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Sm alland Large Scak Granular Statics

Chay G oldenberg! and Isaac G oldhirsch?

A bstract Recent experin ental results on the static or
quasistatic regponse of granular m aterials have been in—
terpreted to suggest the inapplicability of the traditional
engineering approaches, w hich are based on elasto-plastic
m odels which are elliptic in nature) .P ropagating typer—
bolic) or di usive (parabolic) m odels have been proposed
to replace the bld’ m odels. Shoe several recent experi-
m ents were perform ed on smn all system s, one should not
really be surprised that (continuum ) elasticity, a m acro—
scopic theory, is not directly applicable, and should be re-
placed by a grain—scale (\m icroscopic") description. Such
a description concems the nterparticle forces, while a
m acroscopicdescription isgiven In term softhe stress eld.
T hese descriptions are related, but not equivalent, and
the distinction is in portant in interpreting the experin en—
tal results. T here are indications that at least som e large
scale properties of granular assem blies can be describbed
by elasticity, although not necessarily its isotropic version.
T he purely repulsive interparticle forces (in non-cohesive
m aterials) m ay lad to m odi cations of the contact net—
work upon the application of extermal forces, which m ay
strongly a ect the anisotropy ofthe system .Thise ect is
expected to be an all (In non-isostatic system s) for am all
applied forces and for pre-stressed system s (in particular
for disordered system s). O therw ise, it m ay be accounted
for using a nonlinear, increm entally elastic m odel, w ith
stress-history dependent elastic m oduli. A lthough m any
features ofthe experim entsm ay be reproduced usingm od—
els of frictionless particles, results dem onstrating the in —
portance of acoounting for friction are presented.
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1
Introduction

T he m odeling of granular m aterials has been a sub fct
of onlgojng resecarch In the engineering comm unity (see
eg. il]) In recent years, this sub fct has found renewed
Interest am ong physicists B{S ] having been studied in the
distant past by great physicists such asC oulom b, Faraday,
R eynolds and others).

T he behavior of \granular gases", which are obtained
by eg. su clently strong shaking or shearing (so that
the m aterial behavior is dom inated by interparticle col-
lisions), has been quite successfully m odeled using ap-—
proachesbased on extensions ofthe kinetic theory ofgases
E:] .H owever, the behaviorofdense granularm atter, w hich
isdom nated by prolonged interparticle contact, hasproven
more di cul for modeling. For the description of the
quasikstatic behavior, elastoplasticm odels are com m only
used by engineers B,;g].

This paper is concemed w ith the static behavior of
granular system s. In elasto-plastic m odels, one often uses

(Iinear) elasticity below yield (@lthough parts of a static
system are som etin e assum ed to be at incipient yield i_d]) .
However, in recent years a very di erent class of m odels
has been proposed for descrbing the statics of granular
m aterials, based on the notion of \ force propagation", sug-
gested by the observation of force chains in exper:m ents
on granular m aterials H], as well as sin ulations [lO,:lL
These m odels (see eg., 1A{115]) typically yield hyperbolic
partialdi erentialequations forthe stress eld, in contrast
w ith the elliptic, non-propagating nature of the classical
equations of static elasticity. It hasbeen clain ed that the
hyperbolic description tends to an elastic-lke one at large
scales [_l§'{:_l§‘] (how ever, the physical interpretation of the
m acroscopic elds in this case is not clear).

R ecently, the response of granular shbs resting on a
horizontal oor to a boint force’ applied at the center of
the top ofthe sysl:em hasbeen studied experin entally [19{
251. Tn 119,23,23], the intergrain force distrbution has
been m easured in tw o-din ensional (2D ) system sasa func—
tion of vertical and horizontal distance from the point of
application ofthe force. In I25], the particle dJsp]aoem ents
orsin ilar 2D system s have been m easured. In 20,2]1 24
the vertical force acting on the oorhasbeen m easured in
three-din ensional (3D ) system s. P rom inent force chains
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have been observed in ordered 2D system s; these force
chains fade out w ith increasing disorder. For pentagonal
particles in 2D arrangem entsthe m easured force distribu-
tion is single peaked and the w idth ofthe peak is linearly
related to the vertical distance, In conform ity w ith elas—
ticity. The results for cuboidal particles obtained in [[9]
appear to suggest a parabolic behavior, consistent w ith a
di usive m odel, although the system s studied were quite
small. In 5], the w idth of the m easured distrbution of
displacem ents, as a function of the vertical distance from
the particle which is directly digplaced, follow s a square
root dependence (as expected from a di usive m odel) for
an all distances of a few particle diam eters, crossing over
to a linear dependence at larger distances (consistent w ith
an elastic description) . O rdered 3D packings exhibitmul-
tiple Proe peaks orshallow system s P4]and less structure
or deeper ones. Som ew hat larger (In tem s of num ber of
particls), disordered 3D system s R0,21] exhibit a single
peak In the force distrbbution m easured at the oor, whose
w idth is proportionalto the depth of the system .

