that it corresponds to a m aterialw ith a vertical uniaxial
symm etry. An altemative param etrization of , standard in elasticity theory, is

0 1
1 E« Ex 0
vy = — xEz Eg 0 A; 14)
Loxz 0 0 @ 4.6

whereE;, and G are the Young and shearm oduli respectively, and ,;, the P oisson ratios. N ote
that the present form inclides a linear elasticity theory without a free energy functional. The
classical theory is recovered w ith the extra symm etry = c. nthiscass,E4,E,, x and , are
not independent, satisfying the relation g—x = —=. Together wih G, we are thus left with four
Independent constants.

In classicalelasticity theory for a uniaxial system , the stress-strain relation is derivable from an

energy density of the form
auZ, + bu?, + 2CU,,u,, + 2duZ, ; 15)

T he m aterial described is stable under deform ations if and only if F is positive de nite for any
strain, which requires

a>0; b>0; d>0; and ab & > 0: (16)



O r, equivalently,
x z<1l; Ex>0; E,>0; and G > O: a7

An elasticm aterialthat is pem itted to reversbly deform m ust obey these constraints, but they do
not apply to m aterdals for which there is no welkde ned free energy quadratic in the strains. W e
soeak of such m aterials as being described by coe cients that lie outside the \classical stability"
range.

T he com patibility condition [@) expressed in term s of the stress tensor reads:

det
02 . @2 ,, 82 L+ al? ,, 2= 60 5= 0 18)

C ombining this relation w ith the two equilbrium conditions of equation [@),

@z 22+ Q@x xz = 05 19)
@ xzt @ xx = 05 (20)

we obtain, for any one of the com ponents of the stress tensor:
@+t + 2re2R? i = 0; @1)

w here the coe cients t and r are given by

a E
t= —= X;
b E,
ab o ide+d 1 2
r = = =-E, — — = : ©2)
bd 2 G E, E,

E xpanding the stresses in Fourier m odes, it is easy to see that the solutions of the equations
A are of the om

Z

+1 X
22 = dg ax (@e T T, @3)
1 K
Z +1 X
xz = Cxgz dq ag (q)xkeiqx+iquZ; (24)
1
Z +1 Xk
wx = Cuxt  dg ax @X T X, (25)

1 x

where C,, and C,, are constants. From equation [ZIl) we see that the X are the roots of the
follow ing quartic equation

X4+ 2rX %+ t= 0; (26)

a special case of equation [[J). T here are our solutions:

gq
X = r rr ot 27)

Hence the index k runs from 1 to 4. T he four functions ax (@) and the constantsCyy; and C,, must
be determ ined by the boundary conditions, as shown in section and Appendix B .

W e seethat only two com binations, r and t, ofthe 5 elastic constantsw illdeterm ine the structure
of the response fiinction in anisotropic m aterdals.

C. M ain results of this paper

W e show in gure[ll the various bhases’ in the r-t plane corresponding to di erent shapes ofthe
response fiinction, as obtained from the calculation presented in section [I below .
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FIG.1l: (r;t) phase diagram characterizing the qualitative nature of the stress pro les. T he shaded region
corresponds to hyperbolic and \m ixed" equations for stresses w hereas the unshaded region allow s for elliptic
equations. T he hyperbolic region isbounded above by the line t= ?, separating it from the elliptic region.
In the elliptic region, a doubl peak stress pro le is found in the whole region r < 0. The solid and dashed
straight lines are the trajctories for the triangular spring network studied in section [¥], for horizontal
and vertical orientation of one of the springs, respectively. T he sym bols correspond to the solutions of the
anisotropic linear dfcn m odel for various values of the anisotropic scattering param eter p, see section [Z1.

The Inet= r?, orr < 0, separates the hyperbolic and the elliptic regions. Fort> r* (region
I), the above roots X y are com plex and we w rite:

X1= X4= i; (28)
X2= X3= i; (29)
2

where and arepositive realnumbers. W hen t< r
roots X y are purely in agihary and one has:

, r> 0 (region II), one the other hand, the

X1= Xg= 11; (30)
Xp= X3= 1; (31)

where ;1 and , are positive realnum bers.

N ote that the isotropic lim it corresponds to the point r= 1;t= 1. Aswe show in detail in
section [[, the elliptic region contains a subregion r < 0, t> r?, where the response fiinction has
a two peak structure with peak widths grow ing lnearly w ith depth. A s one approaches the line
t= r?, the two peaks becom e narrower and narrower, nally becom ing two delra-fiinction peaks
exactly on the transition line. Below the transition, there is a hyperbolic regim e (region IIT In

qure[ll) where the response consists of four delta—-fiinction peaks.

T he param eter range t < 0, labeled \m ixed" in gure[ll, gives rise to a third type of behavior
of the response function due to the fact that there are two real roots and two im agihary roots.
Tt may only appear in the non-stable pseudo-elastic case, and gives superposition of a hyperbolic
two delta peak response function and a singlepeka classically elastic regoonse function. For the
particularm odel for the D FCN discussed below , the range t < 0 does not occur. Hence this case
is not pursued any further here.

W e discuss below som e particular tra fctories in the r-tplane (see sections[]l and ). O ne cor-
responds to sin ple, anisotropic, triangular netw orks of springs, that lead on large scalesto classical
anisotropic elasticity w ith param eters on the plain and dotted straight lines, corresponding to two
orientations of the lattice (see gure[ld). Both trafctories m eet at the point (1;1) corresponding
to an isotropicm ediuim where all sorings have the sam e sti ness. M oreover, both tra ectories cross
the region r < 0 and thus allow for two peak response fiinctions. Inclusion of threebody forces
pem its spring networks w ith (r;t) anywhere in region I or II (see section []).



W e have also com puted r and t for the linear dfcn m odel, for a particular m odel for scattering
where the degree of anisotropy is tuned I temn s of a param eterp (see section{Zl). The resuls are
shown as symbols, and appear to always lie In the ellptic region. A s In the soring netw orks, for
su ciently anisotropic scattering, one enters the region r < 0 w here the response fiinction hastwo
peaks.

In two classical papers @], G reen et al. have treated the stress distrdbbution inside plates w ith
tw o directions of sym m etry w ith right angles to each other . T he solutions are param etrized, apart
from boundary conditions, byp 1; 2 (ot to %e confiised with ; Introduced above) which are
related to the set ri;tby + ¥ t=bt); r’ t=t). The authors assum e their param eters

1; 2 tobe always realand positive, based on em pirical ts of elastic constants for tin bers such
as oak and spruce. T his choice corresponds to region IIin gurelll. C onsequently, the possibility of
region Iand ITTbehavior, and particularly the appearance ofa double peak response fora classically
elastic m aterial, is not discussed in @]. M oreover, their analysis considers the response in the
case where the boundaries and the directions of sym m etry are either parallel or perpendicular to
each other, w hereas the present discussion —see In particular section TITB —treats a m ore general
case. T he response functions for region IT, as com puted in the present work, could in principle be
reconstructed from the results of @].

III. SHAPE OF THE RESPONSE FUNCTION

A fterhaving discussed the general fram ew ork ofanisotropic elasticity and the particular exam ple
oftw o-dim ensionalsystem sw ith uniaxialsym m etry, wenow tum to the actualshape ofthe response
function in such m aterials. W e w ill calculate the response of an elastic or pseudo-elastic slab of
In nite horizontal extent to a localized force applied at the top surface. W e shall consider the
case of a sem In nite system with a force applied at a sihglk point on is surface, for which
com plete analytical solutions can be obtained. M ore general situations ( nie spatial extension of
the overload, nite thickness ofthe slab with a rough or am ooth bottom , ...) should be considered
to obtain quantitative ts of experim ental E,E] and num erical data. Still, two angls are keft
free: the angle ( that the applied oroem akes w ith the vertical, and the orientation angle ofthe
anisotropy w ith the vertical.

A . Vertical anisotropy

W e are Interested in the response ofa sam =n nite system to a localized force at its top surface
z = 0. W e suppose that this force is of am plitude Fy and m akes an angle ( wih the vertical
direction, as shown in qure[d.

T he corresponding stresses at z = 0 are then

zz = FooOS o (X); (32)
Xz FO sin 0 (X)Z (33)
5

Z., %

FIG . 2: Force at the top surface.
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FIG .3: Region I:Rescalkd stress pro les for several directions ( of the applied force and several values
ofr,with t= 2. In each pane], the thick solid line is orr= 13, the thick dashed line isforr= 07,
and the thin solid line is forr= 02, and the thin dashed line is forr= 05. r > 0 is the condition to
have a single peaked pro ke for o = 0.

