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T he structure and stresses of static granular packs in cylindrical containers are studied using large—
scale discrete elem ent m olecular dynam ics sim ulations in three din ensions. W e generate packings
by both pouring and sedin entation and exam ine how the nal state depends on the m ethod of
construction. T he vertical stress becom es depth-independent for deep piles and we com pare these
stressdepth-pro lesto the classicalJanssen theory. T hem a prity ofthe tangential forces for particle—
wall contacts are found to be close to the Coulom b failure criterion, In agreem ent w ith the theory of
Janssen, w hile particle-particle contacts In the bulk are far from the Coulom b criterion. In addition,
we show that a lnear hydrostatic-like region at the top of the packings unexplained by the Janssen
theory arises because m ost of the particle-wall tangential forces in this region are far from the
Coulom b yield criterion. T he distributions of particle-particle and particle-w all contact forces P (f)
exhbit exponential-like decay at large forces in agreem ent w ith previous studies.

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

T he form ation and structure of granular packs has long been of interest in both the engineering E:] and physics [_2]
comm unities. O ne practical problem has been how to characterize the behavior of granular m aterials in silos and
prevent silo ailure. A variety of sin ulation m ethods have been developed to describe the stresses on the walls of a
silo, though m ost are con ned to two din ensional 2D ) system s. Unfortunately, there is w ide disagreem ent as to the
predictive pow er ofthese m odels and the proper approach to take for accurate sin ulation g, :fl,ﬁ, :g']. T hose sin ulations
that are carried out In three din ensions (3D ) usually utilize niteelem ent m ethods that provide little inform ation
on the intemal structure or forces In granular packs ﬁ, :8 M ost of the recent 3D discrete-elem ent sim ulations that
have been perform ed em ploy periodic boundary conditions in the two directions perpendjcular to gravity. Though
these studies provide usefill inform ation on the intemal structure of such packings [_‘jl .10], they give no Infom ation
on vertical stresses or forces at the boundary. _

T he vertical stress In a silo has traditionally been described by the pioneering 1895 theoreticalw ork of Janssen @1‘-]
T hisanalysis relieson treating a granularpack asa continuousm edium wherea fraction ofverticalstress is converted
to horizontal stress. T he form of the vertical stress appears if one assum es that the frictional forces betw een particles
and walls are at the Coulom b failire criterion: Fr =  F,, where F is the tangential friction force, F,, is the nomm al
force at the wall, and , is the coe cient of friction for particle-wall oontacts. N um erous in provem ents have been
added over tin €, but in m any cases their e ect on the theory is an all EL] R ecently, experin ents have been carr:ed
out on granular packs in silos to test the suitability of Janssen’s theory in ideal conditions. T hese studies [12., .13]
m easured the apparentm ass at the bottom ofthe silo asa function ofthe llingm ass. T hey found the best agreem ent
w ith a phenom enological theory containing elem ents of Janssen’s originalm odel, which we describe in m ore detail In
Sec IV .

W e present here largescale 3D discrete particle, m olecular dynam ics sin ulations of granular packings In cylindrical
containers (silos). O urain isto understand the intemalstructure and vertical stresspro lesofthese granularpackings
and reconcilke our results w ith existing theory. A variety ofm ethods sin ulating pouring and sedin entation are used
to generate the packings. W e show how the di erent m ethods of lling the container a ect the nalbuk structure
of the packings. W e evaluate the suitability of the Janssen theory to the observed vertical stress pro ls and test
the validity of its assum ptions. W e show that the m a prity of particle-wall contact forces are close to the Coulomb
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failure criteria, whereas particle-particle forces in the buk are far from yield. Finally we show that the distribution
of contact forces in these packings show exponentiallike tails, in the bulk, at the side walls, and at the base ﬁl4- :15]

The simulation m ethod is presented in Section I, where we also discuss the various m ethods that were used to
generate the packings. In section IT, we show how the di erent m ethods a ect the buk structure of the packings.
Section IIT presents the vertical stress pro les and discusses their characteristics and we com pare our results to the
classicaltheory of Janssen aswellastwo m odi ed form s ofthe Janssen analysis. In Section IV we present our results
on the distribution of forces and test the Janssen prediction of Coulomb failire at the walls of the cylinder. W e
conclide and sum m arize the work iIn section V .