The experim ental evidence appears to be contradic—
tory :di erent experin ents seem to support findam entally
di erent descriptions of the response of granular m ate—
rials (In the case of 2D system s, it has been suggested
that there m ay be a crossover from a hyperbolic to an el-
liptic behavior w ith Increasing disorder Lig]) . The thesis
presented In this paper is that these seem ingly contradic—
tory experin ental results (@and theoretical explanations)
are not necessarily at odds w ith each other. This the-
sis is based on the observation that m ost of the studies
(perhaps all) refpcting the elliptic description have been
devoted to an all system s, ofthe size ofa few dozen ofpar-
ticle diam eters at m ost, whereas m any engineering stud-—
ies consider rather large granular system s. Since elasticity
and other m acroscopic descriptions are not valid on an all
scales, at which local anisotropies and random ness ply
a majpr rok, one should not be surprised that such de-
scriptions failon am all scales. Indeed, sin ulations [25,2]‘]
reveal the existence of a crossover from m icroscopic to
m acroscopic behavior of granular assem blies (as well as
other system s @-é]) as a function of system size or resolu—
tion. W e argue that such a crossover is observed In som e
ofthe exper:m entsm entioned above. Strictly isostatic sys—
tem s 29] have been shown to be described by hyperbolic
stress equations tl5,.30 and num erical sin ulations sug-
gest that system s of frictionless spherical particles ap—
proach isostaticity in the lin i of in nite rigidiy {31]).
H ow ever, w e argue that since realgranular system shave -
nite rigidity and usually experience frictional Interactions,
they cannot be generically isostatic (the sam e presum ably
holds even for frictionless non-spherical grains). T he iso—
static lin i isa singular case, w hose physical consequences
for real system s are at best unclear. T herefore the contro—
versy surrounding the correct description ofgranular stat—
ics ism ostly a question conceming the behavior of an all
granular system s. The latter require a grain-scale (\m i
croscopic") description, rather than a m acroscopic one.

A second point stressed below is the distinction be-
tween force and stress. W hereas Interparticle forces can
exhibit force chains which look like they contradict elas—
ticity, the Jatter does not describe the nature of the forces

but rather that ofthe stress eld.The stress eld Involves
an averaging over the forces Whose resul is resolution
dependent) and leads to less pronounced structure than
the underlying force eld.The an all scale structure ofthe
Interparticle forces cannot be taken to consist an argu—
m ent against an elliptic description or in favor of i, since
i relates to sm all scales and it does not deal w ith the
ob cts w ith which elasticity or plasticity are concemed.
T he large scale response ofgranularpacking is shown to be
consistentw ith a (possbly anisotropic) elastic description.
T he fact that In non-cohesive granular m aterials there is
no signi cant attraction am ong the particlesm ay lad to
m odi cations of the contact netw ork, which m ay strongly
a ect the anisotropy ofthe system .Thise ect is expected

to be an all for an all applied oroes (or non-isostatic sys—
tem s) and for pre-stressed system s, In particular for disor-
dered system s.0 therw ise, i m ay be accounted for using a
nonlinear, increm entally elasticm odel, w ith stress-history
dependent elastic m oduli.

T he third pointm ade in thispaper isthat whilem odels
em ploying frictionless particles can reproduce som e prop—
erties of granular packings, friction can be of utm ost in —
portance for the description of granular m atter (@ rather
ntuiive fact). Results dem onstrating the in portance of
acoounting for frictionalinteractionsare presented in Sec.:_5 .

2
The m icroscopic picture: forces

In attem pting to describbe granular m aterials In tem s of
continuum m echanics, by analogy to \regular", atom ic
m aterials, one usually considers the \m icroscopic" scale
to be that of the Individual particles (whose intemaldy—
nam ics should be welldescribed by continuum m echanics).
O ne of the sin plest granular system s is a collection of
frictionless spherical particles. A typicalm icroscopic (par—
ticle scale) description of such a system is given by the
partick’s radii, fR ;g, their m asses, fm ;g, center ofm ass
positions, fr; (t)g, and velocities, fvi (t)g, at tine t. It is
typically assum ed (e.g 4 In_the context of sinulations of
granularm aterials E.Q,,_32_i l§3u]) that the particles are quite
rigid, so that the interaction between two particles (in
the frictionless case) depends only on their respective dis—
tance, or, m ore conveniently, on their im aginary overlap
i3 () Ri+Rj jt‘j_j (t)j,whererij (k) r; (t) ry t).The
contact interactions are usually m odeled by treating the
particles as m acroscopic ob Ects, described b_y the equa-—
tions of continuum m echanics (see eg., B4 -35 .Fortwo
frictionless elastic spheres, a classical result by Hertz (see
eg. [36)) is that the Proe is proportionalto 372, whik
for cylinders, it is linear In the overlap. For noncohesive
particles, only repulsive forces are possble. Even for fric—
tionless particles, intemaldissipation as In eg., viscoelas—
tic particles, gives rise to a dependence of the force on
the relative velocity —aswell (for som e exam ples of force
schem es comm only used in sin ulations, see eg., Ej{:}g]) .
The interparticle forces for a given con guration of
such particles sub fct to given boundary conditions (eg.,
speci ed displacem ents of the particles on the boundary,
or forces applied to them ) and body forces such as gravity
can be determ ined, for a static system , using the equations



ofequilbrium N ew ton’s law s) and the force-displacem ent
relation. W e reiterate that when f1ll force law s for par-
ticle nteractions are known or m odeled, the statics and
dynam ics of the system are fully determ ined (they m ay
be history-dependent for history-dependent force law s, as
comm only used for frictional interactions).