To obtain the resuls describbed below , we m ake use of the dentity
Z +1
()= = dqET+e™); (34)
0

and in pose the boundary condition by identifying the coe cients ofe ¥ in the equations BAEJ)
and P3)-E2A) at z= 0.Note that ., (z= 0) is not detemm ined by the boundary conditions.

Whenz! +1 ,weexpectall stressesto decay to zero. It tums out that this is a selfconsistent
condition as long as the system is energetically stable, but cannot be im posed in the unstable
regin e. The reader Interested in a m ore detailed derivation of the follow ing results can consul
appendix B .

Region I (elliptic): t> r?

Since we want all the stresses to vanish at lJarge depth, the functions a; and a, in [Z3)-23) must
be zero org> 0, and a3z and a; must vanish forg< 0. In addition, Cx, and Cy, must allvanish.
Furthem ore, because the stresses are real quantities, a; ( Q) = a; (@ andax ( 9 = a, @) .

T he boundary conditions at z = 0 then Inply

Fo

az = 4—[( i)ocos o s ol; (35)



Fo , .
a4=4—[(+1)oos ot sin o]: (36)

Since the coe cients a 3 and a; are independent of g, the integrals in equations 23)-P3) are
straightforw ardly carried out, yielding

Fo 4z%zcos o( 2+ 2)+ xsin ]

z T o [ 2 2)z2+ xX2FP+ R z 2P ’ 87
X
xz — T zz7 (38)
Z
x 2
xx = - zz + (39)
Z

T he latter two results ©llow directly from the cbservation that the integrals in equations [24) and
23) can be expressed sinply as convolutions of ,, (@) wih the Fourier transfom s of x=z and
x%=7?, respectively. In the linit ! 0 @which correspondsto r? t! 0)and ! 1,we recover
the fam iliar isotropic form ulas ﬂ].

Figure @ show s the response for our di erent choices of the param eter r and a xed t, each
being shown for three choices of (. Note that ,, has a m ore pronounced doublepeak structure
for increasingly negative r. For o = 0, the condition for having a double peak is @f .z x=0)> 0,
which occurswhen 2 < 2, orequivalently r < 0. In tem s of the Young and shear m oduli and
the P oisson ratios, this oondjijor};jcan be express%dis G > Ex= x = E,= ,. The positions of the
peaksare then given by x = z 2 2=z ¥ From the curvature at the m axin um , one
can de ne a width w ofthese peaks which reads:

1 P t 2
—p—27= Pp——7z: 40)

2 2 2 23:]

N’-(F

T hus the peaks becom e sharper and sharper as one approaches the hyperbolic 1im it t= r?.

A very In portant point is that the response pro les scale w ith the reduced variable x=z when
m ultiplied by the height z. Thism eans that, when thepro l isdouble peaked, these two peaksget
larger In the sam e way that they get away from each other. Such a response cannot therefore be
seen as an hyperboliclike’ signature, for which the peak w idth com pared to the distance betw een
the peaks goes to zero at large depth. However, in the lin it where t ! r?, the w idth of the peak
vanishes a the response becom es truly hyperbolic.

Region IT (elliptic): t< r?, r> 0

Again, we only keep the functions a; and a, forg< 0, and a3z and a5 org> 0. Thistine,
the fact that stresses are real quantities requires a;, ( q) = az (@) and a, ( Q) = a3z (@) . A siniar
analysis to the above yields

Fo 2(1+ 2)22[1 2Z COS 0+XSj1'1 o]

zz T A 2 2 2 > ; 41)
2 [(( 12)*+ x*][( 22)% + x°]
X

xz — T zz7 42)
V4
x 2

xx = - zz + (43)
Z

For 1 = , =1 (agailh ¥ t= 0), we recover the isotropic ormula. In this case, however,

when o = 0, ,, alvays presents a single peak, see gure . Depending on the values of ;
and , the pro ls can be broader or narrow er than the isotropic response, as has been observed
experim entally on, respectively, dense and loose packings ﬂ].

1. Region III (hyperolic): t< r?, r< 0

In this case, all the roots X x are real, and the response function is the sum of our peaks,
at positions x = X yz. T he appearance of four peaks is di erent from previous hyperbolic m odels
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FIG . 4: Region II. Stress pro l for di erent cases. The solid thick line isfort= 1 and r= 1 (isotropic
case), the thick dashed line is fort= 1 and r= 2:25, and the solid thin line is fort= 2 and r= 13:5.

E, ﬂ] giving two peaks In which case the closure relation for the stresses is linear, whereas here
the closure is achieved by a 4th order partialdi erential equation, Eq.Jl). T he our peaksm erge
into two peaks exactly on the hyperbolicelliptic boundary t = r?. The reason why previous
hyperbolic m odels E,E] work so well could be that granular system such as sandpiles are close to
the hyperbolicelliptic boundary (see also section IV B for further rem arks). Inside region III, the
fact that all roots are real excludes the possibility to require stresses to vanish for large z. This
Jeads to a situation where there are m ore constants of integration than boundary conditions.

One may advance on the analytical form of response fiinctions using physical argum ents as
llows. Let us rst rew rite the equation for stresses 21l), as ollow s

@ deHE: Ffe}) =0 (44)

w here

= r ? ot 45)

lrading to ¢ 0. The constants c¢ are just the our realroots X y m entioned above. Instead of
solving the equation above, we consider special solutions i3 ofthe llow ing PDE,

@ el ,=0; 46)

which autom atically satisfy equation [44). B oth equations can be solved for the boundary condi-
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tions [EJ) and [E3), giving the solutions

Fo Sjno Sjl’lo
= 5 @S . x+c z)+ cos o+ ® cz) ; @Tr)
F
XZZEO( E cos sh o] ®K+c z)+ & cos o+ s o] & ¢ 2)); (48)
= F—zo(c  cos ¢ s o] ®+c z)+c [ cos o+ sh o] & ¢ z)): 49)

B efore constructing a general solution from
solutions ~;5 satisfying

let us ram ark that there are In principle additional

ijr

@ Q)= (50)

ij
H o‘g?ver, these solutions are not nite as they involve divergences arising from integrals such
as | dqoos(qu)=q . Therefore, we conclude that a general solution of equation E4) may be

constructed as

H=ar yta gl (51)
Tt should satisfy the boundary conditions [3J) and [E3) which yield a relation
a, +a = 1: (52)

The coe cientsa; anda = 1 a; are relative weights which indicate how the applied load is
shared betw een the tw o sets of force chains characterized by ¢ . A sthere isno physicalm echanian
Introduced a priori which prefers one set of force chains to the other, we are keft with one free
param eter, say a; , for the response function ;5. The ambiguity on the value of a; could be
resolved by considering eg. a m icroscopic m odel that leads to equation [44).

In gure[d, the propagation of the applied force along the characteristics is shown. Note that
the sign of ,, may change along a certain characteristic if cos | shoo ¢ 0 (see qure[F-()).

[e}

B . A nisotropy at an angle

W e now , ©or com pleteness, generalize the results of the previous subsections to the case where
the direction ofthe anisotropy m akes an arbitrary angle w ih the vertical. (T he previous section
corresponds to = 0). This situation m ay be relevant for system s that are initially sheared as in
the experin ents of Geng et al. E], or prepared In a way which breaks the symm etry x $ X.
W e restrict the discussion to regions I and IT (the com putation for region ITT can be carried out In
a sin ilar fashion).

The equivalent of the relation [@) involves now a m atrix which is related to , of equation
D by

=Q yQ 7 (53)
where Q is the rotation m atrix
0 1
cog sin? 2sin  cos
0=08 sin? cos +2sih cos A : (54)
sih  cos sih cos oof sin?

T he di erentialequation on the stress com ponents that is deduced from the com patibility condi-
tion and stress-strain relations is now m uch m ore com plicated, but the corregponding roots of the
fourth order polynom ial that appear when looking at Fourier m odes can still be calculated from
the X y solutions of 28). They read

Xy tan
Yy = ——; k= 1;:::;4: (55)
1+ X tan
T he sam em ethod as above { see also Appendix B { can then be applied to nd the stress response
functions for a localized overload at the top surface of the m aterial. Note that the m aterial
properties are still determ ined by the X  associated with . In particular, w hether the response
is elliptic or hyperbolic cannot depend on . In the follow ing, regions I and IT are de ned w ith
regoect to X ¢ as above.
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FIG .5: Region III.The stresspro e isa sum of four delta functions. The characteristics x = ¢ z along
which the applied load is propagated are shown. Param etersarer= 10, t= 075 givingc, = 15 (solid

Iines) and ¢ = 0:5 (dashed lines). T he delta functions are indicated by cartoons. @) o= 0, o) o= =4.
Region I
The X are of the om i, see (E8E9). The corresponding Yy can be constructed w ith
the follow ing quantities
1+ tan? )
A = ; (56)
1+ tan )2+ (tan )?2
@ tan? )+tan (%+ 2 1)
B = ; 57)
1+ tan )2+ ( tan )?2
1+ tan?
1 tan )2+ (tan )?
1  tan? tan ( %+ 2 1
BO — ( ) ( ): (59)
a tan )2+ (tan )2
T he sam e boundary conditions { see gure[d { lead to
Fo 222 . 0
2y = — fxsin @ + A°) (60)

2 [+ Bz)2+ @z)2]x B%)2+ @%)?2]
+zcoos oBA°A + A+ AB%+ AB?]+ Koos o+ zsin o1& ABO)
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FIG . 6: Region I.Response pro les for di erent valies of the anisotropy angle ,butwih a xed valie
for the ordentation of the applied force: o = 0. The graph (@) isfort= 06 and r= 02, whilke () has
been obtained fort= 0% and r= 02. Note that for the three an allest > 0 the response is stronger In
the negative x region.

w2 and 4y are related to ,, by the usual factors of x=z and (x=z)? respectively.

