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E dw ards-like statisticalm echanical description of the parking lot m odel for vibrated
granular m aterials.

G. Tarjzs and P. Viot
Laboratoire de Physique Theorique des Liguides,
Universite P ierre et M arie Curie, 4, place Jussieu,
75252 Paris Cedex, 05 France

W e apply the statisticalm echanical approach based on the \ at" m easure proposed by Edwards
and coworkers to the parking lot m odel, a m odel that reproduces the m ain features of the phe—
nom enology ofvibrated granularm aterdals. W e rstbuild the atm easure forthe case ofvanishingly
an all tapping strength and then generalize the approach to nite tapping strengths by introducing
a new \them odynam ic" param eter, the available volum e for particle insertion, n addition to the
particle density. T his description is able to take into account the variousm em ory e ects observed In
vibrated granularm edia. A lthough not exact, the approach gives a good description of the behavior
of the parking-lot m odel in the regin e of slow com paction.

PACS numbers: 05.70.Ln,45.70Cc

I. NTRODUCTION

G ranularm edia are a-them al, out-ofequilbriuim sys—
tem s that i would be usefil to descrbe w ithin a statis—
ticalm echanical fram ew ork. A given m acro-state of such
a system characterized by a xed density of grains (con—
sider for sim plicity a packing of m onodisperse spherical
particles) is very lkely to be associated w ih an expo—
nentially Jarge number of m icro-states or particle con—

gurations. How the packing was prepared (py pour—
ng, shaking, shearing, etc...) may In uence its proper-
ties and change the way the associated particle con g-
urations are sam pled when repeating over the sam e ex—
perin ental protocol. However, the sin plest hypothes:s,
put rward by Edwards and his coworkersl, 4, 4, 4],
is that all m icro-states characterized by a given av-—
erage density are equiprobabl. W ith this \ at mea-
sure", on can build a statistical m echanical fram ew ork
In which entropy, ie. the logarithm of the number
of m icro-states, is the relevant them odynam ic poten—
tial. This approach has recently been the focus of an
Intense research activity, In connection wih a series
of experim ents perform ed on weakly vbrated granular
m aterja]sE, :_é, -rj, ;j’, -'_S’I] and w ith a theoretical description
ofout-ofequilbriim glassy system sbased on the concept
of e ective tem peraturell0, 11, 13, 13, 141.

In the past few years, the Edwards’ hypothesis has
been tested on m any m odels, virtually all of them beJng
Bttice m odels w ith_som e kind of \tapping™ kmet1cs[15

€6, 17,118, 19, 20, 21, 23, 23, 24, 23, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30,
31, 33, 33]. In the absence of experin ental tests of this

approach (see, however, [é]), such theoretical studies are
expected to better circum scribe the conditions ofvalidity
of the statistical m echanical description. @ resum ably,
only \approxin ate validity" can be expected since, aside
from speci cm ean- e]dmode]sflO :L4 such a sinpli ed
description of outrofequilbrium siuations in term s ofa
an allnum ber of \them odynam ic" param eters is unlikely

to be exact.)

In this article, we consider an Edwardslike sta—
tistical m echanical description approach for the one-
din ensional m odel of random adsorption-desorption of
hard particles f34 :35 Bé also known as the parking-lot—
m odel[é This Jatter is a m icroscopic, o —lattice m odel
that m In ics m any features of the com paction of a vi-
brated colum n of grains. Besides a qualitative descrip—
tion of the phenom enology of weakly tapped granular
m ediafa, 1, 37, 38, 139, 40, 41, the interest of the m odel
is that exact analytical results can be derived or, when
not possible, very accurate num erical data can be ob-—
tained from com puter sin ulations. In the next section,
we brie y introduce the parking—-lot m odel and we dis-
cuss its connection to vibrated granular m aterdials. In
section ITT, w e consider the Iim it ofvanishingly sm all (but
non-zero) tapping Intensity; we construct for this case an
E dw ards-like description based on a atm easure overall
\blocked" states and we com pare the resulting predic-
tions to the exact behavior. In the follow ing section, we
generalize the study to the case ofa nite tapping nten—
sity: we consider what appears to be the sin plest, yet
com patible w th known experim ental cbservations, gen—
eralization ofthe E dw ards’ form alisn . F inally, we discuss
the m erits and lim itations of the approach.