In the case of frictionless isostatic system s (in which
the m ean coordination number is exactly z = 2d, where d
is the dim ension of the system ) the forces can be deter—
m ined from the equations of equilbriuim alone (@nd are
therefore independent of the force-displacem ent law ; how —
ever, the particle digplacem ents certainly depend on this
law ) . x hasbeen suggested téfd,:ém] that frictionless granu—
lar system sbecom e isostatic in the lin it of in nite rigidity
(giving rise to a m acroscopicbehavior which isvery di er-
ent from elasticity), and thJs appears to be bome out by
num erical sin ulations Bl .42 H ow ever, the relevance of
this lin it to realm aterials is questionable, since realm a—
terials cannot be in nitely rigid.A ny additional contacts
created if the rigidiy is allowed to be nite will render
the system hyperstatic (so that there is a \phase transi-
tion" to an isostatic behavioronly at in nite rigidity I4()])
T he rigidiy should of course be com pared to the con ning
forces orbody forces (in a system under gravity and con—

ned by walls, the con ning force is related to graviy).
If the con ning forces are very amn all, the system would
indeed be expected to be close to m arginal stability. A s
m entioned above, the static indetermm inacy associated w ith
hyperstatic system s sin ply m eans that the equations of
equilbrium are Insu cient for detem ining the forces, so
that addiional equations (eg. force-displacem ent law s)
are required. Static Indetermm inacy does not mean that
there’s no unique solution for the forces in a real system .
A sim ilar situation occurs on the m acroscopic, continuum
fevel (seeeg., ig]) . The rigid lim i can be approached in
m any di erent ways (e4g., the sti ness of each Interparti-
cle contact m ay be di erent), and, even if assum ing that
the sam e (isostatic) contact netw ork is obtained fordi er-
ent distrbution of the interparticle sti ness, yielding the
sam e interparticle forces, the particle disgplacem ents w ill
certainly be di erent, hence the rigid lim it in not unique,
at least in this sense.

In severalexperin ents, photoelasticparticlesw ere used
In order to measure the stress n granular system s Efj,
119,23,23,43]. T hese m easurem ents probe the intraparti-
ck stress, ie., the stress inside each partick. Follow Ing
the above, these should be interpreted as m easurem ents
ofm icroscopic elds (the m acroscopic description of gran—
ular system s regardsthe particlesasm icroscopic, and does
not resolve any details below the particle scalk).Them i
croscopic elds corresponding to these m easurem ents are
the Interparticle forces, which can be deduced from these
ntemal stress m easurem ents (as descrbed in [‘23
m entioned, these forces should be distinguished from the
\m acroscopic" stress eld in the system .

T he distribution of force m agniudes in a static gran—
ular packings is a m icroscopic quahtJty which has been
extensively studied in experim ents [44 .45 and sinula—
tions [46 An exponential behavior of the distrbution
at large forces appears to be quite universal In exper—
In ents on granular system s, lndependent of the degree

of disorder I45 the friction coe cient [451 or the rigid-
ity of the particles [47 and has also been observed in
sin ulations of granular syster} _slw_ji‘:h di erent m odels for
the interparticle forces (eg. {8,49)).The universality of
the force distrdbution appears to extend to other system s
such as foam s, glasses, colloids etc. (see l;f;-(_]'] and refer-
ences therein) . T he exponential tail of the distrdbution is
repmduoed in sinpl models such as the (parabolic) g-—
m odel [51,553]. T he distribution for sm aller foroes appears
to be less universal, and it has been suggested that the
appearance of a peak in the force distrbution near the
mean force may signal the onset of pmm ing or a glass
transition [53

Interestingly, a qualitatively sim ilar foroce distribution
is obtained in purely ham onic netw orks: F jg.-'_]: show s the
force distrdbution obtained foran ensem bl ofrandom net-
works of linear springs constructed as follow s. P oints are
placed on a 2D triangular lattice with spacing d (wih
square-shaped boundaries), and then their x and y coor—
dinates are random ly displaced by 0:04d.Points whose
distance is less than 1:02d are connected by linear springs
Whose equilbrium length is equal to this distance) w ith
equal spring constants (this results in an average dilution
of about 12% of the sorings com pared to the perfect lat-
tice) . A uniform isotropic com pression of 1% is applied
to the boundary particles, and the interparticle forces are
calculated. The force distrbbution presented in FJgg: is
obtained from an average over the force histogram sof100
system so0f1085 particles. T he force wasnom alized by the
mean force in the ensamble (@ sin ilar distrdbution is ob-—
tained for a nom alization by the m ean force for each sys—
tem ; the variation In m ean force am ong di erent system sis
relatively am all, which m ay indicate that the system is far
from “Emm ing’ [53]) T he tailof the logarithm ofthe dis-
tribution is t quite wellw ith a line ofslope 38, sin ilar
to the slope obtained In experin entson thh]y com pressed
disordered packings of soft rubber spheres I47] (sIn {lardis—
tributions w ere obtained for a scalar ham onic netw ork of
unequal springs in [48]) . For the case of netw orks w ith no
force dilution (the sam e connectivity as in the perfect lat—
tice), the force distrbution is G aussian w ith a halfw idth
ofa few percent ofthem ean, ie., a m uch narrow er distri-
bution).T hese results indicate that a random connectivity
should be consequential for the force distrdbution, which
m ay be the reason that even for highly com pressed disor—
dered spheres whose contact netw ork is still disordered),
the distribution is qualitatively sin ilar to that observed in
Jess com pressed system s [47‘ .A sin ilare ect hasbeen ob—
served In sinulations of granular system s under di erent
applied pressures [48]