Figures[d and [ show the pressure response pro ke as di erent param eters are varied. In  gure
the applied force is kept vertical (o = 0), and is varied from 0 to =4. Interestingly, the
initially double peaked pro ke ( gure[@-(a)) is progressively deform ed in such a way that the left
peak gets m ore pronounced, until the rem aining single peak m oves to the right for = =4. This
behavior m ight be counter-ntuitive for am aller , because a positive value of m eans that the
m ain direction of the anisotropy is ordented to the right. However, it can be understood w ithin
the balland-spring m odel of section [[], w here the k; springs are horizontal. R otating to the right
the two sti directions k, em erging from a balldow nwardsbrings the left one closer to the vertical
direction, which therefore gets a larger fraction ofthe overload. C ontinuing past = =6,however,
the sti er sorings form lines that slope dow nw ard to the right. Since they continue to supportm ost
of the load, the single peak is shifted to the right. T his behavior holds also for the single peaked
pro lksof qure[@-b).

The second series of plots { gure[d { is for the case where the applied force is exactly in the
direction of the anisotropy (g = ). The corresponding curves are qualitatively sin ilar to those
of Figure[d. The direction of the force in posed at the top does not change the general shape

(anisotropic double or single peak) except for the fact that a negative pressure zone evolves for

large negative x.
The value of0% Hrtused in the gures@ and[dism otivated by experin ental ndings 28]. The
response finction shown in qure@-() ©r = =4 is at least qualitatively consistent w ith the

response fiinctions m easured In 1.

Region IT
In region I, where X, = X4 = 131 andX,= Xj3= 1 ,,the expressions of the corre—
soonding Yy involve the quantities
1+ tan?®
Al = ¥; (61)
1+ ( 1tar1 )2
tan (¢ 1
B, = #; 62)
1+ ( ;tan )2
1+ tan?
p, - _2dran ). 63)
1+ ( ztarl )2
tan (2 1
B, = (z 1) (64)

1+ ( ,tan )2’
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FIG . 8: Region II.Response pro ls for di erent values of the anisotropy angle ,butwith a xed valie
for the ordentation of the applied force: ¢ = 0. The graph @) isnow fort= 2 and r= 15, whilk (©) has
been obtained fort= 0% and r= 0:8. This tin ¢, the response peak can be m oved to the right or to the
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the pressure response having the fom

~ Fo 222 .
T 2 Tt B2t Billlat Baat @z non 0BT A (63)

+zcos gA{1A, A1+ Ajy)+ A1B§+ A2B12_]+ kocos g+ zsin (J@2B1+ A1By) :

Zz

A gain, the expressions of 4, and 4y are not shown, but can be deduced as usual from that of

The Figqures[d and[@ show the response pro le for di erent values of the param eters. D epending
on these param eters, the response peak can bem oved to the right orto the left w ith positive values
of .
P lease note that the response function shown gqure[B-) or = =4 also agrees qualita—
tively w ith the experin ental ndings in E]. A m ore detailed analysis of their results is certainly
worthw hile, also in order to possibly decide whether region I or IT behavior applies for a sheared
tw o-din ensional layer w here the angle of the preferred orientation of force chains coincides w ith

= =4,
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FIG .10: Network of springs of sti ness k; and ks .

IV. TRIANGULAR SPRING NETW ORKSAND ANISOTROPIC ELASTICITY
A . Triangular spring netw orks

To illustrate the previous calculations, it m ay be usefiil to construct a balland-sporing m odel
w ith a tunable param eter that allow s us to obtain di erent relative values of a, b, ¢, and d above.
Here we consider a triangular lattice of balls w ith springs connecting all nearest-neighbor pairs.
The lattice m ay be ordiented in either of the two ways shown in gure[Id, and the springs have
sti nesses k1 or k; as shown for the two cases. A 1l sorings lying along a given direction have the
sam e sti ness. W e take the equilbrium lengths of all springs to be unity.

In either ordentation, the system has re ection sym m etry under x ! x and z ! z, but not
under rotations; it is described by an anisotropic stress-strain relation ofthe form of . W e deter-
m Ine the elastic coe cients by w riting down the energy directly for a hom ogeneous deform ation.
N ote that the balls form a B ravais lattice, and hence that their displacem ents for a given average
strain u;; are sin ply given by ujsry, where r is the equilbbrium position of the ball. T he energy
density can easily be obtained by summ Ing the energies of the three springs linking the ball at
(O;O)pto its neighbors along di erent lattice directions and dividing by the area of the uni cell,
A= 3=2.

H orizontal orientation of the k; -springs
For the case where the k; -soring is horizontal, we nd for the energy density:

1
F = Ten @ky + ko)uZ, + 9kyuZ, + 6KoUyxUy, + 3Ky (Uyy + Upy)? 5 (66)
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which corresponds to a matrix  with the follow ing coe cients:

8k, + k.

a = 172; 67)

8A

9k,

b= —; (68)
8A
3ko

c= —; (69)
8A
ok,

d= —: (70)
8A

W ithout loss of generality, we rescale all sti nesses by a factor 8A =k, and let k;=k, be denoted k.
The coe cients r and t of equation (B8) are then given by

1+ 8k 1)
9 4

4 1 02)
r= ;
3

which givesr? t= 1ffk(k 1). W em ay elin inate k from these two equationsto ocbtain a tra fctory
n (rt) space:

t= ; (73)

shown as the plain line n qure[l.
Thus, k < 1 (weak horizontal springs) corresponds to region I above w ith (see equation [28)):

P
4k 1+ 8k+ 1 ; (74)

ol ol

p
1 4k+ 8k+ 1 : (75)

A s m entioned above, the condition for a doublepeaked ., pro ke isr < 0. Hence the single-
peaked shape of ,, x) becom es doublepeaked when k < 1=4, ie. when the horizontal springs are
substantially softer than the others.

Fork > 1, on the other hand, we are in region ITw ith (see equation [30)):

2 P—
2 4 1+4 kk 1) ; (76)

Wl Wl

2 P—
2= 24 1 4 kk 1) : a7

The ., pro ke isalwaysa single peaked when the horizontal springs are sti er than the others.

Vertical orientation of the k; -springs

For the case where the k; -spring is vertical, we get a matrix , where the coe cients a and b
have been swapped from the horizontal case, ie. w ith the follow Ing coe clents:

9k
a = —2; 78)
8A
8k, + k
b = 1 2; (79)
8A
3k
c= =2 80)
8A
6k,
d= —2. @1)

8A
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FIG .1l: Variables associated w ith threebody bond-bending interaction.

A gain, we rescale the sti nesses and ket k = k;=k,, thistine nding

9
t= ; (82)
1+ 8k
34k 1)
r= ————; 83)
1+ 8k

which gives ¥ t= % . A sbefre, k m ay be elin nated to obtain the tra fctory in (r;t)
space:

t= 2r+ 3; (84)

now corresponding to the dotted line n  gure[l.
Fork < 1,weare In region Iw ih

5 9%
= H (85)
1+ 8k
310 k
2 . 30 9, 86)
1+ 8k
A gain, the single peaked shape ofthe ,, pro le becom es doubl peaked when k < 1=4.
Fork> 1,wehaver’ t> 0andwe are in region II, w ith
2 = 3 4k 1+ 4pk(k 1) 87)
! 1+ 8k
Z = 3 4k 1 4pk(k 1) 88)
z 1+ 8k

T hreebody (tond-bending) interactions

For the soring netw orks discussed above, the P oisson ratios are not both adjustable sim ultane-
ously. For the horizontal ordentation of k; springs, y = c=a is always 1=3, whilk for the vertical
orientation , = cbisalways1=3. In order to have a balland-soringm odelon a B ravais lJattice in
which all elastic param eters can be varied independently, i is necessary to introduce threebody
Interactions. A straightforw ard way of doing this is to assum e an energy cost forbond angles that
dier from 60 .

