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A bstract.

W e study the response ofa two-dim ensionalhexagonalpacking ofm assless,rigid,

frictionlesssphericalgrainsdueto a vertically downward pointforceon a singlegrain

at the top layer. W e use a statistical approach, where each m echanically stable

con� gurationofcontactforcesisequallylikely.W eshow thatthisproblem isequivalent

to a correlated q-m odel. W e � nd thatthe response is double-peaked,where the two

peaks,sharp and single-grain diam eterwide,lieon thetwodownward latticedirections

em anating from thepointoftheapplication oftheexternalforce.Forsystem sof� nite

size,them agnitudeofthesepeaksdecreasestowardsthebottom ofthepacking,while

progressively a broader,centralm axim um appearsbetween the peaks. The response

behaviour displays a rem arkable scaling behaviour with system size N : while the

responsein the bulk ofthe packing scalesas 1

N
,on the boundary itisindependentof

N ,so thatin thetherm odynam iclim itonly thepeakson thelatticedirectionspersist.

This qualitative behaviour is extrem ely robust,as dem onstrated by our sim ulation

resultswith di� erentboundary conditions.W ehaveobtained exactexpressionsofthe

responseand highercorrelationsforany system sizein term sofintegerscorresponding

to an underlying discretestructure.
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1. Introduction

Staticpropertiesofgranularpackingshavebeen a very active�eld ofresearch in recent
years. Granular packings are assem blies ofm acroscopic particles that interact only
via m echanicalrepulsion m ediated through physicalcontacts [1,2]. In contrast with
continuum solids, forces on individual grains in a granular packing can be directly
accessed both experim entally [3{5]and num erically [6{9]. These forces are found to
be organized in highly heterogeneous networks that depend strongly on construction
history ofthe packing [10]. Statisticalstudies, m otivated to dealwith such history
dependence and heterogeneity ofthe forces on individualgrains,have identi�ed two
m ain globalcharacteristics ofstatic granularpackings. First,the distribution forthe
m agnitudes of inter-grain forces is very broad, with an exponentialdecay for large
forcem agnitudesand a plateau atsm allforcem agnitudes[3,6].Secondly,the average
responseofthepackingstoasingleverticallydownwardsexternalforcedependsstrongly
on theunderlyinggeom etry:in ordered packings,theapplied forceism ainlytransm itted
alongtheprincipallatticedirectionsem anatingfrom thepointofapplicationoftheforce,
whilein disordered packingsthereisa singleverticalpropagation direction [4,5,7].

Althoughalargenum berofdi�erenttheoreticalm odelshavebeenproposedtostudy
these two globalcharacteristicsofgranularpackings,each ofthese m odelssuccessfully
accounts foratm ostone ofthem . Forexam ple,the so-called q-m odel[11]isa scalar
lattice m odelthat describes the uctuations in force transm ission within a granular
packingatthe�rstapproxim ation.W hilethism odeldoesproducerealisticdistributions
forthem agnitudesofinter-grain forces(seeRef.[12]fora m oredetailed discussion),it
predictsa di�usiveresponseto a singleexternalforcein conictwith experim ents[13].
On the other hand,vectorialextensions ofthe q-m odel[13],com patible with a m ore
general\stress-only" approach [14],were shown to lead to stochastic wave equations.
Forweakdisorder,theseequationspredictaray-likepropagationofstressesin agreem ent
with experim ents,butforstrong disorder,the corresponding behaviourofthe stresses
is less clear-cut. This has further led to the introduction ofan ad-hoc \force chain
splitting" m odel[15]. The vectorial extensions of the q-m odeland the force-chain
splitting m odelsdo predictrealistic response behaviourforgranularpackings,butthe
relationbetween m icroscopicstochasticityandresultingdistributionsforthem agnitudes
of inter-grain forces within these m odels is not entirely clear. Finally, in contrast
with these stochastic approaches, classicalelastic theory has been used for years in
the engineering com m unity [16,17]. The predictions ofthis theory for the response
behaviourofgranularpackingsm atch theexperim entalresultsrathersuccessfully [18].
However,elasticity theory providesonly a m acroscopic,average leveldescription,and
thusitprovidesno inform ation on theforcedistribution.M oreover,itsderivation from
thegrain-levelm echanicsstillseem sto bea signi�cantchallenge[16,17].

From this perspective,a unifying approach leading to both realistic uctuations
in theindividualinter-grain forcem agnitudesand transm issionsofforcesin a granular
packing clearly seem sto benecessary.Interestingly,in a di�erentcontext(nam ely,that
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ofgranularcom paction)a basisforsuch an approach hasbeen laid down by Edwards
yearsago [19,20].By analogy with conventionalstatisticalm echanics,thefundam ental
hypothesis is to consider all \jam m ed" con�gurations equally likely. Although no
m icroscopicjusti�cation forsuch an ergodicassum ption isavailableso far,experim ents
and num ericalstudies ofquasi-static granular m edia support such a therm odynam ic
picture[22].Itthusseem svery tem ptingtoextend thishypothesistothestudy offorces
in static granularpackings by considering sets offorces belonging to allm echanically
stablecon�gurationsequally likely.

Ifthisidea ofequalprobability ensem ble isto be applied to study the forcesin a
granularpacking,ithastoberealized thattwolevelsofrandom nessaregenerallypresent
in theensem bleofforcesforstablegranularpackings[2].Thisstem sfrom thefactthat
forcesin agranularpackingdepend criticallyon theunderlyingcontactnetworkbetween
the grains. Contactnetworksthatare deem ed isostatic uniquely determ ine the forces
adm issible on them ,and thus,the application ofthe equal-probability hypothesis to
packingswith isostatic contactnetworksam ountsto considering each contactnetwork
equally likely. Such a consideration leads to wave equations in disordered geom etry
whach are in conict with experim ents [21]. However,realistic contact networks are
genericallynon-isostatic,andthefactthatseveralforcecon�gurationscan becom patible
with a given non-isostaticcontactnetwork givesriseto thesecond levelofrandom ness
[8,9,23].

Instead of applying Edward’s hypothesis to both levels of random ness
sim ultaneously,anatural�rststep istoapplytheuniform probabilityhypothesis�rstto
a �xed contactnetwork,and then possibly averageovervariouscontactnetworks.Such
a study in a �xed contactnetwork hasrecently been shown to producedistributionsfor
the m agnitudesofinter-grain forcesthatcom pare very wellwith experim ents [24]. In
Ref.[25]we briey showed thatthe application ofthe uniform probability hypothesis
in an ordered geom etry also leads to a response to an externalforce qualitatively in
agreem entwith experim ents.In thispaper,wereportthesam estudyinfulldetail.M ore
precisely,we determ ine the behaviourofthe response ofa two-dim ensionalhexagonal
packing ofrigid,frictionlessand m asslesssphericalgrainsplaced between two vertical
walls(see Fig.1),due to a vertically downward force W ext applied on a single grain at
the top layer. W e de�ne the response ofthe packing as

h

hW i;ji� hW
(0)

i;j i
i

=W ext,where

W i;j and W
(0)

i;j are the verticalforces transm itted by the (i;j)-th grain to the layer
below itrespectively with and withoutapplied externalforceW ext.Form asslessgrains
W

(0)

i;j � 0. The angularbracketshere denote averaging with equalprobability overall
con�gurationsofm echanically stablenon-negativecontactforces.

W e�nd thattheproblem ofequally-probableforcecon�gurationsin thehexagonal
geom etry isequivalentto a correlated q-m odel.Using thisform ulation,sim ulationsfor
a variety ofboundary conditionsshow thattheresponseto an externalforceapplied on
thetopofthepackingdisplaystwosym m etricpeakslyingpreciselyonthetwodownward
lattice directions em anating from the point of application of the force. M oreover,
the response exhibits rem arkable scaling with the system size, im plying that in the
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therm odynam ic lim it the peaks propagate allthe way to the bottom ofthe packing.
Surprisingly,averagevalueshW i;jiaswellashighercorrelationscan becalculated exactly
for any system size via this form ulation. W e show that allthese quantities can be
expressed in term sofintegerscorresponding to an underlying discretestructure.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2,we exam ine the equal-probability
hypothesisin a �xed geom etry,and itsapplication to thehexagonalgeom etry in detail.
In Sec. 3,we num erically study the response aswellasthe distributionsofthe single
q’sand correlationsbetween them . In Sec. 5 we detailthe fulltheoreticalcalculation
ofhW i;jiand highercorrelationsforany system size. W e �nally end thispaperwith a
discussion in Sec.6.

........

Wext

... ...

................ ........

... ...

Wext
...

 , ...,    
i =

1        N

j =           p1, ... ,

...

... ...

... ...

(a) (b)

Figure 1. O urm odel: (a)N � p array ofhexagonally close-packed rigid frictionless

spherical grains in two-dim ensions. At the top, there is only a single vertically

downward pointforceapplied on onegrain.(b)Form asslessgrains,theverticalforces

arenon-zeroonly insideatriangleform ed by thetwolatticedirectionsem anating from

thepointofapplication ofW ext,so thatwecan restrictourstudy to thatdom ain.The

horizontalforceson boundariesofthetriangulardom ain arethesam easthoseon the

boundariesin (a).