T he forces in one ofthe realizationsoftheensemble are
shown in FJg:_Zg Force chains are clearly cbserved (mote
that there are very few tensional forces, so that they do
not signi cantly a ect the force distrbbution in this case).
Sin ilar force chains have been cbserved in a polydisperse
Lenard-Jones system f_2-§'] (incidentally, the concept of a
force chain is not welkde ned: in the case of a hom oge—
neous strain applied to a uniform lattice, the forces are
equal, so that it is reasonable to de ne the force chains to
contain forces whose m agnitude is larger than a unifom
cuto , eg., the mean force, as used in Fig. 2., H ow ever,



107 l :
0% |
0 3.5

Fig. 1. The distrlbution of force m agnitudes in bond-diluted
distorted triangular netw orks of linear springs (see text).

for a non-uniform ly strained system , eg. system s sub-—
Bct to graviy, n which the mean force Increases w ith
depth, such a global cuto m akes little sense). The re—
suls shown in Fi. :gf indicate that force chains are not
speci ¢ to granular system s. Foroce chains are m icroscopic
features of m icroscopically disordered system s (or even
Inhom ogeneously strained ordered system s, as describbed
below ), and their presence does not necessarily Indicate
any m acroscopic inhom ogeneity, or inconsistency wih a
m acroscopic elliptic, or elastic, description. It is quite cer—
tain that if one could observe the individual interparticle
forces in atom ic system s which m ay not be quite wellde—

ned, sihoe a quantum description is appropriate for such
system s), one would also observe force chains.

Tt is In portant to note that a signi cant portion of
the stress (even in a hom ogeneously strained system ) is
carried by forces which do not belong to the force chains.
An exam ple isprovided by a system of frictionless polydis—
persedisks W ith radiiuniform Iy distrdbuted w ithin 10% of
them axin um radius) which is con ned by side walls and
a oor, with a uniform force applied to the particles of
the \top" layer (w ithout gravity).T he interparticle forces
are taken to be linear in the overlaps. Fig. 9’ show s the
forces in the system .Fjg.:f! show s the fraction of the ap-
plied vertical force carried by the foroces whose m agnitude
is greater than the mean (ie., those belongihg to force
chains, using the de nition m entioned above), com pared
to that carried by all the forces which is of course equal
to 1), for forces in horizontal \slices" of the system , as a
function of the vertical coordiate, z.As seen in Fig. :_4,
only about 80% ofthe applied force is carried by the foroe
chains. Furthem ore, the foroe carried by the chains uc—
tuates w ith depth, so that the forces In the chains do not
obey the conditions of force equilbriim . It is therefore
questionable w hether a m odel w hich describes the stress
exclisively In tem s of the force chains is justi able.

The ([mear)universality of the force distrbution, in
particularthe fact that it is observed in sim ulationsofran—
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Fig. 2. The forces n a bond-diluted distorted triangular net-
work of linear springs. Forces w ith m agniude larger than the
m ean are Indicated by solid lines whose w idth is proportional
to the force m agnitude; an aller forces are indicated by thin
dotted lines. C om pressive forces are indicated by gray lines;
tensile forces by black lines.

dom system s w ith ham onic interactions, does not m ake
possbl the di erentiation between di erent m odels on

the basis of the force distribution (in particular, the ob—
servation of such a distribution does not preclude an ek
liptic description) . T he sam e statem ent applies to the ob—
servation of force chains. A m ore sensitive and direct test
should be rendered by the response of a granular system

to Inhom ogeneous extemal forcing, such as that provided
by localized forces. T he latter seem to be consistent w ith
elasticiy, as describbed below .

3
M acroscopic elds and conthuum equations in tem s
ofm icroscopic quantities

Continuum descriptions of m aterials are often based on
phenom enologicalargum ents (usually m otivated by exper—
in ental ndings), rather than on derivations from the un—
derlying m icroscopic dynam ics. A unique feature of gran—
ular m aterials is that due to the typically large sizes of
the constituents, it is relatively easy to access the \m icro-
scopic” scales experin entally. O n the other hand, in m ost
practicalapplications, the num ber of particles is such that
a detailed particle-level description becom es Intractable,
and a continuum description is required. The fact that
experin ents on granular system s can yield both m icro—
soopic inform ation and m acroscopic nform ation (possbly
even in the sam e experim ent) is useful to the elucidation
of the connection between these tw o descriptions.

In order to obtain a m acroscopic description ofa sys—
tem In tem softhem J'croso_o;pj_c‘ elds, we em ploy a spatial
coarsegraining approach [_2],',_54_]. W e stress that the only
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F ig. 4. The fraction of the applied vertical force carried by all
the forces and by the forces whose m agnitude is larger than the
mean (ie., those belonging to force chains), asa function ofthe
vertical coordinate, z, scaled by the m ean particle diam eter, d,
for the system shown in Fig.:j

averaging considered here is spatial (the approach can be
extended to include tem poral coarsegraining aswell l54],
but here we consider static con gurations). Since static
granularpackings are typically found in m etastable states,
far from equilbrium , and themm alenergy scales are negli-
gble, such system s do not explore any phase space so that
it ishard to jastify the kind ofensem ble average com m only
used In statisticalm echanics. An average over con gura—
tions (ie., average overdi erent disordered system swhich
are presum ed to be prepared in the sam e way) is com —
m only perform ed when analyzing experin entaldata, due
to the large uctuations obtained In m any experin ents.
However it is not clear a-priori if selfaveraging occurs,
ie., that at least or large enough scales the m acroscopic
behavior of a single \typical" realization is the sam e as
that of the average behavior over m any realizations. Self-
averaging m ay be valid for som e quantities and not for
others. T herefore we choose not to assum e a-priory that
any ensem ble averaging is jisti ed; instead we relate the
m acroscopic and m icroscopic elds in a way that is rele—
vant for single realizations.

