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A bstract
Jam m ing is a phenom enon occurring in system s as diverse as tra ¢, colloidal suspensions and
granular m aterials. A theory on the reversble elastic deformm ation of pmm ed states is presented.
First, an explicit granular stress-strain relation is derived that capturesm any relevant features of
sand, ncluding especially the Coulom b yield surface and a third-order pm m ing transition. T hen
this approach is generalized, and em ployed to consider am m ed m agneto— and electro-rheological

uids, again producing resuls that com pare well to experim ents and sin ulations.
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W e start our study of pmm ing fli] in granular system s, by deriving an appropriate stress-
strain relation from a sin ple, postulated elastic energy. Tt acoounts for the reversible elastic
defom ation of granular system s, up to the point of yield, and reproduces m any relevant
results from granular physics and soil m echanics B, 3], mcluding the com pliance tensor,
Rankine states, and shear dilatancy. M oreover, the elastic energy is convex only below the
Coulomb yield condition and beocom es unstable there. A s a resul, the system escapes from
the strained state and looses shaperigidity, providing an explanation why sand ungm s.
N ext, the granular elastic energy is shown to be a special case of a m ore generally valid
energy expansion, w ith resoect to the shear strain. R ealizing that this expansion m ay serve
as the starting point to account for other pmm ed system s, we use it to consider colloidal
suspensions f4], speci cally m agneto-and ekctrotheolbgical uids, which solidify at  elds
strong enough [, '§]. Again, an energy expression is proposed, from which the m agnetic,
dielectric and elastic behavior is deduced, especially the solid- uid phase diagram .

O urbasic understanding of sand is due to C oulom b, w ho noted that itsm ost consoicuous
property is yield: A pilke of dry sand possesses a critical slope that it w ill not exceed. His
Insightfil conclusion is that the quotient of shear stress over pressure m ust not exoeed a
certain value, j ¢ FP £. W et sand can sustain a an all shear stress . even at vanishing
pressure. It satis es the M ohr<C oulom b condition, jsj P+ o, se 7.

It is standard praxis in soilm echanics to calculate the stress distribution by taking the
stress ;5 as som e function ofthe strain u;;. Unfortunately, the calculated stress distribution
routinely contradicts the Coulomb condition, and yield must be postulated, ex post facto,
where it isnot satis ed. An In provem ent of this som ew hat brute m ethod is given by the
Rankine states, = P ¢, which should hold close to yield. The am eliorated calculation
is given by acospting the result of elasticity away from the region of failure, postulating a
R ankine state close to i, and connecting both an oothly. C learly, In spite of ingenious ways
to circum vent it, the basic problem is the lack of a stress-strain relation ujj ( 1), w ith which
a realistic stress distrdbbution can be calculated.

Ifwe had ujj ( x1), the ncrem ental relation, wj = Qui=Q@ x1) 1« i1 k1 IS easily
derived. T he elam ents of the com pliance tensor ;5 can also be cbtained from experim ents,
inwhich wy, the strain response to a stress change 4, ism easured R]. A Tthough integrat—
ng themeasured iy should in principle Jead to ui;4 ( «1), this isa hard, backw ard operation
{mademoredi cul by the typical scatter ofdata, partly from irreversible plastic deform a-



tions. This circum stance has Jed m any to espouse the view that ;s is history-dependent,
that an explicit uj; ( x1) (from which to deduce ;1) doesnot exist. D i erent elasto-plastic
theories, som e exceedingly com plex, have been constructed to account for iy, ncluding
both elastic and plastic defom ations, though a universally accspted m odel ism issing g].

Con ning our study to reversbl elastic deform ations, we derive a stressstrain relation
to acoount for the listed granular behavior. W e start from the elastic energy

w=2%@ *+Aul); 1)

where u is the com pression, u?

djul; is shear strain squared. (.. denotes the
trace of the strain and ugj its traceless part. ;u = 0 inply the grains are In contact but
not com pressed or sheared.) A ;B > 0 are functions of the void ratio e, an independent
variabl. W e adopt the sam e em pirical expression for both, A ;B 247 H=@1+ e),
se B]. Eq @) is clearly evocative of the Hertz contact: The energy of com pressing two
elastic spheres scalesw ith (4 h)?®, where 4 h is the change in height @]. W riting the energy
aszE (4 h)?, thee ective Youngmodulus E 4 h9” vanishes with 4 h. The physics for
the shearm odulus is assum ed to be sim ilar.