II. THE MODEL AND ITSCONNECTION TO
VIBRATED GRANULAR MATERIALS

T he parking—-lot m odel is a one-din ensional random
adsorption-desorption process of hard rods on a lne.
Hards rods of length  are deposited at random posi-
tions on a line at rate k, and are e ectively inserted
if they do not overlap w ith pre-deposited rods; other—
w ise they are refcted. In addition, all deposited par-
ticles can desorb, ie., be efcted from the lne at ran-—
dom with armatek .Tine ismeasured in units of 1=k, ,
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length In unisof , and the m odeldepends on one con—
trol parameter K = ki =k W hen no desorption is
present k = 0), the model reduces to the purely ir-
reversible one-din ensional random sequential adsorption
RSA) prooessﬁ_éfzj, :_4-3_:, :fl-é_L'], also known as the car park—
Ing problem , and all the properties of the system as a
function of tin e are known exactly {_ZIZ_L', :_45, :_ZIE:] In addi-
tion, for 1=K non strictly equalto zero, the com petition
ofm echanisn sbetween adsorption and desorption allow s
the system to reach a steady state that is nothing but an
equilbriim uid ofhard rods at constant activity 1=K :
there too, all properties are known exactly.

T he densi cation kinetics of the parking-lot m odel at
constant K is described by

@
— = B = 1)
@t K
where () the density of hard rods on the line at time
t (recall that 1) and (t) is the fraction of the line

that isavailable at tin e t for Inserting a new particlk, ie.,
the probability associated w th nding an interval free of
particles (@ \gap") of length at last 1. The quantities

and can be calculated from the 1 gap distribution
function G (h;t) which is the density of gaps of length h
at tin e t via a num ber of \sum rules":
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The evolution with time ofthe 1 gap distribution func-
tion can iself be described by a kinetic equation that
nvolves2 gap distrbution fiinctions, and so on E;j] Ex—
cept or the two above m entioned lim its RSA when
k = 0, equilbriitm when t ! +1 ), the In nie
hierarchy of coupled equations cannot be solved an-—
alytically and one must resort to approxin ate treat-
m entsand com putersm ulations, asdescribed in previous
articles31, 38, 39, 401.

F irst introduced in the context ofprotein adsorption at
liquid-solid interfaces34, 35,136, the random adsorption—
desorption m odel has recently been applied to the de-
scription of weakly vibrated granular m aterialsfg, i, 31,
'§§', -_3-_9., :fl-(_]', :_41]_:] T he connection between the parking-lot
m odeland these latter ism ade by regarding the particles
on the line as an average layer of grains in the vbrated
column. T In e m easures the num ber oftapswhose e ect
is to efct particlkes from the layer; efction is followed
by the arrival at random of particles in the layer, which
m Im ics the gravity-driven relaxation step In the experi-
m ent. Considering that the m ain in uence of the inten-
sity of the tapping is to detem ne the average num ber
of particles efcted at each tap, (this number being an
Increasing function of intensity), leads to associate 1=K
w ith the tapping strength. A two-din ensional version

of the m odel wih som e polydispersity of the particles
would clearly be m ore realistic, but one does not expect
this to change the qualitative features of them odelﬂflg;].
A m ore serious caveat is the absence of explicit acoount
of the m echanical stability of the particle packings: sta—
bility is only implicitly descrbed by the fact that the
particles are blocked on the line between two successive
desorption events.