Follow iIng t_S-é_i], de ne the coarsegrained (CG) mass

density (r;t) and m om entum density p (r;t) at position
r and U'm;(e tas
;v m; £ ri®) @)
o«
p (it mivit) & r:®J) @)

1
where [R ) isanon-negative coarsegraining fiinction W ith
a single m axin um BtR = 0) of width w, the coarse—
graining scale, and R)JR = 1.
Upon taking the tin e derivative of the m acroscopic

elds and p, perfom ing straightforward algebraic m a-
nipulations [_SZ_L'] and using N ew ton’s law s, one obtains the
equation of continuity and the m om entum conservation
equation, respectively:

_= div(V) 3)
X e
p = —[VV 1
Qr
w here the velocity eld isde ned by V p= ,Greek In-

dices denote C artesian coordinates, and the explicit de—
pendence of the CG elds on r and t has been om ited
for com pactness. Since this paper focuses on the stress
eld, we have om ited the > energy equation, which can be
derived in a sim ilar way [27
In addition to obtaining the standard equations ofcon—
tinuum m echanics from m icroscopic consideration, this
coarse graining procedure provides an expression for the
stress tensor In tem s of the m icroscopic entities:

X 0
m;vy

) = (r; t)v ;) @© ri@) 4)

X Z,
(Oryy ©
0

iy ds £ rif)+ sri3 7

N

i3;i6 3

where VS (r;v) vilt) v(r;b) isthe uctuating velocity,
fi5 () is the force exerted on particle iby particle j, and
ri i@ ;M.

The rsttem I Eqg. (.4) is the kinetic stress (which
vanishes for static con gurations), and the second term is
know n asthe contact stress.N ote thaf; the standard Bom-—

Huang expression [55]: = fi5 ry s

2V ij2v ;i6 j



equivalent to the expression forthe contact stressin Eq. 621)
if the coarsegraining function is taken constant inside a
volum e V' and zero outside i, provided that the interpar-
ticle separation is mudch sm aller than the coarsegraining
length scalke (typically V)

The above expressions can be used to calculate the
m acroscopic elds from the m icroscopic ones (cbtained
eg. from simulations or experin ents), and com pare them
to the predictions of m acroscopic m odels or direct exper—
In ental results. In order to close the set of continuum
equations [Egs. (:_3)] the stress and energy ux (the latter
is not related to the considerations below ) need to be ex—
pressed as functionals of the pertinent m acroscopic elds.
A s m entioned, such constitutive relations are often ob-—
tained em pirically or confctured. In som e cases they are
derived from the m icroscopic dynam ics. T he above exact
expression for the stress eld provides a fram ework for
a systeam atic derivation of constitutive relations (@s sug—
gested for elastic netw orks in @-j])

Here, we are concemed w ith the interpretation of ex—

perin entaldata in term sofm icroscopic variablesand m acro-

scopic elds. The fact that the contact stress includes a
sum over all contacts for each particle (ie., even for very
an allCG scales the stress com ponents correspond to spe—
ci ¢ \averages" over the forces on each partick) already
suggests that a \picture" ofthe forces in the packing does
not corresoond directly to the m acroscopic stress eld
(they are certainly related, ie., one would usually expect
large stress com ponents in regions where large force m ag-
niudes are cbserved). In particular, as shown in Sec. Q.
and further discussed below , force chains do not necessar—
ily indicate m acroscopic anisotropy or inhom ogeneity.

4
N um erical resuks form odel frictionless system s

Consider a two-din ensional system of uniform disks (@r—
ranged on a triangular lattice) sub fct to a vertical exter-
nal force at the center of the top layer {26} E xperim ents
on such system s are describbed in [225 ,'23 Consider rst
the case of nearest neighbor ham onic interactions, ie.,
the disks are coupled by equal linear sorings (whose rest
length is the diam eter of a disk). C lkearly, real cohesion—
less particles do not experience any signi cant attractive
Interactions; how ever, there are a few insights to be ob—
tained from the study of this system . Fjg.:_'i presents the
forces In the system . Force chains are evident.

A contour plot of the \vertical stress com ponent"
foom puted using Eq. {4)] for the sam e system is shown in
Fig.® Gith () = —2ye )" and w = d, the parti-
cle diam eter, ie., a ne resolution). T he force chains are
not evident any m ore. The m odel described above cor-
resoonds, In the continuum (bng—w avelength) I it, to
an isotropic 2D elastic m edium {_56] T he observed force
chains, which break isotropy, can be attributed to the fact
that the localenvironm ent of a particle in contact w ith a

nie num ber ofother particles cannot be isotropic.U nder
hom ogeneous m acroscopic deform ation, all forces would
be equal in a lattice con guration. H owever, the concen—
trated applied force yields an inhom ogeneous deform a—
tion, which leads to the local anisotropy being re ected

Fig.5.Force chains in a 2D triangular lattice. A vertical force
is applied at the center of the top layer. Line w idths are pro—
portionalto the force m agnitudes. O n]y the centralpart ofthe
system is shown; reproduced from 26

Fig.6.Contourplot ofh .., cgr_lespondjngto Fjg.:_i‘ (h isthe
slab height); reproduced from @@]

In the distrbution of the forces. The elastic continuum
description of the stress (to linear order In the strain) is
isotropic, and cannot be expected to re ect this m icro—
scopic anisotropy. For am all system sizes (in which the
straln gradients on a particlke scale are relatively large),
this anisotropy can be observed in the stress eld (a very
clearexam ple isshown in !26] foram acroscopically isotropic
3D system , whose m icroscopic sym m etry is cubic). T hese
resuls, as well as those presented In Sec.-'g.' for disordered
elastic system s, show that foroe chains do not necessarily
Indicate anisotropy or inhom ogeneity of the m aterial on
su clently large scales; m ore in portantly their existence
does not require a non-elastic m icroscopic) interaction.

