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A bstract

W ediscussrecentdevelopm entsin theform ulation ofa Statistical

M echanicsapproach to non therm alsystem s,such asgranularm edia.

W e review a few im portant num ericalresults on the assessm ent of

Edwards’theory and,in particular,we apply these ideas to study a

m ean �eld m odelofahard spherebinary m ixtureundergravity,which

can befully analytically investigated.Asaconsequence,wederivethe

rich phasediagram and predictthefeaturesofsegregation patternsof

them ixture.

1 Introduction

Theissuewediscusshere,which recently raised considerableinterest[1,2,3,

4,5,6],isthe possibility to describe non therm alsystem s,such asgranular

m edia,byusingconceptsfrom StatisticalM echanics,asproposedbyEdwards

in 1989 [1].

Granularm edia [7]are dissipative system s m ade ofm acroscopic grains,

such as powders or sands,where gravity e�ects are usually m uch stronger

than therm alagitation,which is thus neglected (i.e.,Tbath = 0). As m uch

astherm alsystem s,theirm acroscopic propertiesarecharacterized by a few

controlparam eters and their m acrostates correspond to a huge num ber of
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Space of Inherent States IS(Ω   )ΩTot)Configuration space (

Figure1:A schem aticpictureofthesystem wholecon�guration space,
 Tot,

and thesubspaceofInherentStates,
IS,i.e.,m echanically stablestates.

m icrostates. In granular m edia atrest,these m icrostates are m echanically

stable,\frozen",arrangem entsofgrains.They have been called \inherent

states" [2],(seeFig.1),becauseoftheirconnectionsto\inherentstructures"

[8]ofsupercooled liquidsquenched atzero tem perature,i.e.,localm inim a of

thepotentialenergy in con�guration space(which wereintroduced fortheir

im portantrolein glassy properties).

In therm alsystem sthe space ofm icrostatesisexplored by the presence

ofa �nite Tbath. In granular m edia at rest Tbath = 0,but the e�ects ofa

�nite therm albath (Tbath > 0)can be obtained by an externaldrive (like a

\shake")ofam plitude�> 0.

The above considerationsoutline the possibility to develop a Statistical

M echanicsapproach to describe granularm edia. In the presentpaper,this

approach isintroduced in Sect.2 and itscheck,via M onteCarlo sim ulations

in theschem aticfram ework oflatticem odelsforgranularm edia,isreviewed

in Sect.3.Sect.4 isdevoted to the analyticalinvestigation ofa m ean �eld

m odelofa binary hard sphere m ixture under gravity for granular m edia,

treated with the above approach. Finally,m ean �eld predictionsaboutthe

system phasediagram and itssegregation phenom ena arediscussed in Sect.

5.
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Figure 2: Ourlattice grain m odelsare subject to a M onte Carlo dynam ics

m ade of\tap" sequences. A \tap" isa period oftim e,oflength �0 (thetap

duration),where they evolve ata �nite value ofthe bath tem perature,T�
(the tap am plitude);afterwards grains are frozen in one oftheir inherent

states.

2 Probability distribution

Edwards[1]proposed am ethod toindividuatetheprobability,Pr,to�nd the

system in itsinherentstater,undertheassum ption thatthesem echanically

stable stateshave the sam e a prioriprobability to occur.The knowledge of

Pr hastheconceptualadvantageto substitutetim e with ensem ble averages,

and thusallowingthedescription ofthesystem propertiesby useoffew basic

theoreticalconcepts,asin therm odynam ics.A possible approach to �nd Pr

isasfollows[2].Pr isobtained asthem axim um oftheentropy,

S = �
X

r

PrlnPr (1)

with the m acroscopic constraint that the system energy,E =
P

r
PrE r,is

given.Thisassum ption leadsto theGibbsresult:

Pr / e
� �confE r (2)

where �conf isa Lagrange m ultiplier,called inverse con�gurationaltem pera-

ture,enforcing theaboveconstrainton theenergy:

�conf =
@Sconf

@E
Sconf = ln
IS(E ) (3)
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Here,
IS(E )isthe num ber ofinherent stateswith energy E . Thus,sum -

m arizing,thesystem atresthasTbath = 0 and Tconf = �
� 1

conf
6= 0.
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Figure 3: The tim e average ofthe energy,e,and (inset) its uctuations,

�e 2,recorded atstationarity during atap dynam ics,asafunction ofthetap

am plitude,T�,in the3D latticem onodisperse hard sphere m odel.Di�erent

curves correspond to sequences oftap with di�erentvaluesofthe duration

ofeach singletap,�0.