D espite its drastic sim pli cation of the situation en-
countered In vibrated granularm aterials, the parking lot
m odel reproduces at a qualitative levelm ost of the rel-
evant phenom enology: (i) for large rate K correspond-—
ng to weak tapping Intensity, com paction proceeds very
slow Iy and can be e ectJye]y descrbbed by an inverse
logarithm of tin eB4 '35 .37 '38], (i) stronger tapping
leads to faster initial com paction but to less e ective
asym ptotic packing [_3]']; (i) the slow densi cation ki-
netics leads to irreversbility e ects and to the obser-
vation of two curves for the packing densiy as a func—
tion of tapping intensity l_éj] one essentially reversible
and one irreversible depending on the experin ental pro—
tocol chosen {_B-Qi]; (Iv) the power spectrum of the den—
sity uctuations near the steady state is distinctly non-
Lorenztian and dJsp]ays a pow er-= —law regin e at intermm e—
diate frequenciesa, 7, 39, 40, 41]; () non-trivialm em ory
e ects are observed when chang:ng abruptly the tapping
intenstty 89, 461,

Note that, as recently studied for a one-din ensional
m odelw ith tapping dynam jcs[_ig], the parking lot m odel
ocould also be used, via the introduction of two kinds of
particles, to describe the segregatJon phenom ena w ith the
so-called Brazil N ut{47 .48 ] and Reverse BrazilN ut[49
50e ects.

ITII. LM IT OF VANISHINGLY SM ALL
TAPPING INTENSITY :K ! 1

In this lim i, efection of one particle from the line is
ollowed by an in nite number of Insertion trials until
one, or seldom , two new particles are added. The stable
or \blocked" con gurations are thus those for which no
m ore particle insertionsarepossble (recallthat once suc—
cessfully inserted particles cannot m ove on the Iine), ie
all con gurations of non-overlapping rods such that the
available line fraction iszero, or, equivalently, such that
all gaps between neighboring particles are sn aller than
a partick size (here taken asunity). Edwards’ prescrip-
tion for constructing a statisticatm echanical description
ofthis system is then to consider that all such \blocked"
con gurationsata xed density are equiprobable.

Consider a line of length L with N particles. W ith
periodic boundary oconditions, this system has also
N gaps between neighboring particles. D enoting by
hi;hy;:::;hy the lengths of these gaps, the total num —
ber of \b]ocked" con gurations is given by the con g-
urational integral calculated under the constraint that



hi< 1 fori= 1;:43N , nam ely,
|
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w hich by usihg the integral representation of the delta—
flinction, can be rew ritten as

z ¥ 2

Z LN )=
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where C denotes a closed contour. Integrating over the

hls yields
? 1 ( z)
Z
Z L;N )= dzexp L z( )+ In - Ptz
c Z
(7)
where = N=L. In the macroscopic lin  where N !
1,L ! 1 ,with xed ,the above expression can be

evaluated though a saddlepoint m ethod, which gives

Z L;N)" expLs()) 8)

where s( ), the entropy density, is expressed as

1 e?

s()= (@ )z+ In —— 9)
Z
where z  z( ) is the solution of the saddlepoint equa—
tion
1 1 e’ . 10)
z 1 ez’

ews) !

In Edwards’ lanquage, + = o is the com -

pactiviy (up to a trivialconstant) Q_S-ZE] In an equilbriim
system ofhard rods, ie., a atm easurew ithout the con—
straint that all gaps have a length an aller than 1, z( )
would sinply be equaltoP=kg T)= =( ) where P
is the pressure.

By Legendre transform ing the entropy S (L;N ), one
obtains a new potential

YN;z)= SEL;N)+zL=N z I

11)

such that % = HLiand from which one can obtain
N
the uctuations ofthe system size,

Q% () Q=)
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By combining the above expression wih Eq. ¢_1-(_]'), one
derives the uctuations of the density,

H.2i il

3
N

=7 5 — 13)

In the Edwardslike ensamble, one can also calculate
the gap distribbution functions. The l-gap distrdbution
function G ; ), which givesthe density ofgapsoflength
h, is obtained from

1
Ggath; )= —————
Lg @m) 1
21 21y 'y
2 @ dhs2 €L N h hy® :
=1 0 0 4=1;961 =1;361
(14)

By using the sam e m ethod as before one nds that

: C 2
j — = e &rh<1;
Gegah; )= 1 ez (15)
0 forh> 1;

w here z isthe solution ofEqg. C_l-(_i) . kiseasy to check that
the above expression satis esthe two sum ruls, Egs. él_ﬁ)
and @).

