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T he relation between packing geom etry and force netw ork statistics is studied for granularm edia.
Based on sin ulations of two-dim ensional packings of H ertzian spheres, we develop a geom etrical
fram ew ork relating the distribution of interparticle forces P (f) to the weight distrbution P W),
which ism easured In experin ents. W e apply this fram ew ork to reinterpret recent experim entaldata
on strongly deform ed packings, and suggest that the observed changes of P (w) are dom inated by
changes in contact network whilke P (f) rem ains relatively unalered. W e fiirthem ore investigate
the role of packing disorder in the context of the gm odel, and address the question of how force

uctuations build up as a function of the distance beneath the top surface.

PACS numbers: 45.70.n, 45.70Cc, 46.65+ g, 05402

I. NTRODUCTION

Inside a granular m aterial forces are distributed very
inhom ogeneously: a sm all num ber' lof particles carries a
large fraction ofthe Intemalforces [h]. These large uctu-
ations are re ected in the force probability density func—
tions, which typically decay exponentially E@', :_j, :fJ:, B].
T he behavior for an all forces isnot aswellunderstood as
the generic exponential tail: the g-m odel appears to pre—
dict a vanishing probability density for an all forces E],
w hereas experin ents and sin ulations clearly show that
this probability rem ains non-zero E_Z, 'Q', -'_4]. T he charac-
terization and understanding of this probability rem ains
a challenge, especially since the force distrbution is be-
lieved to play an Im portant role for the dynam icalarrest
or \Jamm ing" of granular and other disordered m ateri-
als E_d]. In particular, the force distribution has been ob—
served to develop a am allpeak (around the average value)
In sim ulations of supercooled liquids, foam s and granular
m atter undergoing a am m Ing transition i_d, :j]. H ow ever,
there is stillno m icroscopic understanding how thise ect
relates to the properties of the force network.

T his paper is a full exposition and expansion of a new
approach, which wasbrie y outlined In [r§']. W e willun—
ravel the e ect of the local contact geom etry on the dis—
tribbutions of interparticle force F and e ective particle
weight W ; the weight is de ned as the sum of the ver—
tical com ponents of all dow nward pointing forces on a
particle { seeFig.1. W hik the distrbution of forcesF is
the prin ary ob ect one ultin ately w ishes to characterize,
it isdi cul to access experin entally. E xperim ents w ith
photoelasticm aterialsare able to depict the spatialstruc—
ture of buk forces in 2D, but their precision to resolve
individual contact foroes is lim ited H]. Only recently,
there have been rst reports of 3D bulk m easurem ents
on forces n com pressed em ulsions tl-g]. M ost quantita—
tive inform ation on the force probability distribution is
at present only accessible through m easurem ents of the
particke-wall forces from im prints on carbon paper '_ﬂ] or
by force sensors f_’q’]. E ach particlewall force has to bal-
ance all interparticle forces that are exerted on the corre—

FIG.1l: (@) Detail of a typical packing In our sim ulations;
the height h denotes the distance from thebottom . T he force
network is represented by the black lines whose thickness is
proportional to the force-m agnitude. () D e nition of inter—
particle forcesF and weight W , for a friction less particle w ith
Ne= 2.

soonding particle from above, seeF Jg:]: Thism eansthat

experim ents essentially m easure a com bination of forces

that we refer to as the weights of the bottom particls.

For sim plicitly, we will focus on frictionless spheres for
w hich these weights are de ned as

X
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Here m 5 denotes m ass, g denotes graviy, Fi; are the
Interparticle forces and n. is the num ber of particle ex—
erting a force on particle j from abowve; the sum runs over
all these forces. So, to relate the experin ental results to
the buk force distribbutions, one has to understand the
relation between weights and forces.

In thispaperwew illshow how the localpacking geom e—
try plays the crucialrole in the relation betw een the force
distrdbutionsP (f£) and the weight distrdbbutionsP W) Wwe
de nef=F=lFiandw = W =HV i as the appropriately
rescaled forces and weights). O ur central point is that
w hile the distrbbution of £ is robust, the distribution of
w is profoundly in uenced by the contact geom etry, In
particular by the num ber of downward pointing contact
forces n. . In sin ulations of H ertzian sphere packingswe
will ndthatP poundary W) isdi erent from P,k (W), due
to the rather special packing geom etry near a boundary.
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However, form any (out not all) experin entally relevant
situations, the specialpacking geom etry near a boundary
m akes Pyoundary W) rather close, but not equal, to the
buk P (f). This fortunate but non-trivial coincidence
can be understood easily w thin our fram ework. W e w ill,
how ever, also provide two exam ples where Pioundary W)
and bulk P (f) are signi cantly di erent.

A dditional m otivation for studying the relation be-
tween forces, weights and geom etry com es from the g
m odel [5 Once the distinction between forces and
weights hasbeen m ade, one notices that the gm odelis a
latticem odelin which weights are random ly redistributed
over a xed num ber of supporting grains. The gm odel
displays a welght distribution that is qualitatively dif-
ferent from both experim entally observed weight distri-
butions, or num erically obtained force distrdbutions. W e
w ill show that this is due to the xed connectedness of
the gm odel. Realistic P (w) can be obtained ifwe allow
for the connectivity to vary w ithin the gm odel, eg. by
Introducing random connectivity.

Our work then serves three purposes. First of all,
i helps to interpret data obtained by m easurem ents of
particle-w all forces: this paper inclides a section where
we explicitly apply our fram ework to recent experim en—
taldata ofhighly com pressed packings t_ll:] Secondly, it
show s how the sinple gm odel can be extended to ob-—
tain very realistic weight distributions for both regular
and irreqular packings. Since the m odel is know n to give
noorrect predictions on gpatial propagation le our in—
tention isnot to ne-tune them odeland its param eters,
but rather to indicate how the contact geom etry is essen—
tialto descrbe force and weight uctuations in m ore re—
alistic packings. T hirdly, we address the question ofhow
force uctuations build up as a fiinction of the distance
beneath the top surface, providing another fuindam ental
test for theoreticalm odels.

T he paper is organized as ollow s. In Sec. :}Z-.[ we rst
explain our num ericalm ethod and then discuss the force
distrbbutions observed In am orphous packings: it tums
out that P (f) is rather insensitive to the packing geom —
etry. W e then show in Sec. :-gil:i that the weight distri-
butions P W), on the other hand, are very sensiive to
the packing geom etry. Using sin ple phase space con—
siderations, we relate P W) to P (f) for a given geom e-
try. This provides a recipe how to reconstruct the buk
P (f) from the experin entaldata, and in Sec. iV, we ex—
plicitly apply this to recent experin entaldata on highly
com pressed packings l_ll:] In particular, our analysis
strongly suggests that P (f) is essentially una ected by
the trem endous deform ations encountered In the experi-
ments. W e then indicate som e lim itations of our fram e-
work in Sec.-ry-", wherewe address subtle packingproblem s
Ikethee ectofgraviy. In Sec.{_/_]:we nvestigate to what
extent the g-m odelcan describe the results of the num er—
icalpackings of H ertzian spheres: we derive a surprising
exact result for the bond quantities gqw , and we Investi-
gate the roke ofdisorder in the packing geom etry. F inally,
w e address the top-down relaxation of force uctuations

n Sec.i_/-_]i. W e nd no evidence in the Hertzian sphere
packings for the power-law relaxation predicted by the
gm odel, indicating that the m odel isnot able to capture
this spatial aspect of the force network. T he paper ends
w ith a discussion.