II. SMULATION METHOD

W e present m olecular dynam ics M D) sinulations In three din ensions on m odel system s of N m ono-dispersed
soheres of diameter d and massm . W e vary N from 20,000 to 200,000 particles. The system is constrained by a
cylinder of radius R, centered on x = y = 0, wih its axis along the vertical z direction. T he cylinder is bounded
below wih a atbaseat z= 0. In som e cases, a layer of random ly-arranged im m obilized particles approxin ately 2d
high restson top ofthe atbase to provide a rough base. T he cylinders used vary In size from R = 10d to 20d. This
work builds on previousM D sin ulations of packings w ith periodic boundary conditions in the xy plane [10]

T he spheres interact only on contact through a soring-dashpot interaction in the nomm aland tangential directions
to their lines of centers. C ontacting spheres i and j positioned at r; and rj experience a relative norm al com pression

= j@_j dj,whererij= i Ij,WhjCh results n a force

Fij=Fn+Ft: @)

T he nom aland tangential contact forces are given by

Fem £(=d)( k S¢  — wve) )

where njy = rij=ry;, with rjy = JiyJ. vh and v are the nom al and tangential com ponents of the relative surface
velocity, and ky;x and ;¢ are elastic and viscoelastic constants, respectively. £ (x) = 1 for Hookean (linear) contacts
while for Hertzian contacts £ x) = x. s is the elastic tangential displacem ent between spheres, obtained by
Integrating tangential relative velocities during elastic deform ation for the lifetim e of the contact. T he m agniude of

St is truncated as necessary to satisfy a localCoulomb yield criterion F¢ Fn, where F¢ Fijand Fy FnJ
and is the particleparticle friction coe cient. Frictionless spheres correspond to = 0. Particle-wall interactions
are treated identically, but the particle-wall friction coe cient ; is set independently. A m ore detailed description
of the m odel is available elsew here [16]. .

M ost of these sim ulations are run with a xed setofparameters kn =2 10°mg=d, k¢ = kn,and 2= 50 g—Td
For Hookean soringswe set ¢ = 0. For Hertzian sorings, += 4 U.?] In these s:mu]anns, it takes far longer to
drain the energy out of granular packs using the Hertzian force law, since the coe cient of restitution  is velocity—
dependent ﬂ&] and goes to zero as the velocity goes to zero. W %thus focused on Hookean contacts, which for the

above param eters give = 0:88. The convenient tine unit is = d=g, the tin e i takes a particke to 21l its radius
from rest under gravity. For this set of param eters, the tinestep t = 10? . The particleparticlke friction and
particlewall friction are the same: = , = 05, unlkss stated otherw ise.

A 1Nl of our results will be given in dim ensionless units based on m , d, and g. Physical experim ents often use glass
soheresofd= 100 m with = 2 10kg=m >. In this case, the physicalelastic constant would be kgiass ~ 10'°m g=d.
A spring constant this high would be prohbitively com putationally expensive, because the tin e step m ust have the
form t/ k  for collisions to be m odeled e ectively. W e have found that running sin ulations w ith larger k’s does
not appreciatively change the physical resuls i_l _d].

W e use a vardety of technigques to generate our static packings. In m ethod P 1, wem in ic the pouring of particles at
a xed height Z into the container. For com putationale ciency a group ofM particles is added to the sin ulation on
a single tin estep as if they had been added oneby-one at random tim es. T his is done by inserting the M particles at
non-overhpping positionsw ithin a thin cylindrical region of radiusR dthatextendsih z from Z toZ d. Thex,vy,
and z coordinates ofthe particles are chosen random Iy w thin this insertion region. T he %, v, and z coordinates of the
particles are chosen random ly w ithin this insertion region. T he height of insertion z detem ines the jnjpail z-velocity
v, of the particle | Vv, is set to the value it would have after 2lling from a height Z . Aftera tine 2 , another



group of M particles is nserted. This m ethodology generates a steady stream of particles, as if they were poured

continuously from a hopper (see Figure 1). T he rate of pouring is controlled by setting M to correspond to a desired

volum e fraction of particles w thin the insertion region. For exam ple, for an niial volum e fraction of ;= 0:13 and
= 10d, the pouring rate is 45 particles/

