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Edw ards-like statisticalm echanicaldescription ofthe parking lot m odelfor vibrated

granular m aterials.

G . Tarjus and P. Viot
Laboratoire de Physique Th�eorique des Liquides,

Universit�e Pierre et M arie Curie, 4, place Jussieu,

75252 Paris Cedex, 05 France

W e apply the statisticalm echanicalapproach based on the \
at" m easure proposed by Edwards

and coworkers to the parking lot m odel,a m odelthat reproduces the m ain features ofthe phe-

nom enology ofvibrated granularm aterials.W e�rstbuild the
atm easureforthecaseofvanishingly

sm alltapping strength and then generalize the approach to �nite tapping strengthsby introducing

a new \therm odynam ic" param eter,the available volum e for particle insertion,in addition to the

particledensity.Thisdescription isableto takeinto accountthevariousm em ory e�ectsobserved in

vibrated granularm edia.Although notexact,theapproach givesa good description ofthebehavior

ofthe parking-lotm odelin the regim e ofslow com paction.

PACS num bers:05.70.Ln,45.70.Cc

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

G ranularm edia area-therm al,out-of-equilibrium sys-

tem sthatitwould be usefulto describe within a statis-

ticalm echanicalfram ework.A given m acro-stateofsuch

a system characterized by a �xed density ofgrains(con-

sider forsim plicity a packing ofm onodisperse spherical

particles) is very likely to be associated with an expo-

nentially large num ber ofm icro-states or particle con-

�gurations. How the packing was prepared (by pour-

ing,shaking,shearing,etc...) m ay in
uence its proper-

ties and change the way the associated particle con�g-

urationsare sam pled when repeating overthe sam e ex-

perim entalprotocol. However,the sim plest hypothesis,

put forward by Edwards and his coworkers[1,2,3,4],

is that all m icro-states characterized by a given av-

erage density are equiprobable. W ith this \
at m ea-

sure",on can build a statisticalm echanicalfram ework

in which entropy, i.e., the logarithm of the num ber

of m icro-states, is the relevant therm odynam ic poten-

tial. This approach has recently been the focus ofan

intense research activity, in connection with a series

ofexperim ents perform ed on weakly vibrated granular

m aterials[5,6,7,8,9]and with a theoreticaldescription

ofout-of-equilibrium glassysystem sbased on theconcept

ofe�ectivetem perature[10,11,12,13,14].

In the past few years, the Edwards’hypothesis has

been tested on m any m odels,virtually allofthem being

lattice m odels with som e kind of\tapping" kinetics[15,

16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,

31,32,33]. In the absence ofexperim entaltestsofthis

approach (see,however,[6]),such theoreticalstudiesare

expected tobettercircum scribetheconditionsofvalidity

ofthe statisticalm echanicaldescription. (Presum ably,

only \approxim atevalidity" can beexpected since,aside

from speci�cm ean-�eld m odels[10,14],such a sim pli�ed

description ofout-ofequilibrium situationsin term sofa

sm allnum berof\therm odynam ic"param etersisunlikely

to be exact.)

In this article, we consider an Edwards-like sta-

tistical m echanical description approach for the one-

dim ensionalm odelofrandom adsorption-desorption of

hard particles[34,35,36],also known astheparking-lot-

m odel[6]. This latter is a m icroscopic,o�-lattice m odel

that m im ics m any features ofthe com paction ofa vi-

brated colum n ofgrains. Besides a qualitative descrip-

tion of the phenom enology of weakly tapped granular

m edia[6,7,37,38,39,40,41],the interestofthe m odel

is that exactanalyticalresults can be derived or,when

not possible,very accurate num ericaldata can be ob-

tained from com puter sim ulations. In the next section,

we brie
y introduce the parking-lot m odeland we dis-

cuss its connection to vibrated granular m aterials. In

section III,weconsiderthelim itofvanishinglysm all(but

non-zero)tapping intensity;weconstructforthiscasean

Edwards-likedescription based on a 
atm easureoverall

\blocked" states and we com pare the resulting predic-

tionsto the exactbehavior.In the following section,we

generalizethestudy to thecaseofa �nitetapping inten-

sity: we consider what appears to be the sim plest,yet

com patible with known experim entalobservations,gen-

eralizationoftheEdwards’form alism .Finally,wediscuss

the m eritsand lim itationsofthe approach.

II. T H E M O D EL A N D IT S C O N N EC T IO N T O

V IB R A T ED G R A N U LA R M A T ER IA LS

The parking-lot m odelis a one-dim ensionalrandom

adsorption-desorption process of hard rods on a line.