Thesebasicconsiderations,tobevalidated byexperim entsorsim ulations,

settleatheoreticalStatisticalM echanicsfram ework todescribegranularm e-

dia. Consider,for de�niteness,a system ofm onodisperse hard spheres of

m ass m . In the system whole con�guration space 
 Tot,we can write Ed-

wards’generalized partition function as:

Z =
X

r2
 T ot

e� H H C � �m gH �� r() (4)

where H H C isthe hard coreinteraction between grains,m gH isthegravity

contribution to the energy (H is particles height),and the factor � r() is
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a projector on the inherent states space 
IS (see Fig.1): ifr 2 
IS then

� r() = 1 else � r() = 1�. UsualStatisticalM echanics,where � � 1 is

identi�ed with Tbath,is recovered for  = 0; Edwards’\Inherent States"

StatisticalM echanicsisobtained for ! 1,and by de�nition � � 1 iscalled

Tconf [1,2].
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Figure 4: The tim e averages ofenergy uctuations,�e 2,when plotted as

function ofthetim eaverageofenergy,e,collapseon asinglem asterfunction

forallthe di�erentvaluesoftap am plitude and duration,T� and �0,shown

in Fig.3. Ensem ble averagesindependently calculated overthe distribution

eq.(2),h�e 2i,go on the sam e curve when plotted asa function ofhei(the

black em pty circles). Tim e and Edwards ensem ble averages coincide to a

very good approxim ation. Data refer to a 3D m onodisperse hard-sphere

m odelundergravity,sketched in theinset.
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3 Latticehard spherem odelsforgranularm e-

dia

The above scenario has been checked [2]by M onte Carlo sim ulations,in a

schem aticm odelforgranularm edia:a system ofm onodispersehard-spheres

(with diam eter
p
2a0)undergravity,wherethecentersofm assofgrainsare

constrained to m ove on the sites ofa cubic lattice (ofspacing a0 = 1,see

insetFig.4).Grainsaresubjectto a dynam icsm adeofa sequenceof\taps"

[10](see Fig.2): a single \tap" is a period oftim e,oflength �0 (the tap

duration),where they evolve ata �nite value ofthe bath tem perature,T�
(the tap am plitude);afterwards grains are frozen in one oftheir inherent

states.

W e showed thatunder such a tap dynam ics the system s reaches a sta-

tionary statewheretim eaveragescan bereplaced,with good agreem ent,by

ensem ble averagesovertheabovegeneralized Gibbsdistribution eq.(2).

Tim eaveragesoverthetap dynam icsatstationarity oftheenergy,e,and

energy uctuations,�e 2,as a functions ofT�,are plotted in Fig.3,where

di�erentcurvescorrespond totap sequencesofdi�erenttap duration �0.Ap-

parently,e and �e 2 are functionsofboth T� and �0,thus,forinstance,T�
doesnotresulttobeagoodparam etertouniquely individuatethestationary

statusofthe system . Anyway,we can see thata single therm odynam ic pa-

ram eterisnecessary tocharacterizethem acroscopicstatus.Thisisapparent

from Fig.4 (see also Fig. 5),where we plot�e 2 asa function ofe: allthe

data from di�erenttap dynam icsofFig.3 collapseon a singlem astercurve.

W eindependently calculated theensem bleaveragesoverdistribution (2)ofe

and �e 2:interestingly thesecollapseon thesam ecurvedrawn by data from

tap dynam ics(seeFig.4).

Alternatively,an intensive \therm odynam ic" param eter can be de�ned

from the data collected along the tap dynam icsatstationarity through the

static uctuation dissipation relation,which leads to individuate a \tem -

perature",Tfd [2].W enum erically showed thatTfd coincideswith Edwards’

\con�gurationaltem perature",Tconf,de�ned above.Theseresultsarebriey

sum m arized in Fig.5.There we show thataveragesofm acroscopic quanti-

tiescalculated alongdi�erenttap dynam icscollapseon asinglem astercurve

when plotted asa function ofthe \therm odynam ic" param eterTfd.In Fig.

