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T he num ber ofcapillary bridges in a w et granular m edium
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W e observed the appearance ofcapillary bridgesin a granularm edium consisting ofglass beads

afteradding sm allam ountsofliquid.W efound theinitialbridge form ation depending on thebead

roughness. Furtherm ore we obtained a statistics for the average num ber ofbridges for random ly

packed beads in dependence ofthe liquid content and were able to �nd an explanation therefore

based on recentm odelsand form erexperim entaldata.

PACS num bers:05.65.+ b,45.70.-n,45.70.M g

Ifone adds a wetting liquid to a granulate,there oc-

curcapillary bridgeswhich exertforceson the particles.

Theseforcesarethem ain reasonforthestronglychanged

m echanicalpropertiesofwetgranularm atter com pared

to the dry case [1,2,3,4,5,6,7]. Despite the notable

advance in the com prehension of the dynam icalprop-

erties ofdry granular m aterials [8,9,10],the physical

m echanism s,which arethecauseforthecharacterofwet

system s,rem ain m ostly unknown.

Since the form ation ofthe liquid bridgesdependsap-

parently strongly on them icroscopicgeom etry ofa gran-

ulate,an adequate description ofthe packing is essen-

tial. The random close packing ofbeads,which is the

sim plest random packing and which occured in our ex-

perim entspresented in this paper,isan interesting and

challenging topic in itselfand hasbeen m uch studied in

the past[11,12,13].Itwasthe goalofourexperim ents

to show how the form ation ofcapillary bridges,which

are essentialfor the m echanics ofa wet granular m at-

ter[1,6,7,14,15],dependson the geom etricalparticle

distribution,which wassubjectofearlierstudies[12,13].

In order to observe and count the single bridges we

used an index m atching technique [16]. At this we put

glass beads with diam eters of375�m or 555�m ,which

had a refraction index of1.51,into a m ixture oftoluene

and diiodom ethane with the sam e refractive index, so

thatthe granularm atterbecam e quite transparentand

we were able to zoom with the m icroscope through the

glass bead layers and observe the bridges. In order to

achieve this index m atching the volum e share of the

toluene was88:1% and ofthe diiodom ethane 11:9% ,re-

spectively.Thisliquid m ixturetook overtheroleof"air"

in a "norm al" wetgranularm atter. As the wetting liq-

uid,i.e. asliquid which form sthe capillary bridges,we

added sm allam ountsofwaterwith 
 uorescein.

The granular m atter was put into a cuvette (0:95 �
0:95� 4cm ,� lling height:2:5� 3cm )and wasshaken in

sm allhorizontalcircles with an am plitude of5m m and

with afrequencyofroughly30H zforsom em inutes,until

the "wetting liquid", clearly visible due to 
 uorescein,

appeared hom ogeneously distributed. The diam eter of
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the glass beads used was 375�m and 555�m . In order

to prevent crystallization,the sm allbeads were chosen

to be slightly polydisperse: the spread in bead size was

10% fortheglassbeadswith adiam eterof375�m and 1%

[21]fortheglassbeadswith a diam eterof555�m .After

shaking,thevolum efraction oftheglasswas0:57,i.e.we

found thegranulatepackedlessdenselyasitwould bethe

caseforthelooserandom packingof0:60forthedry case

[11].W ecould alsoreach arandom densepackingof0:62,

which istheotherextrem eoftherandom packingofglass

beadsand issim ilarto a volum e fraction ofthe glassof

0:64= :�rdp [11],by tapping the sam pleseveraltim es.

After adding very sm allam ounts ofliquid,there was

no form ation ofcapillary bridges.Thereason forthisbe-

havioristhattheliquid was� rsttrapped on thesurface,

asitcan be seen in Fig.1a.O nly ata watercontentof

0:07% ,bridgeson alm osteverybead contactwereform ed

(see below).Fig.1b illustratesthe case forfully form ed

bridges.

Itiswellknown thatbridgesneed a certain am ountof

liquid contentW to form properly,since the liquid isat

� rstbound on thebead surfacesdueto theroughness[3,

4,17].Theconnection between theroughnessam plitude

� and the saturation bridge volum e[22]isgiven by wb �
2R�2,whereR isthe bead radius,and wb the volum eof

a bridge atthe watercontentofsaturation W b [3]. O ur

m easurem ents[18]suggestthattherelationship between

the water contentW and the volum e ofa single bridge

w isgenerally given by w = �r3W ,where� � 0:25.[7]

From W b � 0:07% weget� � 500nm ,which issim ilar

to thepeak-to-peak roughnesswefound from theinspec-

tion ofthe beadsby atom icforcem icroscopy.