M ethod P 2 is sin ilar, but the insertion region m oves in z w ith tin e, so that the particles are inserted at roughly the
sam e distance from the top ofthe pilk over the course ofthe sin ulation. T he insertion region isthe sam e as in m ethod
P1l,with thickness z= 1 and radlisR d. For the results presented here, the Iniialheight is 10d and the insertion
point m oves upw ard w ith velocity vins = 0:15d= 2. For 50,000 particles, the pouring region rises 150d over the course
of the sinulation. A 50,000 particle pack in a R = 10d cylinder is roughly 140d high, m aking this a reasonable rate
for pouring in particles at approxin ately the sam e height overa long run. D i erent con gurationsw ere produced by
using di erent random number seeds to place the particles in the insertion region. T hese two m ethods are sin ilar to
the hom ogeneous \raining" m ethods used in experin ents f_lgi]

W e also prepare packings that sin ulate particle sedin entation. In this m ethod non-overlapping particles w ith a
packing fraction 013 are random I placed In a cylindrical region of radiisR  d extending from z = 10d to the
top ofthe sin ulation box. T his tall, dilute colum n of particles is then allowed to settle under the in uence of gravity
in the presence of a viscous dam pang tem { each particle i feels an additional Stok%s drag foree F*" P = bv;, with
the dam ping coe cient b= 020m  g=d. The temm nalvelocty Vieym = mg=b= 5 dg is the sam e velocity as that
of a free-falling particle that has fallen 25d=2 from rest. Thism ethod, which we refer to as S2, closely approxin ates
sedin entation in the presence of a background uid. It also shares som e sin ilarities w ith m ethod P 2, being very
sim flar to pouring particles from a constant height above the pilke. W e also run the simulation wih no viscous
dam ping, b= 0, and refer to thisasm ethod S1. In both cases, we start from the sam e Initialcon guration ofparticles
but give the particles di erent random iniialvelocities ranging from 10d= to 10d= for the horizontal com ponents
and 10d= to 0 for the vertical com ponent to create di erent con gurations.

In all cases, the sin ulations were run until the kinetic energy per particle was less than 10 ®m gd. The resultant
packing is considered quiescent and used for further analysis [_l-g] Form ethod S1, the free-fallportion ofthe sin ulation
is a am all fraction of the sin ulation tim e, w ith the largest fraction of the sin ulation tim e devoted to dissipation of
the Iocalvibrations of particles in contact. For the other three m ethods, the packs form as the pouring continues and
Jose their kinetic energy very soon after the last particle settles on top of the pack.

T hese sin ulations were perform ed on a parallel cluster com puter built wih DEC A Ipha Processors and M yrinet
Interconnects using a parallel m olecular dynam ics code optin ized for short-range Interactions Il6 ,'20 A typical
simulation to create a 50;000 particke R = 10d packing through pouring takes 5 10° tin esteps to com plete and
requires J:plughly 40 CPU hourson 50 processors. g

Figure i shows a sam ple progression of our sin ulations for m ethod P 1, while Figure & show s sin ilar resuls for
m ethod 52, which are the two m ethods we focus on in this paper. Both cases show a series of three snapshots over
the course of the form ation of the pack 21,221

ITII. STRUCTURE OF THE PACKINGS

T he packings generated by these fourm ethods had sim ilar bulk characteristics, though there were som e di erences
In the nalpacking fraction ¢ and coordination number n.. In all cases, the bulk properties of the packings were
the sam e for di erent random initial conditions using the sam e m ethod. For a given set of initial conditions such as
pouring rate, pouring height or iniial density, the height of the resultant packing was the sam e to w ithin d=4. The
resulting packing fraction and coordination num ber n. w ithin the pack were reproducble or a given set of nitial
conditions. Because of this, we frequently averaged over m ultiple runs w ith di erent random initial conditions to
In prove statistics In the presentation that follow s.

Sm alldi erences In the physicalstructure ofthe packsw ere cbserved that depend slightly on the generation m ethod.
In general, packings created by pouring were denser than those created by sedin entation. For otherw ise identical
50;000 particle packings in a cylinder of radiusR = 10d w ith default param eters, packings created using m ethodsP 1
had an average volum e fraction ¢ 0621 and forP 2 had an average volum e fraction of ¢ 0:614 usihg a pouring
rate 0f 45 particles=s . Those created using m ethods S1 had an average volum e fraction of ¢ 0:597 and those using
m ethod S2 had an average volum e fraction of ¢ 0:594. These di erences were reproduchble over di erent initial
conditions. The di erence between pouring and sedin entation seem s to arise from the much longer tin es involred
In pouring, because the energies involved in both m ethods are not dissin ilar. The longer tim e scales required to
form packs through pouring seem to allow particles m ore tin e to settle and rearrange, thus creating denser packs.
Sedim entation occurs over much faster tim e scales and seem s to lock the particles into m etastable con gurations
that are less dense. Form ethod P 1, ncreasing the height from which the particles were poured also Increased the
density of the nalpack, though the e ect was slight. This e ect probably arises from the greater kinetic energy of



FIG.1l: Fom ation ofa packing of N = 20;000 spheres in a cylindrical container of radius 10d onto a at base. T he packing
is constructed by pouring using m ethod P 1 from a height of 70d. The con gurations shown are for early, interm ediate and late
tin es. The nalstatic pilke has ¢ = 0:62.