5,wealso show thatensem ble averages,independently calculated by eq.(2),
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collapseon thevery sam em astercurvewhen plotted asa function ofTconf.
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Figure5:Thedensityself-overlap function,Q,and(upperinset)thesystem

density on the bottom layer,�b,(previously recorded during tap dynam ics

with di�erent durations �0 and am plitude T�) are plotted as function of

Tfd (in unitsm ga0). These tim e averagesare com pared with the ensem ble

averages over the distribution eq.(2) (the black em pty circles),plotted as

function ofTconf (in unitsm ga0). There isa very good agreem entbetween

the independently calculated tim e averages overthe tap dynam ics and the

statisticalm echanics ensem ble averages �a la Edwards. Data refer to a 3D

m onodispersehard-spherem odelundergravity.

Thetap\dynam ics"isinterestinginitself[10,3,15].Forinstance,density

relaxation is well�tted by stretched exponentialand by logarithm ic laws

respectively athigh and low T� [2,10],a factalso experim entally found [11].

In particular,oneobservesthatbyloweringT� thesystem sgets\jam m ed",in

thesensethatitscharacteristicrelaxation tim e,�,enorm ously grows.Thisis

shown in Fig.6.Thepresenceofstrong\aging"e�ectsin m odelsforgranular

m ediawasindeed discovered afew yearsago[3,15].Thegrowth of� with T�
iswellapproxim ated by an ArrheniusorVogel-Tam m an-Fulcherlaw [2,10],

resem bling theslowing down ofglassform ersclose to theglasstransition,a

resultrecently experim entally con�rm ed [12].

Eq.(4) gives a generalfram ework where the properties oftherm aland
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Figure6:Inset The density self-overlap,Q,asa function ofthe num berof

taps,tn,forseveralT�.M ain Fram e Thecharacteristicrelaxation tim e,�,

de�ned by astretched exponential�tofthelongtim edynam icsofQ(tn).At

low T�,� appear to diverge �a la Arrhenius orVogel-Tam m an-Fulcher (the

superim posed �t).

non-therm alsystem s,such as their phase diagram ,can be discussed. For

instance, a relation, as the one sketched in Fig.7, is now found to exist

between glassy propertiesofhard spheresundergravity in usualstatistical

m echanics(= 0lim it)andthe\jam m ing"propertiesofgranularm edia(=

1lim it);thecontrolparam etersbeing thenum berofgrainsand,respectively

the tem perature,Tbath,and the con�gurationaltem perature,Tconf. Thisis

consistent with the theoreticalspeculation by Liu and Nagel[9]aboutthe

existenceofageneralized phasediagram forthe\jam m ed"region ofgranular

m edia and \glassy" region ofglassform ers.

Also in glasses,following for exam ple the inherent structure approach

[8],one can de�ne a con�gurationalentropy associated to the num ber of

inherentstructurescorresponding to a�xed energy,E ,and consequently the
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con�gurationaltem perature.W hen thesystem isfrozen atzero tem perature

in one ofitsinherentstatesitdoesnotevolve anym ore. A way to visitthe

inherentstructuresisby using a tap dynam ics(i.e.,a procedure sim ilarto

thatused aboveforgranularm aterials).Thus,m oregenerally,thefram ework

ofeq.(4)openstheway to a StatisticalM echanicsof\frozen system ".

Finally,itisim portantto recallthatwe have shown [2]thatm ore than

one Lagrange m ultiplierm ay be necessary,in general,to assign the m acro-

scopic system status. Forinstance,in the case ofa binary m ixture ofhard

sphereson alattice,atleasttwo con�gurationaltem peraturesm ustbeintro-

duced. In this case,an extension ofEdwards’approach is required,where

Pr isgiven by them axim um oftheentropy with separateconstraintson the

gravitationalenergiesofthe two speciesofgrains:E 1 = m 1g
P

r
PrH 1r and

E 2 = m 2g
P

r
PrH 2r (H 1 and H 2 are the heights ofspecies 1 and 2). This

givestwo Lagrangem ultipliers:

�1 =
@ln
IS(E 1;E 2)

@E 1

�2 =
@ln
IS(E 1;E 2)

@E 2

where 
IS(E 1;E 2) is the num ber ofinherent states with E 1,E 2. Edwards’

generalized partition function m ustnow bewritten as:

Z =
X

r2
 T ot

e� H H C � �1m 1gH 1� �2m 2gH 2 �� r()

To illustrate the theoreticaldevelopm ents allowed by Edwardsform ula-

tion,wenow discussam ean �eld m odeloftheabovebinarym ixture.W ecan

thuspredictthe structure ofitsphase diagram and describe an ubiquitous

and intriguing phenom enon,called \size segregation",observed in vibrated

granularm ixtureswherein presenceofshakingthesystem isnotrandom ized,

butitscom ponentstend to separate.

4 A M ean Field m odel

W e considera lattice ofH layers,occupied by a hard spheressystem m ade

oftwo species,1 (sm all) and 2 (large),with grain diam eters a0 and
p
2a0

(the lattice spacing is a0 = 1). The hard core potentialH H C is such that

two nearestneighborparticlescannotoverlap. Thisim pliesthatonly pairs

ofsm allparticlescan benearestneighborson a layer.
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Figure 7: A schem atic picture ofa unifying phase diagram forthe \glassy

region"ofordinary hard spheresundergravity and \jam m ed region"ofgran-

ularm edia which em ergesfrom the StatisticalM echanicsapproach to pow-

ders.

Each layer is dealt with the standard m ean �eld technique, i.e., it is

subdivided in two sublatticesA and B ,whereeach sitein sublatticeA (resp.

B )interacts with allsites in B (resp. A) and only with them (see Fig.8).

The Hard-Core lattice Ham iltonian forsphereson the sam e layeratheight

z (with z 2 f1;:::;H g)isthus:

H H C (z)=
J

2N

X

ij

f(nA z

i ;n
B z

j ) (5)

Here weintroduce the notation nA z

i (resp.nB z

i )to individuate the statusof

siteiin sublattice A (resp.B )ofthelayerathightz:n
A ;B

i 2 f0;1;2g isan

occupancy variablewhich is0ifnograinsareon sitei,1or2whetherasm all

ora large sphere isthere. In eq.(5)the sum ison allsitesofsublatticesA z

and B z,i;j2 f1;:::N g.The\shapefactor",f(ni;nj),indicateswhethertwo

grainscan be nearestneighbor:f(ni;nj)= (1�� ni;0)(1�� nj;0)�� ni;1�nj;1.

TheHard-Corelim itisfound forJ ! 1 .

To settheaveragedensity a chem icalpotentialterm isalso present:

H �(z)= �
X

i;a

�
�1�na

i
;1 + �2�na

i
;2

�
(6)
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Here the sum ison allsitesofsublatticesA z and B z (i.e,i2 f1;:::N g and

a 2 fA z;B zg).Ofcourse,also thegravity contributionsareconsidered:

H (1)

g (z)= m 1gz
X

i;a

�na
i
;1 ; H (2)

g (z)= m 1gz
X

i;a

�na
i
;2 (7)

wherez istheheightofthelayerwherenai belong to,and m k,k 2 f1;2g,is

them assofgrainsoftype1 or2.

A

A 1

B1

2B 2

Figure 8: A schem atic picture ofthe lattice considered here. W e have H

horizontallayers,each divided in two reciprocally fully connected sublattices

A and B .Grainsarelocated on thelatticesitesand,in ordertobe\stable",

m ustreston theirhom ologousunderneath grains.

4.1 Edwards projector term H E dw

TheaboveHam iltonian istheusualonedescribing a setofhard spheresun-

dergravity ata m ean �eld level. The novelty we considerhere isEdwards’