For sin plicity, we present an analysis only of the case where the triangular lattice is ordented
so that the k; sorings are horizontal. Consider the triangle of balls and sorings shown in  gure
[d. wWwedene v as\X YZ, measured in the strained con guration. For the case of uniaxial
sym m etry, the energy of the triangle is determ ined by two bond-bending sti nesses ;1 and ;. For
case Iwede ne

2 2 2

Ewp= (1=2 + - + - 89
w= 1=2) 1 a 2 8 3 2 ¢ 3 89)

3
wih ; assigned to the angl opposite the horizontal edge. A s for equation [Gd), we take the
equilbriim lengths of the springs to be unity.
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W riting expressions for the angles in tem s of digplacem ents of the balls from their equilborium
positions and sum m ing over all triangles, Including the upside-down ones (shown dashed in gure
[[l) on a hom ogeneously strained lattice, we nd a contribution to the total energy density of

2

3
Fro= o @1+ )3+ ul) 2@ 1+ 2)UexUy, + 12 pul) (90)

A dding this contrdoution to equation [6d) gives a total energy density corresponding to a m atrix
y wWith coe cients

8k, + ko + 6
a= ———; 91)
8A
9%k, + 6
b= —; (92)
8A
3k, 6
c= 93)
8A
6 + 6
d = ko 2); ©4)
8A
w here 2 1+ ,.In tem sofbulk and shearm oduliand P oisson ratios, we obtain
9%k 1k, + 6 + 2k
o 1k2 (<] 2) ; ©5)
B8ki; + ko, + 6 )A
3k1ky + 2 + 2k
E, - 1k (k1 2) ; 96)
Bk + 2 )A
6 + 6
G = M; 97)
8A
3k, 6
= T (98)
8k + ko + 6
k, 2
x = — 99)
3k, + 2

NotethatEy; , = E, x, asexpected. Note also that it is not necessary fork;, k,, 1,and , to
allbe positive. Stability (cf. equation [[1)) requires only

8k + ky+ 6 > 0; (100)
3kp+ 2 > 0; (101)
3kik, + 2 (k1 + 2ky) > 0; (102)
kz + 6 2 > 0: (103)
>From equation PJ) we nd

8ky + ko + 6
t= ——; (104)

3@k, + 2)

4 3kik,+ 2 + 2k 4k

r= 14 1 1ko k1 2) 2, (105)

3 Gkyt 2)kzt 6 3) 3kp + 2

By choosing k1, k;, and we can obtain any positive value for t. From Egs. ([00)-[[03), we see
that the second term In the expression for r is positive. For xed t, we can m ake r arbitrarily
large by choosing , closeto k,;=6. The an allest (or largest negative) valie of r is cbtained by
choosing 3ki1ky, + 2 (ki1 + 2ky) = 0 (@nd adjusting ki, say, to keep t xed). This leads to ¥ t=0
and r < 0, dem onstrating that the trdangular lattice can lie anywhere In region I or II.

B. Rem arks

W e have seen that classical anisotropic elastic m aterials can have doublepeaked response fiinc—
tions and that such cases can be obtained w ith sin ple balland-spring m odels. T hese calculations
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explain, for exam ple, the num erical results of G oldenberg and G oldhirsch E], w ithout invoking
any special considerations on an all system sizes.

Tt is In portant to note that the resoonse functions for the triangular spring netw orks alw ays lie
In the ellptic regin e: the peaks broaden linearly w ith depth. Thus the observation of a double-
peak structure is not necessarily an indication of propagative (hyperbolic) response In an elastic
m aterial. However, when the k; sorings are oriented horizontally, and in the lin it where their
sti ness tends to zero, the response bﬁ@% hyperbolic. In this case, one generically expects
peaks to broaden di usively, ie. ke D z [@,[29]. Note that ;n the lim it where k; ! 0, there
appears a oppy (zero energy) extended deform ation m ode which, as em phasized by T kachenko
and W itten E], naturally leads to a stress-only closure equation and hyperbolicity. In the phase
diagram , gure[dl, this lin i corresponds to the point where the straight solid line touches the
boundary curve t = r*. Note that w ithin this line of thought, one should also expect hyperbolic
regoonse in elastic percolation netw orks at the rigidity threshold. In fact, In the Im it k; ! O the
triangular netw ork becom es a rhom bic network which is known to becom e isostatic for a nie
system : a sihgle boundary su ces (say a bottom surface in the slab geom etry) in order to suppress
the zero m ode, and the system becom es rigid E].

V. ANISOTROPIC DIRECTED FORCE CHAIN NETW ORK S
A . B iased scattering

In E], a Boltzm ann equation for the chain-splitting m odelw as derived for a granular m ediim
which is strongly disordered. In the present work, we suppose that the scattering of force chainsby
defects isbiased by a preferred orientation ofthem aterial, m odelled in term s ofa globaldirectorN .
W e Intend to describe system s possessing a uniaxial sym m etry which have undergone com paction
or shearing or which have been constructed by sequential avalanching due to grains poured from
a horizontally m oving ori ce.

T he fundam ental quantity is the distrbution function P (f;n;r), where:

P (f;n;r)dfdnd’ r (106)

gives the num ber of force chains w ith Intensity between £ and £ + df, Inside the (solid) angl dn
around the direction n, in a sm allvolum e elem ent d° r centered at r. Integration ofP (f;n;r) w ith
regpect to £ and n w illyield the density of force chainsat thepoint r. ] T he distrbution function
is de ned with respect to an ensemble of di erent realizations of force chains for an assum ed
uniform gpatial distribution of point defects (of density 4), wih sam e boundary conditions. In
the spirit of previous m odels ﬂ,m] that give hyperbolic equations for the stresses, a m echanisn

of propagation is in plem ented, but now on the local level of force chains. In the analyticalm odel
presented here, a paimw ise m erger of force chain to a single one w ill be neglected. T he lin iation
of this approxin ation w illbe discussed below . T hen the distrdbution fiinction P (£;n;r) cbeys the
follow ing linear equation

dr
P (fi;ny;r+ nidr)= 1 — P (f1;n1;0)
7z 7 7 7
dr 0 0 0 0 0
+ 2— o dfz dn dnzP f5n;r) @ ! nl;nzj\l)

(ficos 1+ 008 2 £9) (Fisin 1+ fo8 5)Isin( 2)F (107)

where isthemean free path of force chains, and is of the order of 1=( aP 1) n D din ensions.
The length 1 represents the average size of a grain. The equation m eans the follow ing: a force
chain at som e point r+ n;dr is either due to an unscattered force chain, which occurs w ith the
probability that no scattering occurs tin es the probability that the sam e force chain existed at
point r (given by the rst temn on the rh.s. of the equation), or to a scattered force chain. The
latter occurs w ith the probability given by the second term on the rh.s. of the equation: it is
the sum with respect to all intensities and directions of the incom ing (labeled by a prine) and
the second outgoing force chains of the product of the probability for the incom ing force chain to
arrive at r tin es the probability of scattering dr n 01 ni;n, N ). The delta functions in pose
conservation of forces, the factor 2 accounts for the number of outgoing force chains, and the
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factor jsin ( ; 2)Jis convenient to w rite explicitly rather than include in . T he dependence of
the scattering probability on N requires to consider the outgoing force chains separately. In the
absence ofN the outgoing force chainsm ay be treated sym m etrically, and one recovers the linear
m odel or an isotropic m ediim 1.

T he analyticalm odelpresented forbiased force chain scattering doesnot take into account fiision
of force chains, which leads in generalto a non linear B oltzm ann equation . Foran isotropicm edium
the consequences of fiusion have been discussed for a m odel where force chains are restricted to
lie on exactly 6 directions ﬂ]. In this discrete m odel the validity of the linear approxin ation
was explicitly shown to be restricted to shallow system s (depths smaller than a few tines ) and
an all forces. However, prelin inary resuls on a discrete m odel w ith 8 directions suggest that the
linear theory m ight have a w ider scope of application than expected from the study on the 6-leg
m odel. M ore precisely, a proper analysis of the linear perturbation analysis around the full non—
linear solution of the Bolzm ann equation m ight share, in som e regim es, m any properties of the
linear solution presented here. In any case, one can see the present analysis as a shallow layer
approxin ation where the fiision of chains can indeed be neglected.