FIG.2: Lower portion of the packing of N = 20000 spheres in a cylindrical container of radius R = 10d. The packing is
supported by a rough xedbed (darkerparticles) and is constructed by sedin entation usingm ethod S2. The three con gurations
shown are the Initialcon gurationsw ith volum e fraction ;= 0:3, an Intem ediate one, and the nalstaticpilewih ¢ 0:60.

the particles when they hit the pack, which allow s them to explore m ore phase space, resulting in denser packs. The
pouring rate also a ectsthe naldensity ¢, w ith fasterpouring ratesproducing looser packingsas shown in F jgure-'_3 .
This is the sam e e ect as above, w ith faster pouring rates forcing particles into looser m eta-stable con gurations.
The nalpacking fraction ¢’s for M ethod P2 are consistently lower than those form ethod P1. This is due to the
change In kinetic energy, because the kinetic energy of pouring particles in m ethod P2 ismuch sm aller than in P1.
A swas reported earlier for periodic system s f_l-(_i], m ore dilute initial packing fractions ; result in larger nalpacking
fractions ¢, and we see this behavior also for our sim ulations using m ethod S1. This is the sam e e ect as increasing
the pouring height, because m ore dilute colum nsw ith an aller ; are also taller and thus have greater potentialenergy.
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FIG . 3: Finalaverage packing fraction ¢ asa fiinction ofpouring rate vy (in unitsof 1= ). Resuls are for packings of 50;000
particles with R = 10d poured from a height 0o£180d w ith m ethod P 1. T he line is a guide to the eye. Slower pour rates create
denser packings.
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FIG . 4: Finalvolum e fraction ¢ ofpackings asa function of radius for packings ofN = 50;000 and R = 10, N = 82;000 and
R = 15,and N = 144;000 and R = 20 using m ethod S2. The e ects of the wall penetrate about 4d In each case.

In m odelS2 the nalvelocity ofthe 21ling particles is lim ited by the drag to a an all term inalvelocity. T his rem oves
any excess kinetic energy and the nalpacking fractions ofthese packings are independent ofthe initial state. F inally,
the force law chosen also has a very slight e ect on the nal structure of the pack. Replacing the Hookean force
law w ith Hertzian results in a slightly denser pack. W e thusa m the history-dependence ofgranu]ar packings: the
structure of the resultant packing is dependent on the particular m ethod used to generate it @9]

W e nd that signi cant particle ordering is seen at the cylinder walls, but this boundary e ect penetrates only a
few diam eters into the buk for cylinders of various radii. F jgure:fj show s the nalpacking fraction as a function of
radius for a set of packings created using the sam e param eters in cylinders of di erent radii using m ethod S2. In
all these cases r quickly approaches the buk value irrespective of the size of the container. In addition, the decay
length  is independent of size and extends over 4d orallR. _ _

P revious studies of granular pack ings have been concemed w ith the stability ofpackings [, 23, 24,25]. T he stability
of a packing is based on the average num ber of contacts per particle { the coordination number n.. T he theoretical
Iim i for stability for particles w ith friction isn. = 4 f26 ]. Packingsw ith n. = 4 are said to be isostatic, while those
w ith n. > 4 are hyperstatic —they have m ore contacts than are needed form echanical stability. A previous study 1_2-:'5']
ofpackingsw ith horizontalperiodic boundary conditions using the sam em odel concluded that frictionalpackings are
alw ays hyperstatic. U sing m ethods S1 and S2, we see identical results for ¢ and n. to those previousm easurem ents
In the Inner core of our packings for particles m ore than 5d from the outer wall, which should rem ove any ordering
e ects orighhating from the wall. Packings generated by m ethods P 1 and P 2 are also hyperstatic. T his suggests that
the previous conclisions of hyperstaticity also apply In the bulk of silos and that the walls have only a smalle ect
on the physical structure of packings. T he m ethod used to create the packings seem s to have a much largere ect.