Note that only the forces between the particles and
the oor (@ sihgle such force per particke) are used in the
calculation of the stress at the bottom of the packing.
Hence on the bottom (out not in the buk ofthe system ),
the spatialdistrbution of ,, isequivalent (up to coarse—
graining) to that ofthem icroscopic forces.For su ciently
large systam s, the distrbution of forces on the bottom
oon:esponds closely to the stress calculated using linear
elasticity [26 even \alm ost w ithout coarsegraining", ie.,
for a m icroscopic CG scale.
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Fig. 7. Force chains In a 2D triangular lattice of bne-sided’
springs.A gravitational force hasbeen applied in order to sta—
bilize the system (the app}i@d force is 150 tim es the particle
weight); reproduced from R6].

A more realistic force m odel consists of bne-sided’
sorings, ie. sorings that snap when in tension. Fig. :j
presentsthe forces obtained forthe sam e system presented
n Fjg.-'j, but with bne-sided’ springs. C om pared to the
system of regular springs, the application of the concen-
trated force at the top of the packing leads to rearrange—
m ents In the contact netw ork: som e horizontal springs in
the region under the point w here the foroe is applied are
disconnected (as also cbserved in [_5]‘] for a pile geom e
try) but the force chains in both system s are qualitatively
sim ilar. The force distrbution vs. the horizontal coordi-
nate at di erent depths is in good agreem ent Qd w ith
experin ent {3,23]. For slightly disordered system s 6],
the force chains are qualitatively sin ilar, though som e—
what shorter.

T he corresponding vertical stress eld ,, isshown in
Fjg.n'_S.The stress eld in this case is clearly quite di erent
from that cbtained using ‘wo-sided’, ham onic sorings:
the response or bne-sided’ sorings is doublepeaked.T his
is obviously related to the disconnected springsbelow the
point of application of the extemal force. In {_Z-é], it has
been shown that a m odelw ith ham onic springs in which
the spring constant orthe horizontalsprings, K 1, isdi er—
ent from that of the oblique sorings, K ,, corresponds (in
the continuum lin i) to an anisotropic elastic system .For
su ciently large K ;=K ;, the response of such an elastic
system has two peaks IZ-G] (see also [i8‘] for a m ore de—
tailed analysis ofthe case ofan in nite halfplane; the re—
sults presented in ﬁ26 ]Jare fora nite slab on a rigid oor).
T he absence ofhorizontal springs corresoonds to the 1im it
K,=K; ! 1 ,the extreme anisotropic lim i, which corre—
soonds to an isostatic system . Note that the stress eld,
but not the displacem ent, depends only on K,=K ;. In
the case considered here, K; = 0 and K, is nie; for
K, ! 1 ,the rigid lm i, the displacem ent is zero. The
double peaked stress distributions are sim ilar to those ob—
tained from hyperbolicm odels. Tt follow s that hyperbolic—
like behavior can be obtained using an anisotropic (yet,
still elliptic) elastic m odel which becom es form ally h_y—
Qefoohc’ In the lim it of very large anisotropy; see also fl8

581)

Fig.8.SameasFi. :6 fDrthecaseof bne-sided’ springs_(or
which the forces are shown In Fig. 'i) reproduced from R6].

The Stressdnduced anisotropy’ R6] observed in the
case of bnesided’ springs can be thought of as a non-
Iinear extension of the linear elastic continuum behavior
obtained In a netw ork ofham onic springs.W hile the (pos—
sbly position-dependent) elastic m oduli n linear elastic—
ity are tin e-independent m aterial properties, a possble
extension would be to Introduce a stress history depen—
dence ofthe elasticm oduli (ie., the anisotropy induced by
the breaking of contacts in certain regionsm ay be consid—
ered a resul ofa tensile stress in those regions).A sin ilar
type of stress-induced anisotropy has been suggested in
the context of plasticm odels for soilm echanics £d]. Ifthe
particle positions do not change signi cantly, so that only
the contact network ism odi ed In response to the applied
stress, the behavior can possbly m odeled as ‘ncrem en-—
tally elastic’. Under certain condition (corresponding to
plastic yield), the system would no longer be able to sup—
port the applied stress w ithout a m a pr rearrangem ent of
the particles. Incpient plastic yield m ay possbly be re—
lated to a Jocalextrem e anisotropy typicalofa m arginally
stable isostatic con guration.

T he force chains obtained both for the ham onic case
and the bnesided’ case are quite sin ilar Q6‘ to those
observed experim entally 122 23], as an average over dif-
ferent realizations. T his averaging is required due to ex—
perin ental variations: although the particles are arranged
on lattice, there is still som e disorder present due to som e
variability in parth]e diam eter, and possbly also in the
contact properties [60]. Indeed, w hile perfect atom ic lat-
tices m ay be obtained at low enough tem peratures, sihoe
allatom s ofthe sam e isotope are exactly identical, m acro—
scopic particles are never truly identical, so that perfect
periodicity can neverbe obtained. It also appears that the
force chains obtained using the two m odels are quite sin i-
lar (sin ilar chains are also obtained in slightly disordered
system s f_Z-é]) .The stress eld appearsto bem ore sensitive
to the anisotropy Induced by the applied force.