W e postulate Eq 1) to consider its ram 1 cations { noting that it should be possbk to
derive it em ploying m icro-m echanics [L0]: A though an intricate task, i isnotasdi cultas
calculating the stress ;3 or the com pliance tensor ;4 directly. Ream arkably, assum ing that
both m odulivanish with °7, we take sand to be arbitrarily pliablk, not at all \fragike" [11].
D i1 erentiating the energy w with respect to , g yields the pressure P and shear 4, two
scaler quantities; di erentiating it w ith respect to uy yields the com plete stress tensor 45,

P Qw=@ =2B '®+ 1A ul="’%; @)
. Qw=@u=A °®u,: 3)
5 @w=Ruy= P+ A “Puy: @)

This is the announoed static stressstrain relation. The rsttem in P is wellkknown and
considered characteristic of Hertz contacts. The second tem , acoounting both for shear
dilatancy and yield, isnew . D ilatancy: Holding P constant, decreases (and the volum e
expands) with grow ing us. Y ield: For given u,, the com pressbility @P =@ )! is negative
if issu cintly small. This mplies lack of local stability, and the system will not re—

man in the strained state. It is then, wihout the capability to sustain static shear, In



a fundam ental sense \ uid" { though by no means necessarily Newtonian. In fact, the
energy looses stability even before @P =@ tums negative, as the cross convexity condition
@*w=@ ?) @*w=@u?) @w=@ @u)?,oru’=? 5B=2A,aloneedstobemet.W esaw the
signi cance of nstability in a previouswork [I2], but did not realize the follow ing rem arkable
point and its consequences: R ew riting the cross convexity condition by replacing ;u w ih
P; s lradsdirectly to (the D ruckerP rager variant [7,] of) the Coulomb yield condiion,

p
3§ FP 4A=5B : 5)

Toacoount forwet sand, theterm P, With P, > 0) isadded to theenergy w . This in plies
a force (ypically supplied by the water's surface tension) that com presses the grains even
w ithout an applied pressure. T he additional term does not change the convexity condition,
only substitutesP + P, orP .n Eq @). As a resul, Eq () assum es the M ohr€ oulomb
fom, 3.3 @ + pc)p 47 =5B .

As any other elasticity theory, the stress-strain relation of Eqs @,3)4) m ay be directly
solved w ith appropriate boundary conditions to obtain a com plete stress distribution. Be—
cause it includes yield as given by Eq {§), the Rankine states are autom atically predicted
w here instability is close. And the com pliance tensor ;i is cbtained by sinple di erenti-
ation. W riting w3 = i1 x1 as a vector equation, ~ = M o, wihM a6 6 m atrix,
we see yield is signi ed if an E igenvalue m; of M vanishes, wih the E genvector 1w indi-
cating the direction of instability. Explicit calculation shows wk (@m =Q@~), mplying w
is perpendicular to the yield surface, m; ) Js] Pp 4A=5B = 0. Ifthere isno plastic
contrbution, this mplies ow s perpendicular to the yield surface, a circum stance referred
to as the \associated ow rulk" '[7].

Tn view ofthese results, there can be little doubt that Eq (1) indeed captures the essence
ofgranularelasticity. A nd the rem aining question is: To which extent is it also a quantitative
rendition. To test this, we com pare the calculated 5 to the data gathered recently Eﬂ],
over a w ide range of pressure, shear stress and void ratio. (Specifying these three variables,
the reversble granular response is unique, show ing no history-dependence.) Fi.d is a
typical plot, with an overall agreem ent that further con msEq i(l). (The expression for

i5k1 1S too cumbersom e to be displayed here. It will be given in a forthcom ing single-
issue paper containing extensive com parison.) Note the ratio A=B is xed by the Coulomb