II. STATISTICSOF INTERPARTICLE FORCES

In this section we study the distrdbution of interpar-
ticle forces via simulations of 2D packings of friction—
Jess spheres. A fter Introducing our num ericalm ethod in
Sec. ']:[A., w e discuss the sim flarities between P (£) in the
bulk and near the boundary (Sec.|[IB). W e also study
the angular distrdbution and the probability distribbution
of the z com ponents of the contact roes in Sec. :ch,
and close w ith a brief sum m ary of results in section :1:[__

A . Num ericalm ethod and param eters

O ur two-din ensional packings consist of frictionless
soheres (3D ) under gravity. The packings are created
from m olecular dynam ics sin ulations of spheres that in—
teract through nom alHertzian froes, where F / 372
and denotesthe overlap distance [1:6] Since H ertz’s law
for2D disksislinearin ,weuse 3D spheres. T hese par-
ticles reside In a container that is 24 particle diam eters
w ide, w ith periodic boundary conditions in the horizon—
tal direction. The bottom support is rigid and also has
a frictionless H ertzian Interaction w ith the particles. W e
construct our stationary packingsby letting the particles
relax from a gaslke state by introducing a dissipative
force that acts w henever the overlap distance is non-—zero.
In this paper we use two di erent polydispersities: the
radii r are drawn from a at distrbution between ei-
ther 049 < r < 051 or 04 < r < 0:%. The masses
are proportional to the radii cubed. In the form er case
of aln ost m onodisperse particles, the par_flc*_bq tend to
crystallize into a trdangular lattice (Sec. IV A!), whereas
the m ore polydisperse particles lead to am orphous pack—
ngs such as shown in Fig. :}'a. This allow s us to study
how the packing geom etry a ects the foroce network. The
results shown in this paper are obtained w ith particles
that deform 0:1% under their own weight. Sinulations
of harder particles (deform ation 0:01% ) gave sin ilar re—
suls as those shown here Q4]

T he various data were cbtained from 1100 realizations
containing 1180 particles each. W e study the force and
welght distrdbutions at various heights h. To do so, we
divide each packing into horizontal slices of one particle
diam eter thickness, and rescale all forces and weights in
each layer to the corresponding average (@bsolute) val-
ues. T he rescaled Interparticle forces and weightsw illbe
denoted by £ and w respectively, w ith distrdbutionsP (f)
and P Ww).




1.0

[ 0
P(f) @ IR

E %
L)
%
@
o

lo -3
09900 10
0.5p8 %

@ ©
@

®e 012 f 45
®

®
®
0.0 . . O%ce

0 1 2 f 4

(b)

‘\ \ o NINL A N/ NN
1 2 1 2 2 1 1 2 0o 1 1 1

FIG .2: (@) P (f) foram orphouspacking in thebuk (open cir-
cles) and for the layerto-layer forces near the bottom (dots);
the inset shows P (f) for buk forces on a log-lin scale. N ote
that the force distributions are very sim ilar, except fora sm all
di erence for anall £f. (o) Detail of a typical packing near
the bottom show ing layerto-layer forces (plack lines) and the
intralayer forces (white lines) near the bottom . It is clear
that the layerto-layer forces are dom inant in determ ining the
weightsw ofthebottom particles. T he num bers show the val-
ues ofnc, the num ber of (layer-to-layer) forces that contribute
to these weights.

B. Absolute values of £: P (f)

W e st analyze the statistics of the absolute values
f = 3 whose probability density function P (£) is
usually referred to as the distrbution of (interparticle)
forces; ourmain nding will be that P (£) in buk and
near the boundary are very sin iar. In Fig. -'_ja we show
P (f) asmeasured In the buk of the am orphous pack—
ings (particle radiibetween 04 < r< 0:#6). At di erent
heightsbetween 10 < h < 30, P (f) was not observed to
change; the open circles represent an average over these
various heights. Even very close to the bottom support,
we nd that P (f) rem ains aln ost unchanged: the dot-
ted dataset has been obtained from the forces between
the bottom particles and the particles in the layer above.
W e refer to these forces as layer-to—-hyer forces near the
bottom { see Fjg.-'_Zb) . So, although the bottom wall lo—
cally alters the packing geom etry, the shape of P (f) is
essentially una ected.

A scan be seen from the inset ofFjg.:_Zf, the probability
density decays slightly faster than exponentially. This
is consistent w ith sin ulations by M akse et al. f_lg;] who
found that P (f) crosses overto a G aussian for large par-
ticle deform ations; we have used rather soft’ particles
In our sim ulations for which defom ations are relatively
lrge, ie. up to 2% . W e com e back to the e ect of de-
form ation in experin ents in Sec. :_1\[ B!. For am all forces,
P (f) approaches a nie value. The an all peak around

= 0:7 Prbuk forcesbecom es a plateau for the layer—
to-layer forces near the bottom ; it is intruiging to note
that this change is rem iniscent ofwhat is proposed as an
denti cation of the Fmm ing transition @l.
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FIG . 3: Scatter plot of (fi5;’ i5) for (@) the buk forces, and
(b) the layerto-layer forces near thebottom in the am orphous
packings.

C . O rientations of £ and P °(£;)

A ffer studying the absolute values of fij, lt us In-
vestigate the orientations of the Interparticle forces. W e
thereforede ne’ ;5 asthe anglkebetween fi; and the hori-
zontalaxis. In F jg.-'_3a we show the scatterplot of (fi5;" 13)
In the buk: the angles are uniform ly distributed and in—
dependent of the absolute value of £. So, the packings
are highly disordered away from the bottom . Near the
boundary, how ever, this isotropy is broken strongly. T he
presence of the bottom wall aligns the bottom particles
and as a consequence their interparticle forcesbecom e al-
m ost purely horizontal, see F ig. :_2.l.b . It is clear that near
the bottom the interparticle forces naturally divide up
Into these alm ost horizontal intralayer forces, and layer—
to-lyer forces connecting bottom particles w ith those in
the layer above. T he ordentations of these layerto-layer
forces are Indeed concentrated around =3 and 2 =3, as
can be seen from Fjgs.:_Zb and -'_3b

Since the particle weights are derived from the z-

com ponents of the forces, £, = £fi; , we now investi-

gate their distribution P 0 (£2). The bcjttom —-nduced ori-
entational order discussed above is re ected in the statis-
tics of the f,. A coording to Fjg.-r_4, there is a substan—
tial di erence between P O(fz) in the buk (open circles)
and P %(f,) for the layerto-layer froes near the bottom
(dots). Thisdi erence can be understood as follow s. A s—
sum ing that the ’ ;5 are indeed uncorrelated to the fi;,
we can w rite
z Z
PUE)= d ()
0 0

fsin());
)

where (') is the anglk distrdbution, and P (f) is the
distrbbution of the absolute values fjof Fig. :_2 Note
that hf,1 < 1. For the layerto-layer forces near the bot—
tom , we have seen from the scatter ]gt that the values
of sin (" ) are concentrated around % 3 0:866. In the
approxin ation that the distribution of sin (" ) is sharply
peaked, the shape ofP O(fz) equalsthat ofP (f) (up to a
scale factor). T his is indeed con m ed by direct com par—
ison of the dotted datasets of F J'gs.-'_ﬁ and ff

In the bulk, we have seen that the packing geom e—
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FIG .4:P%¢f,) in thebuk (open circles) and for the layerto-

layer forces (dots). "i[‘ he solid line was obtained by num erical

integration of Eq. @) . Inset shows P °(f,) versus log £, con—
m ing the logarithm ic divergence for snall f, .

try is isotropic. A consequence of this isotropy is that
the probability density function of the horizontal com —
ponents P () is identicalto P °(f,) (ot shown here).
Agaln, one can use Eq. (:2:) to understand the shape of
P °(f,). Taking a unifom angle distrbution ()= 1=,

we cbtain (A ppendix A

df p———: @)

N um erical integration of this equation with P (f) from
Fig.d yields the sold line in Fig.d, which closely cor-
responds to the P %(f,) asmeasured In the buk (open
circles). In Appendix A, we show that the integral of
Eq. () isweakly divergent for small f, :
0 2

P (f;)= —PO)InE)+0(Q1): @)
The inset of Fig. 4 shows that our data for P '(f,) is
Indeed consistent w ith this logarithm ic divergence.

D. P (f): summ ary

Let us brie y summ arize the results of this section.
T he geom etrical constraint in posed by the bottom wall
Jocally inducesa packing geom etry w hich isdi erent from
the bulk geom etry. W hereas this is strongly re ected in
the orientations of the fjj, the distribution of the ab-
solute values P (f) is very robust. T he probabilities for
the com ponents of the fi; can be obtained with great
precision, including the logarithm ic divergence, by the
transform ation of Eqg. {_2).