T he higherorder gap distrbution functions are ob—
tained along the sam e lines, and they satisfy a factoriza—
tion property analogous to that found for an equilbrium
system ofhard rods, ie.,

Gra®;h% )= Grab; )Gea®% )
16)
Gea b;h%h% )= Grah; )Gea @% )Gra 0% );
a7
etc.
T he 1l-gap distrdbution function G t; ) is directly re—

lated to the nearestneighbor pair distribution finction
that representsthe probability of nding two neighboring
particles w hose centers are separated by a distance 1+ h.
Tt is also possbl to calculate the full pair distribbution
function g (r; ) via a method which closely follow s that
developed for the equilbriim system of hard rods {_5§']
T he steps of the calculation are detailed in Appendix A,
and the nalresul reads

® m 1 Xt
)
Jgqlr; )=-— (r(mm Y CreD* @ m k)
m=1 k=0
Z e z(r m) (18)

where (x) is the Heaviside step function and z is the
solution of Eq. C_lC_i) . For com parison, we give the equi-
Ibrium pair distrbution fiunction 53],

g-" g mEnr
Jeq (L7 = . r m )
T e( (—) & m)) (19)
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FIG.1l: Density uctuations of the parking lot m odel when
K ! +1 fordensiiesabove the RSA Amm ing lin it. Sinu—
Jation data are shown as the fi1ll line, the Edwards approxi-
m ation corresponds to the dashed curve, and the equilibrium

resul to the dotted curve. T he inset displays the density uc-—
tuations at equilbrium and in the E dw ards approxin ation for
a lJarger range of densities.

W e can now com pare the above results derived under
the condition of equiprobability of the \blocked" con g-
urations w ith the exact ones ocbtained either analytically
or num erically. W hen K ! 1 , analytical resuls are
available in the two Iim its, t= 0 , which corresponds to
the purely irreversible R SA process at the pmm ing lim it
w here nom ore particles can be J'nsertedlfl-é_l"], andt! +1
which corresponds to a closepacked statewih = 1.

FortheRSA atthe Emm ing lim i, closed-form expres-
sions have been derived for the saturation density 441,

Zl Zt 1 e U

dtexp 2 du——— 7 0:74759:::;
u

JL =

@0)

for the densiy uctuatjons[_élﬁ], for the gap distribution
ﬁmctjons[_z@] and for the pair distrbution function t_éfg]
(T he expressions are given In Appendix B .) W hen com —
paring to the Edwardslike resuls at the sam e density,

gL, One nds qualitative di erences. M ost notably, (@)
the exact 1-gap distrdbution fiinction disolays a logarith—
m ic divergence at contact between particles h ! 0*),

Ghis)' e? hh 1)
where is the Euler constant, (ii) the exact multigap
distrdbution fiinctions do not reduce to products of the
1l-gap functions, (iii) the exact pair distribbution function
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FIG . 2: Entropy density versus particule density for a hard-
rod system : E dw ards entropy for the parking lot m odelw hen
K ! 1 (@mlcurve) and equilbrium entropy (dashed curve).

has a superexponential decay at large distances,

1
—; r! 1 (22)

g gr) 1 © ;

all features that are m issed by the atm easure expres—
sions, since
z( 1)

G =0; 1) = g 23
Ed(h JL JLl Z(JL) ( )

Gal or) 1 &0l @4)
and them u}tli—gag ‘ﬁmctjons satisfy a factorization prop—
erty, Egs. {16)- ().