W e obtained the average num berofbridgesperbead

by zoom ing with them icroscopethrough thesam pleand

counting the bridges. W e carried this out for di� erent

liquid contentsforthe random loose packing which was

in ourcase0.57 aswellasforthe random densepacking

of0.62.In orderto reach betterstatisticswecounted the

bridgesof40beadsforeachdatapointforthedensepack-

ingand 20beadsfortheloosepackingand calculated the

averagebridge num berN .W e took the standard devia-

tion aserrorforN .Since we counted only bridgesfrom

beadsofthe second to the sixth layer,an estim ation of

thein
 uenceofthesam pleboundaryisnecessary.There-

forewem easured N fordi� erentlayersL.W efound that

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307762v1
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a)

b)

FIG .1: Fluorescence m icroscope picturesfor di�erentwater

contentsW ;glassbead diam eter:375�m

1a)W = 0:055% ,no realbridgeshave form ed yet

1b)W = 0:2% ,capillary bridgesbetween thebeadsareclearly

visible

N (L)= constfor 3 � L � 6,whereasfor L � 2 sm all

variations were observed. W e believe therefore that we

can exclude any e� ectofthe sam pleboundary on N .

ThedependenceofN on thewatercontentisshown in

Fig.2.N isequalto zero forvery sm allW .Ata water

contentslightlysm allerthan W b itgoesup veryfast,then

the curve becom es 
 atter. It can be seen further,that

N (W )fortherandom densepacking isabout10% larger

than N (W )forthe random loosepacking.

As it was m entioned earlier,the num ber ofcapillary

bridgesisin
 uenced strongly by them icroscopicgeom et-

ricalpropertiesofthe granularm edium .A m odelwhich

deals with the num ber ofcontacts ofrandom ly packed

glass beads is the caging m odel[13]. According to this

m odelone needs 4:79 = :N dc bead contacts on average

in order to pin a bead with other beads. W e assum ed

thatthism odelprovidesatleastroughly an appropriate

explanation forourexperim entsand havede� ned Wb ac-

cordingly.ConsequentlyW b isthewatercontentatwhich

a capillary bridgeexiststhen and only then,iftwo beads

touch,i.e.iftheirsurfacedistanced iszero.Thesm aller

non-zero valuesatW < W b can be explained asfollows.

Thewater� lm on thebeadsvariesin thicknessatdi� er-
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FIG .2:Averagenum berofcapillary bridgesN in dependence

ofthe watercontentW

entareasofthe bead surface.Thereforeitispossible at

certain watercontentsthatbridgeform ation occursonly

atafraction ofthebead contacts.O n theotherhand,for

W > W b therecan also occurslightly "streched" bridges

between beadswhich do nottouch,butwhitch areclose

enough to each other(see below).

O urassum ption thatthe caging m odelisappropriate

forourcaseiscon� rm ed furtherifwecom parethe m ea-

sured distribution ofthe capillary bridgesatwatercon-

tentsW � W b fortherandom loosepackingtothedistri-

bution obtained by a sim ulation [13]based on thecaging

m odel.Asitcan beseen in Fig.3,them easured curveis

very sim ilarto the sim ulated one.Particularly the m ea-

sured curvedoesnotexceed the value of8,i.e.itful� lls

anecessary condition forthevalidity ofthecagingm odel

[13]. At higher water contents the histogram curve is

shifted to the right,but we did never see a glass bead

with m orethan 9 capillary bridges.[23].

W ewillcom parenow ourm easurem entsconcerningthe

dependence ofthe num berofcapillary bridgeson W to

them easured distancedistribution ofbeadsin a random

close packing [12]. ForW � W b there existsatleastat

every bead contact(i.e.atevery pointwith d = 0,where

d isthesurfacedistanceofthebeads)a capillary bridge:

N � N c. N c is here the num ber ofrealcontacts per

bead.Accordingtothecagingm odelwehaveN dc = 4:79.

[13]Bridgescan also exist between beads which do not

touch,butwhich are only su� cientclose to each other.

Due to the hysteretic nature ofbridge form ation [19],it

isreasonableto supposethatsuch bridgescan form only

between beadswhich collided in thepastand then m oved

away from each other.Forsu� cientstrong shaking this

should be statistically the case for a certain part A � of

the beads,i.e.

N (W )= N c + A
�
N b(W )
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FIG .3:D istribution ofthe num berofbridges:

m easured (W = 0:15% ,random loosepacking;open sym bols)

sim ulated [13](closed sym bols)

HereN b isthenum berofnearestneighbors,which donot

touch thebead,butwhosedistanced issm allerthan the

bridge rupture distance dp. The totalnum berofneigh-

borsin between a distance dp is

N t(W )= N c + N b(W )= N c +
N (W )� N c

A �

Herewith weget

N (W )= A
�
N t(W )+ (1� A

�
)N c (1)

W e need now to correlate the watercontent W to rup-

ture distance dp. According to [20]this correlation is

approxim ately given by

dp = w
1

3 +
1

10

w
2

3

R

where R is the bead radius and w the bridge volum e.