2. U niform M easure on the Force Ensem ble

2.1.Force Ensem ble in Generic Packings

To startwith,letusexam ine m ore closely the inter-grain forcesin a granularpacking
[27].Aspointed outearlier,thegrainsm utually interactonly via(m echanical)repulsive
contactforces.Thecontactsareassum ed pointlike,andin thepresentstudy,weconsider
only frictionlessgrains,so thateach contactforceislocally norm alto thegrain surface.
Thus, the m ost fundam entalentity entering the description of forces in a granular
packing isthecontactnetwork,i.e.,thesetofallcontactpointswith directionsnorm al
to thegrain surfacesatrespective contacts[20].
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Considersuch a contactnetwork form ed by a packing ofP grainswith Q contacts.
Forsim plicity,werestrictourselvestotwodim ensionsin thefollowinganalysis.Ateach
contactk for1� k � Q,theforceisrepresented by itsm agnitudeFk along thelocally
norm aldirection to thegrain surface,with theconvention thata positivem agnitudeof
Fk corresponds to a repulsive force. The forcesapplied on a given grain m ust satisfy
threeNewton’sequations:two forbalancingforcesin thex and y directionsand onefor
balancing torque.Forthesystem in itsentirety,thecontactforcescan begrouped in a
colum n vectorF consisting ofQ non-negative scalarsfFkg,satisfying S = 3P stability
equations represented by A � F = Fext. Here,Fext is an S-dim ensionalcolum n vector
representing the externalforcesand torqueson the grains,and A isan S � Q m atrix
uniquely speci�ed by thecontactnetwork.Ifthegrainsin question aredisks,asisthe
case in m ostoftheoreticaland num ericalstudies,the torque balance isautom atically
satis�ed,and the totalnum ber ofequations S drops to 2P. Note also that there is
som e freedom in the de�nition ofF: a contactforce between a grain and a boundary
can eitherbeconsidered asan internalforce,i.e.,asa partofF;orasan externalforce,
in which caseitbecom esa partofFext.

In the above description, if A is invertible | which ofcourse im plies Q = S

| the force con�guration allowed on the contact network is unique: such a contact
network iscalled isostatic.Otherwiseeitherthereisan extended setE ofallowed force
con�gurations,in which case the network is called hyperstatic,or there is none,the
packing underconsideration isunstableundertheim posed externalforces.

Theoreticalargum entssuggestthatperfectly rigid grainsgenerically form isostatic
packings[26].Physicalgrainsareofcourseneverin�nitely rigid,and thecorresponding
contact networks are hyperstatic. These observations are con�rm ed by num erical
studies,which m oreover�nd thattheconvergencetoisostaticity with increasingrigidity
ofthegrainsisratherslow [23].To determ inetheforcesuniquely,onethen in principle
hasto takeinto accountthe\forcelaw",which relatesthedeform ation ofa particleto
theforceapplied on it,aswellastheconstruction history ofthepacking.

Nevertheless, som e m acroscopic properties of a granular packing, such as the
ditributionofforcem agnitudesandtheshapeoftheaverageresponsetoapointforce,are
independentofthedetailsoftheforcelaw [24].From thatpointofview,ifoneconsiders
a packing ofgrainsoflargebut�nite rigidity,the deform ationsofthegrainsaresm all
withrespecttotheircharacteristicsizes,andthesedeform ationscouldbealteredwithout
essentially m odifying the (hyperstatic)contactnetwork [24]. Experim entally,thiscan
be achieved by gently tapping the packing without adding or rem oving contacts [2].
W ithouthaving to delvedeeperin them icroscopicforcelaws,onecan then analyzethe
contactforcecon�gurationsasa subsetofthesetE ofallowed forcecon�gurations.By
analogy to classicalstatisticalm echanics,onecan study thestatisticalpropertiesofthe
set E. A naturalstarting point is to assum e that any point in E is visited with the
sam e frequency,sim ilar to a m icrocanonicalensem ble. In other words,one assigns a
uniform probability m easureon E,underwhich allallowed contactforcecon�gurations
are equally likely. W e should however keep in m ind that a priori there is no clear
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justi�cation forsuch an ergodichypothesis.
The uniform m easure on E can be de�ned m ore precisely. The setofallsolutions

ofA � F = Fext is an a�ne space,whose dim ension is the dim ension ofthe kernelof
A , and E is a subset ofthat space where Fk � 0 8k = 1:::Q. It can be shown
thatE isusually a com pactpolygon [8],so thatthe uniform m easure iswellde�ned.
For a hyperstatic packing, K er(A) is non-zero, and a param etrization ofE can be
constructed via the three following steps: (1)one �rstidenti�esan orthonorm albasis
fF(l)g (l= 1;:::;dK = Q � S)thatspansthespaceofK er(A );(2)onethen determ ines
a unique solution F(0) ofA � F

(0) = Fext by requiring F(0):F(l) = 0 forl= 1;:::;dK ;and

(3) one �nally obtains allsolutions ofA � F = Fext as F = F
(0) +

Q � SP

l= 1

flF
(l),where fl

are realnum bers. The restriction ofthe fl’sto a setS generating non-negative forces
isa possibleparam etrization ofE.Theuniform m easureon E isthusequivalentto the
uniform m easured� =

Q

k

dFk �(A � F� Fext)�(F k)=
Q

l

dfl on S.

2.2.Force Ensem ble in the HexagonalGeom etry

(      ) (      )

     

(      )(      )(      ) (     )

(     )

(     )

(     )

(     )(     )

(     )

(     )

(     )

(  )

N, j
F3

N, j
F4

N, jW

N, jF2

N, j

1Fi, j

1F i, j
F2

i, j
F3

F5

i, j

i, j
F4

i, jF6F5

 , j1

 , j1
F4

 , j1F6

 , j1
F3

j
W  ext

(b) (c)(a)

Figure 2. Schem atically shown forceson the j-th grain in the i-th layer:(a)i= 1,

(b)i� N and (c)i= N ;F
(i;j)
m � 0 8m .

W ewillnow apply thegeneralm ethod described in Sec.2.1toahexagonalpacking
ofm onodisperse,rigid and frictionlessdisksunderthelocalized externalforceW ext (see.
Fig. 1). W e willconcentrate on m assless particles since considering m asses does not
fundam entallychangethequalitativebehaviour[25].Ouraim istocalculatethem ean of
W i;j =

p
3

2

h

F
(i;j)

1 + F
(i;j)

2

i

(seeFig.2)by considering alladm issible forcecon�gurations
to beequally likely.

2.2.1. Force balance on individualgrains: To startwith,we calculate the forcesF (i;j)

5

and F (i;j)

6 foreach grain in term sofotherforcesby using Newton’sequations.Forthe
top layer,i.e.,i= 1 [Fig.2(a)],

F
(1;j)

5 =
1
p
3
W

j

ext+ [F (1;j)

4 � F
(1;j)

3 ]

F
(1;j)

6 =
1
p
3
W

j

ext� [F (1;j)

4 � F
(1;j)

3 ]; (1)
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whilefora grain in thebulk [Fig.2(b)]

F
(i;j)

5 = F
(i;j)

2 + [F (i;j)

4 � F
(i;j)

3 ]

F
(i;j)

6 = F
(i;j)

1 � [F (i;j)

4 � F
(i;j)

3 ]; (2)

and �nally forthebottom layer[Fig.2(c)],

W N ;j =

p
3

2

h

F
(N ;j)

1 + F
(N ;j)

2

i

F
(N ;j)

4 � F
(N ;j)

3 =
1

2

h

F
(N ;j)

1 � F
(N ;j)

2

i

: (3)

In ourstudy,a vertically downward forceW ext isapplied on a singlegrain j0 in the
toplayer,i.e.,W (1;j) = W ext�j;j0.Equations(1-3)thenshow thatthisforcecanpropagate
onlyinsideatriangleform ed bythetwodownward latticedirectionsem anatingfrom the
grain j0.Outsidethetriangle,allnon-horizontalforcesarezero,and forthehorizontal
ones, F (i;j)

3 = F
(i;j)

4 . Since our m ain interest are the W (1;j)’s, this im plies that we
can restrict ourselves to the triangular dom ain,for which the forces exerted on the
boundariesarethe sam e asthe forceson theboundary ofthe originalsystem [see Fig.
1(b)].

2.2.2. Param etrization ofthe force ensem ble: As stated in Sec. 2.1,F contains one
scalar (force m agnitude) for each inter-grain contact. This is a consequence ofthe
action-reaction principle,which gives the following identi�cations for 1 < i� N and
1< j� i:

F
(i;j)

1 = F
(i� 1;j� 1)

6 ; F
(i;j)

2 = F
(i� 1;j)

5 ; and F
(i;j)

3 = F
(i;j� 1)

4 :(4)

W econsidertwo di�erentverticalboundaries:(i)\hard walls" described in Fig.1
and (ii)periodicboundariesin thejdirection.W hilein both casesthecontactnetwork
isclearly hyperstatic,thecon�gurationsoftheinternalforcesareslightly di�erent.W e
startwith thecaseof\hard walls".