Hards rods oflength � are deposited at random posi-

tions on a line at rate k+ and are e�ectively inserted

if they do not overlap with pre-deposited rods; other-

wise they are rejected. In addition,alldeposited par-

ticles can desorb,i.e.,be ejected from the line at ran-

dom with a ratek� .Tim eism easured in unitsof1=k+ ,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307267v1


2

length in unitsof�,and them odeldependson onecon-

trol param eter K = k+ =k� . W hen no desorption is

present (k� = 0),the m odelreduces to the purely ir-

reversibleone-dim ensionalrandom sequentialadsorption

(RSA) process[42,43,44],also known as the car park-

ing problem ,and allthe properties ofthe system as a

function oftim e are known exactly[44,45,46]. In addi-

tion,for1=K non strictly equalto zero,thecom petition

ofm echanism sbetween adsorption and desorption allows

thesystem to reach a steady statethatisnothing butan

equilibrium 
uid ofhard rodsatconstantactivity 1=K :

theretoo,allpropertiesareknown exactly.

The densi�cation kineticsofthe parking-lotm odelat

constantK isdescribed by

@�

@t

�
�
�
�
K

= �(t)�
�

K
(1)

where �(t) the density ofhard rods on the line at tim e

t(recallthat� � 1)and �(t)isthe fraction ofthe line

thatisavailableattim etforinsertinganew particle,i.e.,

theprobability associated with �nding an intervalfreeof

particles (a \gap")oflength at least 1. The quantities

� and � can be calculated from the 1� gap distribution

function G (h;t)which isthe density ofgapsoflength h

attim e tvia a num berof\sum rules":

�(t)=

Z
1

0

dhG (h;t); (2)

1� �(t)=

Z
1

0

dhhG (h;t); (3)

�(t)=

Z
1

0

dh(h � 1)G (h;t): (4)

Theevolution with tim e ofthe 1� gap distribution func-

tion can itselfbe described by a kinetic equation that

involves2� gap distribution functions,and soon[37].Ex-

cept for the two above m entioned lim its (RSA when

k� = 0, equilibrium when t ! + 1 ), the in�nite

hierarchy of coupled equations cannot be solved an-

alytically and one m ust resort to approxim ate treat-

m entsandcom putersim ulations,asdescribedin previous

articles[37,38,39,40].

Firstintroduced in thecontextofprotein adsorption at

liquid-solid interfaces[34,35,36],therandom adsorption-

desorption m odelhas recently been applied to the de-

scription ofweakly vibrated granularm aterials[6,7,37,

38,39,40,41]. The connection between the parking-lot

m odeland theselatterism adeby regardingtheparticles

on the line asan averagelayerofgrainsin the vibrated

colum n.Tim em easuresthenum beroftapswhosee�ect

is to eject particles from the layer;ejection is followed

by the arrivalatrandom ofparticlesin the layer,which

m im ics the gravity-driven relaxation step in the experi-

m ent. Considering thatthe m ain in
uence ofthe inten-

sity ofthe tapping is to determ ine the average num ber

ofparticles ejected at each tap,(this num ber being an

increasing function ofintensity),leadsto associate 1=K

with the tapping strength. A two-dim ensionalversion

ofthe m odelwith som e polydispersity ofthe particles

would clearly be m orerealistic,butone doesnotexpect

thisto change the qualitative featuresofthe m odel[43].

A m ore seriouscaveatisthe absence ofexplicitaccount

ofthe m echanicalstability ofthe particle packings:sta-

bility is only im plicitly described by the fact that the

particlesare blocked on the line between two successive

desorption events.

Despite its drastic sim pli�cation ofthe situation en-

countered in vibrated granularm aterials,theparking lot

m odelreproduces ata qualitative levelm ostofthe rel-

evant phenom enology: (i) for large rate K correspond-

ing to weak tapping intensity,com paction proceedsvery

slowly and can be e�ectively described by an inverse

logarithm oftim e[34,35,37,38]; (ii) stronger tapping

leads to faster initial com paction but to less e�ective

asym ptotic packing[37]; (iii) the slow densi�cation ki-

netics leads to irreversibility e�ects and to the obser-

vation oftwo curves for the packing density as a func-

tion of tapping intensity[37] one essentially reversible

and oneirreversibledepending on the experim entalpro-

tocolchosen[39]; (iv) the power spectrum of the den-

sity 
uctuationsnearthe steady state isdistinctly non-

Lorenztian and displaysa power-law regim e atinterm e-

diatefrequencies[6,7,39,40,41];(v)non-trivialm em ory

e�ectsareobserved when changing abruptly thetapping

intensity[39,40].

