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A bstract. { W estudy theresponseofa two-dim ensionalhexagonalpacking ofrigid,friction-

lesssphericalgrainsdueto a vertically downward pointforceon a singlegrain atthetop layer.

W e use a statisticalapproach,where each con�guration ofthe contactforces isequally likely.

W e show that this problem is equivalent to a correlated q-m odel. W e �nd that the response

displaystwo peakswhich lie precisely on the downward lattice directionsem anating from the

pointofapplication oftheforce.W ith increasing depth,them agnitudeofthepeaksdecreases,

and a centralpeak develops. O n the bottom ofthe pile,only the m iddle peak persists. The

response ofdi�erentsystem sizesexhibitsself-sim ilarity.

Forcetransm issionsin (static)granularpackingshaveattracted a lotofattention in recent
years[1{13].G ranularpackingsareassem bliesofm acroscopicparticlesthatinteractonly via
m echanicalrepulsion e� ected through physicalcontacts.Experim entaland num ericalstudies
ofthese system shave identi� ed two m ain characteristics. First,large  uctuationsare found
to occur in the m agnitudes ofinter-grain forces,im plying that the probability distribution
ofthe force m agnitudes is rather broad [4]. Secondly,the average propagation offorces |
studied via theresponseto a singleexternalforce| isstrongly dependenton theunderlying
contactgeom etry [3,11{13].

The available theoreticalm odels capture either one or the other ofthese two aspects.
The scalarq-m odel[5]reproducesreasonably wellthe observed force distribution,butyields
di� usive propagation offorces,in con ictwith experim ents [11,12]. Continuum elastic and
elasto-plastictheories[6]predictresponsesin qualitativeagreem entwith experim ents[7{10],
but they provide a description only atthe average m acroscopic level. M ore ad-hoc \stress-
only" m odels [2]include structuralrandom ness,but its consequenceson the distribution of
forcesareunclear.In otherwords,an approach thatproducesboth realistic uctuationsand
propagation offorcesin granularm aterialsfrom thesam esetoffundam entalprinciples isstill
called for.

A sim pleconjecture,which could providesuch a fundam entalprincipleforallproblem sof
granularstatics,hasbeen putforward by Edwardsyearsago [14,15].The idea isto consider
all\jam m ed" con� gurationsequally probable. A priori,there isno justi� cation forsuch an
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ergodichypothesis,butitsapplication to m odelsofjam m ing and com paction hasbeen rather
successful[16]. Its extension to the forces in granular packings is in principle straightfor-
ward:setsofforcesbelonging to allm echanically stablecon� gurationshaveequalprobability.
However,in an ensem ble ofstable granularpackings,two levelsofrandom nessare generally
present[2]. First,the force geom etry clearly dependson the underlying geom etricalcontact
network,which is di� erentin di� erentpackings. Secondly,random nessin the values ofthe
forcesispresenteven in a � xed contactnetwork,sincetheforcesarenotnecessarily uniquely
determ ined from the contact network. Instead ofconsidering both levels ofrandom ness si-
m ultaneously,a natural� rststep isthusto obtain theaveragesfora � xed contactgeom etry,
and then possibly to averageoverthe contactgeom etries.
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Fig.1 { (a)Them odel:(N + 2)� p array ofhexagonally close-packed rigid frictionlesssphericalgrains

in two-dim ensions (drawn for odd N ). Atthe top,there is only a single vertically downward point

force applied on one particle. At the boundaries,little gray circles appear on interfaces where the

contact forces are non-zero. (b-c)Schem atically shown forces on the jth grain in the ith layer: (b)

i� N ,(c)i= (N + 1),the bottom reaction W N + 1 isshifted upwardsforclarity;F
(i;j)
m � 0 8m .