Forreasons which willbecom e clear later on,we willconsider the contact forces
on the right and the bottom boundaries as internalforces,i.e.,as a part ofF,while
the forceson the top and rightboundarieswillbe considered asa partofFext.Sim ple
counting then showsthatQ = 3

2
N 2 + 1

2
N ,whilethenum berofequationsisN (N + 1),

im plying thatdK = N (N � 1)

2
.

Notice from Eqs. (1-2) that in this description, the lateral forces F
(i;j)

3 and
F
(i;j)

4 enterthe equationsforthe non-horizontalforcesonly via theirdi�erence G i;j =
F
(i;j)

4 � F
(i;j)

3 for i = 1:::N � 1 and j = 1:::p. A naturalparam etrization ofE is
given by these G i;j’s:oncetheG i;j are�xed,alltheothernon-horizontalforcescan be
uniquely determ ined by solving Eqs. (1-3)layer by layer from top down. It is easily
seen thatthenum beroftheseparam etersisindeed dK ,and thatthey correspond to an
orthonorm albasisofK erA .

Thus,thesetE isparam etrized by theG i;j’s,and theG i;j’sarerestricted within a
subsetS in orderto keep allinternalforcesnon-negative. The non-negativity ofF (i;j)

5
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and F (i;j)

6 im plies

�
1
p
3
W ext � G 1;j0 �

1
p
3
W ext and � F

(i;j)

2 � G i;j � F
(i;j)

1 : (5)

Furtherm ore,thehorizontalforcescan beexpressed as

F
(i;j)

4 = F
(i;1)

3 +
jP

j0= 1

G i;j0; (6)

where F (i;1)

3 ’s are externalforces. Ifthe m agnitudes ofF (i;1)

3 ’s are taken to be larger
then 2p

3
W ext,then itiseasy to see thatF (i;j)

4 ’srem ain positive forallvaluesofG i;j’s

that satisfy inequality (5);otherwise,to have F (i;j)

3 � 0,the available range foreach
G i;j would havetobefurtherrestricted within theboundsde�ned by theinequality (5).
In this paper,we concentrate on the case F (i;1)

3 = 2p
3
W ext where the fullrange (5) is

allowed.W ewillconsiderthecaseF (i;1)

3 < 2p
3
W ext briey in Sec.3.1.

Noticethatthepositivity conditionsforF (i;j)

4 ’sde�ned viaEq.(6)istheonly place
where the precise valuesofF (i;1)

3 ’senterthe analysis. Clearly,considering F (i;1)

3 ’sasa
partofF would lead to them being param etersofE (and thusan unbounded S dueto
thelack ofupperboundsofF (i;1)

3 ’s).W ethereforechooseF (i;1)

3 ’sasexternalforceswith
�xed values 2p

3
W ext to keep S bounded and theuniform m easurewell-de�ned.

W ith the above convention,the setS isan (N � 1)N

2
-dim ensionalpolyhedron in the

G i;j-spacede�ned by inequalities(5).Theresponseofthepacking to theexternalforce
W ext isthen de�ned as

hW i;ji�
1

N

Z

S

W i;j

Y

k;l

dG k;l; (7)

i.e.,theaveragesh:::iarede�ned overan ensem ble offorcecon�gurations,where each

forcecon�guration isequally likely,with N =
Z

S

Y

k;l

dG k;lthenorm alization constant.

M ostofthe previous analysis rem ains valid forperiodic boundaries aswell. The
m ain di�erence is that the F

(i;1)

3 ’s are now internal forces (i.e., a part of F), as
F
(i;1)

3 = F
(i;p)

4 due to the action-reaction principle. The phase space E can again be
param etrized by G i;j fori� N ;1� j� N ,with theadditionalconstraintthat

pX

j= 1

G i;j = 0 8i= 1:::N : (8)

Once again,only the G i;j’sphysically enterthe problem ,and the precise valuesofthe
horizontalforces are im m aterial. The horizontalforces are well-de�ned only if one
chooses�xed reference valuesfor,say,the F (i;1)

3 ’s. Ifthese valuesare large enough,as
explained in Eq.(6)and therebelow,allthehorizontalforcesarepositiveirrespectiveof
theG i;j valueswithin theboundsde�ned by inequality (5).Then thesetSp ofallowed
valuesoftheparam etersG i;j istheintersection ofthehyperplaneSh de�ned by Eq.(8)
and thepolyhedron de�ned by theinequality (5).
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2.2.3.The q-coordinates: Thereisan alternativeform ulation ofthisproblem in term s
ofnew variables

qi;j =

p
3(G i;j + F

(i;j)

2 )

2W i;j

; (9)

whereqi;j isthefraction ofW i;j thatthe(i;j)th particletransm itsto thelayerbelow it
towardstheleft,i.e.,F (i;j)

5 = 2p
3
qi;jW i;j and F

(i;j)

6 = 2p
3
(1� qi;j)W i;j.Them apping (9)

then reducesinequality (5)to 0 � qi;j � 1. Clearly,W 1;j0 = W ext isthe externalforce
applied on thetop layer.Fori> 1,theW i;j’sin thesuccessive layersarerelated via

W i;j = (1� qi� 1;j� 1)W i� 1;j� 1 + qi� 1;jW i� 1;j (10)

i.e.,W i;j isa function ofqk;lfork < i.
From the form ulation in term s ofthe q’s itm ay seem from Eq. (10)thatin the

hexagonalgeom etry ofFig.1,onesim ply recoverstheq-m odel[11].Thereishoweveran
im portantsubtlety to takenoticeof.In theq-m odel,theq’scorresponding to di�erent
grainsare usually uncorrelated. In ourcase,the uniform m easure on E im plies,from
Eq.(9),that

Y

i;j

dG i;j =

"

2
p
3

#N (N � 1)

2 Y

i;j

dqi;jW i;j(q); (11)

i.e.,dueto thepresenceoftheJacobian on therighthand sideofEq.(11),theuniform
m easureon S translatestoanon-uniform m easureon the N (N + 1)

2
-dim ensionalunitcube

form ed by theaccessible valuesoftheq’s.In thecaseofperiodicboundary conditions,
theconstraint(8)reducesto

pX

j= 1

W i;jqi;j =
i� 1X

j= 1

W i� 1;jqi� 1;j =
1
p
3
W ext: (12)

3. N um ericalresults

3.1.Shape and scaling ofthe response

W e now present the results for the hW i;ji’s evaluated num erically by im plem enting
detailed balancewith respectto theprobability m easure d� = 1

N

Q

i;j

dqi;jW i;j(q) on the

N (N � 1)

2
-dim ensionalunitcube in the q-space. Ateach step,a single q ism odi�ed,and

thechangeisaccepted with a M etropolisacceptanceratio.From Eq.(10),itiseasy to
see thatthe hW i;jivaluesscale linearly with thatofW ext. Thus,from now on,we set
W ext = 1.

Our sim ulation results for hW i;ji in the case ofhard walls with F
(i;1)

3 = 2p
3
W ext

for N = 37 are plotted in Fig. 3(a),using the built-in cubic interpolation function
of M athem atica. Outside the triangle shown in Fig. 1(b), hW i;ji � 0 appears in
deep indigo;the largesthW i;jivalue within the triangle appearsin dark red;and any
othernon-zero hW i;jivalueisrepresented by a linearwavelength scalein between.The
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Figure 3. Sim ulation results for hW i;ji: (a) colour plot for hW i;ji with hard walls;

N = 37. The null vanishing forces appear in deep indigo, while the largest are

represented in dark red.Theothervaluesarerepresented by a linearwavelength scale

in between.(b)-(c)BehaviorofhW i;jiin reduced co-ordinatesx and z fordi� erentN -

valuesand boundary conditions:(b)scaling ofhW (x;z)iwith system size forjxj< z

attwozvalues;(c)datacollapseforhW (x;z)ijx= z fordi� erentN valuesand boundary

conditions.See textforfurtherdetails.

thin green regions that appear on the outer edge ofthe triangle are artifacts ofthe
interpolation.

W e�nd forany system size N thatthehW i;jivaluesdisplay two sym m etric peaks
thatlie precisely on the two downward lattice directionsem anating from the pointof
application ofthe force W ext. The width ofthese peaksisa single grain diam eterand
with depth their m agnitudes decrease,while a broader centralpeak appears. At the
very bottom layer(i= N )only thecentralm axim um forhW i;jirem ains.

W efurtherde�nex = j� j0

N
and j� j0+ 1=2

N
respectively foreven and odd i,and z = i

N

[seeFig.1]in ordertoputtheverticesofthetriangleform ed bythelocationsofnon-zero
hW i;jivalueson (0;0);(�1=2;1)and (1=2;1)8N .Theexcellentdata collapseindicates
thatthehW i;jivaluesforjxj< zscalewith theinversesystem size[Fig.3(b);wehowever
show only two z values],whilethehW i;jivaluesforjxj= z lieon thesam ecurveforall
system sizes [Fig. 3(c)]. The data suggestthatin the therm odynam ic lim itN ! 1 ,
the response �eld hW (x;z)iscales� 1=N forjxj< z,butreachesa non-zero lim iting
value on jxj= z 8z < 1.W e thusexpect lim

N ! 1
hW (x;z)ij

jxj= z
> hW (x;z)ij

jxj< z
8z < 1;

orequivalently,a double-peaked response�eld atalldepthsz < 1 in the therm odynam ic
lim it.