Note that,as recently studied for a one-dim ensional

m odelwith tapping dynam ics[30],theparking lotm odel

could also be used,via the introduction oftwo kindsof

particles,todescribethesegregationphenom enawith the

so-called BrazilNut[47,48]and Reverse BrazilNut[49,

50]e�ects.

III. LIM IT O F VA N ISH IN G LY SM A LL

TA P P IN G IN T EN SIT Y :K ! 1

In this lim it,ejection ofone particle from the line is

followed by an in�nite num ber ofinsertion trials until

one,orseldom ,two new particlesareadded.The stable

or\blocked" con�gurationsare thus those forwhich no

m oreparticleinsertionsarepossible(recallthatoncesuc-

cessfully inserted particlescannotm oveon theline),i.e.,

allcon�gurationsofnon-overlapping rodssuch thatthe

availablelinefraction� iszero,or,equivalently,such that

allgaps between neighboring particles are sm aller than

a particle size (here taken asunity). Edwards’prescrip-

tion forconstructing a statistical-m echanicaldescription

ofthissystem isthen to considerthatallsuch \blocked"

con�gurationsata �xed density � areequiprobable.

Consider a line oflength L with N particles. W ith

periodic boundary conditions, this system has also

N gaps between neighboring particles. Denoting by

h1;h2;:::;hN the lengthsofthese gaps,the totalnum -

ber of\blocked" con�gurations is given by the con�g-

urationalintegralcalculated under the constraint that
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hi < 1 fori= 1;::;N ,nam ely,

Z(L;N )=

Z 1

0

:::

Z 1

0

 
NY

i= 1

dhi

!

�(L � N �

NX

i= 1

hi); (5)

which by using the integralrepresentation ofthe delta-

function,can be rewritten as

Z(L;N )=

Z

C

dze
z(L � N )

 
NY

i= 1

Z 1

0

dhie
� zhi

!

; (6)

where C denotesa closed contour. Integrating overthe

h0isyields

Z(L;N )=

Z

C

dzexp

�

L

�

z(1� �)+ �ln

�
1� exp(� z)

z

���

;

(7)

where � = N =L. In the m acroscopic lim it where N !

1 ,L ! 1 ,with �xed �,the above expression can be

evaluated though a saddle-pointm ethod,which gives

Z(L;N )’ exp(Ls(�)) (8)

wheres(�),the entropy density,isexpressed as

s(�)= (1� �)z+ �ln

�
1� e� z

z

�

(9)

where z � z(�)isthe solution ofthe saddle-pointequa-

tion
�
1� �

�

�

=
1

z
�

e� z

1� e� z
: (10)

In Edwards’language, 1

z
=

�
@(L s)

@L

�
�
�
N

�� 1
is the com -

pactivity (up toatrivialconstant)[51].In an equilibrium

system ofhard rods,i.e.,a 
atm easurewithoutthecon-

straintthat allgaps have a length sm aller than 1,z(�)

would sim ply be equalto P=(kB T)= �=(1� �)whereP

isthe pressure.

By Legendre transform ing the entropy S(L;N ),one

obtainsa new potential

Y (N ;z)= � S(L;N )+ zL = N

�

z� ln

�
1� e� z

z

��

(11)

such that
@(Y )

@z

�
�
�
N
= hLiand from which one can obtain

the 
uctuationsofthe system size,

hL
2
i� hLi

2 = �
@2(Y )

@z2

�
�
�
�
N

= � N
@(1=�)

@z

�
�
�
�
N

: (12)

By com bining the above expression with Eq.(10),one

derivesthe 
uctuationsofthe density,

L
�
h�

2
i� h�i

2
�
=
�3

N

�
hL

2
i� hLi

2
�

= �
3

�
1

z2
�

e� z

(1� e� z)2

�

: (13)

In the Edwards-like ensem ble,one can also calculate

the gap distribution functions. The 1-gap distribution

function G (h;�),which givesthedensityofgapsoflength

h,isobtained from

G E d(h;�)=
1

LZ(L;N )

NX

i= 1

Z 1

0

:::

Z 1

0

0

@

NY

j= 1;j6= i

dhj

1

A �

0

@ L � N � h �

NX

j= 1;j6= i

hj

1

A :

(14)

By using the sam em ethod asbefore one�ndsthat

G E d(h;�)=

(

�
z

1� e� z
e
� zh forh < 1;

0 forh > 1;
(15)

wherezisthesolution ofEq.(10).Itiseasytocheckthat

theaboveexpression satis�esthetwo sum rules,Eqs.(2)

and (3).

