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Role of friction in pattern formation in oscillated granular layers
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Particles in granular flows are often modeled as friction(essooth) inelastic spheres; however, there exist
no frictionless grains, just as there are no elastic grains. Our molecular dynamics simulations reveal that
friction is essential for realistic modeling of vertically oscillated granular layers: simulations of frictionless
particles yield patterns with an onset at a container acceleration about 30% smaller than that observed in
experiments and simulations with friction. More importantly, even though square and hexagonal patterns form
for a wide range of the oscillation parameters in experiments and in our simulations of frictional inelastic
particles, only stripe patterns form in the simulations without friction, even if the inelasticity is increased to
obtain as much dissipation as in frictional particles. We also consider the effect of particle friction on the shock
wave that forms each time the granular layer strikes the container. While a shock wave still forms for friction-
less particles, the spatial and temporal dependence of the hydrodynamic fields differ for the cases with and
without friction.
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[. INTRODUCTION ticity in some granular flows. The rest of the paper is orga-
nized as follows. Section Il describes our system, and Sec.
Collisional dissipation between grains in rapid granularlll describes the collision model implemented in our MD
flows arises from both inelasticity and surface friction. Hy- simulation. Results from our simulations are presented in
drodynamic models for frictionless inelastic hard disks andSec. IV and discussed in Sec. V.
spheres have been proposgd-4] as simple models for
granular flows, and the agreement between such equations Il. SYSTEM AND METHOD
proposed by Jenkins and Richmi&@j and molecular dynam-
ics (MD) simulations of frictionless inelastic hard spheres We simulate shallow granular layefwith a layer depth
has been found to be good even when a shock wave less than ten-particle diametgiis an evacuated container,
present[5,6]. Hydrodynamic models for slightly frictional Subject to a sinusoidal oscillation in the direction of gravity,
inelastic hard disks and spheres also have been propos&dth an amplitudeA and frequency. Various subharmonic
[7-9]; however, the extent to which friction has to be con-standing wave patterns have been observed depending on the
sidered is not known. nondimensional acceleration amplitufle= A(27f)%/g and
The role of friction is difficult to distinguish from that of the nondimensional oscillation frequenéy=f\H/g [17],
inelasticity in experiments since there are no frictionlessvhereg is the acceleration due to gravity, ahds the depth
grains; however, MD simulations can be conducted with orof the layer at rest. Our MD simulation models grains as
without friction, and such simulations have revealed thatfrictional (or frictionless inelastic hard spheres, and it imple-
even in the dilute limit, the behavior of a collection of fric- ments the collision model of Waltdrig].
tional inelastic particles differs from that of frictionless par- ~We simulate layers of three different geometries. First, in
ticles: In vibrofluidized disks and spheres, the scaling expoour simulations examining the onset and stability of the pat-
nent of the mean height as a function of the characteristi¢erns (Secs. IVA and IV B, we consider 8900 grains in a
velocity [10] and the single-particle distribution functions rectangular box of area 26(< 100, whereo is the diameter
[11] exhibit qualitative differences depending on the pres-of the grain H~4¢). Periodic boundary conditions are used
ence of friction. Some recent numerical studig8—14 have in both horizontal directions. We call this a quasi-two-
referred to dilute frictionless inelastic hard spheres as granudimensional(quasi-2D layer, where one of the horizontal
lar gases; while frictionless models may vyield insights intodirections § direction is too short to form a pattern. In the
some granular flow phenomena, there is no way of knowindonger direction X direction the wavelength of the pattern is
a priori how relevant the predictions of such models are forabout 2@ at f* =0.3, which is the frequency we use for this
real (frictional) granular gases. case. Second, we consider layers in square boxes of large
We use here a previously validated MD simulationaspect ratio I(/H>1, whereL is the horizontal size of the
[15,16 to study the role of friction in patterns and shock containey in both horizontal directions. The square box ge-
waves formed in vertically oscillated granular layers. Weometry is fully 3D and computationally far
study how the friction affects the formation and stability of less efficient than the quasi-2D geometry, but with the fully
spatial patterns. We also examine the assumption that fricdD geometry we obtain the various 2D spatial patterns ob-
tional effects may be accounted for by adjusting the inelasserved in experiments. Our square boxes have bottom area
2000x2000 with 181390 particles H~40) and 100
X100 with 65500 particles fl~60). Again periodic
*Electronic address: moon@chaos.utexas.edu boundary conditions are used in both horizontal directions
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(Secs. IVB and IV Q. Finally, in our study of shock waves (1+8) .
(Sec. IV D we use a layer of small horizontal siz8938 Aw;= —AWz=mr12>< Vs, (6)
particles in a box of 26X 200 bottom area with horizontal