ITII. PACKING GEOMETRY AND W EIGHT
DISTRIBUTIONS P (w)

In this section, we dem onstrate that the localpacking
geom etry hasa dram atice ect on the weight distribution
ofP W). A s stated in the ntroduction, experin ents can
only m easure the particle-w all forces at the boundary ofa

granular packing, and not the interparticle pulk) forces
that were discussed in the previous section. Since these
particle-w all forces are essentially equalto the weights of
the bottom particles, i is in portant to understand the
relation between the weight distrbution P w) and the
distrbution of interparticle forcesP (f). In the rstpart
of this section we develop a sin ple geom etrical fram e~
work to understand this relation, based on phase space
considerations. W e then show that this explains, to a
large extent, the weight distrbutionsP w) asm easured
In our sim ulations of H ertzian spheres. In particular, we
observe substantial di erences between weight distribu-
tions for di erent packing geom etries.

A . G eom etrical fram ew ork: decom position of P w)
according to num ber of contacts n. from above

Ifwe interpret EqQ. (:J:) as a transform ation of stochas-
tic variables, it is possbl to relate the corresponding
probability density functions as

Z Z
dEn, )z

0 0 1

P cEyl)z; Fnj)é W

Here, we have neglected the term m g, sihcem g=tHv 1 1

farbelow the top surface of the packing. T he num ber of
forces over which we integrate di ers from grain to grain,

and it tums out to be crucial to label the weight distri-
bution in Eq. @), P, 0 ), according to this num ber ..

Thiscan be seen asollow s. The -function constrainsthe

Integralon a h. 1) dim ensionalhyperplane ofthe total
phase space, and the \area" of this hyperplane scales as

W "¢ ! | W e thus anticipate the ©llow ing scaling behav—
jor for an allweights:

P, @)/ W' for w! 0; ®)
provided that the pint probability densiy approaches
a nite value when all (), ! 0. Such scaling is also
In plicit n the g-m odel t_E;], although theren. 2 so that
P (0) = 0. The particles that do not feel a oroe from
above, n. = 0,give a -lke contrbution atW = m g; for
deep layersthisoccurs form g=tiW 1 1. In a disordered
packing, the num ber of particles that exert a foroe from
above can vary from grain to grain. The total weight
distrbbution P W ), therefore, is a superposition of the
PnC W ):

X
PW)= ne Pn. W ) ; (1)

Ne

where ,_  is the fraction of particles wih n. contacts
from above. Thism eans that the am all weight behavior



of P W ) depends very much on the fractions . a}nd
thus on the localpacking geom etry, via Egs. {_G) and (j) .

The steepness of the tail of the total weight distri-
bution depends strongly on the ,_  as well. To ex-—
plin this, let us assum e that all vertical forces F', con—
tributing to the weight are uncorrelated. W e consider
PUf,) / e f:,ie. POF,) / e ¥ Ml for large
foroes. Tt llows from Eq. @) that the weight distri-
bution takes over this sam e exponent =hF,i, so that
P, @)/ e "™ 1 However, the P,_ W )’s are not
properly nom alized: WW i, = HF,in., sihce each of the
F, gives an average oont:ﬂbutjonPth i. This yields a to—
tal average weight W 1 = hF,1i n. nellc = i i.
In order to com pare w ith experin ental and theoretical
results we have to rescale the weights so that lwi= 1,
yielding the follow ing large weight behavior:

Pw)/ e " wih = Md: (8)
This sin ple calculation show s that, for a given value of
, the steepness of the tail of the experim entally m ea—
sured weight distrbution is very sensitive to the local
packing geom etry. T his is a direct consequence of keep—
hghwi xed tounity: a decrease ofprobability for an all
welghts must lead to a steeper tail for lJarge weights in
order to leave the average weight unaltered. Note that
this general argum ent is not restricted to uncorrelated
F, or exponential tails. A generalization to other than
exponential tails is given in Appendix jB}.

So, we have advanced a sin ple picture, In which the
shape of P (W) depends strongly on the local packing ge—
om etry via the fractions ,_ . The snall force behavior
follow s from Egs. ('_6) and (-'_7.), whereas Eqg. ('_Q) relates to
a good approxin ation the exponentialtails of P °(f,) and
P w). The obfct one ultim ately w ishes to characterize
is of course the force distribution P (f). Since close to
the boundary P (f) and P 0(f,) are denticalup to a scal-
ing factor hf,i (Sec. :!‘_[C_:), the above equations allow to
trace the features of the force distrbution from experi-
m entalm easurem ents. A long this line, we analyze recent

experin entaldata in Sec.:_BZ B

B. P w) in H ertzian sphere packings

W e now discuss the weight distrdbutions cbserved in
the Hertzian sphere packings, and interpret the resuls
w ithin the fram ew ork developed above. F igure "EJxa show s
that In the am orphous packing P w) In the buk (open
circles) is signi cantly di erent from P (W) of the bot-
tom particles (dots). The probability for sm all weights
is much larger at the bottom , and the decay for large
weights is not as steep as Pr the buk particles. Fur-
them ore, the transition from bottom to bulk behavior is
rem arkably sharp: in the slice 2 < h < 3 (fullcurve), the
weight distrbution is already bulk-like.

U sing the conoepts developed in the preceding para—
graphs, we now show how this change n P W) can

0.9
4
0.3
0.0
0.9
OdZQ)O
U\ | S S —y )
LN N Oo - - p2£P2
03[° o
. AN
0.01%~ S,
0 1 2

FIG.5: (@) P W) In thebuk (open circles) and at the bottom
(dots) In am orphous packings. At2< h< 3,P (W) isalready
bulk-lke (S?].jd line). (b,c) Decom position of P (w) accord—
ng to Eq. (4) () in the buk (open circles) and (c) at the
bottom (dots). Them ‘easured bulk values for the fractions
f0i 17 27 39 n Eq. {J) are £0:01;0:11;052;0:36g, and the
bottom values are £0:08;0:46;0:44;0:02g; as explained in EQ],
we excluded the intralayer (@Im ost horizontal) forces at the
bottom when detem ining nc.

be explained by a change in the local packing geom —
etry. Consider the typical bottom con guration of
Fig.4b. The intralayer roes (white lines) are alnost
purely horizontal and hence do not contrbute to the
weights. This reduces the e ective values of n., lead—
ng to the Pllow ing fractions for the bottom particls:
f 07 17 27 39 = £0:08;0:46;044;0:02g, where we did
not count the intralayer forces for determm ining the val-
ues ofnc {16]. In the buk, these fractions are di erent,
namely £ ¢; 1; 27 39= £0:01;0:11;0:52;0:36g. A coord—
ng to Eq. (:j.), these di erences between the ,_ in the
buk and at the bottom should lad to a substantially
di erent P (). Figs. bb,c explicitly show s the decom po-
sition into the P, W ). Indeed, one observes the scaling
behavior for sn allw proposed in Eq. (@) . M oreover, the
various P,_ (W) are essentially the sam e at the bottom

and in the buk: a direct com parison is given in Fig.i,
where we rescaled the average values to unity. There
isonly a snalldi erence In the P W) due to the fact
that bottom particles w ith n. = 1 are typically sm aller
than average F ig. '§a) . Forthese particls, the intralayer
forces will add a am all contribution to the weights, en—
hancing P; W) for anallw at the expense ofP; (0). The
sam e argum ent holds for Py W), whose -lke shape ap—
pears a bit broadened in Fig. bc. However, i is clear
that the di erencesbetween P w) in the buk and at the
bottom arem ainly due to a change In contact geom etry.

F inally, let us rem ark that the good agreem ent betw een
Pk (£) and Pboundary w) orw > 03 is Portuitous and
due to the relatively large fraction of bottom particles
wih n. = 1. W e will argue below that this is also the
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FIG . 6: D irect comparison of (@) P1 w) and () P, w) for
bulk (open circles) and bottom particles (dots). A Il distribu-—
tions are scaled such thattwi= 1.

case In m any (out not all) carbon paper experin ents.