The higher-order gap distribution functions are ob-

tained along thesam elines,and they satisfy a factoriza-

tion property analogousto thatfound foran equilibrium

system ofhard rods,i.e.,

G E d(h;h
0;�)= GE d(h;�)GE d(h

0;�)

(16)

G E d(h;h
0
;h

00;�)= GE d(h;�)GE d(h
0;�)GE d(h

00;�);

(17)

etc.

The 1-gap distribution function G (h;�)isdirectly re-

lated to the nearest-neighbor pair distribution function

thatrepresentstheprobabilityof�ndingtwoneighboring

particleswhosecentersareseparated by a distance1+ h.

It is also possible to calculate the fullpair distribution

function g(r;�)via a m ethod which closely followsthat

developed for the equilibrium system ofhard rods[52].

Thestepsofthecalculation aredetailed in Appendix A,

and the �nalresultreads

gE d(r;�)=
1

�

1X

m = 1

(r� m )m � 1

(m � 1)!

 
mX

k= 0

C
k
m (� 1)

k
�(r� m � k)

!

�
z

1� e� z

� m

e
� z(r� m ) (18)

where �(x) is the Heaviside step function and z is the

solution ofEq.(10). For com parison,we give the equi-

librium pairdistribution function[52],

geq(r;�)=
1

�

1X

m = 1

�(r� m )
(r� m )m � 1

(m � 1)!

�
�

1� �

� m

e(
� ( �

1� �
)(r� m )) (19)
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FIG .1: D ensity 
uctuations ofthe parking lot m odelwhen

K ! + 1 fordensitiesabove the RSA jam m ing lim it.Sim u-

lation data are shown as the fullline,the Edwards approxi-

m ation correspondsto thedashed curve,and theequilibrium

resultto thedotted curve.Theinsetdisplaysthedensity 
uc-

tuationsatequilibrium and in theEdwardsapproxim ation for

a largerrange ofdensities.

W e can now com pare the above resultsderived under

the condition ofequiprobability ofthe \blocked" con�g-

urationswith theexactonesobtained eitheranalytically

or num erically. W hen K ! 1 , analyticalresults are

availablein thetwo lim its,t= 0+ ,which correspondsto

thepurely irreversibleRSA processatthejam m ing lim it

wherenom oreparticlescan beinserted[44],and t! + 1

which correspondsto a close-packed state with � = 1.

FortheRSA atthejam m ing lim it,closed-form expres-

sionshavebeen derived forthe saturation density[44],

�JL =

Z
1

0

dtexp

�

� 2

Z t

0

du
1� e� u

u

�

’ 0:74759:::;

(20)

forthe density 
uctuations[45],forthe gap distribution

functions[46]and for the pair distribution function[45].

(The expressionsare given in Appendix B.)W hen com -

paring to the Edwards-like results at the sam e density,

�JL ,one �nds qualitative di�erences. M ostnotably,(i)

theexact1-gap distribution function displaysa logarith-

m ic divergenceatcontactbetween particles(h ! 0+ ),

G (h;�JL )’ � e
� 2
 ln(h) (21)

where 
 is the Euler constant,(ii) the exact m ulti-gap

distribution functions do not reduce to products ofthe

1-gap functions,(iii)theexactpairdistribution function

0.7 0.8 0.9 1
ρ

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

1

s(
ρ)

FIG .2: Entropy density versusparticule density fora hard-

rod system :Edwardsentropy fortheparking lotm odelwhen

K ! 1 (fullcurve)and equilibrium entropy (dashed curve).

hasa super-exponentialdecay atlargedistances,

g(r;�JL )� 1 �
1

�(r)
; r! 1 (22)

allfeatures that are m issed by the 
at-m easure expres-

sions,since

G E d(h = 0;�JL)= �JL
z(�JL)

1� z(�JL )
(23)

gE d(r;�JL )� 1 � � e
z(�J L )r; r! 1 (24)

and the m ulti-gap functionssatisfy a factorization prop-

erty,Eqs.(16)-(17).

Q uantitatively, one can also see di�erences, e.g., in

thedensity 
uctuations,theexactresultatjam m ing be-

ing L(h�2i� h�i2)’ 0:038 to be com pared to L(h�2i�

h�i2)E d ’ 0:028.

Such observations, that generalize to an o�-lattice

m odeltheresultsobtained by deSm edtetal.[31,32]for

random and cooperativesequentialadsorption m odelson

a one-dim ensionallattice,are in factto be expected: it

hasbeen shown thatthe RSA processgeneratescon�g-

urationsofhard particlesthataresam pled from a prob-

ability distribution thatis\biased" when com pared to a


atm easure[53,54].

Asthesystem furtherevolveswith tim eatvanishingly

sm alltapping intensity,com paction takes place beyond

the RSA saturation density,and the di�erence between

the actualpropertiesofthe system and those predicted

by the Edwards-
atm easuredim inishes.