IV. DISTRIBUTION OF STRESSES

O f particular interest in the construction of silos is the distrbution of stresses in a cylindrical packing rg.']. In a
liquid, hydrostatic pressure ncreases w ith depth. G ranular m aterials support shear, so the side walls of a container
can support som e of this pressure. The problem ofthe resultant vertical stress In a silo after 1lling has a long history,
beginning with Janssen in 1895. Janssen’s ana]ysjsl;L]_;, 2]'] of the stress in a silb rested on three assum ptions: the
granular particles are treated as a continuous m edium , a vertical stress ,, applied to the m aterial autom atically
generates a horizontal stress 1, = 2z and the frictional forces betw een particles and the wall are at the point of
Coulomb failire F+ = Fn), where the frictional force can no longer resist tangentialm otion of the particle and
have a speci ¢ direction. In our case, this direction is upw ard as the particles settle. U sing our sin ulations we can
test som e of these assum ptions.

Fora cylindrical container of radiisR w ith staticwall friction  and granularpack oftotalheight zy, the Janssen
analysis predicts the vertical stress ,, (z) at a height z is

Zy Z
1

2z (2) = gl 1 exp 4)

where the decay kength isl= ; R represents the fraction ofthe weight carried by the sidewalls, isthe volum etric
density, and z, is the top ofthepacking. In ourcase, = ¢ p,Where = 6m= & is the density ofa single particle.
Standard Janssen analysism andates that 1= 1, so that 1 is the only free param eter. A s seen below in Figure 6 this
sihgle param eter form ula does not provide a good qualitative t to our data. W e have generalized the form ul to
Include a two parameter twih 16 1. This separates the asym ptote from the decay length. T his generalization is
sim ilar to the one proposed by W alker to address the exper:im ental fact that stresses are not uniform across horizontal
slices, as was assum ed in the original Janssen analysis I28 29

A nother two-param eter t was proposed by Vanel and C kment I:L2; to reconcile their experim ental ndings w ith
Janssen theory. The t assum esa region of perfect hydrostaticity, followed by a region that conform s to the Janssen
theory.

Zg z< a : ZZ (Z)= g(ZO Z)
Zy zZ a
Zg zZ>a : z,(Z)= g atll exp — ©)
T his hydrostatic region is also predicted by a m odel of E vesque and de G ennes ﬁ_3-(_)']

Vertical stress pro les of packings for di erent num bers of particles using m ethod S2 are shown in Figure IE: As
the height of the packing increases, the region of height-independent stress also Increases. W e estim ate that a ratio of
height to radiusofh=R 6 isrequired to see thisbehavior, though thism ay be som ew hat dependent on our cylindrical
geom etry and also the din ensionality ofthe system , since this ratio is sm aller than that observed in 2D B, ',_3]_;] T here
is a slight Increase In the vertical stress at the base of all of these packings. T his is a generic feature of our packings,
visbl in packingsw ith rough and at bases, and is a boundary e ect at the base. W e ignore this sm all region in our
subsequent analyses.

Weshow a toftheN = 50;000 stress pro k to the Janssen omulk Eq. 4 in Figure 6a. W e cbtain the tby
setting the asym ptote glequalto the value ofthe stress In the height-independent region. T his section is lndependent

of depth and thus is the controlling factor for the Janssen t. W e used the standard 2 m easure of goodness of t
N

to evaluate the t,where 2= | (yNixl)z , N is the num ber of data points, x; is the sin ulation data, and y; are
the points from the t. In this and subsequent ts, we do not use the bottom 25d of the cylinder, as the uptick of
the stress there is a boundary e ect. A1l t param eters are summ arized in Table E‘ The Janssen t is relatively poor
(2= 10:5), and i substantially underpredicts the stress in the tumover region. A s in the experin ental data by
Vaneland C lem ent [14], the hydrostatic region is larger than predicted by the standard Janssen analysis. W e also t
our stress pro ke to themodi ed Janssen form (16 1), taking 1 from the asym ptote as before and tting las a free
param eter. This t isbetter ( 2 = 1:03). However, this orm also underpredicts the size of the linear region and
overshoots the data for large z, as shown in Figure db A s the stress increases lnearly with z near the top of the
packmg, it isnot surprising that the best twas obtained w ith the twoparam eter Vanelk€ lem ent fom , Eqg. 6' wih a
= 0:092. These results are qualitatively in agreem ent w ith the resuls obtained by Vaneland C lem ent: we obtain

