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The num ber of capillary bridges in a wet granular m edium
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W e observed the appearance of capillary bridges in a granular m edium consisting of glass beads
after adding sm all am ounts of liquid. W e found the initial bridge form ation depending on the bead
roughness. Furthem ore we cbtained a statistics for the average num ber of bridges for random ly
packed beads In dependence of the liquid content and were able to nd an explanation therefore
based on recent m odels and formm er experim entaldata.

PACS num bers: 05.65+b,45.70.1n,45.70M g

If one adds a wetting liquid to a granulate, there oc—
cur capillary bridges which exert forces on the particles.
T hese Porcesare them ain reason forthe strongly changed
m echanical properties of wet granular m atter com pared
to the dry case 'E:, :2:, :_IJ., :ff, E, :_6, -rj]. D espite the notable
advance In the com prehension of the dynam ical prop-
erties of dry granular m aterials @, 14, 1101, the physical
m echanisn s, which are the cause for the character ofwet
system s, rem ain m ostly unknown.

Since the fom ation of the liquid bridges depends ap—
parently strongly on the m icroscopic geom etry ofa gran—
ulate, an adequate description of the packing is essen—
tial. The random close packing of beads, which is the
sim plest random packing and which occured in our ex—
perin ents presented In this paper, is an interesting and
challenging topic In itself and has been much studied in
the past {13,114, 13]. Tt was the goal of our experin ents
to show how the fom ation of capillary bridges, which
are essential for the m echanics of a wet granular m at—
ter ﬂ:, :5, :j, :_1-4, :_i;";], depends on the geom etrical particle
distrdbution, w hich was sub ct ofearlier studies l_l-gi, ig;]

In order to cbserve and count the single bridges we
used an index m atching technique {_lQ‘] At this we put
glass beads w ith diam eters of 375 m or 555 m , which
had a refraction Index of 1.51, Into a m ixture of toluene
and diiodom ethane w ith the sam e refractive index, so
that the granular m atter becam e quite transparent and
we were able to zoom wih the m icroscope through the
glass bead layers and observe the bridges. In order to
achieve this Index m atching the volim e share of the
toluene was 88:1% and of the diiodom ethane 11:9% , re—
spectively. T his liquid m ixture took overthe rol of "air"
In a "nom al" wet granular m atter. A s the wetting lig—
uid, ie. as liquid which form s the capillary bridges, we
added sm allam ounts of waterwih uorescein.

The granular m atter was put into a cuvette (0:95
095 4an, 1ingheight:2:5 3an) and was shaken in
an all horizontal circles w ith an am plitude of Smm and
w ith a frequency of roughly 30H z for som em inutes, until
the "wetting liquid", clearly visble due to uorescen,
appeared hom ogeneously distrbbuted. The diam eter of

the glass beads used was 375 m and 555 m . In order
to prevent crystallization, the an all beads were chosen
to be slightly polydisperse: the soread in bead size was
10% fortheglassbeadsw ith a diam eterof375 m and 1%
P11 for the glass beads w ith a diam eter of 555 m . A frer
shaking, the volum e fraction ofthe glasswas 057, ie. we
found the granulate packed lessdensely as it would be the
case Porthe bbose random packing of0:60 for the dry case
t_ll:]. W e could also reach a random dense packing 0£0:62,
w hich isthe other extrem e ofthe random packing ofglass
beads and is sin ilar to a volum e fraction of the glass of
064 =": ,q [[1], by tapping the sam ple severaltin es.

A fter adding very am all am ounts of liquid, there was
no form ation of capillary bridges. T he reason for thisbe—
havior is that the liquid was rst trapped on the surface,
as it can be seen In Fig. la. Only at a water content of
0:07% ,bridgeson alm ost every bead contact were form ed
(see below ) . Fig. 1b illustrates the case for ully form ed
bridges.

Tt iswellknown that bridges need a certain am ount of
liquid content W to form properly, since the liquid is at

rst bound on the bead surfaces due to the roughness-'_fa,
:fl, :_fj] T he connection between the rpughness am plitude

and the saturation bridge volum e22] is given by wy,
2R ?,whereR isthe bead radius, and wy, the volum e of
a bridge at the water content of saturation W i_ﬂ]. Our
m easurem ents [_l-§'] suggest that the relationship between
the water content W and the volum e of a single bridge
w is generally given by w = 1r°W , where 025. i

From W, 0:07% weget 500nm , which is sin ilar
to the peak-topeak roughnesswe found from the inspec-
tion of the beads by atom ic force m icroscopy.