periodic boundary conditionsj~10c). The small horizon-  whereK =41/4? is a geometrical factor that relates the mo-
tal dimensions are chosen so that the layer does not form @entum transfer from the translational to the rotational de-

pattern; this is the same system that was used in [Bgf. grees of freedom, antlis the moment of inertia about the
center of the grain. For a sphere of uniform dengitys 2/5.
IIl. COLLISION MODEL We use a velocity-dependent coefficient of restitution to

S o o account for the viscoelasticity of the real grains:
Walton[18] simplified the collision model originally pro-

posed by Mawvet al. [19]. In Walton’s model, the postcolli- { ( o )3’4
sional translational and angular velocities depend on the e=max ep,1—(1—ep)
three parameters: ‘/g_‘f

(1) The normal coefficient of restitutioa (0O<e<1).

(2) The coefficient of sliding frictiorw, which relates the
tangential force to the normal force at collision using Cou-
lomb’s law, and then determines the tangential coefficient o

restitution8 (—1<p<1). » . [15]. Our results are insensitive to the functional form éor
(3) The maximum tangential coefficient of restitutig, as long as approaches unity for vanishing colliding veloc-

which represents the tangential restitution of the surface VEity: this behavior helps avoid successive collisions within a
locity for a rolling contact. We vary the above parameters fome interval comparable to machine precision, which stops
grain-grain collisions(denoted by superscrigf) and grain-  he simulation. The convergence to zero time between colli-
wall collisions (superscripv) independently. By grain-wall - gjons for inelastic hard sphere models with a velocity inde-
collisions we mean collisions of grains with the containerpendeme is a phenomenon known as inelastic collaf2@.
bottom, as there are no sidewalls in any of our simulations. |, ¢oljisions between real grains, not only is the relative

At collision, it is convenient to decompose the relative g, i5ce velocity reduced, but also the stored tangential strain
colliding velocities into the components normahf and tan-  gnergy in the contact region can often reverse the direction of
gential () to the relative displacement vector,=(r; the relative surface velocity. To account for this effest,
—ry)/ry—r,|, wherer; andr, are the position vectors of could be positive, leading to the range ®fas[ —1,1]. Fur-
grains 1 and 2, respectively, and a corresponding notation i;iermore, there are two kinds of frictional interaction at col-
used for the velocity vector: lisions, sliding and rolling contact. The following formula for

B includes the above essential behaviors of the friction:

: )

whereegy is a constant value, a fitting parameter determined
from the comparison with the experiment. An accurate func-
ional form foreis not known. The form in Eq(7) has been

Lreviously found to reproduce observed granular patterns

V= (V12 T19)l 5=Vl 12, (1) )
n

1
1+ |2

< ®

B=min By,—1+u(l+e)

Vi =T 12X (V12X T 19) = V15— Vy. (2 Us

For sliding friction, the tangential impulse is assumed to fol-
low Coulomb’s friction law: the normal impulse multiplied
by w. When g is identically negative unity 8,=—1 and
u=0, or simply x=0), it models the frictionless interac-
Vo=V, + gFlZX(Wl"_WZ)EUs\?sr 3 tipn_. For the special case;=0, the collision is treated as
2 frictionless.

This collision model is still a simplification of the real
wherew; andw, are the angular velocities of the grains 1 interaction; however, this model has been found to be accu-
and 2, respectively. rate enough to reproduce many phenomena; with the values

For monodisperse spheres of unit mass and diameter ef=e}=0.7, 3J=83=0.35, andu9=u"=0.5, this model
linear and angular momenta conservation and the definitionsas quantitatively reproduced the patterns in oscillated layers
of the normal coefficient of restitutioe= —v} /v, and the  of 165 um lead spheres for a wide range of control param-
tangential coefficient of restitutiop=—v%/vs (Where su- eters[15,16.
perscript * indicates postcollisional velocities, and no super-
script is used for precollisional velocitiegive the changes IV. RESULTS
in the velocities at collision:

The relative surface velocity at collisio for monodisperse
spheres of diameter is