Figure1com paresthevariation with � (for� � �JL )of

the density 
uctuationsofthe parking lotm odel(sim u-

lation results)with the
at-m easureresult,Eq.(13),and
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ρ=0.75

FIG .3:Parking lotm odelwhen K ! + 1 :log-linearplotof

the 1-gap distribution function versush forseveraldensities:

from top to bottom � = 0:75;0:85;0:89;0:91. Com parison of

sim ulation data (wavy line)and Edwardsapproxim ation (full

curve).

theequilibrium curve,L
�
h�2i� h�i2

�

eq
= �(1� �)2.The


at-m easureprediction isin fairagreem entwith thesim -

ulation data,especially forinterm ediatedensities,butit

reachestoo rapidly the equilibrium curve that(slightly)

overestim atestheexactresult.(Notethatsim ulatingthe

system becom esverytim econsum ingascom paction goes

on and,in practice,we cannot go beyond a density of

about 0:93; the in�nite-tim e lim it should ofcourse be

� = 1).HowevertheEdwardsdescription im provesupon

the equilibrium curve and givesthe propershape ofthe

density dependence with an in
ection around � ’ 0:87.

Theclosenessofthe
atm easureresultand oftheequilib-

rium one(theform erbeing ofcoursewith theconstraint

thatno gapshavea length largerthan 1)athigh density

isillustrated in Fig.2whereweshow theentropy density

versusparticledensity.

In Figure 3 we have displayed on a logarithm ic-linear

plotthepredicted and com puted 1-gap distribution func-

tions for four di�erent densities. The Edwardsapprox-

im ation is too sm allat sm allh for � = 0:75,which is

rem iniscent ofthe m issing the logarithm divergence at

the RSA jam m ing lim it �JL = 0:747 (see above). O th-

erwise the agreem ent with the sim ulation data is very

good (recallthatthisisa log-linearplot).Forh > 1,the

Edwardsapproxim ation isexactsince G E d(h > 1)= 0.

Finally,we have plotted in Figures 4-6 the pair dis-

tribution functions (sim ulation data,Edwards approxi-

m ation,equilibrium curve) for three di�erent densities,

� = 0:77,� = 0:82 and � = 0:92. The (constrained)
at

m easureisan im provem entupon equilibrium curve,but

even at� = 0:82 (Fig.5),itsom ewhatoverestim atesthe

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
r

0

1

2

3

4

5

g(
r)

FIG .4: Pair distribution function in the parking lot m odel

when K ! + 1 at � = 0:77: sim ulation data (wavy curve),

Edwardsapproxim ation (fullcurve)and equilibrium (dashed

curve).

2 4 6 8 10
r

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

g(
r)

FIG .5:Sam e asFig.4 for� = 0:82

oscillationsatlargedistances.For� = 0:92 (Fig.6),the

di�erencebetween thethreecurvesisbarelyvisible.Note

thatfor1 � r< 2,thepairdistribution function isequal

to the nearest-neighbor distribution function,hence to

the 1-gap distribution function shown in Fig.3
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FIG .6:Sam e asFig.4 for� = 0:92

IV . FIN IT E TA P P IN G IN T EN SIT Y :K FIN IT E

W hen the tapping intensity, i.e., 1=K ,is �nite, one

m ust m odify the de�nition of the stable or \blocked"

states. Indeed,for �nite K ,the con�guration ofhard

rodsobtained aftera desorption-adsorption eventareno

longer characterized by � = 0, and the gaps between

particles can be larger than one. O ne also knows that

the tapping intensity 1=K isnotthe proper\therm ody-

nam ic" param eterto add to thedensity in orderto char-

acterizethem acro-stateofthesystem in an Edwards-like

statisticalm echanicalapproach: the m em ory e�ect ob-

served experim entally[8]and reproduced by the present

parkinglotm odel(seeabove)im pliesthatthesystem can

be found in states characterized by the sam e density �

and thesam etapping intensity 1=K thathoweverevolve

di�erently underfurthertappingwith thesam eintensity,

1=K ;asillustrated in Fig.7,thedensity m ay increasein

onecaseand decreasein another.

Ifthe tapping intensity isnotan appropriatetherm o-

dynam icparam eter,anaturalchoiceforatwo-param eter

statisticalm echanicaldescription appears to be �,the

available line fraction,that one can use in conjunction

with the density �. A non-zero � generalizesto a �nite

tapping intensity, the prescription uses for vanishingly

sm allintensity nam ely � = 0,and � isalso directly rel-

evant for describing the com paction kinetics,as shown

by Eq.(1). W e thus consider a statisticalm echanical

ensem ble in which allcon�gurationsofnon-overlapping

hard rods characterized by �xed values of� and � are

equally probable.