C. Summ arizing the sim ple picture

Our sinple fram ework as developed in the sections
above can be summ arized as ollows: The geom etry of
the contact network has a strong e ect on P (w), while
P (f) is very robust. The weight distrbution for par-
ticles wih a given n., P, (W), is robust and behaves
asw'e ', for snallw. P () can be decomposed as
PWw)= n, ncPn. (W), where , are the fractions of
particles that haven, = 0;1;2;:::\up" contacts. D 1 er-
ences of ,_  between boundary particles and buk parti-
cles explain the di erent P (w)’s for these cases. W hen

o and 1 are large, the totalweight distrbutions P (W)
exhibits a plateau at am all weights and a slow decay at
large weights; when , and 3 become large, P W) be-
com es sharply peaked. In thisway, P w)’s sm allweight
behavior as well as its exponential decay rate for large
weights re ect the packing geom etry.

Iv. MANIPULATING THE GEOM ETRY :
EXPERIM ENTAL RELEVANCE

So farwe have focused on the role ofthebottom bound-
ary for disordered packings of frictionless particles. In
this section we provide explicit exam ples of other types
of packing geom etries and theire ecton P w). W e rst
discuss our sin ulations of weakly polydisperse particlks,
w hich give rise to rather crystalline packings { seeF jg.-'ja.
W e then apply the geom etrical fram ew ork derived In the
previous section to experim ental (carbon paper) data by
Erikson et al ﬂll- of highly deform ed packings of soft
rubber particles. Their results have a natural interpre—
tation wihin our framework and form a nice illustra—
tion ofhow the num ber of contact a ects the weight dis—
tribution. Both the sin ulations of crystalline packings
and the experin ents on deform ed packings are exam ples
w here the experin entally accessble P poundary W) 1S sig—
ni cantly di erent from P (f) in thebulk; we discusswhy
In m any other carbon paper experim ents P youndary W) is
probably very sim ilar to the realP (f).
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FIG. 7: (@) Weakly polydisgperse particles (radii between

049 < r < 0:51) spontaneously crystallize into a hexago—
nalpacking. () The corresponding P (f) is Indistinguishable
from the force distrbutions in am orphous packings. (c) The
weight distrbutions P w) in the buk (open circles) and at
the bottom (dots) are dom inated by particles w ith n. = 2.

A . Crystalline versus disordered frictionless
packings

W e now present the results of the m ore or less crys—
talline packings, obtained from sinulations with parti-
cle radii between 049 < r < 0.51' Firstly, the force
distribution P (f) shown In Fig. -jb is indistinguishable
from the Porce distrbutions in the am orphous packings
(com pare w ith Fjg.-'_zga) . So despite the order in particle
positions, there are still large uctuations In the force
network. There is of course som e disorder in the \con-
tact network" since not all particles are in contact w ith
their six neighbors Fig."7a) . It is nevertheless surprising
that for this very di erent contact geom etry, the force

uctuations are characterized by the sam e probability
distrbbution as was observed for highly disordered pack—
Ings. This strongly suggests that P (f) is a very robust
quantity and independent of the packing geom etry.

T he weight distrbution P W), on the other hand, is
very sensitive for the geom etry. In a perfect triangular
packing all particles would have n. = 2; In our sin ula—
tionswe ndthat , = 0:9and ; = 0: dueto lattice in -
perfections. From our geom etrical fram ew ork we expect
that the shape ofthe weight distrbbution is dom inated by
P,w). Fig. dc show s that this is indeed the case { eg.
com pare w ith Fig. -éb

In an earlier paper I_i_% , we reported how one can break
the reqular packing geom etry by using curved bound-—
aries. This Jed to a dram atic change in P () that again
could be understood from a change in the .

B . Experim ents on strongly deform ed particles

W e now dem onstrate how the strategy to decom pose
the weight distributions according to n. can be applied to



experim entsm easuring P (w) at the boundary ofa gran—
ular m aterdial. This is best illustrated by recent carbon
paper experin ents by the C hjcago_qroup on soft rubber
beads, In particularF ig. 3 ofRef. t_llj], in which thee ect
of particke deform ations was investigated. T he raw data
of these experin ents were kindly m ade available by the
authors, allow Ing us to perform the analysis presented
below .

The experin ental results of F ig. 3 of Ref. [11] display
three trends as the com pression is increased:

The -lkepeak atw = 0 decreases,

lig, 40 P W) decreases,
T he exponential tail becom es steeper.

T hese behaviors em erge naturally when considering the
role of the fractions . . The st trend arises from a
decrease in  (, slhce only particleswih n.= 0 givea -
like contrdbution to P (w). T he second trend com es from
a decrease In ;: from Egs. (:§) and (:j) it is clear that
Iimy 40P W)= 1P;W). The changesin P (w) can thus
be understood from an ncreasing number of contacts,
which iswhat one would expect for a com pressed system

f_l-g]. The fractions , and 3 will increase at the expense
of ¢ and ;. Also the third trend, the stegpening of
the exponential tail, is directly related to the increase in
m.ivia Eq. @). However, Egs. (§)-@) alow to further
quantify this change in contact geom etry from the exper—
In entaldata. The value of 1P; (0) can be read o from
the plots, aﬁ:er subtracting the -lke data points, since

1P10)= Im,sP W). The value of ( is obtained by
the height of the -peak tim es the bin-w idth. U sing the
raw experim entaldata, we obtained the gures given in
the rst colomn of Tablk i, where we tock P (0) = 05
f_l-:/l]. Unfortunately, the values of , and 3 can not be
determ ined directly from the data.

An intriguing issue is that num erical sin ulations by
M akse et al tl5] indicate that P (f) crosses over to a
G aussian for large particlke deform ations. This contra—
dicts the experim ental data for which one observes an
exponentialtaileven though particle deform ationsare up
to no less than 45% f_l]_;] M oreover, we speculate below
that the steegpening ofthe tails is only due to changes in
the ,_,and that the buk force distributionsP (f) actu-
ally rem ain una ected by the particle deform ations. T he
way to test this scenario is to exam Ine whether the ex—
ponential decay constant of P (f) / e 't remains xed,
even though the steepnessofP W) / e ¥ increases.W e
use Eq. ('_é) to detemm ine the value of = =hn.i, where

and are the decay rates of P °(f,) and the expen—
mental P (w) reqaect:yely Since we fund in Sec. IIICi
thatP ) and P ° (', ) near the bottom are alm ost iden—
tical up to a scaling factor hF,i=hF" i, the actual decay
rate of P (f) / et is exactly the sam e as that of the
(renom alized) P °(f,), so that ~ = . Hence, we can
approxin ate the exponential decay constant of the force

distrdbution as

N= : 9
i ©)

To estin ate the values of hn.i, we worked out two sce—
narios: we take either , = 3 or 3= 0. Togetherw ih
the values of o, ; and , taken from the experin en—
tal data, this yields the values of * listed in the second
and third colum n of Table L._.‘F Surprisingly, the root m ean
square deviation in ” isonly 18% , which is rather am all
considering our rather crude estinm atesofthe ,_ and the
fact that Eq. ('g) is only approxim ate.
Let usbrie y recapiulate the discussion above. F irst,
w e have Interpreted the changes in experin entalparticle—
wall force distrbutions of strongly com pressed packings
t_l-]_:] as a change In the packing geom etry. To be m ore
precise, the overall trends can be understood from the
expected increase of the num ber of contacts due to com —
pression. W e dem onstrated how one can determ ine the
fractions ¢ and ; from the experim ental data. D irect
m easurem ents of these fractions would be very welcom e
as a test of our fram ew ork, as well as to extract further
inform ation ofthe force djstr:ibutjon P (f). Furthem ore,
our crude estin ates In Table I give reason to believe that
the force distrdbution P (f£) is actually not much a ected
by the com pression. Fially, i seem s that for m ost ex—
perin ental results, w here particle deformm ations are rela—
tively small, o and ; are substantial at the boundary,
50 that Pyoundary W) is sin ilar to Py, (£) (apart from a
peak at w = 0). The sam e argum ent probably holds
fr recent sin ulations by Sibert et al [ig].

2= 3 3=20
defom . o 1| Ml "= g Mol = g
25% |24 023 058 1.05 229 0.96 251
30% |26 021 026 1.60 1.63 133 1.96
37% |28 0.14 018 1.88 149 154 181
45% |38 0.00 0.05| 242 157 1.95 1.95
TABLE I: The calculated values for the exponents *#, after

estim ating the fractions .., from the experim ental data of
Figs. 3a-d of Ref. [I11]. The percentage in the rst coumn
represent the degree of particle d deform ation. The values of
are taken from Table TofRef. [11].