As the normal coefficient of restitutiore§ or ef) is var-
1 ied in simulations of oscillated layers of frictional inelastic
Avy,= —AV2n=§(1+e)Vn, (4)  hard spheres, transitions between different patterns occur at
slightly different values of control parameters, and the char-
acteristics of patterndor instance, the amplitude and wave-
AVa= — AV _K(@+8) v (5) length change as well; however, the overall topology of the
1t 2t S . . . L.
2(K+1) phase diagram remains the same, as long as the inelasticity is
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FIG. 1. The increase in amplitude of the most intense Fourier FIG. 2. Evolution of a pattern in a quasi-2D layer illustrates that
mode of the height of the layeisee text, as a function of the the peaks of the pattern fluctuate around the average locations more
control parametel’, shows the emergence of a pattern in simula-in the frictionless model than in the frictional model. The pattern,
tions of a quasi-2D layer of frictional inelastic particlesy€ eff strobed atf/2, is shown for 300 period$ of the container oscilla-
=0.783=84=0.35u9=u"=0.5) and of frictionless particles tion; only part of the layer is shown. The friction was suddenly
(ed=el=0.783=BY=—1,u9=u"=0). Black lines are for in- removed from the simulation at=0 (indicated by a white dashed
creasingl’, and gray lines are for decreasifigwhile f* is fixed at  line); (e§=ey,B83=Bg ,u%=u") were changed fror0.7,0.35,0.5
0.3. A pattern emerges at smallErand the pattern amplitude is t0 (0.5,-1,0), while the control parameters remained the same at
larger in the frictionless case. The transition is weakly hysteretic inl =3.0 andf*=0.3. Bothe§ and ej were reduced to keep the
both cases. For eacH, the amplitude was averaged over ten amplitude and wavelength of the pattern nearly the same. The gray
f/2-strobed cycles after the amplitude was saturated, and error bagsale indicates the vertically integrated number of particles aver-
indicate the standard deviation. aged over they direction.

. . . pared to that above the onset, as granular fluids exhibit
not too small or the layer is not too shallow. In this section,qong fiuctuations around average quantities due to rela-
we vary the inelasticity and friction parameters for gram'tively small number of particle§22,23. The transition is
grain collisions and grain-wall collisions independently to hysteretic in both cases, aiit decréases by about 30% in
study how friction affects. th'e pattern formation and stgpility. e absence of friction. At comparable values of the reduced
We also study how the friction changes the characteristics Otcpontrol parameter [{—T,)/T,, the pattern’s amplitude in
the shock wave that forms at each impact. the frictionless case is nearly twice larger than that in the
frictional case. In layers of frictionless particles, the ampli-
A. Primary onset and hysteresis tude and wavelength fluctuate more than those in the fric-
The primary onset of the pattern, the transition from ational casdsee Fig. ]; the pattern is apparently less stable in

featureless flat state to &2 square or stripe subharmonic the frictionless case.
pattern, occurs at a critical acceleratibpg~2.5[17]. This

transition is weakly hysteretic, and the value If varies B. Stability of the pattern
within 10% in experiments on layers of different materials or  We first use the same quasi-2D layer as in the preceding
different depthg21]. section to examine how the absence of friction affects the

We obtain the amplitude of the pattern as a function of thestability of the pattern. When the grain-grain and grain-wall
control parametel” around the onset of patterns from simu- friction are removed from the simulation, peaks of the pat-
lations of two kinds of quasi-2D layers, consisting only of tern fluctuate around the average locations more strongly
frictional (u%=u"'=0.5) and only of frictionless 9= u"  than in the frictional caséFig. 2); however, there are no
=0) inelastic hard sphere§ig. 1). We represent the pat- qualitative changes of the pattern, as there exists only one
tern’s amplitude by the amplitude of the most intense Fourietype of pattern in this geometry. A pattern in a quasi-2D layer
mode of the envelope of the layer, where the envelope i$s robustdue to geometrical constraints.
defined as the height where the volume fraction drops down The fully 3D motion of the particles in square boxes leads
to 0.2, when the container is at its equilibrium position and isto different 2D patterns, depending dhand f*. We focus
moving upward. For each, we wait for 40 cycles for the here on the stability of square patterns, but we observe simi-
amplitude to saturate, and then average it over the next telar results for hexagonal patterns. We first obtained a stable
f/2-strobed frames. We first slowly decredséom 3.5(2.8) /2 square pattern using the same material coefficiénts
down to 2.1(1.5 for a layer of frictional (frictionless  elasticity and friction parameterss in Ref.[15], and then
spheres, in steps of 0.1, and then incrdagmck to 3.52.8),  we used that pattern as the initial condition for the different
while f* remains at 0.3. cases in Fig. 3. In Fig.(®), only the grain-wall friction was