The introduction of the additionalconstraint (12) that correspond to periodic
boundariesm odi�esneitherthe qualitative,northe scaling propertiesofthe response
function ascan beobserved in Fig.3(b)-(c).

Although at allplaces in this paper we consider each side force F (i;1)

3 = 2p
3
W ext

so thatthe fullrangeofq-valuesare allowed foreach qi;j,in thisparagraph,we take a
shortdigression to discusswhathappenswhen one choosesF (i;1)

3 ’sto be sm allerthan
2p
3
W ext. At the extrem e lim it when F

(i;1)

3 = 0,it is easy to see that the only grains
thatcorrespond to non-zero W i;j-valueslie exactly on theboundary.From thereon,it
isintuitively clearthatoncethevaluesoftheF (i;1)

3 ’sarepushed higher,the�nite range
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Figure 4. Responses in reduced coordinatesfor system s with three di� erent values

of
p

3

2
F
i;1

3
attwo di� erentdepths,with periodicboundary conditions:(a)atz = 0:75,

(b)atz = 1.

ofallowed q-valueswould begin to transfersom eoftheverticalforcesinto thebulk.A
higherrangeofallowed valuesoftheq’s,caused by highervaluesofF (i;1)

3 ’s,would thus
e�ectively resultin sm allerpeakson theboundary and correspondingly,biggerfractions
ofthetotalverticalforcewithin thebulk.

Fig.4,whereweplottheresponseattwodi�erentzvalues(z = 0:75and z= 1)for
N = 51and

p
3

2
F
(i;1)

3 = W ext,W ext=10and W ext=100respectively with periodicboundary
conditions,clearly supportssuch an intuitive picture.

3.2.Linearity ofresponse

50 100
j

0

5

10

N
<

W
i,j

 >

i=35
i=15
i=25

0 50 100
j

0

5

10

15

N
<

W
i,j

>

i=35
i=25
i=15

Figure 5.Sim ulation resultsfortheresponseN hW i;jiduetotwovertically downward

forcesofunitm agnitude each applied on the grains(1;j1)and (1;j2)forN = 35 and

p = 100:(a)j2 � j1 = 35 (b)j2 � j1 = 15.Threedi� erentvaluesofiaredisplayed in

each case.

Since thevaluesofthe hW i;ji’strivially scale linearly with them agnitudeofW ext,
a naturalquestion is whether the response depends linearly on Fext in general,i.e.,
whetherthe response to a superposition ofexternalforcesissim ply the superposition
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0.5

1
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x=0.8, y=0.2

x=0.4, y=0.12
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(c)

Figure 6.p(qi;j)for(a)j= i=2 forN = 25 and 50,with a quadratic� tin red (b)for

N = 25 ati= 15 forfourdi� erentj values[inset:self-sim ilarity ofp(qi;j)forN = 25

and N = 50 at (x;z)= (0:12;0:4)and(x;z)= (0:2;0:8)],(c)for N = 25 on the left

boundary j= 0 atdi� erentheightsi.

ofresponses.
Itm ightappearat�rstsightthattheresponseisindeed linear| afterall,theheart

oftheproblem isthesystem oflinearequationsA � F = Fext.In fact,with thenotations
ofSec. 2.1,one m ightargue thatsince F(0) isa linearfunction ofFext,while K erA is
�xed foragiven contactgeom etry,theaveragesoverthea�nespaceF (0)+ K erA should
depend linearly on Fext.NoticehoweverthatthesetE correspondsonly to Fk � 0,and
the shape and volum e ofE in generaldepend on Fext in a com plex way,and thusthe
responseneedsnotbelinear.

To illustratethispoint,weapply two vertically downward forcesofunitm agnitude
on the(1;j1)th and (1;j2)th grain forN = 35 and p= 100.Thejj2 � j1j> N caseisa
trivialsituation,since in thiscase the two triangularregionsofnon-zero W i;j’sdo not
overlap with each other,and thesystem issim ply thesuperposition oftwostochastically
independent subsystem s. In otherwords,the response observed forthe jj2 � j1j> N

issim ply a superposition ofthe responses oftwo individualresponses [see Fig. 5(a)].
Forjj2 � j1j� N however,the two triangularregionsdo overlap and the subsystem s
interact;as shown in Fig. 5(b),the factthatthere exists a centralm inim um forthe
responseati= 15 isa cleardem onstration thatthelinearity oftheresponsesdoesnot
hold.

3.3.q-distributionsand correlations

W ehavejustseen thatthequalitativebehaviourofourm odelisvery di�erentfrom that
oftheq-m odel.Itthusseem sreasonablethatwestudy thedi�erencebetween thesetwo
m odelsatthelevelofindividualgrains.

Our starting hypothesis of equal probability for all m echanically stable force
con�gurations im plies that the joint probability distribution for the qi;j’s is given by
1

N

Q

ijW i;j(q), where N is the norm alization constant. This distribution does not
factorize into a productofterm sthatdepend on single qi;j’s,and asa result,the qi;j’s
associated with di�erentgrainsare correlated with each other. Below we num erically
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Figure 7. Correlationsbetween qic;jc and qi;j atvariousvaluesofiforN = 50,(a)

(ic;jc)= (25;12)and (b)(ic;jc)= (47;10).

investigatethepropertiesoftheinduced probability distributionsp(qi;j)forsingleqi;j’s,
aswellasthecorrelationsbetween di�erentqi;j’sthroughoutthesystem .

Since individualW i;j(q)’sare independent ofqN ;k’s fork = 1;:::;N ,each ofthe
qN ;k’s is uncorrelated with allother other q’s in the system , and is also uniform ly
distributed within the interval [0;1]. However, higher up in the packing, the q-
distributions start to show a single m axim um . For an odd i and j0 = i+ 1

2
,i.e.,at

thecentreofthelayer,p(qi;j0)exhibitsa singlem axim um precisely atqi;j0 = 0:5 dueto
sym m etry reasons.Furtherm ore,p(qi;j0)isindependentoftheprecisevalueofi< N as
wellasthe system size,and itiswell-�tted by a quadratic polynom ial[see Fig. 6(a)].
Fora given layeri,thelargerjj� j0jis,them orethelocation ofthesinglem axim um of
p(qi;j)shiftsaway (sym m etrically)from qi;j = 0:5:forj� j0 > 0,thism axim um occurs
atqi;j > 0:5 and forj� j0 < 0,thism axim um occursatqi;j < 0:5 [Fig.6(b)].Finally,
exactly on the boundary the m axim um ofp(qi;j)occursatq = 0 (leftboundary)orat
q= 1 (rightboundary)[Fig.6(c)].

Interestingly,the self-sim ilarity thatwe observed forthe response behaviour also
seem s to be valid forp(qi;j)in the bulk [see the inset ofFig. 6(b)]. This standsata
stark contrast to the physicalbehaviour ofthe q-m odel,as the self-sim ilarity im plies
thatin ourm odel,the forcesin a granularpacking do not propagate from top down,
instead they depend on thewholeextentofthesystem .

In Fig. 7,we show results for the correlations between qic;jc and qi;j for several
valuesofiand j forN = 50,(ic;jc)= (25;12)and (ic;jc)= (47;10). Itappearsfrom
theplotsthatthecorrelationsbetween theq’satdi�erentlocationsarevery weak.

4. Exact R esults for hW i;ji: Sum m ary

Havingpresented thesim ulation resultsabove,from thissection onwardsweconcentrate
on the exact(theoretical)results. Itturnsoutthatin thism odelnotonly the hW i;ji

values,butalso allthehigherm om entsand correlationsoftheW i;j’scan beexpressed
exactly in term sofintegersde�ned by sim plerecursion relations.Thefullcalculational
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details forthe exact results forhW i;jiwillbe presented in Sec. 5. The details ofthe
procedure are slightly involved,and therefore we provide a layoutsum m ary ofresults
and m ethodsin thissection.

Ourm ain resultare exactexpressionsforallm om entsofW i;j forany system size
N in term sofintegersde�ned by recursive relations.Forinstance,thezero-th m om ent
ornorm alization constantN fora packing ofN layersreads

N =
1

h
(N � 1)N

2

i

!

X

j1;:::;jN � 2

�(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
: (13)

where �(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
are integers indexed by fjkg1� k� N � 2, with 1 � j1 � 2 and

1� jk � k+ jk� 1.They aregiven by thefollowing reccurrence relations

�(2)

j1j2
= �j2;1

�(p+ 1)

j1;:::;jp+ 1
= �jp+ 1;1

X

k1;:::;kp

�(p)

k1;:::;kp

pY

l= 1

�(jl+ 1 � kl): (14)

with � thediscreteHeaviside (step)function.
Any higher m om ent of W i;j can be expressed as 1

N

P

j1;:::;jN � 2

��(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
, where

��(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
areintegersobtained through slightm odi�cationsofthereccurenceform ulas

(14),described in fulldetailin sections 5.3.2,5.3.3,and 5.4. These results establish
a non-trivialequivalence between the m odelstudied here and a discrete com binatorial
problem de�ned in Sec.5.6.