's greater than 1 for the twoparam eter t and 's an aller than one for the standard Janssen t. It isdi cul to
provide a direct prediction for the value of we expect E:]. The lattertwo ts m odi ed Janssen and the tw o—region
t) do not have a theoreticalbasis, but clearly represent the data m uch better. T here is a substantial region of linear
hydrostatic pressure at the top ofthe packing that both the classicaland m odi ed Janssen theory do not account for.
W e nd sin ilar results for all otherm ethods exogpt S1. M ethod S1 is som ew hat unphysical, since the particles hit
the packing w ith increasing kinetic energy as the sin ulation progresses. T he vertical stress we observe in this case is
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FIG.5: Vertical stress ., In units ofm g=d2 for N = 20000 to 60000 packings w ith a rough base, using = , = 035 and
R = 10d form ethod S2. D ata for each value of N is averaged over 6 runs.
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FIG . 6: Vertical stress ,; in unitsofm g=d2 forN = 50000' lusjng m ethod S2. The data is represented by the diam onds. T he
dotted line isa t to the Janssen expression w ith 1= LEq.A'. The dashed line isa tto them odi ed Janssen expression w ith

16 1. The solid line isa t to the two param etertheory,Eq.t_:x'. () is a blowup of the tumover region on the right side of @).

substantially larger than that observed for other m ethods and is noticeably peaked near the top of the sam ple. This
arises because the large velocities of accelerating particles excessively com pact the pack at in pact. The pack then
attem pts to relax, but the side w alls exert their ow n pressure on the pack, keeping it in its \stressed" position, yielding
a totalpressure greater than hydrostatic and freezing in this kinetic stress. A Ithough there is a large di erence in the
stress pro les between packings generated by m ethod S1 and S2, ¢ ofthe fom er is only slightly larger.
To test the underlying assum ptions of the Janssen analysis, we varied the particle-wall friction . First we set
w = 0, which rem oved any particle-wall friction. This prevents the side walls from supporting any weight and is
sin ilar to uncon ned packings. The resul is a vertical stress that increases linearly w ith height, exactly as in the

TABLE I: Resultsofthe ts for vertical stress in packings using m ethod S2 and the corresponding physical param eters.

P acking Friction Janssen m odi ed Janssen VanelC Jem ent
=05 2=105 2=103 2= 0092
w =05 = 0:404 = 0677 =114
I=d= 248 l=d= 148 l=d= 8:76
I=d= 248 a=d= 160
=05 = 0:168 = 0218
w =20 I=d= 1429 I=d= 115
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FIG.7: Vertical stress ., in the top part of N = 50000 packings, wih , = 2 (diam onds) and , = 0:5 (open circles), both
using m ethod S2. The dotted lne isa tto the , = 2 data wih themodi ed Janssen formula with 16 1and the straight
line isa tto the sam e w ith the two-param eter Vanel€ lem ent form ula.
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FIG.8: Comparison of the resulant stress for packings created w ith cylinders of di erent radii R . (@) For sedin entation
m ethod S2, the highest stress is for a R = 20d cylindrical packing with N = 144000 particls, the second highest is for a
R = 15d cylindrical packing w ith 82000 particles, and the lowest is for 50000 particles and R = 10d. (o) For pouring m ethod
P 1, the highest stress is ora R = 20d packing with N = 200000 particles, next highest is fora R = 15d packing w ith 120000
particles, and the lowest is for a R = 10d packing w ith 50000 particles. A 1l the resuls are a single run except the two 50;000
particle system s, which are averaged over 6 runs.

hydrostatic case and as expected from the Janssen analysis. Another test was to increase the particle-w all friction,
setting = 290. Thisensures a very high 1im it for the Coulomb failire criterion. W e com pare the stress pro e of
the , = 20 case to our standard , = 035 case In Figure :j:, both wih = 0:5. The higher wallfriction case has a
low er height-independent stress, because the larger the , , the m ore the walls can support. H owever, this di erence
isnot large, and using ,, = 20 toobtain valiesresultsin unreasonably low valies, as seen in Tab]e:_'I. Themodied
Janssen from gives = 0:168, and the twoparam eter tgives = 0218. should be a feature of the m aterial used
and not vary greatly when the wall friction is changed tl_.']. A1l of these tsuse part of the Janssen theory, and the
discrepancy In  arises because the third assum ption of the Janssen analysis is not satis ed: the tangential forces at
the wall or the , = 20 case are considerably less than ,F, and thus far from the Coulomb failire criterion, as
seen In Sec. V.