W e obtained the average num ber of bridges per bead
by zoom ing w ith the m icroscope through the sam ple and
counting the bridges. W e carried this out for di erent
licquid contents for the random loose packing which was
In our case 057 aswell as for the random dense packing
0f0.62. In order to reach better statistics we counted the
bridgesof40 beads foreach data point for the dense pack—
Ing and 20 beads for the loose packing and calculated the
average bridge number N . W e took the standard devia-
tion as error for N . Since we counted only bridges from
beads of the second to the sixth layer, an estim ation of
the In uence ofthe sam pleboundary isnecessary. T here—
forewemeasured N fordi erent layersL .W e found that
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FIG .1: Fluorescence m icroscope pictures for di erent water
contents W ; glass bead diam eter: 375 m

la) W = 0:055% , no realbridges have form ed yet
1b)W = 02% , capillary bridgesbetween the beads are clearly
visble

N (L) = const for 3 L 6, whereas for L 2 amall
variations were cbserved. W e believe therefore that we
can exclude any e ect ofthe sam ple boundary on N .

T he dependence 0ofN on the water content is shown in
Fig. 2. N isequalto zero for very snallW .At a water
content slightly an allerthan W , it goesup very fast, then
the curve becom es atter. It can be seen further, that
N W ) Porthe random dense packing is about 10% larger
than N W ) for the random loose packing.

A s it was m entioned earlier, the number of capillary
bridgesisin uenced strongly by the m icroscopic geom et—
rical properties of the granularm edium . A m odelwhich
deals w ith the num ber of contacts of random ly packed
glass beads is the caging m odel [_13‘] A ccording to this
m odel one needs 4:79 = : N 4. bead contacts on average
In order to pin a bead w ith other beads. W e assum ed
that thism odel provides at least roughly an appropriate
explanation for our experim ents and have de ned Wy, ac—
cordingly. C onsequently W ,, isthewater content at which
a capillary bridge exists then and only then, if two beads
touch, ie. if their surface distance d is zero. The am aller
non-zero valiesat W < W, can be explained as follow s.
Thewater In on the beadsvaries In thicknessat di er—
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FIG .2: Average num berofcapillary bridgesN in dependence
of the water content W

ent areas of the bead surface. T herefore it is possible at
certain water contents that bridge form ation occurs only
at a fraction ofthe bead contacts. O n the otherhand, for
W > Wy, there can also occur slightly "streched" bridges
betw een beads which do not touch, but whitch are close
enough to each other (see below ).

O ur assum ption that the caging m odel is appropriate
for our case is con m ed further ifwe com pare the m ea—
sured distrbution of the capillary bridges at water con—
tentsW W, forthe random loose packing to the distri-
bution obtained by a sin ulation I;LZ_%] based on the caging
m odel. A s i can be seen in Fig. 3, them easured curve is
very sin ilar to the sin ulated one. P articularly the m ea—
sured curve does not exceed the value of 8, ie. i ful 1ls
a necessary condition for the validity ofthe caging m odel
fi3]. At higher water contents the histogram curve is
shifted to the right, but we did never see a glass bead
w ith m ore than 9 capillary bridges.£3].

W ew illcom parenow ourm easurem entsconceming the
dependence of the num ber of capillary bridgeson W to
the m easured distance distribution ofbeads in a random
close packing l_l-g'] Forw W p there exists at least at
every bead contact (ie. at every point with d= 0, where
d is the surface distance ofthe beads) a capillary bridge:
N N.. N. is here the number of real contacts per
bead. A ccording to the cagihgm odelwehaveN 4. = 4:79.
t_l-i_i'] B ridges can also exist between beads which do not
touch, but which are only su cient close to each other.
D ue to the hysteretic nature of bridge form ation [_i_9'], i
is reasonable to suppose that such bridges can form only
betw een beadsw hich collided in the past and then m oved
away from each other. For su cient strong shaking this
should be statistically the case for a certain part A of
the beads, ie.