In accordance to our own m easurem ents [24],we have

w = �R 3W with � � 1

4
.Therefore

dp = R

�

(�W )
1

3 +
1

10
(�W )

2

3

�

Now itispossibleto calculateN from them easurem ents

ofN t [12],plotitoverdp and com pareitwith thedirectly

m easured num berofcapillary bridges.Beforedoing this

wede� ned W � := W � W b,i.e.the watercontentabove

W b which islocated in thebridges.Thereason therefore

isthattheglassbead surfaceabsorbsacertain am ountof

liquid W b beforebridgeform ation starts.Accordingly we

de� ned d�p := dp(W
�)ascorrespondingrupturedistance.

In orderto geta quantitativeexpression the valuesof

A � one hasto considerthe m echanism ofbridge form a-

tion.A bridgebetween two non-touching beadscan only
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FIG .4: Com parison ofthe m easured num ber ofbridges N

with random looseand random densepackingstotheN which

were calculated from the literature values[12]according Eq.

1

Inset:Num berofbead contactsfordi�erentpackingdensities.

exist if their distance is sm aller than dp if this beads

touched each other in the past. Therefore one would

expectA � = 1

2
fora one-dim ensionalsystem with statis-

tically m oving particles.In a realgranulatethesituation

is m ore com plicated. It is possible that particles m ove

againsteach otherby a distancesm allerthan dp without

evertouching,which leadsto a decrease ofthe value of

A �.

In order to obtain an estim ation for A � we consid-

ered a single bead with radius R in the point of ori-

gin. Then we assum ed otherbeadswith radiusR m ov-

ing by at an im pact param eter p� which was chosen

at random . It is evident that bridges can only form if

0 � p� � 2R,i.e. a bead collision is a necessary con-

dition for bridge form ation. Ifthe m oving bead m oves

along the x-axis, the distance between the surfaces is

given by d =
p
x�2 + p�2 � 2R. At a certain point of

tim e a bridge can only existifd � d�p. A furthercondi-

tion forthe existenceofa bead isthatthe collision took

back in thepastwhich m eansthatonly halfofthebeads

with 0 � p� � 2R and d � d�p willhave a bridge. The

arclength ofa bead which hasa bridgeisgiven by

B 1(p
�
)=

Z x2

x1

s

1+
x2

x2 + p�2
dx

with x1 =
p
(2R)2 � p�2 and x2 =

q

(d�p + 2R)2 � p�2.

The arc leangth ofa (bridgeless)bead with 2R < p� �
2R + d�p and d

� � d�p isanalogous

B 1(p
�
)= 2

Z x2

0

s

1+
x2

x2 + p�2
dx
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W ith I1 := 2�p�
R
2R

0
B 1(p

�)dp� and I2 :=

2�p�
R2R + d�

p

2R
B 2(p

�)dp� one� nally gets

A
�
(d

�
p)=

I1

2I1 + I2

A �(d�p)can be approxim ated very wellasfollows:

1

A(d�p=R)
� 1:447

d�p

R
+ 2

Fig.4 showstheplotsofourm easured N overd�p forthe

beadswith adiam eterof555�m and fortherandom loose

packingand therandom densepacking.Thedrawn curve

represents the values ofN for the dense packing which

werecalculated from theliteraturevaluesofN t [12]using

Eq. 1. Itisclearly visible thatourcalculated valueslie

nearto those ofthe literature forN c = 3:3 forthe loose

and N c = 4:3 for the dense packing. N c di� ers from

theN c ofthecaging m odel[13]signi� cantly fortheloose

packing,whilethedi� erencein thedensepackingisquite

sm all. Hence the assum ption that N c depends directly

on the packing density �p isself-evident. The m easured

N c(�p)aswellasthetheory valuesarein agreem entwith

the linearcurve N dc � N c(�p)= 22(�rdp � �p)(see Fig.

4 (inset)).Thisplotdisplaysthe N c ofthe looseaswell

as the dense packing for the used beads with a diam e-

ter of555 and 375�m . The point oforigin corresponds

to the N dc ofthe caging m odelfor the random dense

packing �rdp. Concluding the value of the num ber of

contactsaccording to thecaging m odell[13]N dc isgiven

by the linearextrapolation ofthe N c(�p)obtained from

ourm easurem ents:N dc = N c(�rdp).
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