The crux of calculating any m om ent of W ij lies in the transform ation of the
integration m easure

Q

i;j

dG i;j [such as in Eq. (7)]. In Eq. (11),
Q

i;j

dG i;j has been

rewritten in term softhe qi;j’s. W ith anotherchange ofvariablesfrom qi;j’sto W i;j’s,
theintegration m easurecan befurtherexpressed as

Y

i;j

dG i;j =

"
2
p
3

#N (N � 1)

2 Y

i;j

dqi;jW i;j(q)=

"
2
p
3

#N (N � 1)

2 Y

i;j

dW i;j: (15)

W hilesuch a variablechangesim pli�estheintegrands,them apped volum eS (see
the lastparagraph ofSec. 2.1)ishowevernotan N -dim ensionalsquare anym ore,but
again a polygone.Despitethiscom plication,onecan build up a recursive structure for
the integrationsoverW k;l’s,which allowsto calculaterecursively theintegralsoverS.

Before we start to calculate any ofthe integrals,for convenience we �rst distort
thetrianglein Fig.1(b)to thatofFig.8(a).W echoosej0 = 1,and relabelthegrains
in the i-th row as(i;j)with 1 � j � i. Starting at(k;l)= (N ;N ),we then execute
theintegralsoverW k;l in thedecreasing orderofboth k and l;i.e.,fora given valueof
k,we integrate overW k;l sequentially fordecreasing l,we then decrease k by one,and
continue the integration process over W k� 1;l sequentially for decreasing l,and so on.
Theintegration resultsoverthesuccessivelayersareexpressed in a \hierarchicalnested
m atrix form " in a recursive m anner.
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Figure 8. (a) Schem atic view ofthe sublattice we consider;(b) illustration ofthe

\nested" notation used forthe m atrix elem entsforp = 2.

To illustrate the recursive form ulation ofthe \hierarchicalnested m atrix form ",

letusconsiderthe calculation ofN . In the expression ofN =
Z

S

Y

k;l

dW k;l,evaluating

the integrations over W N ;N � 1 through W N ;1,and W N � 1;N � 2 through W N � 1;1,we �nd
that the result is a polynom ialin W N � 2;k that can be written as a m atrix product

JN � 2 =
Z N � 2Y

l= 1

dW N � 1;l

N � 1Y

k= 1

dW N ;k =
h

L
(1)
iT

N � 2Y

l= 1

t
N � 1;l

R
(1). Here, L(1) and R (1) are

respectively 1 � 2 and 2 � 1 m atrices, and the elem ents ofthe 2 � 2 m atrix tN � 1;l

depend only on W N � 2;l. Thereafter,when JN � 2 is integrated over W N � 2;N � 3 through

W N � 1;1,thecorresponding resultJN � 3 =
Z N � 3Y

l= 1

dW N � 2;lJN � 2 yieldsagain a polynom ial

expressible in a sim ilarm atrix productform ,i.e.,JN � 3 =
h

L(2)
iT Q N � 3

l= 1 tN � 2;lR (2).The

crucialpointto notehoweveristhatthem atricesL(2),tN � 2;land R (2) can beconstructed

by sim ply unfoldingeach respectiveelem entofL(1),tN � 1;l and R (1) asm atrices[seeFig.
8(b)fortheelem entsoftN � 2;l,which arenow indexed byi1j1;i2j2].Aftertheintegration
ofJN � 3 overthe W N � 3;l’s,each ofthe elem ents ofL(2),tN � 2;l and R (2) furtherunfold
into m atrices and so on. This process continues over furtherand furtherintegrations
generating the\hierarchicalnested m atrix form ".Theelem entsofL(k� 1),tN � k+ 1;l and
R (k� 1) arerelated to thoseofL(k),tN � k;l and R (k) in a recursive m anner.

In Sec. 5, we develop the fulldetails of this recursive integration schem e and
calculate hW i;jiexactly.In Sec.5.1,we establish som e prilim inary form ulas,which we
useoverand overagain during thecourseoftheexactcalculation.In Secs.5.2 and 5.3

respectively,weevaluateN and
Z
Y

k;l

dW k;l W i;j.How to proceed with thecalculations

ofthehigherm om entsand correlationsofW i;j’sisdiscussed in Sec.5.4.
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5. Exact R esults for hW i;ji: D etails

5.1.Prelim inaries

As described in Eqs. (9-11),a fulldescription ofa given realization ofthe contact
forcecon�gurationsisgiven by thevariablesfqi;jgi= 1:::N � 1;j= 1:::i with 0 � qi;j � 1.The
unnorm alized jointprobabilitydistribution on theseq-variablesis

Q
N � 1
i= 1

Q
i
j= 1W i;j.Here,

W 1;1 = W ext = 1,and fori> 1,thesuccessive W i;j’saregiven by

W i;1 = qi� 1;1W i� 1;1

W i;j = (1� qi� 1;j� 1)W i� 1;j� 1 + qi� 1;jW i� 1;j for 1< j< iand

W i;i= (1� qi� 1;i� 1)W i� 1;i� 1: (16)

W e calculate the m om ents of W i;j(q) on this joint q-distribution by changing
variablesfrom fqi;jgi= 1:::N � 1;j= 1:::i to fW i;jgi= 2:::N ;j= :::i� 1. Thisisachieved by rewriting
Eq.(16)as

qi;j =
1

W i;j

2

4

jX

k= 1

W i+ 1;k �

j� 1X

k= 1

W i;k

3

5 : (17)

Notice from Fig. 1(b) that since allthe forces on the triangle from the left and the
right are horizontal,

P i
k= 1W i;k = 18i. This im plies that on the i-th layer there are

only (i� 1)unconstrained W i;j’s.W e choose them to be W i;j for1 � j� i� 1.Then
W i;i= 1�

P i� 1
k= 1W i;k.

The advantage associated with the change ofvariables from fqi;jgi= 1;:::;N � 1;j= 1;:::;i

to fW i;jgi= 2;:::;N ;j= 1;:::;i� 1 is that
Q N � 1
i= 1

Q i
j= 1dqi;j =

hQ N � 1
k= 1

Q k
l= 1W k;l

i� 1 Q N
i= 2

Q i� 1
j= 1dW i;j,

so that[from Eq. (11)]
Q

ijdG i;j =
Q

ijdW i;j,i.e.,the W i;j’sare uniform ly distributed.
The di�culty ofthisform ulation,however,isthatthe volum e the W i;j’sspan isnota
cubeanym ore.Instead,thevolum espanned isa polygon given by theinequalities

ai;j � W i;j � bi;j; (18)

with

ai;j =
j� 1X

k= 1

(W i� 1;k � W i;k)

bi;j = W i� 1;j +
j� 1X

k= 1

(W i� 1;k � W i;k) (19)

Theai;j’sand thebi;j’sarerelated by thefollowing sim ple relations:

bi;j � ai;j = W i� 1;j (20)

ai;j = bi;j� 1 � W i;j� 1 (21)

bi;1 = W i� 1;1 (22)

ai;1 = 0: (23)

Finally,thefollowing integralisthecentrepiece ofallourcalculations:

Im n(a;b)=
Z b

a

x
m (b� x)ndx =

mX

k= 0

�
m � k
m n (b� a)n+ 1+ k am � k

; (24)
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where

�
m � k
m n =

m !n!

(n + k+ 1)!(m � k)!
: (25)

5.2.Evaluation ofthe Norm alization constantN

In the W i;j-space,the average ofa quantity h is given by hhi =
hR Q

ijdW i;jh
i

=N ,
where N =

R Q

ijdW i;j is the norm alization constant. In Sec. 5.2,we evaluate N by
perform ing the integrations over

Q

ijW i;j layer by layer bottom up; i.e.,we start at
i = N and decrease iuntilwe reach the top layer where i = 1. At each layer,the
integrationsarecarried outoneby onein thedirection ofdecreasing j,from j= i� 1
to j= 1.TheintegralJN � p =

R Q
N
i= N � p+ 1

Q

j= 1;:::;i� 1dW i;j istheunnorm alized induced
probability density oftheW i;j’sforthe(N � p)top layers.In thisnotation,N = J1.

Ourexactcalculationsarem adepossibledueto theparticularform softhebounds
ai;j’s and bi;j’s,as they introduce a recursive structure. W e willevaluate JN � 1 and
JN � 2 explicitly,afterwhich we willprove the generalrecurrence relation forJN � p by
induction. In fact,we willshow thatJN � p can be written asa m atrix product. The
m atrices entering thisproductare given by recursive relations,which we willcallthe
\fundam entalrelations",astheyarethebuildingblocksofthecalculationofallm om ents
ofW i;j.