Denoting by A the totallength available forinsertion

fora particle center(A = �L),the con�gurationalinte-

gralwith the constraintsof�xed A,�xed system sizeL,

1000

t

0.765

0.77

0.775

0.78

ρ

1000

t

0.76

0.78

0.8

ρ

A B

FIG .7: M em ory e�ect in the parking lot m odel. The full

curvecorrespondsto a processatconstantK = 2000 whereas

thedashed curveshowsthekineticswhen K isswitched from

2000 to 500 at ts = 1000. The points A and B corresponds

to states with equaldensity, equalvalue of K = 500, but

di�erentfurtherevolution.The insetshowsthe phenom enon

with a larger scale (upper curve: constant K = 500,lower

curve:constantK = 2000).

and �xed num berofparticlesN isgiven by

Z(L;N ;A)=

Z 1

0

:::

Z 1

0

NY

i= 1

dhi�

 

L � N �

NX

i= 1

hi

!

�

 

A �

NX

i= 1

�(hi� 1)(hi� 1)

!

; (25)

which can be rewritten asbeforeas

Z(L;N ;A)=

Z

C

dz

Z

C 0

dy

exp

�

L

�

z(1� �)+ y�+ �ln

�
z+ y(1� exp(� z))

z(z+ y)

���

(26)

where C and C 0 denote two closed contours. In the

m acroscopic lim it,N ! 1 ,L ! 1 ,A ! 1 with �

and � �xed,onecan again usea saddlepointm ethod to

evaluatethe integrals,which leadsto

Z(L;N ;A)’ exp(Ls(�;�)) (27)

wheres(�;�)isexpressed as

s(�;�)= (1� �)z+ y�+ �ln

�
z+ y(1� exp(� z))

z(z+ y)

�

;

(28)
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with z � z(�;�) and y � y(�;�) solutions ofthe two

coupled equations

�
1� �

�

�

=
1

z
+

1

z+ y
�

1+ ye� z

z+ y(1� e� z)
; (29)

�

�
=

1

z+ y
�

1� e� z

z+ y(1� e� z)
: (30)

z =
�
@S

@L

�

N ;A
can againbeconsidered astheinverseofthe

\com pactivity",but an additionalintensive param eter,

y =
�
@S

@A

�

N ;L
,isneeded.

A double Legendre transform ed potentialY (N ;z;y)

can be introduced as

Y (N ;z;y)= � Ls(�;�)+ zL + yA

= N

�

z� ln

�
z+ y(1� exp(� z))

z(z+ y)

��

(31)

Then,
@(Y )

@z

�
�
�
N ;y

= hLiand
@(Y )

@y

�
�
�
N ;z

= hAi,and the 
uc-

tuationsin L and A aregiven by

hL
2
i� hLi

2 = �
@2(Y )

@z2

�
�
�
�
N ;y

= � N
@(1=�)

@z

�
�
�
�
y

(32)

hA
2
i� hAi

2 = �
@2(Y )

@y2

�
�
�
�
N ;z

= � N
@(�=�)

@y

�
�
�
�
z

(33)

hLAi� hLihAi= �
@2(Y )

@z@y

�
�
�
�
N

= � N
@(�=�)

@z

�
�
�
�
y

= � N
@(1=�)

@y

�
�
�
�
z

(34)

By using the saddle-point equations, Eqs. (29) and

(30),onearrivesatthe following expression forthe 
uc-

tuationsof�,

L
�
h�

2
i� h�i

2
�
=
�3

N

�
hL

2
i� hLi

2
�

= �
3

 

1

z2
+

1

(z+ y)2
�
1+ (2+ z+ y)ye� z

(z+ y(1� e� z))
2

!

: (35)

Sim ilar expressions are obtained for the 
uctuations

of� and the cross
uctuationsof� and �,but are not

shown here.

Thegap distribution functionscan also derived by fol-

lowing thesam em ethod asin theprevioussection.This

leadsto

G E d(h;�)=

8
>><

>>:

�
z(z+ y)

z+ y(1� e� z)
e
� zh forh < 1;

�
z(z+ y)

z+ y(1� e� z)
e
� (zh+ y(h� 1)) forh > 1;

(36)

whereas the m ulti-gap distribution functions satisfy

the factorization property, e.g., G E d(h;h
0;�;�) =

G E d(h;�;�)G E d(h
0;�;�). Notice that the 1-gap distri-

bution function is a piecewise continuous function that

0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9
ρ

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

L
(<

ρ2 >
-<

ρ>
2 )

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
ρ

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

L
(<

ρ2 >
-<

ρ>
2 )

FIG .8: D ensity 
uctuationsasa function of� forK = 500.