friction coe cient ¢, so the theory hasonly one overall scale factor, and no actualadjistable
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FIG .1: ThePoisson ratios ,x; xy,theYoungm odulik ,;E = E, and the shearm oduliG .4 ;G xy,
m easured B] wih Ham River sand at xx= ,, = 045 and a void ratio of 0.66, com pared to the
calculated curves assum ng B = %A = 6800M pa, wih E; Di, G i3 % ijlij, 1 1H§§= iidie
(¢, y are horizontal directions, z the vertical one.) Note these coe cients are paimw ise equal for
Iinear elasticity, but deviate from each other nonlinearly; theory and experin ent egoecially agree

w ith regpect to the direction of deviations, ., the fact that ,x > yy,E; > Ex = Ey,Gx = Gyy.

param eter. (Them ost in portante ectm issing nEq (1) isprobably \fabricanisotropy" '2].)

Sw itching now to a broader context, we proceed to discrin inate between the general
feature of the above theory and those aspects speci ¢ to granular elasticity. This should
give us a better appreciation why Eq {I}) is as sucocessfil], and also help to apply the same
approach to other pmm ed system s. G enerally speaking, the energy should be a function of
at least two variabls, us and £, wih f beihg the one driving the transition, taking place
at f.. In sand, suspensions, and electro-theological uids, £ is regpectively given by the

com pression  , concentration, and the electric eld. Expanding the energy In y,
- 1 142,
wW = Wo(f)+ EKUS, (6)

the shear m odulus K is a function of f, typically K (£ £H? wih a > 0 in the solid
phase (£ > f.), and K 0 In the liquid one (f < £). This dependence is cbserved in
suspensions [4], sinulations (4] and, with a %, works well for sand. W e take i as an

Input. Local stability requires K > 0 and

wo> [K9%=K  ZKuZ2  4; (7)



ensuring w is convex In f;ug. Because a@+ 1) (f fF? ispositive, the nequality
is always violated when ug becom es su  ciently large, rendering instability, and hence the
unpmm ing transition, a generic feature. Iffa < 2, diverges forf ! £, and unamm Ing
occurs at vanishing values of ug (@ssum ing wg3 ram ains nie). This ensures the validity of
the expansion ofEq @).

Considering the pmm Ing transition In the shearfiree Iimit ug ! 0, we dentify i { by
analogy to conventional phase transitions { as of n™ order, if @'w,=Qf' is continuous for
i< n,butnot ori=n.W ithw, 2°, sand displays a third-order am m ing transition.

Yield at nite shear, as a result of the energetic instability, Eq (7), is not an equiliorium
transition, because the liquid phase m oves and dissipates. This may well be com pared
to raising the tam perature T In a current-carrying superconductor, such that the m etal is
pushed Into its nom alstate carrying a dissipative, ohm ic current. In fact, ifone identi es f
as T, replaces ug w ith the super uid velocity ¥ (and hence ¢ with the current, = ovs),
Eq () isvald for superconductors, and super uid helum K uZ ! 2 ,vZ, respectively with

s T T and q (T TY° [8]. M acrosopically, pmm Ing and phase transition are
clearly hard to tell apart, and their conceptual di erence m ust be subtle.

Next, we consider ER and MR (or electro— and m agneto-rheological) uids, em ploying
them as further exam ples for the above notion of am m ing. A hough experim entaldata are
as yet not con ning enough for an unam biguous determ ination of their energy, plausibility
may bedrawn on to Ilthegap. n ER uids, the dielectric displacem ent D assum es the rok
ofthe transition-driving variable £ . W riting the shear-free part oftheenergy aswg = wi+ w,,
we take wy = 1D =, accounting for a linear dielectric relation, and w, = 24 ©  D.)%,
assum Ing that linearity prevails after the transition at D .. T his is a second-order transition,
and the electric ed E @w=@D hasakink atQ:WehaveE = D=, forD D., and
E Ec= O D.)=, forD > D, with 1l=,= 1=, 4, E. D=1. @A discontinuiy In
E ,ora rstorder transition, was to our know ledge never reported. H igher order transitions
are possible, seem even likely, but they are not com patible w ith a lnear constitutive relation
after the transition.) w, is the condensation energy, so 4 m ust be positive for solidi cation
to takeplace. (TakingD ! B,E ! H yildsthe analogous ormulasforM R uids.) G iven
woand K = A D D.)?, the energy w of Eq () is speci ed. W e calulate the dielectric

relation E @w=@D j,, elastic relation Qw=@u} ,and rewrite Eq {]) In tem sofE ; 4
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FIG . 2: Elastic and diekctric properties, ncluding the yield point, for electro— and m agneto-

rheological uids: Shear stress g versus shear strain ug at xed electric eldE ,andE E . versus