For both layers there is a hysteretic transition to patterns,emoved, while other properties were kept the same; in about
as Fig. 1 illustrates. The amplitude of the most intense Fou20 cycles, the pattern lost its stability and disorganized into
rier mode below the onset is not infinitesimally small com-randomly moving peaks. The pattern lost long range order in
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t=10T

To examine the possibility that properly adjusted inelas-
ticity could take over the effect of friction, the grain-wall
coefficient of restitutione’ was reduced to 0.5Fig. 3(c)].

The observed development of disorder demonstrates that the
square pattern cannot be stabilized simply by reduefig
Even reducing} to 0.1 did not stabilize the pattern. Friction
plays an independent role from that of the inelasticity. While
only grain-wall friction was removed in Figs(l3 and 3c),

we observed the same qualitative behavior when also the
grain-grain friction was removed; the square pattern disorga-
nized in a similar way as in Figs(l® and 3c).

We repeated the above numerical experiments by impos-
ing both frictional €)'=0.7, 8{=0.35, andu"=0.5) and
frictionless €y =0.5 andu."'=0) rigid sidewalls, rather than
periodic boundaries. We did not observe any qualitative dif-
ferences; the sidewalls did not stabilize the pattern, which
confirmed that the above development of disorder arises
from the absence of friction.

FIG. 3. A square pattern loses stability when the grain-wall fric-
tion is removed f£"“=0), even if the dissipation is increased by
decreasing} . A stablef/2 square pattern was first obtained from a
simulation of 181390 frictional particlese§=e{=0.7, 83= 8¢
=0.35, andu?= u"=0.5) in a square box of each side 20With
periodic boundary conditions(= 3.0f* =0.27). This square pat- C. 2D patterns in the absence of any friction

tern was then used as the initial condition for the following three | the preceding section we considered the effect of re-
cases:(a) A f””ﬁ‘er continuation of the simulationtb) x" Was  moving the grain-wall friction while retaining the friction

reduced to 0 at=0 while other parameters remained the sa(ok;  petyeen grains. Now we consider particles with no friction at
" andeg were reduced to 0 and 0.5 respectivelytat0. The o " giarting with conditions that would yield square, stripe,

pa:te”t]hbecarpe ﬁ'sf’r?ere(: %Oth(mband(fc)' T?el grayt Scalﬁ Imdl_t' or hexagonal patterns for frictional particles, we observe the
cates the vertically integratec number of particles at €ach localion,, | tion for layers of frictionless particlésig. 4). The con-
white regions correspond to the peaks of the square patterns.

ditions that yield squares for particles with friction evolve for
such a way that a shear mode became resonantly excited affittionless particles into stripelike structurgSig. 4@)]; in

the lattice melted, when the peaks of the pattern are considarger containers this pattern becomes similar to the ones in
ered as the lattice points; this melting phenomenon was thEigs. 3b) and 3c). Starting with conditions that yield stripes
subject of Ref[24]. We find that the square pattern is stablefor frictional patterns, we find that the frictionless particles
only for u">0.3 in this case. also form stripes, but the stripes take longer to emerge than

t=4T t=16T t=32T t=52T t=72T t=80T

FIG. 4. Simulations of 65500 frictionless particles€el=0.7, 8§=B5=—1, and u%=x"=0) in a square box of sides 160
illustrate that a stripe pattern is the only stable pattern that forms for frictionless particles. In each case the container was initiathg oscillati
at conditions that yielded a flat patternless layer. Thet=dl, I" and f* were switched to values that for frictional particles would yield
within 20 cycles(a) a square patterr(p) a stripe pattern, antt) a hexagonal pattern, each oscillatingf & [15]. Instead, for frictionless
particles we observed th&h) an unstable stripelike structure slowly fornib) a stripe pattern slowly forms with peaks whose positions
oscillate, and(c) peaks move around irregularly, sometimes forming a stripelike patterri&0T) and sometimes a cellular pattern (
=198T).
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with friction [Fig. 4(b)]. The stripes formed by particles with

friction are stationary, but the stripes formed by frictionless ¢ (a) =0 0.6 (b) =g
particles oscillate perpendicularly to their equilibrium posi- 0.4 v 0.4 v

tions; the oscillation period for the conditions in Figb#is 0.2

about 40, whereT=1/f. Finally, starting with conditions 0

that yield hexagonal patterns for frictional particles, we find o6
that the frictionless particles evolve instead to a pattern of ¢4

randomly moving peaks that occasionally look like stripes 5, {r\__
[Fig. 4(c)]. .