Thstead of solving equation [[07), we st introduce the scalar localaverage force density F (n;r),
ie. the local scalar force eld per unit volum e, de ned as

Z
F ;r) = df £fP (£;n;r): (108)
0

Then, multiplying equation [[07) by f, we cbtain the follow ing equation rF (i;r):

n; erF (nzl;r)= F (ni;r)

+ 2 dn® dn,F %) @°! ninay)

1

: - : (109)
cos ;1 (snh 1=sih ,)cos ,

T his equation is identical In form to the Schwarzschild-M ilne equation for radiative transfer El],
though, unlke the situation In radiative transfer problem s, the albbedo is lJarger than unity. Let
us note that the possbility to rew rite the Bolzm ann-type equation [[07) in tem s of the force
density F (n;r) is only possble for the linearm odel

>From now on, we take all lengths in units of 1which am ounts to form ally setting 1= 1. Now,
we introduce physically relevant angular averages

Z
p) = dnF (0;r) (110)
Z
Ji(r) = dnniF ;) (111)
7
i) = D dnninyF ;r); (112)

w here 5 d is a nom alized integral over the unit sphere. The eld p is the isostatic pressure,
while J may be Interpreted as the local directed average force chain Intensity per unit surface.
N ow , given a local snapshot ofa force chain netw ork, one can usually not tell the direction ofeach
chain. M oreover the average force vanishes everyw here in the system asa consequence ofN ew ton’s
third law . The directions of chains are actually determ Ined by the boundary conditions, say on
the top and bottom of a granular layer, which thereby determ ine the eld J In the bulk. It is the
propagation of force chains starting from the boundaries of the system m odeled by equation [I07)
w hich leads to the ordentation ofthe force chain network. F inally, the tensor is the stress tensor.

B . Stress equilbbrium at large length scales

W e now proceed to obtain the equations goveming the physically relevant elds introduced
above, by calculating the zeroth, rst, and second m om ent w ith respect to n; of equation [[09).
T he equations read as

r J= (@€ lp+to yui (113)
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@j ij = 0; (114)

(5 J+ @35+ @331) = Bo 43

O+ 2)

+ 35Bi1r J+B yx)+*NNyBz r J+B yun)

+ Bs N xNg+ Ny 3Ny): (115)
where yy = N N . The second equatiofl14) is readily obtained upon averaging, while the

rst and third, equations {I13) and [[13), are obtained using an C hapm an-£ nskog-type expansion
of the localaverage force density F (n;r) in tem s ofthe eldsp, J, and already given in [E]:

D + 2

F m;r)=p@Ex+Dn Jk)+ >

n ~r) n+ ::: (116)

Let us ram ark that equation [[14) givesm echanicalequilbrium as expected and is independent on
the speci c om of ( °! ni;n,N ). The validity of the Chapm an-Enskog expansion is based
on the assum ption that on large enough length scale an isotropic state is reached. For the case of
biased scattering of force chains considered here, this in plies that the bias intensity m ust not be
too strong. Then the statistical weight of the set of force chains propagating through the entire
system w ithout changing their direction w ill not be In portant. The lim iting case of strong bias
requires a di erent approach than the one presented here.

The constants ¢ and B appearing in Egs. [[13) and [I3) respectively are angular integrals
nvolring the m icroscopicm odel for the scattering process, ie. a speci cationof @ %! nqi;n,N ).
A speci cmodelwillbe considered in the next section. If one neglects the dependence on N in
the equations above, one recovers the sim pler equations for force chain splitting in an isotropic
granularm edium E].

C . A linear pseudo-elastic theory

A s in the isotropic case, one would like to see if equation [[IH) can be cast into a ©Hm where
the stress tensor ij is a linear function of a pseudo-strain tensor

Uiy / @iJy + @5J3) ;5 117)

> (
giving rise to the relation
iy = ijk1Uk1s (118)

where iy is the anisotropic pseudo-elastic m odulus tensor. Sim ilarly to conventional elasticity
theory asm entioned in section [, we w ill see that the tensor i5x1 Satis es the sym m etries given
in equation [). The sym m etric form ofujj stem s from the sym m etries appearing in the derivation
of the large scale equations when carrying out angular averages, in particular dnninjngn;. In
equation [[1H), the gradientsofthe eld J; appearonly in combiationssuch asr J and @74+ @4J;.
P lease note how ever that unlike in classical anisotropic linear elasticity theory, In the present case,

15k1 6 xuj; (119)

except or certain cases Im posed by the details of the scattering process. The absence of the
symm etry present in the classical theory is possble because there is no underlying free energy
functional.

T he relation between the stress tensor and the pseudo-elastic strain tensor can be derived using
the second m om ent equation [[13). T he latter can be rew ritten in the ollow ing form

Jij = Bijk1 k17 120)

w here

B B3NiNj +D—

T2 @iJ5 + @531); 121)
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and

Bo

> (g 1+ 4 9x) + B2 13NNy,

Bik1 =
Bs
+ B4N ;N jN kN 1: 122)

The relation between J;j; and ) can be Inverted to give

1
iy = EA ijk1Jk17 123)

where A ;51 has the same form as B i1 with the constants B being replaced by constants A
which are obtained from the relation

AikiBxinn = Iisnn = im ot in m © (124)

In particular, one obtains the follow ing relations for the constants A

Ao = 2, (125)
0 BOI

2B
A, = 2 ; (126)

4B
L 2B, + 522 @,+ By+ Bs) . o
¢ BoBo+ By+ Bs+ 2Bs) ’

2B
Ag = — > (128)
BoBo+ Bs)

Now, one can nally detem ine the pseudo-elastic m odulus tensor in temm s of the tensor A jjx;:

Y Ayt %Aijmm k1 P B1Aijmm t B3Aijm n N Ny) ki (129)
T hus, the pseudo-elasticm odulus tensor ;31 becom es { via the tensorA j51 and the constantsA
{ a function of the constantsB which depend on the speci ¢ scattering m odelused.

In the next section, a specialcase w ill studied which allow s us to derive a sin ple, but non-trivial
equation for the stresses which supplam ented by the m echanical equilibrium condition [[14) opens
a way to detem ine the stress tensor, or, put di erently, the response function.

D . A m icroscopic m odel for force chain splitting in presence of a bias

A smentioned In the previous section, the entries of the pseudo-elastic m odulus tensor depend
on the speci cm odel for anisotropic scattering which is speci ed In tem s of the scattering cross
section conditional on the global director N, @© 01 ni;ny N ). W e have considered a speci ¢
m odel for force chain splitting. It tunes the strength of the bias for scattering parallelto N , using
a weight for each outgoing chain proportional to powers of a cosine factor quantifying the degree
of collinearity w ith the globaldirector N (see qure[).

For each froe chan arriving at a defect in the direction n° two outgoing force chains are chosen
In the directions n; and n, as follow s: the angle of one chain, say number 1, w xrt. the ncom ing
force chain is chosen w ith weight / N, ora positive integer p, In the nterval 0;  4x] ©Or
[ max70]) while the other outgoing chain, say 2, is chosen uniform Iy in the interval [  ax; 1] (Or
[ 17 max]respectively). T he reason for choosing the direction ofthe second chain like this is that
the rst (piased) chain should carry m ost of the Intensity ofthe incom ing force. Increasing p leads
to scattering which is m ore and m ore biased in the the direction N . The form of the scattering
cross section is therefore chosen as

0°! nimeN)=Cp (231001 NP+ (1320, NF (130)
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FIG .12: Them icroscopic scattering m odel. T he length of the arrow s are di erent to illustrate the am ount
of force tranam itted along the directions.

The functions ( ;J ;) are the respective (uniformm ) probabilities for ; given j described above.
T he constant C, isa nom alization factorwhich dependson the angkebetween n®and N and which
is determ ined from . .

dn; dn, @°%! nimaN)=1; 131)

and is explicit form is given in the Appendix A 4.

T he sin plest choice for the globaldirector isN = 2, ie. if force chains are scattered preferably
downward. W em ight think ofa granular layer that has undergone com paction by a vertical load.
In thiscase, them atrix , relating the stress and pseudo-strain tensorhas the block-diagonal form
as given in equation [[3). Any other ordentation of N can be related to the vertical one by an
appropriate rotation (see section [[IIRl, equation [EJ)).

T he num ericalvalues ofthe param eters r and t that determm ne the shape ofthe response fiinction
(see gure[ll) depend in the case of the anisotropic linear directed force chain network m odel on
the constants B introduced in the previous section. The latter are calculated from the above
m icroscopic scattering m odel (see Appendix A) and are listed in Tab. IV of Appendix A for
di erent choices ofthem axinum angle  ,x ofthe scattering cone and di erent bias intensities p.