5.2.1. Evaluation of JN � 1 and JN � 2: By de�nition, JN � 1 =
Z N � 1Y

j= 1

dW N ;j. W e

integratetheW N ;j’soneby onein thedirection ofdecreasing j’s.Using
Z

bN ;j� 1

aN ;j� 1

dW N ;j� 1 = bN ;j� 1 � aN ;j� 1 = W N � 1;N � 1; (26)

wehave

JN � 1 =
Z N � 1Y

j= 1

dW N ;j =
N � 1Y

j= 1

W N � 1;j:

In ordertoobtain JN � 2,wehavetointegrateJN � 1 w.r.t.W N � 1;j for1� j� N � 2.
Since the bounds ai;j and bi;j depend only on W i;l and W i� 1;l forl< j,JN � 2 can be
expressed in a nested form :

JN � 2 =
Z
2

4

N � 2Y

j= 1

dW N � 1;j

3

5 JN � 1

=
Z bN �1;1

aN �1;1

dW N�1;1W N�1;1:::

Z bN �1;N �2

aN �1;N �2

dW N�1;N�2W N�1;N�2W N�1;N�1; (27)

and thereafteritcan beevaluated iteratively.Having de�ned JN � 2;N � 1 = W N � 1;N � 1 =
1�

P N � 2
k= 1 W N � 1;k,wehave

J
N � 2;k =

Z
bN � 1;k

aN � 1;k

dW N � 1;k W N � 1;k J
N � 2;k+ 1 (28)
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for k > 1,i.e.,JN � 2 = JN � 2;1. W e now show that 8k � 1,JN � 2;k is ofthe form


N � 1;k� 1

1 (bN � 1;k� 1 � W N � 1;k� 1)+ 
N � 1;k� 1

2 ,where the vectorsN � 1;k� 1 =

"


N � 1;k� 1

1


N � 1;k� 1

2

#

and N � 1;k =

"


N � 1;k

1


N � 1;k

2

#

are related by m eans of a m atrix relation of the form

N � 1;k� 1 = tN � 1;k N � 1;k.
For k = N � 1, the proposed form of JN � 2;k is easily checked by using

P N � 2
k= 0 W N � 2;k = 1 and Eq.(18):

J
N � 2;N � 1 = 1�

N � 2X

k= 1

W N � 1;k =
N � 2X

k= 1

[W N � 2;k � W N � 1;k]= bN � 1;N � 2 � W N � 1;N � 2

= 
N � 1;N � 2

1 [bN � 1;N � 2 � W N � 1;N � 2]+ 
N � 1;N � 2

2 ; (29)

with N � 1;N � 2

1 = 1 and N � 1;N � 2

2 = 0.Thism eansthatN � 1;N � 2 =

"

1
0

#

� R (1).

Let us now assum e that the form JN � 2;k+ 1 = 
N � 1;k

1 (bN � 1;k � W N � 1;k)+ 
N � 1;k

2

holdsfora given k,1< k < N � 2.Then from Eqs.(24)and (28),wehave

J
N � 2;k = 

N � 1;k

1 I11(aN � 1;k;bN � 1;k)+ 
N � 1;k

2 I10(aN � 1;k;bN � 1;k)

=
h


N � 1;k

1 �
1

11
(bN � 1;k � aN � 1;k)

2 + 
N � 1;k

2 �
1

10
(bN � 1;k � aN � 1;k)

i

aN � 1;k

+
h


N � 1;k

1 �
0

11(bN � 1;k � aN � 1;k)
3 + 

N � 1;k

2 �
0

10(bN � 1;k � aN � 1;k)
2
i

: (30)

Thereafter,using Eqs.(20)and (21),JN � 2;k can berewritten as

J
N � 2;k = 

N � 1;k� 1

1 (bN � 1;k� 1 � W N � 1;k� 1)+ 
N � 1;k� 1

2 ; (31)

with


N � 1;k� 1

1 = 
N � 1;k

1 �
1

11W
2

N � 2;k + 
N � 1;k

2 �
1

10W N � 2;k


N � 1;k� 1

2 = 
N � 1;k

1 �
0

11W
3

N � 2;k + 
N � 1;k

2 �
0

10W
2

N � 2;k : (32)

In otherwords,wehave them atrix relation N � 1;k� 1 = tN � 1;k N � 1;k,wheretN � 1;k isa
2� 2 m atrix with elem ents

t
N � 1;k

i1j1
= �

2� i1
1;2� j1

W
2+ i1� j1
N � 2;k : (33)

Thus,by m eansoftheinduction procedureviaEqs.(30-33),wehavedem onstrated
thatJN � 2;2 =

Q N � 2
k= 2 t

N � 1;k R (1).Finally,in the lastintegral(overW N � 1;1)in Eq.(27),
thelowerlim itaN � 1;1 = 0,and itiseasily seen that

JN � 2 =
Z bN � 1;1

aN � 1;1

dW N � 1;1W N � 1;1J
N � 2;2 =

h

L
(1)
iT
J
N � 2;1 =

h

L
(1)
iT

N � 2Y

k= 1

t
N � 1;k

R
(1)
;(34)

where
h

L(1)
iT

istherow vector[0 1].

5.2.2. Expression ofJN � p by induction: W e now derive the generalform ula forJN � p

by induction. The postulate isthatthe induced probability density ofthe N � p top
layerscan bewritten as

JN � p =
h

L
(p� 1)

iT
N � pY

k= 1

t
N � (p� 1);k

R
(p� 1)

; (35)
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wheretN � (p� 1);k,expressed in \hierarchicalnested m atrix form ",haselem ents

t
N � (p� 1);k

i1j1;i2j2;:::;ip� 1jp� 1
= �i1j1;i2j2;:::;ip� 1jp� 1

W
p+ ip� 1� jp� 1

N � p;k (36)

with

�i1j1;:::;ip� 1jp� 1
= �

2� i1
1;2� j1

p� 1Y

l= 2

�
l+ il� 1� il
l+ il� 1� jl� 1;l+ jl� 1� jl

�(il� jl� 1): (37)

Here�(k)isthediscreteHeavysideStep-function,i.e.,�(k)= 1ifk � 0,else�(k)= 0.
An alternativerecursive form ulation forthe�’sisgiven by

�i1j1 = �
2� i1
1;2� j1

and

�i1j1;:::;ipjp = �i1j1;:::;ip� 1jp� 1
�
p+ ip� 1� ip

p+ ip� 1� jp� 1;p+ jp� 1� jp
�(ip � jp� 1) 8p> 1:(38)

The expressions(36-38)willconstantly be referred to in allthe following calculations,
and wecallthem the\fundam entalrelations".

ThevectorsL(p� 1) and R (p� 1),respectively,are

L
(p� 1)

i1;:::;ip� 1
=

p� 1Y

l= 1

�
il;

l(l+ 1)

2
+ 1

and

R
(p� 1)

i1;:::;ip� 1
= �jp� 1;1

X

j1:::jp� 2

�i1j1;:::;ip� 2jp� 2
R
(p� 2)

j1;:::;jp� 2
: (39)

\Hierarchicalnested m atrix form " m eans that elem ents are referenced through
nested blocks. For exam ple, the elem ent referenced by i1j1;i2j2;:::;ip� 1jp� 1 is the
ip� 1jp� 1-th sub-block oftheblock i1j1;i2j2;:::;ip� 2jp� 2,which itselfisthe(ip� 1jp� 1)-th
sub-block oftheblock i1j1;i2j2;:::;ip� 3jp� 3,and so on [seeFig.8(b)foran illustration
in thecasep= 2].Theindicesvary between thefollowing bounds:

1� i1 � 2; 1� j1 � 2

1� i2 � 2+ i1; 1� j2 � 2+ j1
...

1� il� l+ il� 1; 1� jl� l+ jl� 1
...

1� ip� 1 � p� 1+ ip� 2; 1� jp� 1 � p� 1+ jp� 2: (40)

In ourinduction procedure,weassum etheaboveform s(35-40)fora given p,and then
show thattheserelationsalso hold when p isreplaced by p+ 1.Thetwo step routefor
thisinduction procedure thatwe follow isthesam e asthe one we followed to evaluate
JN � 2.

Step (i):W e�rstwrite

JN � p� 1 =
Z
2

4

N � p� 1Y

k0= 1

dW N � p;k0

3

5
h

L
(p� 1)

iT
N � pY

k= 1

t
N � (p� 1);k

R
(p� 1)

; (41)

which we willevaluate in an iterative m anner aswe did in Sec. 5.2.1. W e de�ne the
vectorJN � p� 1;N � p = tN � (p� 1);N � pR (p� 1) for1< k < N � p,and thesuccessive integrals
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areiteratively given by

J
N � p� 1;k =

Z bN � p;k

aN � p;k

dW N � p;k t
N � (p� 1);k

J
N � p� 1;k+ 1

: (42)

TheintegralsigninEq.(42)isinterpreted in thesensethatweintegrateeach com ponent
ofthe vectorintegrand. The �nalintegral(overW N � p;1)yields,justaswe saw in Sec.