To see if increased dissipation, achieved by reducing the BE
normal coefficient of restitution, could stabilize patterns for .
the frictionless particles, we reduced the valuessfbande(/ ' !
down to 0.3, but this did not yield stable patterns; hence = b
inelasticity cannot substitute for the role of friction in the oz

pattern formation, either. To determine how friction affects
the overall dissipation, we have measured the collision rates 94
for different parameter values. For the control parameters in 0.2
Figs. 4a) and 4b) with friction (e§=e{'=0.7, B{=0.35, 0% 3030 st
and u9=u"=0.5), the average number of collisions per 2/G 2/

grain during a cycle was 204 and 89, respectively, and
the ratio of the average rotational kinetic energy per par-
ticle to its translation_al_counterpart during a c_ycle was O'OZ%he
and 0.044. When frictionless spheres are simulated for thﬁictionless (frictional) particles, whereft=0 corresponds to the

- 9_ w_
control parameters in Figs(& and 4b) (e;=e;=0.7 and time when the plate is at its lowest height. The granular volume

w9=p"=0), the collision rates decrease by a factor of 2.faction » (solid lineg and granular temperatufg, (dashed lines;
and become 99 and 44, respectively. Thus, friction nearlynits of go/50) for layers of(a) frictionless spheresgd=gl'=
doubles the collision rate; it increases the overall dissipation-1 and 9= ,%=0) and (b) frictional particles 3= Y=0.35

significantly. When the normal coefficients of restitution and ;9= x"=0.5). The times in the second and third pairs of pan-
(both e§ and e) were reduced to 0.5 for the frictionless els are chosen to show the layer at about the same position relative
cases (19=u"=0), the number of collision203 and 10D to the plate, illustrating that the frictional layer collides with the
became comparable with the frictional Caﬁ:é e‘é":()_? plate at a later time than the layer of frictionless particles. The
and /‘l’g: /.LW: 05) of the control parameters of F|gs(a¥|_ conditions are the same as in Réﬁ] eg=e‘6"=0.9;l"=3.0,f*

and 4b); however, the layer still did not form a pattern. = 0.3, andH=10c"in a box of horizontal dimensions &0< 200

FIG. 5. A shock wave forms each time the granular layer strikes
plate, which begins to happen fat=0.15 (ft~0.23) for the

D. Shock wave propagation V. CONCLUSIONS

A shock wave is formed each time the granular layer We conclude that friction should not be neglected for re-
strikes the plate, and the shock propagates up through thadistic modeling of pattern formation, even though inelastic-
layer and decays as it propagates. Bougfial. [5] studied ity is certainly the most distinguishing characteristic of
these shock waves in MD simulations of frictionless inelasticgranular materials, and frictionless inelastic hard spheres
hard spheres and in numerical simulations of continuunprovide an important simple model for granular materials.
equations that did not include terms arising from friction; theSome phenomena observed in experiments and in simula-
simulations by the two approaches were in good agreementions of frictional particles, including the parametric sloshing
We now examine how friction changes this shock wavemotion of particles and the formation of shock waves, are
These simulations are conducted for a box with sufficientlystill found in simulations without friction, but the details of
small horizontal dimensions so that patterns do not formthese phenomena for frictionless particles are significantly
Thus, following Bougieet al. [5], we can average the granu- different from the properties for particles with friction. We
lar temperaturely and volume fractiorw in the horizontal  find that only stripe patterns are stable in oscillated granular
directions and consider only their dependence on the didayers without friction(Fig. 4).
tancez above the lowest height of the oscillating plate. We have found that increased inelasticity cannot substi-