In the experim ents reported in [2d 2L,:24], the Proes
on the oor were m easured. In 20 2]1], the w idth of the
pressure probe Which would correspond to the CG scale
of the m easured stress) was 10 30 particle diam eters.
The bottom stress pro lesm easured are quite consistent
w ih continuum elasticity mote that the depths of the



system s studied were 20 300 particle diam eters). Ex—
perin ental deviations from the predictions of isotropic
elasticity P11 can be reproduced by anisotropic elastic-
Ity 26] N arrow er or w ider peaks than those obtained for
isotropic system s can be obtained for am all anisotropy,
whilk for very large anisotropy, two peaks are expected
(see also 118 .An additionalpossble cause for deviations
from the isotropic elastic calculations presented in fZ]J] is

nite rigidity of the oor 6]. The m ore shallow system s
used in the experin ents m ay even be sn all enough for
the nite sizee ects [2-6_:] to be signi cant.A ny anisotropy
In these experin ents is obviously m uch weaker than the
strong anisotropy observed in them odelordered system of
bne-sided’ springs. Severale ectsm ay explain this: rst,
the system s used In the experim ent are highly disordered,
so that inhom ogeneous, random anisotropy m ay be ex-—
pected on interm ediate (already m acroscopic) scales, pre—
sum ably averaging out to an isotropic, or nearly isotropic,
behaviorat su clently large scales. In this case, the large—
scalee ectofcontactsbreaking due to applied forceswould
be signi cantly less pronounced than in the ordered sys—
tem described above.A second possibility is the e ect of
frictional forces, which m ay either prevent contacts from
breaking, or reduce the anisotropy ofthe response. T hird,
them odel system s discussed above w ere unstressed before
the application of the force, whilke the experim ental ones
are prestressed by gravity, which m ay com press som e of
the contacts such that the tension due to the applied force
is insu cient to break them .

In Q-é'], individual forces on the oor were m easured,
and the results were averaged over realizations which, as
m entioned, is not necessarily equivalent to qaaUal coarse—
graining). The regular packings used in 24] FCC and
HCP) arem acroscopically anisotropic. T he fact that som e
ofthe horizontalcontacts (contacts am ong particles in the
sam e layer) m ay be absent increases the anisotropy fiirther
(possbly in an Inhom ogeneous way; as m entioned above,
a granular packing cannot be perfectly periodic). T he ex—
trem e 1im it in w hich there are no such horizontal contacts
corresoonds to an isostatic system . Such anisotropy (os—
sbly fiirther enhanced by the applied force) m ay explain
the discrete peaks observed for relatively shallow system s
com posed of 9 layers of particles (and the fact that they
appear to be consistent w ith a picture of \force propa—
gation" appropriate for isostatic system s). However, for
deeper system (about 20 particle diam eters), there ap—
pears to be a crossover to a am oother behavior, which
should correspond to the crossover to the continuum Iim it

(note that the depth ofthe system sused in R4]was sn aller

than the depth required In our calculations on 3D sys—
tem s f_Z-é] for reaching the continuum lin i, so desper sys—
tem sm ay still show dependence on the depth).

5
E ects of Friction

A s shown, som e features of granular response m ay be re—
produced using m odels em ploying frictionless and even
ham onically interacting particles.H ow ever, i isclearthat
friction is consequential for granular m aterials.

For frictional spheres, the m icroscopic description, as
described in Sec. d, m ust be extended to include (at Jeast)
the ordentations of the particles, and interparticle torques
In addition to the forces. T he description of static and ki~
netic friction requires the use of m ore com plicated force
m odels, which depend on the particle orientations and
their relative tangentialvelocities, and osszb}y on the his—
tory of contact deformm ation (see eg., B7{.39,-6L])

In experim ents perform ed on regular 2D packings of
photoelastic disks R3], the directions and \strengths" of
the foroe chains observed upon application of a localized
force to the top of the packing appear to depend quite
strongly on the angl of the applied force w ith respect to
the horizontal (in the follow ing, all angles are given w ith
respect to the horizontal) . A particularly intriguing e ect
is that for som e angles, force chains appear not only in
the lattice directions (0; 60 ; 120 ;180 fora trangular
lattice), but also, apparently, in new directionswhich can
be denti ed as 30 (In fact, in individual realizations,
rather than their average as reported in [_2-15], it appears
that force chainsappearalsoat 90 , ie, the verticaldi-
rection l_6(_)']) . T hese directions correspond to next-nearest
neighbor directions in the triangular lattice. Since Inter—
actions am ong the particles only exist for particles in con—
tact, there is no direct next-nearest neighbor interaction.
T he fact that the forces them selves, and not jast the con-
tact points, appear to be aligned w ith these 30 direc—
tions, suggests that frictional forces am ong the particles
(tangential to the contact nom als, which result in inter-
particle torques) are necessary for obtaining forces (@nd
chains) at angles di erent from the lattice directions. For
an applied force at 90 , i appears that the frictional
forces are sm a]l enough sud'l that the resuls obtained in
this case P4,23] are described quite w ellby am odelof fric-
tionless particles w ith linear force-displacem ent law s ﬁZG]