V. BEYOND THE SIM PLE PICTURE

In the picture that we have constructed above we char-
acterize the packing geom etry by the fractions ,_, and
we found that the P, W) are very robust. This is of



course a vast sin pli cation, since we characterize the lo—
calenvironm ent ofa particle by only one num ber, nam ely
nc. In this section we address the question w hy this crude
approach works so rem arkably well. Forbottom particles
the situation is particularly sin ple and insightfil, since
the geom etry of the contacts ism ore or less xed. T here
is one contact w ith the bottom , one or two aln ost hor-
izontal intralayer contacts and n. forces from above {

Fig. :_Zb. As we have shown in Fig. :_3b, the angles of
these oroes display little scatter, so the local texture is
more or less xed once n. is given. Forbottom particles
one can thus understand that n. indeed provides a good
description of the local packing geom etry, which justi es
the decom postion according to n. . A though forparticles
In the bulk the situation is m ore com plicated, there are
sin ilar argum ents why P, (W) is indeed a robust quan—
tity, ie. Insensitive for packing geom etry. T hese w ill be
discussed in Sec.:_V-_-A_: . W ethen addressthe up-down sym —
m etry of the system . Our fram ework only involves the
num ber of contacts from above, n., and not the num ber
of contacts from below, n,. For bottom particles n. is
the obvious param eter, but in the bulk ofan am orphous
packing, where the angle distrbution is isotropic, there
is no reason why n. should be m ore in portant than ny.
Tn Sec.y B we therefore investigate weight distriutions
for particlesw ith a given com bination fn.;npg, which we
denote by Py n, W). Special attention will be paid to
particles that have n. 6 nyp In Sec.-'y_C_:.

A. W hy isP,. (W) for bulk particles robust?

It isnot a proriclarwhy P, (W) is rather nsensitive
for the packing geom etry, since the de nition ofP,_ W)
i Eq. @) involves the Pint distrbution ofthe (£}), that
push on a particle from above,ie.P (f1);; a4
This pint distribution has an explicit geom etry depen-—
dence since the profctions in the z-direction involve the
distrbbution of contact angles’ ;. Even ifwe assum e that
the force m agnitide is uncorrelated to its orientation, ie.

P fi; o, i= P (1

n i EC 17 ne k'; (10)

we obtain the distrbution of the vertical com ponents
P (f1):; .34 by Integration over the pint angle

distrbbution (" 1; n. % Therefore, the P, W) have
an explicit geom etry dependence.

W e already saw that this angle distrbution is m ore
or less xed for bottom particles. For the polydispersi-
ties used In this study, the bulk angles have also lim ited
room for uctuations once n. has been speci ed. For
exampl if n. = 3, one typically nds one anglk close
to =2 and two relatively am all angles, see Fjg.-'ga; this
is because the three particles should all touch the up-—
per half of the bead supporting them . Particles with
n. = 2 also have such an \excluded volum e"-lke con—
straint (F ig.gb), aleit Jess strong than frn. = 3. Parti-

0.03 (C)
D, (@) 1 PO
0.01¢ 1 0.01A
0.0 0.0
0 90 (0} 180 0 90 Q 180

FIG .8: (@) Forparticles with n. = 3, we plot the probability
densities for the angles 3( 1), 3(2) and 3('3), where
the three angles have been sorted such that "1 < "2 < 735
() The probability densities » (" 1) and 2 (" 2) forparticles
with nc = 2; (c) The probability density 1 (' 1) for particles
wih n. = 1.

clesw ith n. = 1 have an enhanced probability for angles
around =2, because such contacts m ake the presence
of a second contact from above less probabl F i. :@’c) .
So, the shape of P, (w) is Iim ited by the geom etric con—
straints on the angl distrbutions (" ;; n. ¥/ which
are rather peaked. This justi es the picture that the ge—
om etry dependence ofP (w) ism ainly duetothe ,_,and
that theP,_ (W) can be considered Invariant.

N ote that the abovem entioned constraints on the angle
distrdbbutions in ply that the averagestw i, are not sin -
ply proportional to n.. Com paring or example n, = 1
and n. = 3, we see that the two \extra" forces forn, = 3
have a relatively sm all vertical com ponent; the average
weight will thus grow Jless than linearly wih n.. We
should therefore correct E % ;_8) for the steepness of the
tailsby replacing m.iw ith n, noIW i,, . M aking a cor-
rection of this type would further re ne our analysis of

the experin ent w ith rubber beads discussed in Sec.,lV B}.

B. G ravity and up-down sym m etry

In our analysis of P (w) we have explicitly broken the
up-down symm etry, since i only involved the number
of contacts from above. At the bottom , this is an ob-
vious choice. Away from the boundary, however, the
am orphous packings have an isotropic angle distribution
even though the packings were created under gravity.
M oreover, we have neglcted the term mg in Eq. ('_]:),
which m akes the sum of forces from below equal to the
sum of forces from above. So In principl one could
also decom pose P (W) according to the number of con-
tacts from below n,. W e therefore investigate P, _,, W);
this can be re]:garded as a \com ponent" ofP,_ (w), sihce

n.Pn. W)=

ny ncanncnb W).
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FIG.9: (@) P12 W) (solid line) and P, W) (dotted line);
) Pisw),Poo W) and P31 W); (C) P2z W) and P32 w); (d)
P3zsw).

Fig.db showsthat P13 W), Py (1) and P31 (w) are al-
m ost identical. The sam e holds for P,3 W) and Pz, W)
Fi. :iic), so the total coordination number n. + ny, ap—
pears to be a m ore findam ental quantity than Jjustn. or
ny. F J'g.:_Sid furthem ore show s that the quadratic scaling
0fP 33 (W) is som ew hat m ore pronounced than forP ,; W)
and P 3, (w); it seem sthat the presence 0f2 contacts from
above orbelow Inhibits the pure quadratic scaling.

T he presence of gravity is noticed, however, forP 1, W)
and Pj,; W) which do show some di erences Fig. :O',a).
T hese particles have only 3 contacts and were less re—
stricted during the form ation of the static force network
by the \cage" surrounding them . T his allow ed gravity to
In uence their nalm ovem ents m ore than for particles
wih no + np > 3. Obviously, this e ect is even stronger
for particles w ith only 2 contacts, which typically have
fne;npg= £0;2g.

To further investigate the up-down symm etry, we list
the fractions ,_,, ofparticlesw ith a certain n. and ny in
Table :_f} For all particles w ith 3 orm ore contacts these
fractions are alm ost perfectly symm etric. From thiswe
conclide that in the am orphous packings, the up-down
asymm etry due to gravity is only noticed by particles
that have 2 or 3 contacts.

C . Particleswith n. % np

W e have seen that for particlesw ith fn.;np,g= £3;1g
or vice versa, the sm all weight behavior s w', which
is di erent from the scaling predicted by Eq. (6). This
breakdown of our sin ple picture can be understood as
follow s. A particlke that has 4 contacts can either have
fne;npg = £3;1g, fng;npyg = £2;2g or fng;npyg = £1;3g
depending on the precise orientations of the forces w ith
respect to graviy. However, if we were to de ne the
weights by profcting the F'j; at a snall angle wih re-
spect to gravity, a particlke wih 4 contacts can easily
change from fnq;np,g= £3;1g to £2;2g oreven to f1;3g.

Ne N Ny 0 1 2 3 4
0 0 0 0:6 0 0
1 0 03 5:6 437 02
2 0 47 261 205 077
3 0 51 216 89 0
4 0 03 0:7 0 0

TABLE II: Fractions .., expressed in percentages; the
num bers are alm ost up-down symm etric, except for rattlers
(particlesw ith 2 contacts). From these fractionsone ndsthe
average coordination num berhn. + npi= 4:51.

However, we have seen that there is no \preferred" pro-
“ection direction, since gravity has only very little e ect
on our packings. Hence, it is not suryprising that the
Ph,on. W) depend on n¢ + ny and not on n¢ orny, individ-
ually.