We find that thez dependence of the temperature andtute for the effect of frictioriFig. 3(c)]; friction is not merely
volume fraction for particles with friction is considerably an additional mechanism of dissipation. Even a small amount
different from that for frictionless particleg§ig. 5. For par-  of friction increases the overall dissipation significantly not
ticles with friction, the particles undergo more collisions, thebecause the fraction of frictional dissipation is significant in
layer gets more compact, and the layer strikes the plate at@ach collision, but because the friction reduces the grain mo-
later time during a cycle. However, the shock wave forma-bility and increases the overall collision ragee Sec. IV ¢
tion itself and overall qualitative features of the shock are thdor the cases in this paper, the average rotational kinetic en-
same for frictional and frictionless particles. ergy for frictional particles is typically 30 times smaller than
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the translational kinetic energy. With friction, the direction of with acid or contaminated by dust or added powder, the
a postcollisional trajectory depends on the relative surfacealue of I'; marking the onset of patterns changed, even in
velocity at collision as well as the surface property, whilethe absence of static charge effd@s]. We propose that this
there is only one possible direction in the frictionless casehappened because friction depends on surface preparation.
This dependence of the transmission of force or of kinetic

energy on friction is apparently critical for the formation of ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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exactly how this mechanism stabilizes those patterns. The authors thank Jon Bougie, Daniel Goldman, and

The role of friction has not been systematically studied inW. D. McCormick for helpful discussions. This work was
experiments on oscillated granular layers, but it has beesupported by U.S. DOE Grant No. DE-FG-0393ER14312
observed that the pattern formation can depend on the suand Texas Advanced Research Program Grant No. ARP-055-
face properties of grains. In experiments with grains cleane@001.

[1] J.T. Jenkins and S.B. Savage, J. Fluid MetB0, 187 (1983. [14] E. Khain and B. Meerson, Phys. Rev.6&, 021306(2003.
[2] C.K.K. Lun, S.B. Savage, D.J. Jeffery, and N. Chepurniy, J.[15] C. Bizon, M.D. Shattuck, J.B. Swift, W.D. McCormick, and

Fluid Mech.140, 223(1984. H.L. Swinney, Phys. Rev. Let80, 57 (1998.
[3] J.T. Jenkins and M.W. Richman, Arch. Ration. Mech. AB&l.  [16] S.J. Moon, M.D. Shattuck, C. Bizon, D.I. Goldman, J.B. Swift,
355(1985. _ _ and H.L. Swinney, Phys. Rev. 5, 011301(2002.
[4] N. Sela and I. Goldhirsch, J. Fluid MecB61, 41 (1998. [17] F. Melo, P.B. Umbanhowar, and H.L. Swinney, Phys. Rev.
[5] J. Bougie, S.J. Moon, J.B. Swift, and H.L. Swinney, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 3838(1995.
E 66, 051_301(2003-_ ) [18] O.R. Walton, inParticulate Two-Phase Flowedited by M.C.
[6] E.C. Rericha, C. Bizon, M.D. Shattuck, and H.L. Swinney, Roco (Butterworth-Heinemann, Boston, 199p. 884.
Phys. Rev. '-6”*3'8',5’14305(200359 106 [19] N. Maw, J.R. Barber, and J.N. Fawcett, W&& 101 (1976.
[7] C.KK. Lun, J. Fluid Mech233 539(199)). [20] S. McNamara and W.R. Young, Phys. Fluid#$A496 (1992.

[8] J.T. Jenkins and M.R. Richman, Phys. Flui 3485(1985.
[9] J.T. Jenkins, and C. Zhang, Phys. Fluids 1228(2002.
[10] S. Luding, Phys. Rev. B2, 4442(1995.

[11] S.J. Moon, J.B. Swift, and H.L. Swinney, Phys. Rev6E,

[21] P.B. Umbanhowar, Ph.D. dissertation, University of Texas,
1996 (unpublishegl

[22] B. Meerson, T. Pschel, P.V. Sasorov, and T. Schwager, e-print
cond-mat/0208286, Phys. Rev.(& be publishef

011301(2004. ; i

[12] M. Argentina, M.G. Clerc, and R. Soto, Phys. Rev. L&, [23] D.I. Goldman, J.B. Swift, and H.L. Swinney, Phys. Rev. Lett.
044301(2002. (to be publishey e-print cond-mat/0308028.

[13] X. Nie, E. Ben-Naim, and S. Chen, Phys Rev. L&®, [24] D.I. Goldman, M.D. Shattuck, S.J. Moon, J.B. SWIft, and H.L.
204301(2002. Swinney, Phys. Rev. Let@0, 104302(2003.

031301-6