Interestingly, the roots we nd for this scattering m odel all lie in the (elliptic) regions I and IT
introduced in gure[ll. Hence, i is possible to nd an anisotropic scattering rule that leads to a
tw o-peak structure of the response function, but in no cases the values of r and t have been found
to lie In the hyperbolic region. W hether this is a lim itation ofthe linear treatm ent ofthe dfcn, as
suggested by the analysis of the 6—fold m odel ﬂ], is at present not settled. W ork in this direction
is underw ay E].

W e nish this section w ith the follow ing rem ark . Ifone identi esthe elastic constants of classical
anisotropic elasticity theory and theirgeom etricalgeneralizationsobtained forthe linear anisotropic
dfcn, aswe have always done in plicitly here, the possble range of values which occur for typical
granular m aterials can be discussed. Experin ents indicate that In sam ples of sand which are

lled from above and w here the m a pr principal axis of a stress tensor is In the vertical direction,
t= E;=E, attainsvalues n the range 04 < t< 1 (see E]) . For the m axin um scattering angles
plotted in gure[dl, the values of t determ ined from the speci cm icroscopic m odel for biased orce
chain scattering used here appear to satisfy the experin ental range. Further inform ation on the
construction history of the sand sam ples, which a ects eg. the distrlbution of packing defects or
the strength of the scattering bias, is needed to fully judge the qualiy of the anisotropic dfcn
m odel presented here.

VI. CONCLUSION

Them ain ob Ective of this paper was to work out in details the response fiinction to a localized
overload in the case of linear anisotropic elastic, or pseudo-elastic m aterials In two din ensions.
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A fter w orking out the details oftwo speci cm icroscopicm odels, a triangular netw ork of springs
and an anisotropic directed force netw ork, we have shown that the resulting large scale equations
can lead to a large variety of response pro les, summ arized in the phase diagram shown in gure
[ spanned by a two-param eter com bination of entries of the (pseudo-)elastic m odulus tensor.
T he one peak structure of conventional (elliptic) isotropic elasticity can split into two peaks for
su ciently anisotropicm aterials. T his situation occurs as soon as the shearm odulis G is greater
than the ratio E,= , = E,= , ofthe Young m odulus and the Poisson ratio (either in verticalor
horizontal direction). T his corresponds to an anisotropic m aterial for which vertical stresses are
easily transform ed into horizontal strain (large P oisson ratios) and vice versa but which strongly
resists shear stresses. H ow ever, contrarily to the prediction of Stress-only’ hyperbolicm odels, these
tw o peaks generically spread proportionally to the height of the layer, and not as the square root
of the height for an hyperbolic m edium . For the triangular netw ork of springs, there is a special
point, where the lattice loses its rigidity and a soft m ode appears, where the system becom es
exactly hyperbolic. It would be Interesting to exhibit other situations where these extended soft
m odes discussed in m] naturally appear; a possible candidate is a percolating netw ork of springs
at rigidity percolation.

For the anisotropic rules of force chain scattering that we have chosen, on the other hand, the
directed force network was always found to be in the ellptic regin e. This m ight however be
an artifact of the linear approxin ation that we have used and where m ergers of force chains are
ignored. P relin nary results suggest that for the full non-lnear problem , a genuine elliptic to
hyperbolic phase transition m ight take place when the degree of anisotropy is ncreased, but m ore
work (underway) is needed to con m this potentially interesting resul.

R ecent experin ents E] have not been abl so far to distinguish between a noisy hyperbolic
resgoonse (where the w idth ofpeaks scales as the square root of the height) or anisotropic (pseudo-)
elastic regponse functions. For sheared system where force chains are preferably ordented at 45
degrees w ith respect to the vertical, regponse functions show a horizontal shift (in the lateral
direction w ith respect to the point of applied force) ofthe m axim um , consistent w ith the preferred
orlentation of force chains. W e found qualitative agreem ent with our ndings. M ore detailkd
experin ents appear to be necessary to decide on the param eters r;t, ie. the possble locations
in the phase diagram, gure [, or put di erently on the elastic constants, corresponding to a
particular form of the response function, if the present (pseudo-)elastic analysis applies.

Ttwould be Interesting to extend the present results to three din ensionalsituations in orderto t
the results ofexperim ents on deep sand layers, w here a single peak response fiinction wasm easured
ﬂ], and, m ost In portantly, to test the consistency of the e ective elastic m oduli obtained from
this t In other geom etries (lke the sandpil or the silo). Tt would also be very Interesting to nd a
way to prepare a disordered granularm edium In a su clently anisotropic state such as to observe
a two-peak respoonse finctions.
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A ppendix A : Som e integrals for biased linear dfcn
A 1. Zeroth m om ent

F irst, we propose to calculate the coe cients ¢, and ¢, . U sing the expansion [[18) the integral
w rkt.n; ofthe equation for the force density, one nds

Z Z Z

_ 0 0 D+2, o

r J = pt 2 dn dn- dn, p+ D nyJ;+ n;~i3Ny

0 1
m"! nynyN) . .
cos 1 (sin ;=sih ,)cos »
D+ 2
= ky 1p+ ks NN (132)

P Jease note that a contribution occurs only from tem s which are even w xrt. n°! n® The st
coe cient is given by
Z Z Z
1

ki=2 dn® dn; dn, @°! nino¥) . . 133)
cos 1 (sh 1=sin ,)cos

T he second coe cient k 3 appears when perform ing a decom position of the tensor
Z Z Z

1
2 dn® dn; dnennd @°! nijny¥) , ,
cos 1 (sin ;=sin 3)cos ;
= kI i+ ksN N (134)
T he coe c:ientkg is irrelevant because 3%y = O where "3y = 4y ijp. The the coe cient k 3 is

given by
z z z
ks = 2 dn® dn; dnp, 2@° N3 1 @%! nijna¥N)

1
: ; 135)
cos 1 (sn ;=sin ;)cos »
One nally ocbtains
D+ 2 D+ 2
a =k > k3; o= k3 (136)

E xplicit expressions for the constants k;, k3 are given in section B 4 which nally will have to be
evaluated num erically.

A 2. First m om ent

N ext, let us derive the equation ofm echanicalequilbrium [[14). Taking the rstm om ent ofthe
force densiy equation w ithout an extermal force gives

Z Z Z
D_@j 5= Ji+2 dn® dn; dnoniuF %) @°%! npggnaN)
1
- : 137)
cos ;1 (snh 1=shh ,)cos ,
T he second term contains the integral
Z Z 1
dn; dnoniz @ %! nyn,¥) = an! (138)

Cos 1 (s:|n 1=s:in 2)COS 2

Sym m etrizing the integrand w rt. to the .ndices 1 and 2 givesa = 1=2. T his resukt is independent
on the speci ¢ form for the scattering cross section 01 ni;ny; N ). The rem aining integral
w rit.n®yields J; canceling the rsttem J; above.
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A 3. Second m om ent
Finally, we calculate the coe cients B in the third of the hydrodynam ic equations, equation

[[19). Let us consider the second m om ent by m ultiplying the force density equation by ni;ini ;s
and integrating w rt. n;. O ne obtains the follow ing equation:

Z
1
D 5@ Jr= o + dn’F 6% e%N) 139)
where
Z Z
L;0%N) = 2 dn; dngnyungs 0 %! npgnaN)
1
- - (140)
s 1 (sn ;=sih »)cos »
and
1
ijkl = m (15 k1t & 1+t 1o %) (141)
The tensor I;; m ay be decom posed as follow s:
Ty (HO;N )= Ko i3+ Kll’lgl’lg + Ky I’I?_Nj‘l' l’lgNi (142)

The coe cientsK o, K 1, and K , are all finctions of the argqum ent n® N which willbe suppressed
in the follow ing. A s the tensor Iy %N ) should be invariant w rit. to the operation N ! N
because the scattering cross section 01 ni;ny, N ) is, the functions K ( and K ; are even and
K , is odd under this \parity" change. T hey are to be detem ined by m ultiplying Ii; as ollow s:

Ip=TIy = KoD+ K1+ 2k, (0% N) 143)

L =N;LjN; = Ko+ K, 0° NI+ 2k, 0° N) 144)
L=njIyn} = Ko+ K1+ 2k, 0% N) (145)
(146)

The variables Iy, I, and I, are lkewise finctions of the argument n® N which is suppressed
henceforth. In the ©llow ng we considerD = 2. The system ofequationsm ay then be w ritten in
m atrix form

To;T; L) = A Ko;K17K2)' (147)
w ith
0 1
2 1 2 Cos
A=01cs 2cs A (148)
1 1 2 cos
wherecos = @° N). W e eventually want the functions K as a function of the integrals I ,
= 0;1;2. So we need the inverse m atrix
0 1
1 0 1
Al=28 0 1=sin? 1=sin? A (149)
1=Qoos ) 1=Qcos sin? ) cos@ )=QRcos sin ° )
We nd
Ko= 1 I (150)
1
Ky = —— & L) (151)
sin
1 1
K, = I+ —— O ocos@)Iy) 152)
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Before w riting dow n the integrals I , let us Introduce the vector
N M N )n