W hilesucham ethod hasrecentlybeen showntoproducesingleinter-grainforceprobability
distributions in � xed geom etry that com pare wellwith experim ents [17],in this Letter we
dem onstratethatitalsoleadsto an averageresponsefunction qualitatively in agreem entwith
experim ents.M oreprecisely,wedeterm inethebehaviouroftheresponseofatwo-dim ensional
hexagonalpacking ofrigid,frictionlesssphericalgrainsplaced between two verticalwalls(see
Fig.1), due to a vertically downward force F applied on a single grain at the top layer.
Experim entally [11,12]itwasfound thata forceF applied to thetop ofa hexagonalpacking
ofphoto-elastic particles propagatesm ainly along the two downward lattice directions. W e

de� netheresponseofthepackingas
h

hW i;ji� hW
(0)

i;j
i

i

=F whereW i;j andW
(0)

i;j
arethevertical

force transm itted by the (i;j)th grain to the layer below it respectively with and without
the externalforce F ,and the angular brackets denote averaging over allcon� gurations of
m echanically stable contactforceswith equalprobability.

To startwith,wedescribea m ethod forassigning theuniform probability m easureon the
ensem ble E ofstable repulsive contactforces pertaining to a � xed geom etricalcon� guration
ofP rigid, frictionless two-dim ensionalgrains ofarbitrary shapes and sizes (for a rigorous
geom etricaldescription ofa granular packing,see Ref.[15]). The directions ofthe forces
are � xed at each of the Q contact points, and one can represent any force con� guration
by a colum n vector F consisting ofQ non-negative scalars fFkg (with k = 1;:::;Q ) as its
individualelem ents. These elem ents satisfy 3P Newton’s equations (3 equations per grain:
two forbalancing forcesin the x and y directionsand one forbalancing torque),which can
be represented as A � F = Fext. Here,A is a 3P � Q m atrix,and Fext is a 3P -dim ensional
colum n vectorrepresenting the externalforces. Ifwe assum e 3P < Q [20],then there is no
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uniquesolution forF.Instead,thereexistsawholesetofsolutionsthatcan beconstructed via
the threefollowing steps:(1)one� rstidenti� esan orthonorm albasisfF(l)g (l= 1;:::;dK =
Q � 3P )thatspansthe space ofK er(A );(2)one then determ inesa unique solution F

(0) of
A � F

(0) = Fext by requiring F
(0):F(l) = 0 for l= 1;:::;dK ;and (3) one � nally obtains all

solutionsofA � F = Fext asF = F
(0) +

Q � 3PP

l= 1

flF
(l),where fl are realnum bers. Thisim plies

thatE isparam etrized by thefl’sbelonging to a setS obeying thenon-negativity conditions
forallforces.Theuniform m easureon E,which isusually com pact[23],isthusequivalentto
the uniform m easured� =

Q

k

dFk �(A � F � Fext)� (Fk)=
Q

l

dfl on S.

In ourm odel,thegrainsarespherical,so thatthedim ension ofA reducesto 2P � Q .W e
considertheforceF and theweightsoftheindividualgrainsasthenon-zero elem entsofFext,
while F iscom posed ofallinter-particleand non-zero boundary forces.Sim ple counting then
showsthatQ = 3N p+ 5p+ N + 2 (see Fig.1).The m atrix A representstwo equationsper
particle(see Fig.1 (b-c))[20]

F
(i;j)

5
= F

(i;j)

2
+ m g=

p
3+ [F (i;j)

4
� F

(i;j)

3
]

F
(i;j)

6
= F

(i;j)

1
+ m g=

p
3� [F (i;j)

4
� F

(i;j)

3
]

W N + 1;j =
p
3
h

F
(N + 1;j)

1
+ F

(N + 1;j)

2

i

=2+ m g

F
(N + 1;j)

4
� F

(N + 1;j)

3
=
h

F
(N + 1;j)

1
� F

(N + 1;j)

2

i

=2; (1)

i.e.,2(N + 2)p equationsalltogether,im plyingthatdK = N + 2+ (N + 1)p.W echooseF (i;1)

3
’s

fori� (N + 1)and F (i;j)

4
’sfori� N ;1� j� N toparam eterizeE.O ncetheseforcesare� xed,

allthe othersare uniquely determ ined by solving Eq. (1)layerby layerfrom top down [24].
Itiseasily seen thatthe num berofthese param etersisindeed dK ,asitshould be. Clearly,

in thisform ulation,W i;j =
p
3
h

F
(i;j)