But what detem ines the precise scaling for small
weights? Consider a particlke iwih nc= 3 and ny = 1.
T he three forces pushing it from above, F11, Fiz and Fis,
are not Independent: force equilbrium in the direction
perpendicular to Fyy (the force pushing from below ) re—
n= O,wheré“i4 n= 0.This

reduces the num ber of independent forces from above to
only 2, since the third is determm ined by m echanicalequi-
Ibrium . A sa consequence, the scaling behavior for sm all
w willbeP3 W) / w.

For particles wih n. = 3 and n, = 2, the 5 forces
are also coupled through m echanical equilbriim . In
this case, however, one can not distil a relation between
the forces from above only, such as we did for parti-
cles wih fn¢;n,g = £3;1g. So one still expects that
Py, @) / w?, as is cbserved in Fig.dc. Nevertheless,
this illustrates that two din ensionalm echanical equilib—
rium does Introduce correlationsbetween all forces push-
ing from above. This lin is the validity of our argu-
m ents used in Sec.!IT}, or buk particles. At the bottom
our analysis is still valid: horizontal equillbbriim can be
accom plished by the forces betw een neighboring bottom
particles (seeFjg.:gb), 50 the forces from above can really
be considered as independent.

qujJ:es Fil + FiZ + FJ_;

D. Summary

In this section we have addressed the lim itations of
our sin ple geom etrical fram ework. W e have shown that
the observation that P, (w) is insensitive to packing ge—
om etry origihates from exclided volum e-like correlations
between the angles at which forces press upon a bead
Fig.d). This is the subtle underlying reason why our
sin ple picture, where we characterize the local packing



geom etry by only one num ber n., is good enough to in—
terpret experin ental and num erical data. W e have fur-
them ore studied the e ect ofgravity by decom posing the
w eight distrbution according to the num ber of particles
from below [np) aswell. W e found that graviy breaks
the updown symm etry only m ildly in our sin ulations;
the distributions P,_,, W) depend on the coordination
number n. + np rather than on n. or n, Independently
CE‘J'g.:_Q) . This further re nes the analysis of the relation
betw een packing geom etry and foroe netw ork statistics in
the buk of a packing; at the boundary, it is su cient to
consider only the num ber of contacts from above ().

VI. WEIGHT AND FORCE DISTRIBUTIONS IN
THE gM ODEL:THE ROLE OF CONNECTIVITY .

In this section, we investigate to what extent the re—
sults obtained for the Hertzian sphere packings can be
understood w ithin the context of the gm odel and is
generalizations. In the standard version ofthem odel, the
particles are positioned on a regular lattice, and the par-
ticle weights are stochastically transm ited to the neigh—
bors In the layer below E]. The weight on a particle i
splits up into n. fractions gy, and the total weight ex—
erted on a particlke j in the layer below then becom es

X
Wy=mg+ Gi5W 57 1)

i

w here the tetrm m g can be neglected at large depth. The
fractions g;5 obey the constraint
X
a4y = 1; 12)
j

which assuresm echanical equilbriim In the vertical di-
rection. They can In principle also be deduced for
m ore realistic packings: from de nition (Q]), one nds
qij = Fij =W i
Z

The sin ple form ofthe gm odelhasallowed fora num —
ber of exact resuls of which the m ost im portant is the
solution for the uniform g-distribbution. T his uniform g-
distrdbution assigns an equal probability to each set of

fagiyg that obeys Eq. {12 and serves as a generic case.
T he rescaled weights w then becom e distrdbuted as ﬁ]

Ph tw)=cw’ ' e c¥; 13)

wheren. is xed fora given lattice, and c is a nom aliza—
tion constant. Note that these solutions have the sam e
qualitative behavior as those found in ourm olecular dy—
nam ics sin ulations: for smallweightsP,_ @) / wie 1!,
and the probability for large weights decays exponen—
tially.

The gmodel is thus an e ective m inin al m odel for
the weilghts W . It is clear that the product of g5 and
W ; has a natural interpretion as the vertical com ponent
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of F'ij. Since these Interparticle forces are m ore funda-
m ental than the weights, we investigate the statistics of
the quantity o In Sec. R/IA' this will shed new light
on the discrepancy for an all; ﬁ)roes between the gm odel
and experim ental data. In the light of our nding that
the contact geom etry and in particular n. plays a cru—
cialrol, the standard gm odel is clearly Iim ited since it

xXesnc. In Sec.:y_I_B: w e therefore extend the g-m odelto
have random ness In its connectivity (ie. to allow for a
range ofn.’s), and nd that, as expected, the P W) can
bem anipulated by changes in the connectiviy.

A . D istribution of interparticle forces: P (qw)

A direct com parison of Egs. @) and C_l-]_;) show s that
the product g;;w ; has a natural interpretation as the ver-
tical com ponent of £i;. Since the Interparticle forces are
m ore In portant than the weights, it is interesting to In—
vestigate the statistical properties of the bond quantity
aw . To obtain the distrbbution P (gw ), lt us start w ith
the transfom ation from P (qw) toP,_ W):

Z
Po W) = d(aw) (@w )1
0
Z
d@w ) P (@),
0 I
){10,
w @w): : (14)
i=1
Here we assum ed that the (gw); are uncorrelated, which

is valid for the uniform g-distrdbution ﬁ_l-gl] For the cor-
resoonding Laplace transform s, denoted by P (s) and
P, (s) respectively, this relation becom es

Nc

Ph. (8)= P (s) : 15)

Since the Laplace transform of Eq. C_l-.z:) is of the form
1=+ s)"¢, the distrbbution of qgw reads:

P (s) =

= aw .,
1+ s ) Paw)=e™ : 1e)

W ethus nd (for the uniform g-distribution) thatP (qw)

is a pure exponential, independent of the num ber of con—
tactsn.. Again, this is very sim ilar to the resuls for our
Hertzian sphere packings: the distribution of \interpar-
ticle forces" P (gw ) is nite for am all orces, w hereas the
distrbution ofweightsdependson n. asgiven by Eg. ('_6) .
M oreover, this resolves the discrepancy for sm all forces
m entioned In the introduction: the gm odel predicts a
vanishing probability densitity for am allweights, but not
for an all forces.
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FIG .10: The gm odelw ith a random connectivity: (a) with
a probability p we cut one of the three bonds; (o) bottom
e ect In the gm odelw ith random connectivity. In the bulk
p= 03 (open circles) and at the bottom p= 0:9 (dots); this
corresponds to f o; 17 27 39 = £0:00;0:03;024;0:73g and
£0:03;0:19;0:44;0:34g respectively.

B . Including geom etry e ects

From Sec.ill, it is clear that the weight distribution
P (w) in Hertzian sphere packings is very sensitive to the
Jocalpacking geom etry. Since the gm odelisde ned on a
regular lattice, w ith  xed connectivity, it can not capture
the behavior of P (w) in disordered packingsw ith uctu-—
ating n.. This extra degree of disorder can be inclided,
for exam ple, by \cutting" som e of the bonds of the reg-
ular lattice. W e illustrate this with the 2-dim ensional
square lattice depicted in Fig.10a. For each site, the
weight is transm itted dow nwards through either 2 or 3
bonds w ith probabilitiesp and 1  p resgoectively; in the
form er case we random ly cut one of the available bonds
and generate the two rem aining g5 according to a uni-
form distrdbution satisfyingEq. I_Z[gi) . Thisgeneratespar-
ticles w ith n. = 0;1;2 and 3, since allbonds arriving at
a site have a probability of p=3 to be m issing. For sim —
plicity, we introduced the disorder in n. by m eans ofone
param eter p only; as a consequence, we can only obtain
a lim ited set of £ ,_g.

W ith this m odel, we have tried to m In ic the buk-
bottom behavior ofP W) that wasobserved in the am or—
phous packings jg.[_'ﬁa) . In the buk layerswe took out
bonds w ith probability p = 0:3, and for the bottom layer
we took p= 0:9; the resukt is shown in Fig.{0b. Indeed,
the change in the fractions ,_ issu cient to reproduce a
transition ofP (W) ram iniscent ofwhat hasbeen ocbserved
In our H ertzian sphere packings (com pare w ith F jg.:_ﬂa) .