idea thatin granularm edia averagesm ustbedone by considering only m e-

chanically stable states (i.e.,\Inherent States",IS).In the present case of

a lattice m odelthe \stability" ofa grain is given by the presence ofsom e

underlying grainswhich supportit. The projectoron IS hasthusa sim ple

form :itcan bewritten asa sum ofsingle particleterm sto beadded in the

Ham iltonian.In fact,to decide whethera grain on layerz is\m echanically

11



stable" we m ust justcheck the status ofits corresponding sites in the two

layersbelow it.In thecaseofnotfully connected layersalso nextneighbors

sites atlevelz�1 should be considered,but this is notthe case here. In

particular,sincefora m atterofsim plicity wejustdiscussa system m adeof

2 layers(i.e.,H = 2),only thestatusofsiteiatz�1 m ustbeconsidered to

establish whetherni atz isstableornot.Thecasewith m orethan 2 layers

givesvery sim ilarresultsto thosepresented here,butatthepriceofa m ore

intricate analyticaltreatm ent. Since our m odelis already very schem atic,

we disregardsthese detailsand restricthere to H = 2.Thus,sum m arizing,

in thepresentcasethe\stability" ofgrainson levelz isgiven by thefollow-

ing term ,which couples adjacent layers between them ,to be added to the

Ham iltonian [13]:

H E dw(z)= K
X

i;a

(1�� n
az
i
;0)�n

az� 1

i
;0

(8)

UsualStatisticalM echanicsisrecovered forK = 0. Edwards’\Inherent

States"StatisticalM echanicsisobtainedforK ! 1 (i.e.,K = ln(1�));the

projectoron InherentStatesbeing:�(fn
az
i g;K )= exp

n

�
P

H

z= 1
H E dw(z)

o

.

Thesystem partition function can thusbewritten as:

Z =
X

fn
az
i
g

exp

(

�

HX

z= 1

�
H H C (z)+ �1H

(1)

g (z)+ �2H
(2)

g (z)+ H �(z)+ H E dw(z)
�
)

(9)

5 Phase D iagram and Segregation Phenom -

ena

After standard m anipulation ofeq.(9),the saddle point free energy is ob-

tained:

f = �
lnZ

N
= �J

HX

z= 1

"
X

j;k= 1;2

x
(j)

A
(z)x

(k)

B
(z)�x

(1)

A
(z)x

(1)

B
(z)

#

�ln(Z [x A ]Z [xB ]) (10)
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where,aftertheK ! 1 lim it,wehavede�ned

Z [xA ] = 1+ e� J[x
(2)

A
(1)] e�1 + e� J[x

(1)

A
(1)+ x

(2)

A
(1)]e�2 + e� J[x

(2)

A
(1)+ x

(2)

A
(2)] e2�1� �1m 1gh0

+ e� J[x
(1)

A
(1)+ x

(2)

A
(1)+ x

(2)

A
(2)] e�1+ �2� �1m 1gh0 + e� J[x

(2)

A
(1)+ x

(1)

A
(2)+ x

(2)

A
(2)] e�1+ �2� �2m 2gh0

+ e� J[x
(1)

A
(1)+ x

(2)

A
(1)+ x

(1)

A
(2)+ x

(2)

A
(2)]e2�2� �2m 2gh0 (11)

Herewehaveintroduced thedensity�eld x
(k)
a (z),which isthenum berdensity

fraction ofspeciesk 2 f1;2gon sublatticea 2 fA;B g atlevelz2 f1;:::;H g.

The constant h0 isthe verticallayer spacing. The 4H m ean �eld selfcon-

sistentcoupled equations,to be solved in the lim itJ ! 1 ,are the saddle

points:

@f[xA ;xB ]

@x
(k)
a (z)

= 0 (12)

W ithout entering further details, eq.s(12) adm it three kinds ofsolutions,

corresponding to three di�erent possible phases for the system . Phase I

(which is twofold) is characterized by the property thatthere are no large

grains sitting on the bottom layer, i.e., x
(2)

A
(1) = x

(2)

B
(1) = 0. Phase II

(twofold)adm itsthepresenceonbothlayersofbothkindofparticles.Finally,

PhaseIIIhastheproperty thatsm allgrainshave expelled largegrains,i.e.,

x
(2)
a (z) = 0 8a;z. The resulting phase diagram ofthe system is shown in

Fig.9. In generalthe crossing from one to the other phase is m arked by

a �rst order phase transition. Finally,it is possible to show [14]that the

\Bethe lattice" version ofthe m odelused in the present \fully connected"

m ean �eld approach appearsto be able to locate also a glassy phase in the

abovephasediagram ,asoriginally predicted in [10,15,3].