1
+ F

(i;j)

2

i

=2+ m g,and d� =
N + 1Q

i= 0

dF
(i;1)

3

(N ;p)Q

(i0;j)= (0;1)

dF
(i
0
;j)

4

on S forourm odel.Furtherm ore,with G i;j = F
(i;j)

4
� F

(i;j)

3
,i.e.,with [24]

F
(i;j)

4
= F

(i;1)

3
+

jP

j0= 1

G i;j0 ; (2)

(N ;p)Q

(i;j)= (0;1)

dF
(i;j)

4
in d� can bereplaced by

(N ;p)Q

(i;j)= (0;1)

dG i;j.In thisform ofd�,in orderto respect

the non-negativity conditionsforF (i;j)

5
’sand F (i;j)

6
’s,onem ustsatisfy

�

h

F
(i;j)

2
+ m g=

p
3
i

� G i;j � F
(i;j)

1
+ m g=

p
3; (3)

im plying that the set S0 ofallowed values ofG i;j’s is com pact. However,since the non-

negativity conditionsfor F (i;j)

3
and F

(i;j)

4
’s provide only lowerbounds forF (i;1)

3
’s,S in this

m odelisactually unbounded.

Therem edy weuseisto � x theF(i;1)
3

values:indeed,ascan beseen in Eq.(1),thevalues

ofthe W i;j depend only the G i;j’sso thatin this m odelthe precise valuesofF (i;1)

3
have no

physicalm eaning. Nevertheless,one hasto be careful: notice thatthe G i;j’sare di�erences
ofthephysicalcontactforcesand thusthey areallowed to becom enegativein m agnitude.In
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Fig.2 { Colour plots for N = 35 and m = 0: (a) m ean response;(b)the standard deviation ofthe

response.

fact,Eqs.(2)and (3)togetherim ply thatifF (i;1)

3
< 2[F + (i� 1)m g]=

p
3,then thepositivity

requirem entofthe F (i;j)

4
m ight further restrictthe choice ofG i;j values within the bounds

ofinequality (3). In this Letter,we � x the m agnitudesF(i;1)
3

= 2[F + (i� 1)m g]=
p
3 � F0

so thatallvaluesofG i;j within the boundsofinequality (3)areallowed (detailsofthe cases

F
(i;1)

3
< F0 appearelsewhere [18,19])Thisarrangem entreducesthe uniform m easure overE

to the uniform m easureon S0,which isa (N + 1)p-dim ensionalpolyhedron.

To evaluate hW i;ji=
1

N

Z

S 0

W i;j

Y

kl

dG k;l,where N =
R

S 0

Q

ij
dG i;j isthe norm alization

constant,wede� ne

qi;j =
hp

3(G i;j + F
(i;j)

2
)=2+ m g=2

i

=W i;j; (4)

whereqi;j isthefraction ofW i;j thatthe(i;j)th particletransm itstothelayerbelow ittoward

theleft,i.e.,F (i;j)

5
= 2qi;jW i;j=

p
3 and F (i;j)

6
= 2(1� qi;j)W i;j=

p
3.Equation (4)then reduces

Eq. (3)to 0 � qi;j � 1. Clearly,W 0;j are the externalforcesapplied on the top layer. For
i> 0,W i;j isa function ofqk;l fork < i,since

W i;j = (1� qi� 1;j� 1)W i� 1;j� 1 + qi� 1;jW i� 1;j + m g: (5)
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Fig.3 { Behavior ofhW (i;j)i for m = 0 in reduced co-ordinates x and z: (a) scaling ofhW (x;z)i

with system size for jxj< z=2 at two z values (for clarity,z = 0:8 and z = 0:6 have been shifted

upwardsby one and two unitsrespectively);(b)data collapse forhW (x;z)ijx= z=2 atthree N values.