D D, (orH H . versus B B.) at xed 4, for the exponents a = 2;1;02. Choosihg the

din ension of both curves such that the yield ponnts are at (1,1) render the curves universal {
ram oving the dependency on (i) allm aterial param eters other than the exponent a, (i) E in the
upper plt, and ({i) ¢ In the lower one. The relation s@ug) fora = 1;2 agree w ith data from

experin ents and sin ulations {_l-g]

to obtain the yield condition,

[2@+ 1Pt

R 1+% .
1 @ BT Ao ®)

Theexponenta= 1,orayield stressj,j #H H)>? isobserved ormostM R— uids'[Ip].
T he sam e value isalso appropriate fora few ER— uidsi[L7], though the yield stress istypically
quadratic §,18], 3 € E)?, hdicatinga= 2. An ER- uid capabk of sustaining an
unusually high shear strength was reported [§] to digplay a nearly linear dependence of the
yied stress, jgJ E E,ora 1l.Fora= 0,the chearmodulusK is ndependent ofthe

eld, and there is no yield at all. This is the reason the square root in Eq i(8) diverges for
a! 0, and possbly explains the cbserved high yield stress.

F inally, the above approach and resuls are crtically appraised. G ranular vocabulary is
em ployed for this purposs, though the statem ents are equally valid forER and MR uids.)

In physics, every m icroscopic state hasa unique energy. T he sam e holds form acroscopic ones

ifwe insist on a consistent description. T he m acroscopic energy alw ays depends on entropy



and conserved quantities, such asm om entum and m assdensity. A nd ifthe considered system
can sustain static shear stresses, the strain  eld y; must also be included as an independent
variable, where u;; is to be understood, In soikm echanical parlance, as the reversble elastic
portion of the strain eld.

It is a plain fact that sand piks, if keft alone under graviy, are stabl { in soite of every
kind of n nitesin al perturbations, which are always present. This dem onstrates sand’s
capability to sustain static shear and is the reason for including u;;. Irrespective whether a
unigue displacam ent  eld exists, the elastic description em ploying u; is robust enough to be
valid. Thisisnot di erent from super uid heliim w ith vortex lines, In which the description
in tem softhevelocity ve = —r  remains sound, although thephase eld ismultivalied.

G iven an energy expression w, its derivative @w =@u;; yields the stress tensor 4, and is
second dertvative @%w =@u;3Quy; the nverse ofthe com pliance tensor  ;51. In soilm echanics,
the usual approach consists of postulating the stress dependence of the 18 independent
com ponents of 4, directly, while seeking the account for the plastic contribution at the
sam e tin e, referring to the result as constitutive relations B]. T his is quite cbviously a much
harder task than nding the one approprate scalar expression for the energy w which, even
ifheavy-handedly sin pli ed, preserves a large num ber of geom etric correlation by them ere
fact that iy isobtained via a double di erentiation. W e believe this to be them ain reason
why the calculated 41 stood up so wellwhen com pared to the extensive data of B].

T he expression we proposed n Eq (1) is lndeed the result of weighing sin plicity versus
accuracy whilke stressing the form er, and hence is sub Ect to further scrutiny. A s discussed,
it inclides rst of all an expansion in u: w = K u? assum ing K ., Starting from
w = % B **+ A 2u?) ;n {12], we considered the experin ents of inclined plane, sin ple shear
and triaxialtest to arriveat a  04,b  0:5 giving the best agreem ent! [,9]. On the other
hand is the fact that the Coulomb yield condition, Eq (§), ram ains unchanged as long as
a = b. And it becom es Inplicit if a;b deviate from each other { though the num erical
di erenceisat rstmodest. Our tentative choice isa= b=;.
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