Thedotted curvecorrespondsto theequilibrium density 
uc-

tuations,thedot-dashed curveto theRSA result,thedashed

curve to the 2-param eter Edwards prediction,and the wavy

linetothesim ulation data.Theinsetdisplaysthesam ecurves

fora largerrange ofdensities.

0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9
ρ

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

L
(<

ρ2 >
-<

ρ>
2 )

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
ρ

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

L
(<

ρ2 >
-<

ρ>
2 )

FIG .9:Sam e asFig.8 forK = 5000.

obeystheexactsum rules,Eqs.(2)-(4).Itisalso worth

pointing outthattheresultsofsection III(K ! 1 )can

be recovered by taking the lim it y ! 1 in the above

equations.Finally,the pairdistribution function can be

derived along the sam elinesasshown beforeand in Ap-

pendix A,butthecalculation istoo tediousand notsuf-

�ciently insightfulto be presented here.
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0 0.5 1 1.5 2
h

0.001

0.01

0.1

1

G
(ρ

;h
)

ρ=0.682

ρ=0.83

FIG . 10: Parking lot m odel when K = 500: log-linear

plot of the 1-gap distribution function versus h for several

densities: from top to bottom in the m iddle of the �gure

� = 0:682;0;748;0:790;0:83. Com parison ofsim ulation data

(wavy line) and Edwards approxim ation (full curve). For

� = 0:83, there is virtually no di�erence between the two

curves.

A com parison between the 2-param eter Edwards 
at

m easureand thesim ulation dataisshown in Figs.8and 9

forthedensity 
uctuationswith K = 500and K = 5000,

respectively.W ehavealso plotted theequilibrium curve,

L(h�2ieq � h�i2eq) = �(1 � �)2, and the 1-dim ensional

RSA curve[45]up to �JL . The 2-param eter 
at m ea-

sure predictionsare good butnotperfect. They display

thepropernon-trivialshapeofthe�-dependence,in con-

tradistinction to the equilibrium curve, but there is a

signi�cantunderestim ation ofthe
uctuationsin theden-

sity rangearound the RSA jam m ing lim it.Note thatat

high density the 
atm easure isin very good agreem ent

with thesim ulation data (atleastforK = 500)and does

notm ergetoo rapidly with theequilibrium curveasseen

aboveforthe caseK ! 1 .

The1-gap distribution functionsshown on a log-linear

plot in Fig. 10 illustrate also the overall good agree-

m ent between the 2-param eter 
at-m easure predictions

and the sim ulation data. The Edwards approxim ation

captures the change ofthe slope ofthe 1-gap distribu-

tion function that occurs for h > 1;but the curvature

seen in thesim ulation data forh slightly largerthan 1 is

notcorrectlyreproduced bythe2-param eter
at-m easure

which predictsan exponentialdecay with a factorequal

to z+ y (see Eq.(36)).Again,thisdiscrepancy islarger

fordensitiesaround ofthe RSA jam m ing lim it(the two

interm ediatesetsofcurvesin Fig.10).

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In this work we have applied the statisticalm echan-

icalapproach based on the \
at" m easure proposed by

Edwardsand coworkersto the out-of-equilibrium situa-

tion obtained in the parking-lot m odel. This latter is

a m icroscopic o�-lattice m odelthatreproducesthe m a-

jor features ofthe phenom enology ofvibrated granular

m aterials. In the statisticalm echanicaldescription, a

m acro-state ofthe system is characterized by �xed val-

uesoftwo m acroscopicquantities,the particledensity �

and the available line fraction � (orrather�xed values

of3 extensive param eters,the num ber ofparticles,the

system size and the totallength available for insertion

ofparticles), and allcon�gurations ofnon-overlapping

particleswith �xed � and � aretaken asequiprobable.

W e show that such an approach m isses som e ofthe

qualitativesignaturesofthelim itingcaseofapurelyirre-

versibleadsorption process(RSA)atthe jam m ing lim it.

However,at higher densities,i.e.,in the slow (logarith-

m ic) com paction regim e,it gives a good,yet not per-

fect,quantitative description ofm any observable quan-

tities(
uctuation,distribution functions).The choiceof

� as an additional\therm odynam ic" param eteris able

toaccountforsituations,encountered in variousm em ory

e�ects,in which m acrostatescharacterized by the sam e

density and the sam e tapping intensity can nonetheless

be di�erent.