C . Conclusions for the gm odel

A though it is known that the gm odel does not prop—
er]y descrbe the spatial structure of the foroe-network
ﬁlZ], It rem ains a very instructive theoretical fram ew ork
for the statistics of force uctuations. W hile in the stan—
dard case the disorder in the system is represented by the
stochastic fractions g5 only, we have shown that when
also the connectedness is chosen to be random , them odel
digplaysm ost features of realistic packings.
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Let us conclude this section by m entioning that the
idea to leave out som e of the bonds of a regular lattice
is not new f_ZC_i] In these studies, however, bonds were
cut I a particular m anner to build up directed force
chains. W e have shown that such long-ranged structures
are not in portant for the behavior of P W), since they
only depend on the localpacking geom etry.

VII. TOPDOWN RELAXATION OF

FLUCTUATIONS

So far, the discussion has been lim ited to situations
well below the top surface of the packings. The data
ofthe H ertzian sphere sim ulationswere taken at least 15
layersbelow the top surface and the resultsofthe g-m odel
(oresented in the previous section) all correspond to the
Im it of large depths. In this section we investigate the
top-dow n relaxation ofthe force and weight distrdbutions.
At the top surface ofthe H ertzian sphere packings, there
are only weilght uctuations due to grain polydispersity.
T he question we address ishow fast the force and weight

uctuations build up towards a buk distrdbution, as a
function of depth.

T hese results can then be com pared to the relaxation
In the gm odel. Interpreting the dow nward direction as
tin e, this corresoonds to transient behavior tow ards the
\stationary" solutions given in Egs. {_ié) and {_l-g) . This
top-down relaxation of uctuations form s an additional
test to qualify various theoreticalm odels, very m uch lke
the G reen’s function m easunng the response to a local-
ized load on the top-surface llZ] In our case, we start
from spatially (nearly) hom ogeneous conditions in the
top layer and see how uctuationsbuid up.

A . Top-down relaxation in H ertzian sphere
packings

A good way to quantify changesin P w) and P (f) is
to study their second m om ents tw?1i and hf?i. Fora dis—
tribution of zero w idth these second m om ents are uniy,
and they increase as the uctuations becom e larger. In
Fig. :_L-]_] we show the second m om ents as a function of
the height h, which is de ned as the distance from the
bottom boundary. Since the packings are strongly dis—
ordered, the precise location of the top surface will be
slightly di erent for each realization; it tums out to be
located around h = 46.

Let us rst consider the broadening of the weight dis—
trbbution shown in F ig. .1]1a A salready m entioned above,
theweight uctuations at the top surface are entirely due
to polydispersity of the grains. Using a at distrbution
between 04 < r < 06 this corresoonds to w?i 141,
which is consistent with our simulation data. The sec—
ond m om ent approaches itsbulk valie already at a depth
of approxin ately 10 particle diam eters. The gure also
show s the sharp transition ofP (W) at thebottom bound-
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FIG .11: The second m om ents (a) tw?iand @) hf’iasa func-
tion of height h In sim ulations of H ertzian sphere packings.
The arrow indicates the location of the top surface, around

h = 46. Both for the forces and the weights one nds a fast
top-dow n relaxation of the m om ents.

ary. The second m om ents of P (£) are shown in Fjg.t_L-]_;b.
O ne again observes a relaxation over approxin ately 10
layers, towards a buk valie; P (£) does not change sig—
ni cantly nearthebottom boundary. N ote that both the
force and weight distributions becom e slightly narrower
as the depth increases below heigths of the order of 30.
Thism ay be attrbuted to an increase in particle defor-
m ations f_l-g]

W e thus nd that the typical length scale for force and
weight uctuationsto saturate is approxin ately 10 parti-
cle diam eters. T his provides another in portant criterion
to distinguish between di erent theoreticalm odels.

B. Top-down relaxation in the gm odel

T he top-down relaxation is well understood for the g-
m odel w ithout the so—called infction term , ie. mg= 0
n Eqg. @-]_]) f_l-g, :_é}'] Before extending these resuls to
the gm odel wih infction, we brie y recapitulate the
results of the gm odel w ithout the injction term m g.
T his version of the m odel can be interpreted as a pack—
Ing of weightless particles, supporting a hom ogeneously
applied force. To distinguish between the gm odelw ith—
out injction from the m odel w th infction, we denote
the weight distrbutions at depth tby R ® w) @ ithout
infction) and by P ® w) (with injection).
_Forthe uniform g-distrbution, it hasbeen shown that
(e
d1

1
R®w)’” Pw)+ ©= F W) or t! 1;
t

a7
where d is the din ensionality of the packing. The sta-
tionary solution P (w) is given by Eqg. C_l-I_i‘) and F W) is
the shape ofa typicaldeviation. It isclearthat all second
and higher order m om ents hw* i approach their asym p—
totic values according to the sam e power-law . T his slow
relaxation towards P w) is caused by di usion of cor-
relations, which takes place In the (d 1)-dim ensional
correlation space [_2-2_5]
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Let us now investigate how the infction term m g af-
fects the top-down relaxation. W e rst note that the
recursive relation for the weights, Eq. ('_114'), is a linear
equation. The gm odel with infction can therefore be
Interpreted as a superposition of g-m odels w thout inec—
tion, w ith di erently positioned initial layers. A though
i is not a priori clear how this superposition property
is re ected in the weight distrbutionsP © w) wih -
fction) and R ® w) (w ithout injction), we propose the
follow ing approxin ate m apping:

1 Xt 0
PP w)= e R®) w):

=0

18)

Ifwe combine this w ith the exact result ofEq. {ij‘), we
obtain the follow ing relaxation ast! 1 :

SRR SO T
p ®© P F - —
W) w) / (W)t+1to€0 19?0

o

8l
%19—— d=2,
<

t)

log (©)

/ F W) 19)

d= 3,

d 4.

=

T his relaxation behavior is indeed observed in ournum er-
ical sim ulations w ith d_= 2 and d = 3, usihg a uniform
gdistrbution. Tn Fig.113, we show the results for an foc
packing d= 3). Wepbtt Jwi®  4=3jas finction
of depth t, where lw2i? ) = 4=3. The clin bing straight
line on the lin—log plot con m s the rem arkable log ()=t
relaxation. W e also plot the sam e data for the gm odel
w ithout inction; this curve becom es at in agreem ent
wih Eqg. C_l-]') . _

A though them apping ofEq. C_lé) is de nitely not ex—
act, i apparently captures the m ain physics ofthe relax—
ation process. T his can be understood as follow s. T here
are two slow processes involred: (i) the increasing num —
ber of layers reduces the contribution of each layer of
\infcted" weights e ectjyelyﬁg 1=t; (i) each layer of in—
fcted weights relaxes as (1= t)@ Y idividually. Nat-
urally, the total relaxation is dom inated by the slower of
these two processes. In the special case of d = 3 both
powers are 1=t, leading to a logarithm ic correction. F i-
nally note that since the downward gvalues are statis—
tically independent from the weights, the \force" uctu-
ations sin ply ©llow from higw)?i= hfitw?i, and thus
display the sam e relaxation as the weights uctuations.

C . Conclusions concerning top-dow n relaxation

W e have studied the top-down relaxation of the sec—
ond m om ents w21 and hf?i, which quanti eshow Yast’
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FIG . 12: Relxation of the second m om ents w ith injection
(clin bing line) and w ithout Infction ( at line) towards their
asym ptotic values 4=3 in the 3D gm odel. Since we plot t
Jw?i®  4=34along the verticalaxis, the clin bing straight Ine
con m sthe log (t)=t relaxation for the g-m odelw ith infction.
W ithout injction the relaxation is sinply 1=t.

the weight and force distrbutions approach their bulk
shapes. The gm odel predicts a powerdaw relaxation
w ith a logarithm ic correction for 3D packings, Eq. (';L_ﬁ) .
However, we nd no evidence for such a slow relaxation
In our sinulations of Hertzian spheres, which indicate
that a bulk distrbution is reached after approxim ately
10 layers of particles (Fjg.:_l-ll) . In the gmodelw ith in—
“ection, for exam ple, the second m om ent after 10 layers
stilldi ers around 20% from its asym ptotic value.