N®W)=Nc+A NpyW)
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FIG . 3: D istrbution of the num ber of bridges:
measured @W_ = 0:15% , random loose packing; open sym bols)
sin ulated [13] (closed sym bols)

Here Ny, is the num ber ofnearest neighbors, which do not
touch the bead, but whose distance d is am aller than the
bridge rupture distance d, . T he total num ber of neigh—
bors In between a distance d, is

Ne@W )=Nc+ Np@W )= N+ M

Herew ith we get

N@W)=ANW)+ 1 A N @)

W e need now to correlate the water content W to rup-—
ture distance dy. According to 0] this correlation is
approxin ately given by

1 1 W%

dp = w3 + —

where R is the bead radius and w the bridge volum e.
In accordance to our own m easurem ents l_24_i], we have
w= R3W wih %.Thereﬁ)re

G=R (W)5+—(w)F
Now it ispossbleto calculateN from them easurem ents
ofN ¢ [_12], plot it overd, and com pare it w ith the directly
m easured num ber of capillary bridges. B efore doing this
wede nedW =W W, ie. the water content above
W p, which is Jocated in the bridges. T he reason therefore
isthat the glassbead surface absorbs a certain am ount of
liquid W , before bridge form ation starts. A ccordingly we
de nedd = dp W ) as corresponding rupture distance.
In order to get a quantitative expression the valies of
A one has to consider the m echanisn of bridge form a-
tion. A bridge between two non-touching beads can only
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FIG . 4: Com parison of the m easured num ber of bridges N
w ith random loose and random densepackingsto theN which
were calculated from the literature values [L2] according Eq.
i

Inset: N um berofbead contacts fordi erent packing densities.

exist if their distance is am aller than d, if this beads
touched each other In the past. Therefore one would
expect A = % for a one-din ensional system w ith statis-
tically m oving particles. In a realgranulate the situation
is m ore com plicated. It is possble that particles m ove
against each other by a distance sn aller than d, w ithout
ever touching, which leads to a decrease of the value of
A .

In order to obtain an estim ation for A we consid-
ered a sihgle bead wih radius R in the point of ori-
ginh. Then we assum ed other beads w ith radius R m ov—
ing by at an Inpact parameter p which was chosen
at random . It is evident that bridges can only form if
0 P 2R, ie. a bead collision is a necessary con-—
dition for bridge form ation. If the m oving bead m oves
along the x is, the distance between the surfaces is
gwvenby d= x2+p? 2R. At a certah point of
tin e a bridge can only exist ifd d,. A further condi
tion for the existence of a bead is that the collision took
back in the past which m eans that only half ofthe beads

with 0O p 2R andd d, willhave a bridge. The
arc length of a bead which has a bridge is given by
s
) L= a
Bl = + X
o x?+p?
P q
with x; = (@R)?2 p?andx;= (d,+2R)? p?Z.

The arc leangth ofa (bridgeless) bead wih 2R < p
2R + d, and d d, is analogous

S
Xy 2

Z
X
B =2 1+ ——dx
1) . 2t p?
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0 B 1 (p )dp and Iz =
B, @ )dp one nally gets

W ih I = 2p
2 P R2R+dp

2R

A @)= —2
G 2L+ L,

A (d,) can be approxin ated very wellas ollow s:

1 %

— 1447—=+ 2

A [d,=R) R
Fig. 4 showsthe plbtsofourmeasured N overd, forthe
beadsw ith a diam eterof555 m and forthe random loose
packing and the random dense packing. T he drawn curve
represents the values of N for the dense packing which
were calculated from the literature values ofN ¢ [_1'2_%] using
Eqg. g: Tt is clearly visble that our calculated values lie
near to those of the literature for N, = 33 for the loose
and N. = 43 for the dense packing. N. di ers from

the N . ofthe caging m odel f_l-é] signi cantly for the loose
packing, whilethedi erence in the dense packing isquite
an all. Hence the assum ption that N . depends directly
on the packing density , is selfevident. The m easured
N ( p) aswellasthe theory values are in agreem ent w ith
the Inear curve Nge N (p) = 22( rgp p) (e Fig.
4 (inset)). This plot displays the N . of the loose aswell
as the dense packing for the used beads w ith a diam e~
ter 0of 555 and 375 m . The point of origin corresponds
to the N 4. of the caging m odel for the random dense
packing rgp. Concluding the value of the number of
contacts according to the caging m odell f_lg:] N 4¢ is given
by the linear extrapolation ofthe N ( ;) obtained from
ourm easurem ents: N gc = N ( rgp)-
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R1] A though a spread ofonly 1% can lead to a crystallization
of the granulate, it has not always to be the case. In
our experin ents presented in this paper we observed no
crystallization.

R2] The reason for calling wy, saturation bridge volum e com es
from the H alsey-Levine theory.A ccording to thism odell,
the force exerted by bridges w ith a voluim e w > wy, does
no longer Increase signi cantly with w . I:l_;]

R3] At very high liquid contents W % ) there orm liquid
clusters betw een the beads, so that the bridge concept is
no longer valid.
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