N, = p——-—— (153)
1 ¢ N3
Furthem ore, ket us denote the integrals
0 1 0
i Z Z 01 B
@4A()=2 dn; dn@ m: §)2 A @°! nyn,N)
i 0 §)o B
1
; ; (154)
cos 1 (sh ;=sin ,)cos ;
Then, we nd for the functions K
Ko = 1 (155)
K, = Lh+d 2sgn(sh )oot i, (156)
. I
Ky, = sgn(sin ) — (157)
sin

T he transform ation from Iy;I; ;I to ip;i4 ;1 isprin arly for technical reasons as In the scattering
fiinction the directionsni and n, are param etrized w rt. n’. W em ay now proceed to perform the
integralon the rh.s. ofequation [[39)

Z Z
dn® %)Ly %N )= dn® p+ DJnl+ DT”"klnﬁn(l) Iy %N )
Z Z Z
=p iy d¥Eo+ dnEKinnj+ dnK,@N;+ niNy)
Z Z Z

+ DJx 33 dnKoenpg+ dn®infnin)+ dn%K,@N 5+ nNi)ny

D+ 2 z z
+ 2 113 dn®ongni+  dnk mSHQHEnf

Z

+ dn%& 2 (n(i)N 5+ ngN i)nﬁn(l)

(158)

T he integrals which arem ultiplied by Jx give no contribution because due to their tensorial prop—
erties they should allbe linear n N which m eans that they are uneven under sign changeN . On
the other hand, the Integrands are even w xrt to this operation, which im plies that the integrals
are zero.
W e now further sinp ify the ntegrals w rt. n® multiplied by p and "1 using decom position
according to C artesian tensors. T he integrals follow Ing p are denoted as follow s
Z

dl'lOK 0= K 0 (159)
Z
dn® 11’121’12 =Kia i3+ K1pNiNy (160)
Z
dn’K » N 5 + n2N1)= Ko i3+ KopNiNy (161)
T he constants are given by
Z
Ki,, = dK sh? 162)
Z
Kip = dK ;cos@) 163)
K2a = OZ (Le4)

Koy = 2 d K 2 COS (165)
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T he angular Integrations above (and all the ones follow Ing below ) are understood to be nom alized
by factors 1=(2 ). The integrals ollow ing ~ are the follow ing:

Z
dl'lOK 01’121’12 =K 0;a ij + K O;bN iNj (166)
Z
Miga= dnK 1n§’n§nﬁn§ = K1 (i xit & a1t a1 )
+ K N3N x1+ perm :::)
+ K'3N;N ijNl 167)

dn’K , N 5+ ngN ;nyn?

0
= KZ (ZNiNj k1t NN, jl+ Nij it NiNljk+Nle J_k)

+ 2K NN jN N (168)

Letustum to the rst ofthese three integrals. T he coe cients are given by the follow ing integrals
Z

Koa = dK osh? 169)
Z

K 0b = d K 0 COS(Z ) (170)

7

@71)

T he second integral [[&7) giving rise to the coe cients K is treated by perform ing the follow ing
contractions:

Z
Mi; = Myj;= dn%K, 172)
Z
M2 = Mj_]'_klNkNl= dK 1CDSZ (173)
Z
M3 = M jpNNjNgN;=  dK ;cos’ 174)
(175)
In m atrix notation, the system of equationswe have to invert is the f©ollow ing:
M 1M 2;M 3)" = B K1;K2K3)" (176)
w ih
0 1
DDO+2) 2D+41
B=@ p+2 D+5 1A a77)
3 6 1
Then, orD = 2 one nally obtains for the coe cients
Z
1 2 1,
K:; = dK; = Zcof + =cos 178)
3 3 3
Z
1 5 4,
K, = dK., =+ —cof ~ cos a79)
3 3 3
Z
K3 = dK; 1 8cod + 8cos” (180)
Finally the coe cients of the third integral ([[&8) read as
Z
KJ = dK,cos sh? 181)
Z

K®= dK,cos (I 4sin? ) (182)
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N ext, one collects all coe cients In front of the Cartesian tensors on the rh.s. of the second
mom ent [[39).

1
D jirxdi= o yt+ "0+ 2)K
+ i @ptarfyn)t NNy @pt+ as™nw)
+ ag N3 xNg + N3 xNy) (183)

where the coe cientsa are given as ollow s:

ag = Ko+ K]_;a (184)
D+ 2
a; = > Kop+ K2) (185)
az = Kipt Kop (186)
D +2 o
a3 = ——— K3+ KJ) (187)
a; = O +2)K2+Kj) (188)
(189)

W hen reducing the integrals in tem s of the integrals i , one obtains

z
ag = d dosih® + i;00¢8 i, son(sh )sn@) (190)
D+2 ° , ,
a; = > d i, sogn(sh )cos@2 )+ K, (191)
z
a; = d (o H#)cos@ )+ 2i; sgn(sin )sin (2 )) (192)
Z
D + 2 o L
az = > d @G #)A 2snh”@))
+ 4k sn(en )sn@)cos@ ) 193)
1
ag = (D+2)(K2+§ d iy sgn(sin )sin @ )) (194)
(195)
and
Z .
s
K:= d (Ao d)sin  2i, sgn(sh )cos ) —5 ¢ 1+ 4co ) 196)
w here
z
Ko,= d (g 4)sih 2i, sgn(sih )cos ) T( 1+ 4cod ) 197)

U sing the equation for the zeroth m om ent [[13), we can elin inate p and we cbtain the coe cients
By through Bs

1
By = D_+ O + 2)K, (198)
1
B = —— & ajg O + Z)Kl 199)
@ 1
C
By, = a1+ 2 agta + O + 2)K1 (200)
G
1
Bs = @2 az 2a4) 201)
C 1
>]
B4 = a3+ ( a2+ a3+ 2a4) (202)
C 1

Bs = a4 (203)
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Inserting for ¢, ¢ calculated in section B .1, and for K1, K5, and ag through a; given above, the
coe clentsB  are entirely determm Ined in term s of integrals over the scattering function or in tem s
of integrals over the fiinctions 1 which have to be evaluated num erically. E xplicit expressions for
the functions i for a speci ¢ scattering m odel are given in section B 4. and have been used to
yield the follow ng Tab s (IFIV ) in them ain text.

A 4. The scattering m odel

W e give now the explicit form for the nomn alization factor C, of the m icroscopic scattering
m odel, equation [30). Choosing the angle between n®and N as one nds the ollow ing relation
to determ ine Cy :

Z Z
1= dn; dn, @°! nynaN)
Z m ax d Z 1 d
= Cp2 : — 2 woFP(; )+ ws®(i+ ) (204)
0 m ax moax (max 1)
One nds
" ) # 1
1 1 2 2 K 2p sn(@p 2K) max)cos(@p  2k) )
Cpl)= = — +—= (205)
4 22¢  p m ax 2%P k Ce k)

k=0

W e have m entioned above that all constants of the hydrodynam ic equations depend on the pa—
ram eters ki, k3, and the Integrals of the functions i () for = 0;1;2. Usihg the m odel for the
scattering cross section introduced in the m aln text, they read as ollow s

Z Z Z

k d l m ax d 1 d
kl - 2 — c.0) " 1 2
3 @) cos2 ) 0 m ax o oax (max 1)
osP (1 )+ oosP(1+ ) .
5 ; (sh , sin 1) (206)
(cos 18n , sin ;cos 3)
and
0 1 7 7
Iy max 1 P 2p
d d cosP ( ) cos®(1+ )
@ 4 A ()= 2C,() ! 2 — —
i2 0 m ax [ (rnax 1) (cos 1sin 2 sin 1 CoS )
0 1
sin ,c0f ; sih ;cof »
@ sin 1sh o6 1 sh ,) A 207)

sinh 1sin ,(os 1 oS 3)

T he choice of signs indicated on the rh.s. is to be understood as follow s. The + sign is used for
ip, i1, and the sign for i;. Using these expression all constants ¢;, &, and By through Bs can
be determ ined.