The fact that a \therm odynam ic" approach gives a

good description ofa m odelofvibrated granularm edia

isprom ising.In theone-dim ensionalm odelstudied here,

the generalized \equation ofstate" associated with the


atm easure can be analytically derived so thatone can

m aketheoreticalpredictionsconcerning,e.g.,thedensity


uctuationsorthestructureofthecon�gurations.How-

ever,one stillfaces the task ofpredicting the state of

the system fora given preparation,i.e.,fora given tim e

(num ber oftaps) and a given protocolfor the tapping

intensity.W e arepresently working on thisproblem .

A P P EN D IX A :PA IR D IST R IB U T IO N

FU N C T IO N IN T H E ED W A R D S EN SEM B LE

(K ! 1 ) A N D A T EQ U ILIB R IU M

W e introduce the probability density 	 m (�) of�nd-

ing two given particlesata relativedistance�,such that

thereisexactly m � 1 particlesbetween them ;thisfunc-

tion can be expressed in term softhe partition function

as

	 m (�)=
Z(�;m � 1)Z(L � �;N � m )

Z(L;N )
(A1)

whereZ(L;N )can becalculated eitherwith theEdwards

m easureoratequilibrium .

For large N ,one can use the asym ptotic expression

ofthe partition function Z(L;N ) = ez(L � N )�(z)N . At
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equilibrium �(z)= 1=z whereaswith the Edwardsm ea-

sure, one gets �(z) = (1 � e(� z))=z and z given by

Eq.(10).Therefore,the probability density isequalto

	 m (�)= Z(�;m � 1)
1

�(z)m
e
(� z(�� m )) (A2)

and,form ally,the pair distribution function can be ex-

pressed as

g(r;�)=
1

�

1X

m = 1

	 m (r) (A3)

Forhard rods,the partition function Z(�;m � 1)isdif-

ferent from 0 for � > m . At equilibrium ,one has for

� > m

Z(�;m � 1)=
(� � m )m � 1

(m � 1)!
(A4)

and z = �=(1� �),which givesforthe pairdistribution

function[52]

geq(r;�)=
1

�

1X

m = 1

�(r� m )(r� m )m � 1

(m � 1)!(1=� � 1)m
exp

�

�
r� m

1=� � 1

�

(A5)

when r> 1;where �(x)isthe Heavisidefunction.

In the Edwardsensem ble,the expression forZ(�;m �

1),hence for  m (r) involves m + 1 contributions. For

instance,	 1(r)isgiven by

	 1(r)= (�(r� 1)� �(r� 2))
z

1� e� z
e
� z(r� 1)

: (A6)

M oregenerally

 m (r)=

mX

k= 0

C
k
m (� 1)

k
�(r� m � k)

�
z

1� e� z

� m

e
� z(r� m )

(A7)

Inserting Eq.(A7)in Eq.(A3)yieldsEq.(18)

A P P EN D IX B :R SA EX P R ESSIO N S A T T H E

JA M M IN G LIM IT

For the one-dim ensionalRSA process,the 1-gap dis-

tribution function atthejam m ing lim it(t! 1 )isgiven

by[42,43]

G (h;�JL )=

(

2
R
1

0
dttk(t)2e(� th) forh < 1;

0 forh > 1;
(B1)

with

k(t)= exp

�

�

Z t

0

1� e� u

u
du

�

: (B2)

The pair distribution function can be expressed in a

closed form by using the Laplace transform ~g(s;t) =
Z + 1

0

dle
� sl

g(l+ 1;t).Atthejam m ing lim it,onehas[45]

~g(s;�JL )=
1

�2
JL

 

1

s

�Z
1

0

dt1
k(t1)k(t1 + s)

k(s)

�2

� 2

Z
1

0

dt1
k(t1)k(t1 + s)

k(s)

Z t1

0

dt2
k(t2)k(t2 + s)

k(s)
Z t2

0

dt3
e� t3k2(s)

k2(t3 + s)
B (s;t3)

�

: (B3)

with

B (s;t)=
1

s+ t
�
1� e� (s+ t)

(s+ t)2
: (B4)

The expression forthe density 
uctuationsfollowsfrom

the above equation by taking the lim it s ! 0 of the

expression �
�
1+ 2�

�
~g(s;�JL )e

� s
�

1

s

��
[45].Thisgives

L
�
h�

2
i� h�i

2
�

= �JL

�

� 1+ 2�JL �
4

�

Z
1

0

dt1k
2(t1)

Z t1

0

dt2k
2(t2)

Z t2

0

dt3e
� t3k

� 2(t3)

�
1

t3
�
1� e� t3

t2
3

��

;

’ 0:038: (B5)

At the sam e density, �JL , the equilibrium value is

L
�
h�2i� h�i2

�

eq
= 0:0476.
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