Itisworth to exhibitthecon�gurationalentropy ofthesystem :

sconf = [�1@�1 + �2@�2 + �1@�1 + �2@�2 �1]f (13)

which isshown in Fig.10.Finally,we discuss\sizesegregation",and specif-

ically,the phenom enon known as the \BrazilNut E�ect" (BNE),i.e.,the

tendency oflarge grains to segregate on top ofthe system . The vertical

segregation param eteristhedi�erenceofaverageheightsofspecies1 and 2:

�h = h 1 �h 2.Itispossible to show thatin PhaseIlargegrainsarealways

on average on top,i.e.,�h < 0,due to the geom etric organization ofthe

13



pack. In Phase II,BNE isobserved when m 1�1 > m 2�2,else the \Reverse

BrazilNutE�ect" (RBNE)isfound (wherelargegrainsareon thebottom ).

Noticethatin PhaseIIa routefrom theBNE to theRBNE region doesnot

necessarily cut any transition line. Instead,crossing from the BNE region

ofPhase IIto BNE region ofPhase I(asin panela)ofFig.9)corresponds

to crossa 1storderphase transition line (with a jum p in �h,asshown in

Fig.11). Phase IIIis associated to an other form ofsegregation where,as

already stated,sm allgrainsfully expellarge grains. Thisphase separation

phenom enon can give rise to \vertical" aswellas\horizontalsegregation",

i.e.,pattern form ation.

Som e num ericalsim ulations [2,16,18]and experim entalobservations

[17]aboutBNE appearto beexplained by segregation m echanism sasthose

found in PhaseI,IIand IIIofthepresentm odel.In particular,segregation

under\condensation",num erically discovered in [18],m ay be originated by

phenom ena asthosefound in PhaseIII.

6 C onclusions

Asa theoreticalpicture istaking shape,therearestillm any open problem s

with the StatisticalM echanicsofgranularm edia;ofcourse,theassum ption

thatthestationary distribution isgiven by them axim um ofan entropy with

a few m acroscopic constraints is to be checked case by case;and there is

no generala prioricriteria to selectsuch necessary m acroscopicconstraints,

i.e., there is no generalcriteria to establish how m any \therm odynam ic"

param eters(Tconf’s)areneeded to characterizethestatusofa given powder

[2,19].

Anyway,sim ple m odelsofgranularm edia have con�rm ed and extended

[2,3,4,5,6]Edwards’1989 hypothesis[1]thatgranularm edia in their\in-

herentstates" can bedescribed by a generalized StatisticalM echanics.Here

we have reviewed recentprogressesm ade in thisresearch area and,in par-

ticular,we have analytically investigated a sim ple m ean �eld m odelwhere

to apply Edwards’StatisticalM echanicsapproach.A com prehensivepicture

em ergesof\therm odynam ical" and dynam icalpropertiesofthese non ther-

m alsystem s,ranging from segregation patternsto theirjam m ing transition

[1,2,20].Thepresenceofphasetransitionsin theinherentstatesspace,here

predicted by a m ean �eld theory,isto becon�rm ed by experim entalwork.
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Figure9: Phasediagram softhem ean �eld hard spheresm ixturem odelin

the plane (e� m 1�1;e� m 2�2)described in the text. In panela),b),c),d)the

param eters(e�1;e�2)arerespectively:(:1;:1);(1;:1);(:1;1);(1;1).In PhaseI

only BNE ispresentforany valueofm 1�1 and m 2�2.In Phase IIcrossover

from BNE toRBNE occurswhenm 1�1=m 2�2 = 1(thediagonalinthegraph).

In PhaseIIIlargegrainsareexpelled from thesystem .
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Figure 10: The con�gurationalentropy,sconf,ofthe m ean �eld m odelasa

function ofe� m 1�1 for(e�1;e�2)= (1;1)and e� m 2�2 = :5.
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Figure11:Theverticalsegregation param eter,�h = h 1�h 2 (i.e.,theaverage

heightdi�erence ofspecies1 and 2)ofthe m ean �eld m odel,asa function

ofe� m 1�1 for (e�1;e�2) = (:1;:1). Left panel: e� m 2�2 = :75;right panel:

e� m 2�2 = :58.
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