See textforfurtherdetails.
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Itm ay seem from Eq. (5)thatin the hexagonalgeom etry ofFig. 1,one sim ply recovers
theq-m odel[5].Thereishoweveran im portantsubtlety to takenoticeof.In theq-m odel,the
q’scorresponding to di� erentgrainsare usually uncorrelated,while in ourcase,the uniform
m easureon S0 im plies,from Eq.(4),that

Q

i;j

dG i;j = 2(N + 1)p
Q

i;j

dqi;jW i;j(q)
�
3(N + 1)p=2 : (6)

Due to the presence ofthe Jacobian on the righthand side ofEq. (6),the uniform m easure
on S0 translatesto a non-uniform m easureon the(N + 1)p-dim ensionalunitcube form ed by
the accessiblevaluesofthe q’s.

Noticean im portantartifactofthisapproach:thejointprobability distribution
Q

i;j

W i;j(q)

dependson the qi;j valuesoverthe whole system ,thereby m aking qi;j’scorrelated with each
other.In fact,the induced probability P (qi;j)fora single grain doesnotonly depend on the
num ber oflayers present above the grain,but also on the num ber oflayers below it. It is
thusclearthatthe forcesin thism odeldo notpropagatetop down,asthey do in hyperbolic
\stress-only" m odels[2].

Form asslessgrains(m = 0),itisclearthat(i)forF = 0,W (0)

ij = 08(i;j)(ii)the hW i;ji

valuesscale linearly with F (hence,we use F = 1),and (iii)hW i;ji= 0 outside the triangle
form ed by the two downward lattice directions em anating from (i;j)= (0;j0),the pointof
application ofF . The hW i;ji’s,evaluated num erically via the M etropolisalgorithm on these
q’s,appearin Fig.3.

O ursim ulation resultsforhW i;jiand the standard deviation �W i;j =
q

hW 2
i;ji� hW i;ji

2

within the triangle are plotted in Fig. 2,using the built-in cubic interpolation function of
M athem atica.O utsidethetriangle,hW i;ji� 0appearsin deep indigo;thelargesthW i;jivalue
within the triangle appearsin dark red;and any othernon-zero hW i;ji value is represented
by a linearwavelength scale in between [25]. W e � nd 8N that(a)the hWi;jivaluesdisplay
twosingle-grain-diam eter-wide sym m etricpeaksthatlieprecisely on thetwodownward lattice
directionsem anating from j0,(b)them agnitudesofthesepeaksdecreasewith depth,and (c)
only a centralm axim um forhW i;jiisseen atthevery bottom layer(i= N + 1).Thestandard
deviation �W ij hasa sim ilarshape to hW i;ji,although the peaksarelesspronounced.

W e further de� ne x = (j � j0)=(N + 1) and (j � j0 + 1=2)=(N + 1) respectively for
even and odd i,and z = i=(N + 1) [see Fig. 1]in orderto put the vertices ofthe triangle
form ed by the locations ofnon-zero hW i;ji values on (0;0);(� 1=2;1)and (1=2;1)8N . The
excellent data collapse shown in Fig. 3 indicates that the hW i;ji values for jxj< z=2 scale
with the inverse system size [Fig. 3(a); we however show only three z values],while the
hW i;ji values for jxj= z=2 lie on the sam e curve for allsystem sizes [Fig. 3(b)]. The data
suggestthatin the therm odynam ic lim itN ! 1 ,the response �eld hW (x;z)iscales� 1=N
for jxj< z=2,but reaches a non-zero lim iting value on jxj= z 8z < 1. W e thus expect
lim

N ! 1
hW (x;z)i

�
�
jxj= z=2

> hW (x;z)i
�
�
jxj< z=2

8z < 1;or equivalently,a double-peaked response

�eld atalldepths z < 1 for large N .
W ehavenotfound asim pleexplanation forsuch scalingbehaviourofhW (x;z)i.Ithowever

turns out that exact analyticalexpressions can be obtained for allm om ents ofW i;j 8(i;j),
forany N .The detailed calculationsappearin Ref.[18].