W e also analyzed stresspro les in larger cylinders of radiisR = 15d and R = 20d. A com parison ofdi erent stress
pro lesisshown in Figure z_3:a form ethod S2 and in F igure gb form ethod P1. The w ider cylinders have larger stresses
In their asym ptotic region because the am ount ofm aterial they m ust support is lJarger. These pro les show that the
crossover to height-independent pressure occurs approxin ately at height 6R , irrespective of pouring m ethod. In all
cases, note the linear, hydrostatic-like stress region at the top of the pik.

M ethods P1 and P2 had sin ilar stress pro ls. Pouring the particles from di erent heights had a an alle ect on
the stress pro ls. Increasing the height from which the particles were poured increased the Intemal stress. This



0
10°E T 10 T
,%ﬁ.h %,,
i sy (a) Al ey (b)
- 8 107 g, 4
107 s 5 E : s
2 e r A
P(f) [ .. 10%; ? . s
102k \ ] P(f) : :
i s 10°F L 3
r ] A L A O 4
-3 L
10 ? © s 3 10-4; o <
r £ o
-4 | L '57 L L L
107 2 4 6 107 2 4 6 8

FIG . 9: D istrdbution of nom al f, and tangential fi contact forces for a packing of 50;000 particles generated using m ethod
P1l. Buk forces are represented as open circles, forces betw een particles and side wall are represented as lled-in triangles, and
forces between particles and the at base are represented as lled-in squares. A 1l forces exhibit the sam e quasiexponential
tails.

arises from their higher potential energy. T he Increase In stress ism uch greater than the sm alldi erence in packing
fraction observed betw een these packings. W e also varied the pouring rate for these packings and found thishad little
or no e ect on the stress pro ls. T his kads us to conclude that intemal stress In a packing is prin arily a ected by
the particle-wall friction coe cient  , the geom etry of the cylinder, and the am ount of potential energy that the
particles possess, here represented by height of pouring. Changes in other param eters that can a ect characteristics
of the pack such as packing fraction but do not change the potential energy have little e ect on the stress pro ls.

V. DISTRIBUTION OF FORCES

N um erous experin ents have been done to m easure the distrbution of nom al contact forces P (f,) in granular
packings, where f, = F,=F, and F, isthe average nom alforce. T hese packings all show approxin ately exponential
tails ;n P (£,) or large foroes £, > 1 {14, 33]. Unbrtunately, in experin ents it is di cult to probe the distribution of
forces in the interior of the pack. W em easure P (f,) In both the buk of packings and along the side walls and at
bottom s of the cylinder, shown In Figure B T hese packings were created ushgm ethod P1 wih , = 0:5, though the
form ofthe tailofP (f) is rem arkably robust to changes in m ethod or param eters. In aderJon, we see the sam e form
ofthe distribution forthe tangentialP (), as J:eported In sim ulationsw ith periodic packings [33 TheseP (f,) curves
are quite consistent w ith previous m easurem ents of P ( f_lé ] at the base of a packing. In addition, these results
Indicate the form ofP (f) inside a packing is not qua]jtau'ye]y di erent from one taken on the edge or bottom of a
cylinder. R ecent experin ents on em ulsions have found sin ilar distributions HrP (£) in thebuk [34,135]. T his in plies
that m easurem ents of P (f) taken by experim ent using forces at the edge give a good picture of the distrlbution in
the packing as a whole.

U sing our force m easurem ents, we can further test the reliability of the Janssen assum ptions by checking whether
the tangential forces at the wall are actually at the Coulomb yield criterion Fr = L F,. Wede ne = F= F,
In the buk of the packing and = F= ,F, Pr forces at the wall. Ifa speci ¢ Proe is at the Coulomb failure
criterion, = 1. By exam ining the distrbution of forces in the interior of our packings, we nd that alm ost no
particle-particle contacts are at the Coulom b criterion irrespective ofm ethod or param eters, as shown in F igure -'_l-ga.
W hen we exam Ine the particle-wall forces in the height-independent stress region, the forces are m uch closer to the

Coulomb criterion. For = L = 035, the m apriy of the tangential forces are close to the Coulomb criterion for
di erent methods. W hen > ,we nd thatm ost ofthe partjc]e—w all tangential forces are also near the Coulom b
failure criterion . H ow ever, for extrem ely thh —friction walls ( = 05, , = 20),m ost tangential forces are not at the