In order to elucidate the role of frictional forces and
torques in the quasistatic response of granularm aterials
In general, and in particular in order to gain an under-
standing ofthe experin entalresultsm entioned above !23],
we perform ed discrete elem ent sin ulations with nom al
and tangentiallinear spring-dashpot forcesam ong the par-
tickes (see eg., [10,34]), possbly the sin plest m odel for
frictionaldisks. T he sin ulation param etersw ere chosen to
correspond to those of the experin ental system {_6(_)'] Ex—
perin entally, the force-displacem ent law for the photoe—
lastic diskswas und tobe tquitewellby £ / 372 [50],
aspredicted by the standard H ertz theory for elastic ellip-
soids in contact (seeeg. t_%é]), rather than the linear rela—
tion W ih lgqarjﬂun ic correction) expected for cylinders
in contact [62], which appears to inply that the contact
region between the \disks" is elliptic rather than rectan—
gular. The simulation m odel described above em ploys a
linear force-displacem ent law, so that an e ective m ean
soring constant was estin ated on the basis of the range
of forces used In the experim ents. T he tangential soring
constant w as taken to be one-half the nom al soring con—
stant (@ rough estim ate consistent w ith the H ertz-M indlin
m odel t63 for cblique contact forces). The nom al and
tangential soring constants used are k, = 3000m g=R and
ke = 1500m g=R, where R and m are the m ean particle
radiis and m ass, regoectively, and g is the graviational
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Fig. 9. Force chains in 2D packings of slightly polydisperse frictional particles. A force F w ith m agnitude 150 tin es the m ean
particle weight is applied to the particle at the center of the top layer. T he angle of the force w ith respect to the horizontal is
indicated below each picture. T he sam e realization of the packing was used in all cases. T he region shown is the central third

of the upper half of the system .

acceleration. The friction coe cient used is = 0:94 for
particle-particle contacts and Y3 = 0:35 for particle-
wall contacts. T he system s studied here are com posed of
polydisperse disks, w th radiidistrbuted uniform Iy in the
interval R R;R]l,where R=R =8 16 (e,asmal
polydispersity).

The system is st relaxed to a static state under grav—
Iy @ntil the totalkinetic energy per partick is less than
10 °m gR ), and then relaxed again w ith an extemal force
applied at the center of the top layer (in som e cases the
force was increased linearly w ith tim e from zero to prevent
the \buckling" ofthe top layerw hich leads to m a pr rear—
rangem ents; these are beyond the nearly elastic behavior
considered here).

For com parison w ith the experin entspresented in {_2-3‘],
an extemal force ofm agnitude F = 150m g was applied to
the center top particke at angles of15 ;30 ;45 ;60 ;75 ,
and 90 . The sinulated system s consisted of 29 row s of
80 particlkes, which is sim ilar to the size of the system s
used in the experin ents tg-g:,éij‘,:_é(j]. Fig. :_S’i presents the
forces obtained fordi erent applied force angles.T he sam e
particle con guration wasused In allcases.No signi cant
particle rotation occurred except for the particles ad poent
to the one on which the force is applied.For a force at an
angl of 15 , buckling occurred in the top row, causing
m a pr rearrangem ents. Such buckling was also observed
In the experim ents, where it was apparently stabilized,
lin iting the rearrangem ents to a am all region near the
point of application of the force, but we have not been
able to prevent m a pr rearrangem ents in the sim ulation.
A sm entioned, tangential forces such as friction give rise to
Interparticle torques. Sin ulations w ith an applied torque
(in addition to the applied force) show that this torque
does in uence the observed ree chains [6-4

T he resultsare quite sin JJar, qualitatively, to those ob—
served in the experin ent I23] N ote that the results shown
In Fig. -§ are for a single con guration, while the resuls
presented in t23 ] are for an average over con gurations.
The resuls ocbtained in sim ulations for di erent realiza—

tions of the disorder are qualitatively sin ilar [_éé_il] The
agream ent of the resuls ocbtained using a relatively sin -
plk force m odel w ith the experin ents is encouraging. A
m ore detailed study ofthe e ects of friction on the forces
and the stress el w illbe presented elsewhere [64].

6
Concluding rem arks

W e have shown that the seem Ingly inconsistent results of
di erent kinds ofexperim ents studying the static response
of granular packings to a concentrated force can all be
understood w ithin the sam e fram ework of an essentially
elastic (elliptic) picture once the distinction betw een forces
and stress ism ade and the possible consequences of an all
system size, aswell as anisotropy, are taken into acocount.
The e ect of applied stresses on the contact network m ay
be m odeled as a nonlinear, increm entally elastic m odel
(W hich m ay be further extended to describe yielding).

Som ew hat surprisingly, m any aspects of the response
of such system s can be understood using m odels of fric-
tionless particles. H ow ever, som e e ects do require the in—
troduction of friction, as In the exam pl ofthe force chains
obtained for oblique applied forces described in thispaper.
W e note, how ever, that the m odel for the friction used in
the sin ulations descrbed in Sec. i consists of tangential
sorings (W ith the additionalC oulom b condition). T his In—
dicates that even for static frictionalsystem s pelow yield)
an elastic continuum m odel, which probably includes ro—
tational degrees of freedom (eg. a Cosserat continuum
m odel [_6-!_5]), m ay be appropriate.

A nother In portant issue which requires firther study
is the e ect of disorder, and the relation of spatial aver—
aging to averaging over the disorder.
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