A .5. Num ericalvalues of the di erent coe cients

P 0 1 2 4 6 8
o 1| 323966| 598386 691022 7.66596| 8.00018 819206
o <10 °| 273543 36542| -439914| -4.72539| -4.91083
Bo 202254| -307827| -3.49472| -3.87001| -4.04823| -4.15404
B: 112431 105801 1.03896| 1.02225| 1.01434 1.00966
B, < 10 °| 0478234| 0.688084| 0.897999| 1.00432 1.06907
B, < 10 °|-0.0871608|-0.0664648|-0.0348425|-0.0166413|-0.00515556
B4 < 10 °| -0248513| -0.968517| -1.88383| -2.39835| —2.72395
Bs <10 °| 105321 1.64421| 226475 258598 2.7831
a 0185067 0250961| 0374958 0.594681| 0.751558| 0.862493
b 0185067| 0297586| 045714| 0727492 0.916382 1.04853
c 0432281 0308721| 0315767 0368355 0416152 0452717
& 0432281 0971317 1.48443| 225966| 2.76618 3.10848
d -0247214| -0246906| -0270197| -0.311477| -0341938| -0364713
r 10| 0.914026| 0438156| -0.042155| -0260547| -0.383077
t 10| 0843324| 0820227| 081744 0820136| 0822574

TABLE I:Them icroscopic constants oo, ¢ and B ,
calculated from the m icroscopic m odel for scattering for di erent bias intensities p where the m axin um

scattering angle is pax = =2 0:01.
P 0 1 2 4 6 8
ca 1| 1.90263 33809 3.90443 436006 457993 4.7162
[ <10 ° -1.4544| -1.95725| -2.38459| -2.58451 -2.70519
Bo -1.34045| -1.97435| -222524| 245813 257493 -2.64818
B: 120453 1.12804 1.10869 1.09218 1.08417 1.0792
B < 10 °| 0.302278| 0.418453 0.53197| 0590517 0.627352
Bs < 10 °|-0.0881382|-0.0775209|-0.0563067|-0.0438889| -0.0353852
By < 10 °| 0158535 -0.486841| -0.90403| -1.14793 -1.30717
Bs < 10 °| 0.626319| 0.940457 126503 143651 154521
a 0.339085 0.40072 051712 0.705856| 0.828683 0.915888
b 0.339085| 0.501589| 0.681264| 0.952482 1.1194 123675
c 0.712094| 0521519 0513996 0548739 0580671 0.606106
c 0.712094 1.36669 189275 2.61839 3.04756 33414
d -0373009| -0.370911| -038917| -0.419075| -0.439207| -0.453324
r 1.0 0.868488 0.57427| 0252696| 0.0920036|-0.00397738
t 1.0 0.7989 0.75906 0.74107| 0.740293 0.740561

TABLE II: Them icroscopic constants ¢y, ¢ and B,
calculated from the m icroscopic m odel for scattering for di erent bias intensities p where the m axin um
scattering angle is pax = =2

0:05.
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p 0 1 2 4 6 8
a 1| 0154395 0224047| 0271432 032539| 0355728| 037555
o < 10 °|-0.0528349|-0.0821605| -0.113501|-0.130596| -0.14166
Bo |-0.199655| -0267729| -0311707|  0.360256| -0.386527| -0.403233
B, 179315 1.70859|  1.69527 168785 1.68312| 1.67972
B, < 10 °| 0.0282278| 0.0350513| 0.0396921|0.0413126|0.0421027
Bs < 10 °|-0.0272506|-0.0938402|  -0.16046|-0.192802| 0211874
By < 10 °|-0.0482741|-0.0321304|0.000361819(0.0226003| 0.038231
Bs < 10 °| 0.0590451| 0.0753626| 0.0858452|0.0893064|0.0908931
a 522475 446981 3.99399 355095 333471 320677
b 522475 548863| 5.38669 523452| 5.14104| 5.08701
c 772907 602669 524234 456791 425716 4.07678
& 772907 843526 855002 8.60126| 8.61323| 8.63027
d 250432 239596| -2.11555|  -1.82208| -1.68225| -1.60082
r 10| 0682741 0.765062| 0.912647| 1.00577| 1.06836
t 10| 0814376 0.741456| 0.678371| 0.648644| 0.630384

TABLE III: Them icroscopic constants ¢, ¢ and B,
calculated from the m icroscopic m odel for scattering for di erent bias intensities p where the m axin um

scattering angle is n ax = =4.
P 0 1 2 4 6 8
c 1| 0.0335067| 0.0428648| 0.0524673| 0.0641093 0.0705982| 0.0747538
< < 10 °|-0.00668779| -0.0121806| -0.018075 -0.020776| -0.0221954
Bo -0.0485058| -0.0601859| -0.0709311| -0.0839805| -0.0912928|-0.0959171
B, 1.94764 1.89848 186723 186271 1.86831 187199
B, < 10 °| 0.00497716|0.00718661| 0.00839984| 0.00836975|0.00806044
Bs < 10 °| 0.0189319|-0.0293591| -0.104785 -0.149741| -0177526
By < 10 °| -0.0118706|-0.0131302|-0.00748694 |-0.000990488 |0.00438443
Bs <10 ° 0.010374| 0.0158534| 0.0190278 0.0189925| 0.018225
a 24.6907 22.0583 193127 16.6004 151812 14279
b 24.6907 251971 24.085 223923 21.0886 20.0854
c 34.9988 294735 252402 214431 19.66 18.5982
& 34.9988 35.9891 35.1548 33.5005 31.975 30.7187
d -10.308 -10.0378 -9.07808 -7.69791 -6.91559 -6 43566
r 1.0 0.697308| 0.677047 0.784092 0.890948| 0.973368
t 1.0 0.87543| 0.801857 0.741342 0.719877| 0.710911

TABLE IV : Them icroscopic constants ¢y, ¢ and B ,
calculated from the m icroscopic m odel for scattering for di erent bias intensities p where the m axin um

scattering angle is p ax =

=8.
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A ppendix B : R esponse functions
B.l.Region I

The ;5 can be expressed as:

Z ‘ . . Z i1 ‘ . ‘
2z =  dgbse ™ + 2T 1F + dghge T + aze TR (208)
0 0
Z +1 ) i i Z +1 ) ) )
xx =  dglX3as) e ™ + X7a e T+  dglXjas) e ™ + XFaze' ™™ ¥;
0 0
(209)
Z +1 ) ) ) Z +1 ) ] )
xz = dq X 3as) e F + X ;a8 %4 dq X qas) e ¥ + X ;a3 ™2
0 0
(210)
T he top conditions BAET) allow to calculate the coe cientsa 3 and a, . They read:
1 Fo ® + sin o) @11)
a3 = —— — cos sin g);
3 X. X12 4 0 0
L By + s o) ©12)
ag = —— — cos sin g):
4 X: X, 2 3 0 0
To perform the Integrals over g, it is usefilto de ne the two follow Ing integrals:
Z +1 :
I dg cos(gx)e ¥ 1® = z 1z : (213)
o (z iz)2+ x2
Z +1
J dgsinigr)e 1% = * : (14)
0 (z 1iz)2+ x?
W e then get
Fo 4 I, +1I I Jy J
= —— s g———+ s g———+ s g ; 215
2z > 0 > i " (215)
Fo 2 2 L +1 2 2 I
= — — + cos + cos
XX 2 2 ( ) 0 2 ) 0 25
J J J, +J
(? P)sh o————+2 sh o———— ; (216)
2i 2
Fo 4 5 Jo J L +1 . L I
xz = T ( + )CDS 0 . + sm o s o T
2 2 2i 2 2i
217)
B .2. Region II
The ;5 can be expressed as:
Z ‘ . . Z i1 ‘ . ‘
2z = dghse ™ + 2,6 T+ dghse T + azeT ¥, (218)
0 0
Z +1 ) i i Z +1 ) ) )
e = dglfas) e ¥ + X{a, e ¥ ¥+ dqlK fas) e T + X Jaze® M E;
0 0
(219)
Z +1 ) ) ) Z +1 ) ] )
xz = dq (X 4as) € F + X ja,8 % %4 dq (X 3a3) e ¥ + X ;a3 ™2
0 0

(220)



34

T he top conditions BAET) give again

L Foy + sin o) @21)
a3 = —— — cos sin );
3 X2 X, 2 4 0 0
! Fo + sin o) 222)
ag = —— — cos sin g):
4 Xs X2 3 0 0
In this case, the usefiil integrals are
VA .
I dg cos e ¥ = —— 223
() i q (o) 22+ 22 (223)
Z+1 %
J dg sin e ¥ = —— 224
() . q sin (o) (D2t %2 (224)
W e then get
Fo 2 , .
ez = 5T [ 2c0s oI( 1)+ sin oJ( 1) 1008 oI(2) sin oJ( 2)];
2 1
F 2
xx = - 2 5008 oI( 1) fsin 0T (1))
2 1
+ 5 1005 oI(2)+ s 0J(2) ; (225)
Fo 2 .
xz = T [1 2008 ¢J( 1) 18in oI( 1))
2 1

2 1008 oJ ( 2)+ osin oI( 2))]: (226)
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