Quantitatively, one can also see di erences, eg., In
the density uctuations, the exact result at pmm ing be-
hgLh?i h#)’ 0038 tobe compared to L 21
h #)gq’ 0028.

Such observations, that generalize to an o —]_attjoe
m odel the results abtained by de Sm edt et al. 31, 33] for
random and cooperative sequential adsorption m odels on
a one-din ensional lattice, are In fact to be expected: it
has been shown that the RSA process generates con g—
urations of hard particles that are sam pled from a prob—
ability distribution that is \biased" when com pared to a

atm easu]:e[_ég‘, :_5-4_;]

A sthe system further evolvesw ith tim e at vanishingly
an all tapping intensity, com paction takes place beyond
the RSA saturation densiy, and the di erence between
the actual properties of the system and those predicted
by the Edwards— at m easure din inishes.

F jgure:}' com paresthe variation w th  (for g1, ) of
the density uctuations of the parking lot m odel (sin u-
lation results) w ith the atm easure resul, Eq. ('_1-3), and
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FIG.3: Parking bt modelwhen K ! +1 : log-linear plot of
the 1-gap distribbution function versus h for several densities:
from top to bottom = 0:75;085;0:89;0:91. Com parison of
sin ulation data (wavy line) and Edw ards approxin ation (full
curve).

the equilbbrium curve,L. h?i h # !

¥.The

at-m easure prediction is in fair agreem ent w ith the sin —
ulation data, especially or interm ediate densities, but it
reaches too rapidly the equilbrium curve that (slightly)
overestin ates the exact result. (N ote that sin ulating the
system becom esvery tin e consum ing as com paction goes
on and, In practice, we cannot go beyond a density of
about 0:93; the in nitetime lim it should of course be

= 1). However the E dw ards description im proves upon
the equilbrium curve and gives the proper shape of the
density dependence wih an In ection around ' 0:87.
T he closenessofthe atm easure result and ofthe equilbb-
rium one (the form er being of course w ith the constraint
that no gaps have a length larger than 1) at high density
is ilustrated in Fjg.EZ where we show the entropy density
versus particle density.

Tn Figured we have displayed on a logarithm ic-linear
plot the predicted and com puted 1-gap distribution finc—
tions for four di erent densities. The Edwards approx—
in ation is too smallat snallh or = 0:75, which is
rem iniscent of the m issihg the logarithm divergence at
the RSA pmming limit 5 = 0:747 (see above). O th-
erw ise the agreem ent w ith the simulation data is very
good (recallthat this isa log-lnearplot). Forh > 1, the
E dw ards approxin ation is exact since Ggq b > 1) = 0.

Finally, we have plotted in Figures :ff—:_é the pair dis-
tribbution functions (sinulation data, E dwards approxi-
m ation, equilbrium curve) for three di erent densities,

= 077, = 082and = 0:92. The (constrained) at
m easure is an In provem ent upon equilbrium curve, but
even at = 0:82 CE‘J'g.-’_!%), it som ew hat overestin ates the

qn

FIG . 4: Pair distribution function in the parking lot m odel
when K ! +1 at = 0:77: sinulation data wavy curve),
Edwards approxin ation (full curve) and equilbrium (dashed
curve).

FIG.5: Sameastg.:ﬁJ: for = 082

oscillations at Jarge distances. For = 0:92 Fig.i4), the
di erencebetween the three curves isbarely visble. N ote
that orl r< 2, thepairdistrbution finction isequal
to the nearestneighbor distrdbbution finction, hence to
the 1-gap distrbution finction shown in Fig.d
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FIG.6: Sameastg.:ﬁl: for = 092