5.2.1,JN � p� 1 =
h

L(p� 1)
iT

JN � p� 1;1.
Step (ii):W ethen show thatthe(i1;i2;:::;ip� 1)-th com ponentofJN � p� 1;k isgiven

by

J
N � p� 1;k

i1;:::;ip� 1
=

p+ ip� 1X

ip= 1


N � p;k� 1

i1;:::;ip
(bN � p;k� 1 � W N � p;k� 1)

p+ jp� 1� jp: (43)

The vectors N � p;k� 1 and N � p;k with elem ents N � p;k� 1

i1;:::;ip
and 

N � p;k

i1;:::;ip
respectively are

related to each othervia them atrix relation N � p;k� 1 = tN � p;k N � p;k.
Starting with JN � p� 1;N � p,wehave

J
N � p� 1;N � p

j1;:::;jp� 1
=

X

k1;k2;:::;kp� 1

�j1k1;j2k2;:::;jp� 1kp� 1
W

p+ jp� 1� kp� 1

N � p;N � p R
p� 1

k1;k2;:::;kp� 1

=
X

k1;k2;:::;kp� 1

�j1k1;j2k2;:::;jp� 1kp� 1
W

p+ jp� 1� 1

N � p;N � p�kp� 1;1R
(p� 1)

k1;k2;:::;kp� 2

=
p+ jp� 1X

jp= 1


N � p;N � p

j1;j2;:::;jp
(bN � p;N � p� 1 � W N � p;N � p� 1)

p+ jp� 1� jp ; (44)

where we have used Eq. (39) between the �rst and the second lines of Eq. (44),
and the fact that W N � p;N � p = bN � p;N � p� 1 � W N � p;N � p� 1 between the second and
the third lines. In other words,JN � p� 1;N � p indeed has the postulated form (43 with

N � p;N � p

j1;:::;jp
= �jp;1

P

k1;:::;kp� 1
�j1k1;:::;jp� 1kp� 1

R
(p� 1)

k1;:::;kp� 2
,wherewechoosejp to vary between

1 and p+ jp� 1,asshown in Eq.(40).
Assum ing theform (43)forJN � p� 1;k,wenow calculateJN � p� 1;k� 1 using Eq.(42).

The(i1;:::;ip� 1)-th elem entofthecorresponding integrand is
X

j1;:::;jp

�i1j1;:::;ip� 1jp� 1
W

p+ ip� 1� jp� 1

N � p;k� 1 
N � p;k� 1

j1;:::;jp
(bN � p;k� 1 � W N � p;k� 1)

p+ jp� 1� jp ; (45)

so thatafterusing Eq.(24),weobtain

J
N � p� 1;k� 1

i1;:::;ip� 1
=

X

j1;:::;jp

�i1j1;:::;ip� 1jp� 1

N � p;k� 1

j1;:::;jp
Ip+ ip� 1� jp� 1;p+ jp� 1� jp(aN � p;k� 1;bN � p;k� 1):(46)

Using Eqs.(20)and (24),wenow expand Ip+ ip� 1� jp� 1;p+ jp� 1� jp(aN � p;k� 1;bN � p;k� 1)as

Ip+ ip� 1� jp� 1;p+ jp� 1� jp(aN � p;k� 1;bN � p;k� 1)

=
p+ ip� 1� jp� 1X

l= 0

�
p+ ip� 1� jp� 1� l

p+ ip� 1� jp� 1;p+ jp� 1� jp
a
p+ ip� 1� jp� 1� l

N � p;k� 1 W
p+ 1+ jp� 1+ l� jp

N � p� 1;k� 1

=
p+ ip� 1X

ip= 1

�(ip � jp� 1)�
p+ ip� 1� ip

p+ ip� 1� jp� 1;p+ jp� 1� jp
a
p+ ip� 1� ip

N � p;k� 1 W
p+ 1+ ip� jp

N � p� 1;k� 1; (47)
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where in the lastline ofEq.(47),ip = jp� 1 + l.Thereafter,we rewrite Eq.(46)using
Eq.(47)as

J
N � p� 1;k� 1

i1;:::;ip� 1
=

X

j1;:::;jp

�i1j1;:::;ip� 1jp� 1

N � p;k� 1

j1;:::;jp

p+ ip� 1X

ip= 1

�(ip � jp� 1)�

��
p+ ip� 1� ip

p+ ip� 1� jp� 1;p+ jp� 1� jp
a
p+ ip� 1� ip

N � p;k� 1 W
p+ 1+ ip� jp

N � p� 1;k� 1

=
p+ ip� 1X

ip= 1


N � p;k� 2

i1;:::;ip
a
p+ ip� 1� ip

N � p;k� 1 =
p+ ip� 1X

ip


N � p;k� 2

i1;:::;ip
(bN � p;k� 2 � W N � p;k� 2)

p+ jp� 1� jp (48)

to recover


N � p;k� 2

i1;:::;ip
=

X

j1;:::;jp

t
N � p;k� 1

i1j1;:::;ipjp

N � p;k� 1

j1;:::;jp
(49)

and

t
N � p;k� 1

i1j1;:::;ipjp
= �i1j1;:::;ip� 1jp� 1

�
p+ ip� 1� ip

p+ ip� 1� jp� 1;p+ jp� 1� jp
�(ip � jp� 1)W

p+ 1+ ip� jp

N � p� 1;k� 1

= �
2� i1
1;2� j1

pY

l= 2

�
l+ il� 1� il
l+ il� 1� jl� 1;l+ jl� 1� jl

�(il� jl� 1)W
p+ 1+ ip� jp

N � p� 1;k� 1: (50)

NoticethattN � p;k� 1 indeed hastheform postulated by Eq.(36).
Thisprocedure outlined in Eqs. (45-50)allows usto evaluate allthe integralsin

Eq. (41)up to k = 1. Each iteration in Eq. (41)introduces an extra m ultiplicative
factorofthem atrix tN � p;k,whoseform isgiven in Eq.(50).

Forthe lastintegration (overW N � p;1)in Eq. (41),aN � p;1 = 0 and bN � p;1 = 1,so
thatJN � p� 1;1

i1;:::;ip� 1
issim ply equalto N � p;1

i1;i2;:::;ip� 1;p+ ip� 1
;i.e.,

JN � p� 1 =
X

i1;i2;:::ip� 1

L
(p� 1)

i1;i2;:::;ip� 1

N � p;1

i1;i2;:::;ip� 1;p+ ip� 1

=
X

i1;i2;:::;ip

L
p� 1

i1;i2;:::;ip� 1
�ip;p+ ip� 1


N � p;1

i1;i2;:::;ip� 1;ip

=
X

i1;i2;:::;ip

L
(p� 1)

i1;i2;:::;ip� 1
�ip;p+ ip� 1

2

4

N � p� 1Y

k= 1

t
N � p;k


N � p;N � p

3

5

i1;i2;:::;ip� 1;ip

=
h

L
(p)
iT

N � p� 1Y

k= 1

t
N � p;k

R
(p)
; (51)

where

L
(p)

i1;:::;ip
= L

(p� 1)

i1;:::;ip� 1
�ip;p+ ip� 1

=
pY

l= 1

�
il;

l(l+ 1)

2
+ 1

(52)

and

R
(p)

j1;j2;:::;jp
= 

N � p;N � p

j1;j2;:::;jp
= �jp;1

X

k1;k2;:::;kp� 1

�j1k1;j2k2;:::;jp� 1kp� 1
R
(p� 1)

k1;:::;kp� 1
; (53)

i.e.,Eqs.(52-53)areexactly oftheform postulated in Eq.(39).
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5.2.3. The norm alization constantN : The above induction procedure allows us to
evaluate JN � p allthe way to p = N � 1,and the expression for the norm alization
constantisthen given by

N = J1 =
h

L
(N � 2)

iT
t
2;1
R
(N � 2)

: (54)

Forthe fullexpression ofN however,we also need to use Eqs. (25),(36)and (37)to
obtain

t
2;1

i1j1;i2j2;:::;iN � 2jN � 2
= �i1j1;i2j2;:::;iN � 2jN � 2

sinceW 1;1 = W ext = 1; (55)

�i1j1;:::;ipjp =
(2� j1)!

(2� i1)!

(2+ j1� j2)!

(2+ i1� i2)!
:::

(p+ jp� 1� jp)!

(p+ ip� 1� ip)!

1

(p+ 1+ ip� jp)!

p� 1Y

l= 2

�(il� jl�1);(56)

and furtherEqs.(25)and (39)to derive

R
(p)

i1;:::;ip
=

�(p)

i1:::;ip

(2� i1)!(2+ i1� i2)!:::(p� 1+ ip� 2� ip� 1)!(p� 1+ ip� 1)!
: (57)

In Eq.(57),�(p)

j1:::jp
areintegersgiven by thefollowing recursive form ula:

�(2)

j1j2
= �j2;1

�(p+ 1)

j1;:::;jp+ 1
= �jp+ 1;1

X

k1;:::;kp

�(p)

k1;:::;kp

pY

l= 1

�(jl+ 1 � kl): (58)

Finally,using Eqs.(54-58)and (52),wehave

N = J1 =
1

h
(N � 1)N

2

i

!