Coulomb criterion, as shown in Figure, lOb The peak In the particle-wall distrdbbution occurs near ¥ = F,. This
suggests that there isan e ective  ,erf, Which isthe lesser ofthe orighhal , and . Ifwe redo them odi ed Janssen
tasbefre orthe , = 20 cascand usean e ective  ,err = 0:5, asdetem ined from our contact forces, we cbtain
= 0:72, a value close to our previous value or , = 0:5, which iswhat one would expect. It appears that the wall
does not support In m eaningfiil num bers larger tangential forces than those betw een particles, because particles slip
and m ove against other particles and thus detach from the wall regardless of the high , . This suggests that when
the particleparticle friction and particlewall friction , are m atched, the m a prity of the particle-wall forces at
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FIG .10: P robability distribbutionsP ( ) in the height-independent pressure region in the bulk ofthe packing (a) and at the side
walls (o), each nom alized by fsmaximnum valieP (pax). = Fk=F, In @) and Ft= F, In ). Forces In the buk are far
from the Coulomb failire criterion, while m any of those at the walls are very close to it. The legends for (@) and () are the
sam e.

FIG. 11: Probability distrdbbutions P ( ) at the side wall in the linear hydrostatic region at the top of the packing with

= , = 05, each nom alized by itsmaxinum value P (nax)- = Ft=  Fn. The solid line is the data for m ethod S2 and
the dashed line the data form ethod P1. In contrast to the behavior In the height-independent pressure region, the forces at
the walls are far from the Coulomb failire criterion in all cases.

the wall are close to the Coulomb failire criterion. O ne exception occurs for ]aJ_:qe , = w = 10. Thisallows
very large frictional forces, and it seem s lkely (as observed in other sim ulations LLQ]) that even though the walland
particles can support larger tangential forces in principle, no tangential forces of this m agnitude are generated. T his
Inform ation about the Coulom b failure criterion In the depth-independent pressure region gives us no inform ation on
the extended hydrostaticlike region at the top of the pik. _

W e have also analyzed the linear hydrostatic region soeci cally and show ourresultsin F jgure:_ll:, using = F= ,Fq
as In the earlier gures. In this region, fEw of the forces at the wall are near the Coulom b criteria, regardless of the
valie of and . Thisisa partialexplanation for why the Janssen analysis does not apply in this region. The walls
n this region support very little weight and thus the stress pro e In this region is sin ilar to the linear hydrostatic
case. T he nature of the transition between this hydrostatic-like region and the bulk region rem ains to be explored.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have used large-scale sin ulations to study granular packings in cylindrical containers. W e used a variety of
m ethods to generate these packings and studied the e ects ofpacking preparation on the nalstaticpacking. W e show
that the classical Janssen analysis does not fully describe our packings, but that slight m odi cations to the theory
of Janssen enable us to describe our packings well. In addition, we explore som e of the assum ptions of Janssen and
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show that when the particleparticle and particle-w all friction interactions are balanced, the particle-w all interaction
close to the wall is at the Coulomb failure criterion. W e show that the anom alous hydrostatic region at the top of
our packings arises because the forces at the wallare far from the Coulomb failire criterion and thus support very
little weight, In contrast to results deeper in the packing. W e also dem onstrate that the distrdbution of forces in our
packings is consistent w ith previous results in both experin ent and sin ulation not only in the bulk, but also at the
walls and base.

M uch of the literature on vertical stress pro les In silos focuses on two din ensional system s. The stress pro les
of packings are strongly In uenced by the dim ensionality of the system and we explore the crossover between 2D
packings, quasi?D packings of particles in at cells, and fully 3D packings in another work t_B-]_J']

W hile this work was being prepared, we becam e aware of two new granular experim ents that nd a Janssen form
for the vertical stress {_3-6, 5-]'] T hese experin ents use either a m ovable base or m ovable cylindrical walls to m obilize
the grains m ore fully, producing a m ore Janssen-like vertical stress. T he present sin ulations are m uch closer to the
Vanel€ Jem ent experin ents {13, 13], which were taken after the packing had settled into its nalstate.

This work was supported by the D #ision ofM aterials Science and Engineering, B asic Energy Sciences, O oe of
Science, U S. D gpartm ent of Energy. This collaboration was perform ed under the auspices of the DOE Center of
E xcellence for the Synthesis and P rocessing of A dvanced M aterials. Sandia is a m ultiprogram laboratory operated
by Sandia Corporation, a Lockheed M artin C om pany, for the United States D epartm ent of E nergy under C ontract
DE-AC 04-94A 1.85000.
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