IV. FINITE TAPPING INTENSITY :K FINITE

W hen the tapping intensity, ie. 1=K , is nite, one
must m odify the de nition of the stable or \blocked"
states. Indeed, or nie K, the con guration of hard
rods obtained after a desorption-adsorption event are no
Ionger characterized by = 0, and the gaps between
particles can be larger than one. One also know s that
the tapping intensity 1=K is not the proper \therm ody—
nam ic" param eter to add to the density in order to char-
acterize the m acro-state ofthe system in an E dw ards-lke
statistical m echanical approach: the mem ory e ect ob—
served experin enta]in_S] and reproduced by the present
parking lotm odel (see above) in plies that the system can
be found in states characterized by the sam e density
and the sam e tapping intensity 1=K that however evolve
di erently under further tapping w ith the sam e intensity,
1=K ; as illustrated in F ig.1l, the density m ay increase in
one case and decrease In another.

If the tapping intensity is not an appropriate therm o—
dynam ic param eter, a naturalchoice for a tw o-param eter
statistical m echanical description appears to be , the
available line fraction, that one can use in conjunction
w ith the density . A non-zero generalizesto a nite
tapping intensity, the prescription uses for vanishingly
an all intensity namely = 0, and isalso directly rel-
evant for describing the com paction kinetics, as shown
by Eq. @). W e thus consider a statistical m echanical
ensam ble In which all con gurations of non-overlhpping
hard rods characterized by xed valies of and are
equally probable.

D enoting by A the total length available for insertion
for a particle center @ = L), the con gurational inte—
gralw ith the constraintsof xed A, xed system size L,

0.78 ‘

0.775

0.77

0.765 ‘

FIG.7: Memory e ect in the parking lot m odel. The full
curve corresponds to a process at constant K = 2000 w hereas
the dashed curve show s the kinetics when K  is sw itched from
2000 to 500 at ts = 1000. The points A and B corresponds
to states w ith equal density, equal value of K = 500, but
di erent further evolution. T he inset show s the phenom enon
with a larger scale (upper curve: constant K = 500, lower
curve: constant K = 2000).

and xed number ofparticlesN is given by

Dhy 1) 5 (25)
i=1
w hich can be rew ritten as before as
Z Z

Z L;N;A)= dz dy
c co
z+y(l exp( 2))

+y + I
Ity z(z+ vy)

exp L z(@
6)

where C and C° denote two closed contours. In the
macroscopic limit, N ! 1 ,L ! 1 ,A ! 1 wih
and xed, one can again use a saddle point m ethod to
evaluate the Integrals, which leads to

Z L;NGA)" exp@Ls(; )) @7)
where s( ; ) isexpressed as
s(;)=Q z+y + m 2r¥yL ew(2)
z(@z+y)
(28)
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z(; )andy v ( ; ) solutions of the two
coupled equations
1 1 1 1+ ye ?
— =+ )
z z+y z+y@d e ?)
1 1 e?
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z+y z+y@dl e ?)
z= g—i § a Can again be considered as the inverse ofthe
\com pactivity", but an additional intensive param eter,
y= & x 7 i5nesded.

A doubl Legendre transform ed potential Y NN ;z;y)
can be Introduced as

Y N;z;y)= Ls(; )+ zL+ yA
+ vy
N z+y(@ exp( 2z)) 1)
z(z+y)
Then, {8  =niiand &5 = i and the uc-
2 oNgy Y Nz
tuations In L and A are given by
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By using the saddlepoint equations, Egs. C_2-§_5) and
d_3(_]'), one arrives at the follow Ing expression for the uc—
tuations of ,

3
L h?i h# = — H? mwi
N |
1 1 1+ 2+ z+ y)ye *
S . T @s)
z (z+ y) z+y@d e ?))

Sin ilar expressions are obtained for the uctuations
of and the cross uctuations of and , but are not
shown here.