In view oftheself-sim ilarity ofhW (x;z)ithatweobservefordi� erentsystem sizesin Figs.
3(b-c),it seem s naturalthat we also study the sam e properties for m 6= 0. In this case,

hW
(0)

i;j i6= 0 and hW i;ji6/ F . To m inim ize the e� ectofthe boundariesin the regionsaround
j = j0,we have used p = 2N + 5. Form 6= 0,the relevantscale forthe m agnitude ofF is
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Fig.4 { Scaling properties ofhw(x;z)i,analogous to Figs. 3(b-c),for � = 100 and three N values

(a.u.� arbitrary units).

obviously � = F=m g. For� 6= 0,justlike in the case ofm = 0,we observe a double-peaked

response,and the peaksare stillsingle grain diam eterwide.Furtherm ore,fora given valueof
N and increasing �,the m agnitude ofthe response on x = z=2 decaysm ore slowly,i.e. the
peakspenetrate the packing to progressively highervaluesofz.In orderto avoid repetition,
wedo notusecolour� gureslikeFig.3(a)to dem onstratethisbehaviour,butthetrend ofthe
data clearly indicatesthatfor� xed N ,oneshould recovertheresultscorresponding to m = 0
in the lim it� ! 1 .

Itisclearfrom the qualitative behaviourdescribed in the above paragraph thatin order
to obtain scaling with increasing N ,one also needsto scale � in som e way. To thisend,we
de� ne � = �=(N + 1)and keep � constantforincreasing N . The corresponding graphsare
shown in Fig. 4 for� = 100. The factthatthe self-sim ilarity in Fig. 4 fordi� erentsystem
sizesis notasstriking asin Figs. 3(b-c)suggeststhat there is m ore to the story ofscaling
properties. Itislikely thatthe fullscaling propertiescan be unraveled only atm uch higher
valuesofN ,butunfortunately,sim ulationswith N valuessigni� cantly higherthan 50 require
im practically long tim es.

In sum m ary,we� nd thatassigning equalprobability to allm echanically stableforcecon-
� gurationsforrigid,frictionlesssphericalgrains(with orwithoutm ass)in a two-dim ensional
hexagonally close-packed geom etry yields a double-peaked response. The peaks are single
grain diam eter wide,they lie on the two downward lattice directions em anating from the
pointofapplication ofF .W ith increasing depth,the m agnitude ofthe peaksdecreases,and
a third peak starts to develop directly below the applied force. Near (and on) the bottom
layeronly the m iddle peak persists;i.e.,the responsebecom essingle-peaked.Asthe num ber
oflayers is increased,the transition from double to single peak takes place deeper in the
packing.M oreover,forgrainseach with m assm ,thepeakspenetratethepackingdeeperwith
largerF .The standard deviation ofthe responseissim ilarin shape to the response,butthe
peaksareweaker.

W e em phasize that the results presented here are obtained for the boundary condition
F
(i;1)

3
� F0.ThecaseF

(i;1)

3
< F0 and otherkindsofboundary conditionshavebeen analyzed

elsewhere [18,19]. These results together indicate that the quantitative behaviour of the
response depends crucially on the side forces (i.e. boundary conditions) | this feature is
consistentwith othertheoreticalapproaches[7].In particular,wenote thatthe transition to

a single-peaked responsedoesnottakeplaceforF (i;1)

3
su� ciently sm all.

W e also note thatthe double-peaked structure ofboth the m ean response and the stan-
dard deviation ofthe response isin qualitative agreem entwith experim ents[11{13],butthe
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 uctuationsobserved in them odelarem uch weakerthan found in experim ents[12].Another
crucialdi� erencebetween ourand theexperim entalresultsisthatin thism odelthepeaksare
single-diam eterwide,while in experim entsthe peakswiden with depth [12]. Thisdi� erence
probably stem sfrom thefactthatin experim entsthee� ectofinter-grain friction can neverbe
neglected. Presence offriction would also certainly m ake  uctuations in the response �Wi;j
stronger.A study ofthe e� ectsoffriction on the response along the linesof[26]istherefore
an im portantdirection forfuture work.

It is a pleasure to thank J.-P.Bouchaud,D.Dhar,J.M .J.van Leeuwen,B.Nienhuis,
J.Snoeijerand D.W olfforusefuldiscussions.Financialsupportwasprovided by the Dutch
research organization FO M (Fundam enteelO nderzoek derM aterie).
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