Let us provide two possble explanations why the g-—
m odel fails to describe this relaxation process. A  rst
problem of the m odel is that i assumes some xed g-—
distrbbution (g): we have seen that the g's can in prin—

clple be derived from the orocesas gy =  Fyy

a relaxation in P (f) and P w) should result jlz’ltO a re—
laxation of (q) itself. T his clearly show sthe di culty of
encoding the force behavior into a stochastic variable g in
a selfconsistent m anner. A nother problem of the m odel
is that it assum es a top-dow n propagation of forces. T he
up-down symm etry is therefore broken explicitly in the
agm odel, whereas In ourH ertzian sphere packingswe nd
only a very weak symm etry breaking. In principle, orce
netw orksare de ned by the equationsofm echamcalequl—
Ibrium , which generically are underdeterm ined l23 .24
and hence can not be solved by an iterative (top-down)
procedure. Instead, one has to solve this set of coupled
equations \sin ultaneously" for all particles In the sys—
tem , and except for the (am all) m g tem , there is a nat-
uralup-down symm etry in this system . The absence of
this up-down symm etry in the gm odel could of course
strongly a ect the top-down relaxation.

=W i, sO
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V III. DISCUSSION

W e have shown that In order to understand the statis—
tics of force netw orks, it is crucialto distinguish between
forces and weights. W e have found in our sim ulations
that the force distrdbbution P (f) is very robust, in the
sense that its shape does not depend on details of pack—
ing geom etry. T hew eight distrdbbution P (w ), on the other
hand, isvery sensitive for the localpacking geom etry. W e
have dem onstrated that a decom position according to the
num ber of contacts that press on a particle from above,
ne, issu cient to understand this geom etry dependence.
R einterpreting experim ents on strongly deform ed rub-—
ber particles [11] w ithin this fram ework, we nd strong
evidence that P (f) essentially rem ains una ected even
by very large particle deform ations. To further test our
fram ew ork experim entally, one can m anipulate the num —
ber of contacts at the boundary by plachg a layer of
relatively sm all or large beads at the bottom . For an all
beads, the fractions ¢ and ; willbe enhanced, lading
toa largeP W) foram allw, and a slow exponentialdecay
for large w . Relatively large bottom beads should lead
to a P w) that is strongly peaked.

The present work provokes a number of questions.
First, we observe that m ost of our sinulation resuls,
like the shapes ofP O(f,) and P (), can be understood in
tem s of bcal packing geom etry only. T his suggests that
long-range correlations are not dom inant, at least not for
the bne point’ force, weight and angle probability distri-
butions. W e therefore question whether the behavior of
P (f) observed at the pmm ing transition E_é, -'ju] re ects
a long-range structural change of the force network. In
particular, we expect that the rok of Yorce chains’ can
only be understood from two or m orepoint correlation
functions, and not from P (f) only.

A related problem is that the gm odel fails to describe
problem s that Involve spatial structure of the force net—
work. A lthough the m odel is abl to capture m any fea-
tures of force and weight statistics (Sec. -V b it does not
produce the top-dow n relaxation ofP W) that is observed
in the m ore realistic Hertzian packings. A longside w ith
the incorrect prediction ofthe response function @2_3], this
Indicates that spatial dependence is not correctly incor—
porated w thin the gm odel. Thism ay be due to the fact
that, In general, recursivem odels do not acknow ledge the
structure of the equations describing m echanical equilib—
rium . T hese equationsare typically underdeterm ined 1_2-;%]
and cannot be solved in a recursive m anner. In a recent
paper [_Z-Z_I], we therefore propose a di erent theoretical
approach, in which we start from the equations ofm e-
chanical stability and exploit the undetermm ined degrees
of freedom .

A nother In portant issue for fiiture study is clearly the
role of friction and dim ensionality. O ur num erical study
hasbeen done In two din ensionsw ith frictionless spheres;
how ever, recent studies indicate [IE.] that the coordina—
tion number for 3D packings w ith friction is sin ilar to
those 0of 2D frictionless packings. Q ualitatively, the pic—



ture we have advanced is therefore expected to capture
the realistic case of three din ensions w ith friction, be-
cause our phase space argum ents are Independent of di-
m ension.
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APPENDIX A:LOGARITHM IC DIVERGENCE
OF PY&E,)

In Sec. :J-I_-C_:, w e encounter the follow ing integral:

zZ VA
0 /l ' sqr

P, = ar = P () (£ Efsh())

0 0

21 22 59
= &P (£ & == = s
) ()O e f (")
1

1
£, £2 £

The function P (f) represents the probability density
function of £ = jfj which we can assum e to be reqular
on the entire interval (see F ig.d) . T he behavior orsm all
f, isnot trivial, sihce the integrand diverges at the lower

bound of the Integration interval. For each non-zero f,
this does not lead to a sihgularity, since

Z
0 2 dt P (f)
P (fz) = - f_ —
£ g=f,)" 1
Z
2 (uf;)
= — du @A2)
1 u2 1
. P—eu .
The integralover 1= u? 1 isconvergent foru ! 1 and

the function P uf,) falls of fast enough as @uf,) ! 1 .
For f, = 0, however, the integraldivergesasu ! 1 .To
obtain the asym ptotic behavior we rew rite the integral
as

z
o 271 P f,)
P () = — du
u
2211 1 1
+ = duP (uf,) p——— — :@23)
1 u? 1 u

The second tem is convergent since the term between

brackets behaves as 1=u’> In the imitu ! 1 . W e thus
nd that
Z 1
0 P (f)
Po%, ! o) r = ot +0 @)
£, £
2
! —P Q) In(E)+0Q): A4)
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APPENDIX B:RELATION BETW EEN TAILS OF
POf,) AND P,_(w)

In this appendix we derive the large weight behavior of
P, () from thetailofP °F,), assum ing that the various

F;, i Eqg. ('_5) are uncorrelated. W e consider decays
both faster and slower than exponential, of the form

PF,)/ e Tl mr o101 ®1)

W e show that, after rescaling lw i to uniy, this leads to

P, w)/e"™ ; B2)
w ih
8
2 nc, 1
= B3)
b
o on. 1.

T his m eans that the tail of the weight distrbution is of
the sam e nature as that ofthe forces, but w ith a di erent
prefactor . The tails get steeper for increasing n., since
the reduced probability for an allw (dueto a lack ofphase
space) m ust be com pensated to keep twi= 1.

T he above results are obtained as follow s. Rescaling
all forces n Eq. (E) asx; = (F;);=W , one obtains the
probability for lJarge weights

Z

Po. 0 )/ W™t  dx;
S

fe dXhFZl ;

B4)
where S denotes the hyperplane 1 F ;xgwihallx; 0.
For > 1,theprobability density on S hasam axin um
at x; = 1=n., which becom es sharply peaked for increas—
IngW . Physically, thism eans that the dom inant contri-
bution for largeweightsw illcom e from allF', being equal,
nam ely W =n.. A pproxin ating the Integrand by a G aus—
sian around itsm axinum value,we nd thatthe \wid
decreases as a power of W only, namely 1=W @ 1) =2 |
Hence the lading behavior or large W is given by the

——W =@
maxinum valie ofthe integrand, ie. e =i

For < 1, the probability density has a m inin um at
x; = 1=n., and the dom inant contribution now com es
from x; = 1 and x3¢; = 0. This means that typically
only one ofthe forces accounts for the whole weight. The
part of the Integral around x; = 1 can be approxin ated
by

Z P
e hFzi W d.Xl nc@thzl w jélxj ; (B5)
s
where S denotes the part of S for which 1 b9
T his approxin ation becom es exact orW ! 1 as long

asW l;wetake = 1=W! wih O0<
W orking out the integration over S , one nds

<1



Z 1 ne 1
dye i i B6)

e hFzi

Wncl 0

asW ! 1 . The part of the integral outside the areas

S issmalerthanw "l e mor @ GFF )

and can thus
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be neglected. So also for < 1, the lading behavior
for large W is sin ply given by the m aximum valie, ie.
e el

As mentioned in Sec. Ilf, the P, ( ) cbtained by
Eqg. ("54;) are not properly nom alized, since W i= hf,in..
Ifwe rescale the average weight to unity, we obtain the
results of Egs. 84) and B3).
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