T he gap distrbution finctions can also derived by fol-
Jow ing the sam em ethod as in the previous section. T his
lads to

8
+
% %e zh forh< 1;
Ggah; )= 2Ty °
3 —Z(Z+Y) e @RtYl® 1N grp > 1;
z+y @l e ?)
(36)

whereas the multigap distrbution functions satisfy
the factorization property, eg., Gra®;h% ;) =
Grath; ; )Gra®% ; ). Notice that the 1-gap distri-
bution function is a piecew ise continuous function that
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FIG . 8: Density uctuations as a function of forK = 500.
T he dotted curve corresoonds to the equilbbrium density uc—
tuations, the dot-dashed curve to the R SA resul, the dashed
curve to the 2-param eter E dw ards prediction, and the wavy
Iine to the sim ulation data. T he inset displaysthe sam e curves
for a lJarger range of densities.
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FIG.9: SameasFig.B Hrk = 5000.

obeys the exact sum rules, Egs. (:2)— {ff) . It isalso worth

pointing out that the resultsof section TIT ® ! 1 ) can

be recovered by taking the Imit y ! 1 in the above

equations. F inally, the pair distribution function can be

derived along the sam e lines as shown before and iIn Ap-—

pendix A, but the calculation is too tedious and not suf-
ciently insightfiil to be presented here.
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FIG. 10: Parking ot model when K = 500: Ilog-linear
plot of the 1gap distrbbution 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 of sin ulation data
wavy line) and Edwards approxin ation (full curve). For
= 083, there is virtually no di erence between the two
curves.

A oom parison between the 2-param eter Edwards at
m easure and the sin ulation data isshown In F jgs.-'g. and:_§
forthe density uctuationswih K = 500 and K = 5000,
respectively. W e have also plotted the equilbrim curve,
Lh%eq h#£) = @ 7, and the 1-dinensional
RSA curve[_4§‘] up to g1 . The 2-parameter at mea—
sure predictions are good but not perfect. T hey disolay
the proper non-trivial shape ofthe -dependence, in con—
tradistinction to the equilbriim curve, but there is a
signi cantunderestin ation ofthe uctuations in the den-
sity range around the RSA amm ing lin it. Note that at
high density the atm easure is in very good agreem ent
w ith the sim ulation data (at least forK = 500) and does
notm erge too rapidly w ith the equilbrium curve as seen
above orthecaseK ! 1 .

T he 1-gap distribution functions shown on a log-linear
pbt In Fi. :_lg illustrate also the overall good agree-
m ent between the 2-param eter at-m easure predictions
and the sinulation data. The Edwards approxin ation
captures the change of the slope of the 1-gap distribu-—
tion flunction that occurs for h > 1; but the curvature
seen in the sim ulation data forh slightly lJargerthan 1 is
not correctly reproduced by the 2-param eter at-m easure
w hich predicts an exponential decay w ith a factor equal
toz+ vy (seeEq. @-é)) . Agal, this discrepancy is larger
for densities around of the RSA pmm ing lim i (the two
Interm ediate sets of curves in Fjg.:_l-(_i) .

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we have applied the statistical m echan—
ical approach based on the \ at" m easure proposed by
E dwards and cow orkers to the outofequilbrium siua—
tion ocbtained in the parking—lot m odel. This latter is
a m icroscopic o —lattice m odel that reproduces the m a—
Ppr features of the phenom enology of vibrated granular
m aterials. In the statistical m echanical description, a
m acro-state of the system is characterized by xed val-
ues of tw o m acroscopic quantities, the particle densiy
and the available line fraction (or rather xed values
of 3 extensive param eters, the num ber of particls, the
system size and the total length availabl for insertion
of particles), and all con gurations of non-overlapping
particleswith xed and are taken asequiprobable.

W e show that such an approach m isses som e of the
qualitative signatures ofthe lim iting case ofa purely irre—
versible adsorption process RSA ) at the Emm ing lim it.
However, at higher densities, ie., In the slow (logarith—
m ic) com paction regin e, it gives a good, yet not per-
fect, quantitative description of m any observable quan-—
tities ( uctuation, distrbution finctions). T he choice of

as an additional \them odynam ic" param eter is able
to account for situations, encountered in variousm em ory
e ects, In which m acrostates characterized by the sam e
density and the sam e tapping Intensity can nonetheless
be di erent.

The fact that a \them odynam ic" approach gives a
good description of a m odel of vibrated granular m edia
isprom ising. In the one-din ensionalm odel studied here,
the generalized \equation of state" associated w ith the

at m easure can be analytically derived so that one can
m ake theoretical predictions conceming, eg., the density

uctuations or the structure of the con gurations. How —
ever, one still faces the task of predicting the state of
the system for a given preparation, ie., for a given tim e
(num ber of taps) and a given protocol for the tapping
Intensity. W e are presently working on this problem .

APPENDIX A:PAIR DISTRIBUTION
FUNCTION IN THE EDWARDS ENSEM BLE
® ! 1)AND AT EQUILIBRIUM

W e introduce the probability density , ( ) of nd-
Ing two given particles at a relative distance , such that
there isexactly m 1 particles between them ; this func-
tion can be expressed in tem s of the partition fiinction
as

17 @ N m)
Z (L;N)

_Z(;m

n ()

@a1)

whereZ (L ;N ) can be calculated eitherw ith the Edw ards
m easure or at equilbrium .

For large N , one can use the asym ptotic expression
of the partition finction Z L;N ) = & ¥) @)V | At



equilbriim (z) = 1=z whereas w ith the Edwardsm ea—
sure, one gets (z) = (1 e' ?)=z and z given by
Eq. {10). T herefore, the probability density is equalto

1
1} e( z( m))

(z)™

m()=2(;m @Aaz2)
and, form ally, the pair distrbution finction can be ex-
pressed as

}%

g )= nm (¥) @A 3)

m=1

For hard rods, the partition function Z ( ;m 1) is dif-
ferent from 0 or > m . At equilbrium , one has for
>m

( my !

Z ( ;m
m 1)!

1) = @4)

), which gives for the pair distribution

1% € m)c myp ! r m

eq (7 ) =— W 1)li= 1 exp = 1

A 5)

m=1

when r> 1;where (x) is the Heaviside function.
In the Edwards ensem blg, the expression forZ ( ;m
1), hence or , (r) mvolesm + 1 contrbutions. For

instance, ; (r) is given by
1= (@ 1) (& z)ﬁe 26 1, g
M ore generally
X 2 m
@@= CE(DL* ¢ m k) o 2 m)
1 ec=z
k=0
@

Inserting Eq. é:’l) in Eq. @:_-3) yiedsEq. C_l-§‘)

APPENDIX B:RSA EXPRESSIONS AT THE
JAMM ING LIM IT

For the onedim ensional R SA process, the 1-gap dis—
tribution function atthe pmm ing lm it (¢! 1 ) isgiven

by {44, 43]
( R,
Go; oy 2o dttk ©%e! ™ fPrh< 1; 61)
rIr 0 forh > 1;
w ith
zZ
tl e u
k) = exp -~ du ®2)
0 u

The pair distrbbution function can be expressed in a
glosed form by using the Laplace transform g (s;t) =
+1

dle S'g @+ 1;t).Atthe Bmm ing lin i, one hast_4-§]

Z 4 2
1 1 ktkt + s)
g g1)=—F5— S dt T
JL 0
Z
, ' g KEkE+ s o g, KEXKE s
1 - -, . 2 - . .
0 k(s) 0 k(s)
Z t e t3k2 (S)
dts——B (s;t 3
i 26 T 5) (s;t3) ®B3)
w ith
Bt — 7 ®4)
STY T srt s+ t)2

T he expression for the density uctuations follow s from
the above equation by taking the lin jt_s‘ ! 0 of the
s 1 {5]. Thisgives

expression 1+ 2 g(s; gu)e =
Z
2. 2 4 2
L h“i hit = JL 1+ 2 JL - dt]_k (t]_)
2 % 1 1 eb®
dtk? () dze "k @) — —s—
0 0 t tg
" 0:038: B5)

At the same densiy,
L h?i h? oq = 0:0476.
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