X

j1;:::;jN � 2

�(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
: (59)

5.3.Calculation ofthe Expectation ValueshW N � q;ri

5.3.1. M odi�cations offundam entalrelations: In this section,we obtain the general
form ofhW N � q;ri,them eanvalueofW N � q;r atqlayersfrom thebottom andrgrainsfrom
theleftboundary [seeFig.9 forillustration],for0� q� N � 1 and 1� r� N � q� 1,
in four steps. From what we learnt in Sec. 5.2,it is clear that in order to calculate
hW N � q;ri,we need to integrate W N � q;rJN � q from the (N � q)-th layer to allthe way
to the top. Just like we saw in Sec. 5.2,these integrations are equivalent to m atrix
m ultiplications layer by layer in an iterative m anner,but the fundam entalrelations
(36-38)do getslightly m odi�ed.

Step (i):W estartwith thecalculation oftheintegralofW N � q;rJN � q on the(N � q)-
th layer

�JN � q� 1(q;r)=
Z

2

4

N � q� 1Y

l0= 1

dW N � q;l0

3

5 W N � q;r

h

L
(q� 1)

iT

2

4

N � qY

l= 1

t
N � (q� 1);l

3

5 R
(q� 1)

;(60)

wherein onceagain we carry outthe integrationsiteratively from l0= N � q� 1 down
to l0= 1. Ofthem ,notice thatthe integrationsforl0= N � q� 1 down to l0= r+ 1
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proceed exactly asin Eqs.(43-50),yielding �JN � q� 1;r+ 1(q;r)� JN � q� 1;r+ 1,i.e.,

�JN � q� 1(q;r)=
Z "

rY

l0= 1

dW N � q;l0

#

W N � q;r

h

L
(q� 1)

iT
"

rY

l= 1

t
N � (q� 1);l

#

J
N � q� 1;r+ 1(q;r)

�

Z "
r� 1Y

l0= 1

dW N � q;l0

#
h

L
(q� 1)

iT
"
r� 1Y

l= 1

t
N � (q� 1);l

#

�JN � q� 1;r(q;r): (61)

Step (ii):Forl0= r,the recursive integration procedure di�ersfrom thosein Eqs.
(43-50)dueto thepresenceofan extra factorofW N � q;r in theintegrand,and thusthe
integration overW N � q;r in Eq.(60)requiresaslightly di�erenttreatm ent.W e�rstwrite
�JN � q� 1;r(q;r)explicitly:

�JN � q� 1;r

i1;:::;iq� 1
(q;r)=

Z
bN � q;r

aN � q;r

dW N � q;rW N � q;r

X

j1;:::;jq

�i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1
W

q+ iq� 1� jq� 1

N � q;r �

� 
N � q;r+ 1

j1;:::;jq
(bN � q;r � W N � q;r)

q+ jq� 1� jq

=
X

j1;:::;jq

�i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1

N � q;r+ 1

j1;:::;jq
Iq+ 1+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ jq� 1� jq(aN � q;r;bN � q;r):(62)

W ethen use

Iq+ 1+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ jq� 1� jq(aN � q;r;bN � q;r)

=
q+ 1+ iq� 1� jq� 1X

l= 0

�
q+ 1+ iq� 1� jq� 1� l

q+ 1+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ jq� 1� jq
a
q+ 1+ iq� 1� jq� 1� l

N � q;r W
q+ 1+ jq� 1+ l� jq

N � q� 1;r

=
q+ 1+ iq� 1X

iq= 1

�(iq � jq� 1)�
q+ 1+ iq� 1� iq

q+ 1+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ jq� 1� jq
a
q+ 1+ iq� 1� iq

N � q;r W
q+ 1+ iq� jq

N � q� 1;r (63)

(whereonceagain weintroduceiq = jq� 1 + l),to get

�JN � q� 1;r

i1;:::;iq� 1
(q;r)=

q+ 1+ iq� 1X

iq= 1

�N � q;r

i1;:::;iq
(bN � q;r� 1 � W N � q;r� 1)

q+ 1+ iq� 1� iq (64)

with �N � q;r = �t(q;r)N � q;r
N � q;r+ 1,where

�tN � q;r

i1j1;:::;iqjq
(q;r)= �i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1

�(iq � jq� 1)�
q+ 1+ iq� 1� iq

q+ 1+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ jq� 1� jq
W

q+ 1+ iq� jq

N � q� 1;r

= ��q;ri1j1;:::;iqjq
W

q+ 1+ iq� jq

N � q� 1;r : (65)

It is worthwhile to note that allindices except iq in Eqs. (63-65) run between the
boundsde�ned in (40),whileforiq,wehave1� iq � q+ 1+ iq� 1.In otherwords,the
fundam entalrelation (36)getsm odi�ed,as�tN � q;r hasonem orerow than tN � q;r.Such a
m odi�cation can bethoughtofasa \defect" in therecursiveintegration procedure(43-
50).M oreprecisely,wecallEq.(65)a\defectoftypeIat(q;r)"and itischaracterized
by the following relation between � and ��q;r [thisrelation isobtained via the usage of
Eq.(25)]:

��q;ri1j1;:::;iqjq
= �i1j1;:::;iqjq

q+ 1+ iq� 1 � jq� 1

q+ 1+ iq� 1 � iq
: (66)

Step (iii):Nextweshow thatoneneedsyetanotherrecursiveform when l0= r� 1
in Eq. (60),but thereafter from l0 = r� 2 down to l0 = 1,the recursive integration
schem e ofEq.(60)returnsto itsold form (43-50).
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Therecursiveform forl0= r� 1 iseasily obtained by taking them atrix productof
tN � (q� 1);r� 1 and �JN � q� 1;r(q;r)and then integrating itw.r.t.W N � q;r� 1,yielding

�JN � q� 1;r� 1

i1:::iq� 1
(q;r)=

X

j1;:::;jq

�i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1
�N � q;r

j1;:::;jq
Iq+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ 1+ jq� 1� jq(aN � q;r� 1;bN � q;r� 1)

=
q+ iq� 1X

iq= 1

�N � q;r� 1

i1;:::;iq
(bN � q;r� 2 � W N � q;r� 2)

q+ iq� 1� iq ; (67)

where thelastlineofEq.(67)hasbeen obtained by using Eq.(24).Thereafter,using
Eq.(25),weget�N � q;r� 1 = �tN � q;r� 1(q;r)�N � q;r,with

�tN � q;r� 1

i1j1;:::;iqjq
(q;r)= �i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1

�(iq � jq� 1)�
q+ iq� 1� iq

q+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ 1+ jq� 1� jq
W

q+ 2+ iq� jq

N � q� 1;r� 1: (68)

InEq.(68),allindicesexceptjq satisfyEq.(40),andforjq,wehave1� jq � q+ 1+ jq� 1;
i.e.,thefundam entalrelation isonceagain m odi�ed:�tN � q;r� 1(q;r)hasonem orecolum n
than tN � q;r� 1. W e callthis m odi�cation a \defect oftype IIat (q;r� 1)",which is
characterized by the following relation between � and ��q;r� 1 [once again,obtained via
theusageofEq.(25)]:

��q;r� 1i1j1;i2j2;:::iqjq
= �i1j1;i2j2;:::iqjq

q+ 1+ jq� 1 � jq

q+ 2+ iq � jq
: (69)

As for the integrations in Eq. (60) for l0 = r � 2 down to l0 = 1,notice that the
�nalexpression (67)isthe sam e asthe earlierexpression (44),although the m atrices
relating the ’shave been m odi�ed. Thus,the restofthe integrationsin Eq. (60)for
the (N � q)-th layeryield the recurrence relation (43),and the fundam entalrelations
forthem atricesrem ain thesam easin Eq.(36).The�nalresultthen sim ply becom es

�JN � q� 1 =
h

L
(q)
iT

r� 2Y

l0= 1

t
N � q;l0�tN � q;r� 1(q;r)�tN � q;r(q;r)

N � q� 1Y

l= r+ 1

t
N � q;l

R
(q)
; (70)

i.e.,in the(N � q)-th layer,only two ofthem atricesgetm odi�ed w.r.t.Eq.(36).
Step (iv):In thefourth step,weintegrate �JN � q� 1 fortherem ainingN � q� 2layers

to the top ofthe pile one by one. Thisintegration procedure isthe sam e aswhathas
been detailed in steps(i)-(iii),so hereweonly providea shortdescription ofit.

W hen we integrate �JN � q� 1 in the (N � q� 1)-th layer,itiseasily seen [following
thecalculationsin steps(i)-(iii)above]thatthefundam entalrelationsforthem atrices
rem ain the sam e as in Eq. (36) for the integrations over W N � q� 1;N � q� 2 down to
W N � q� 1;r. Two defects,one oftype I and another oftype II appear respectively at
locations(N � q� 1;r� 1)and at(N � q� 1;r� 2),butthefundam entalrelations(36)
are recovered forthe integrationsoverW N � q� 1;r� 3 down to W N � q� 1;1. In otherwords,
afterthe integrationsof �JN � q� 1 overallthe W N � q� 1;j’sforj = (N � q� 2);:::;1,the
locationsofthedefectsm ove onegrain each towardstheleft.In fact,thistrend ofthe
leftward shiftofthe defectsby one grain each tim e we integrate overallthe W i;j’sin
the successive layerupwards continues to hold untilthe locationsofthe defectsreach
(and term inateon)theleftboundary [seeFig.9].

In sum m ary,e�ectively,the di�erence between the calculationsofN and thatof
hW N � q;riliesinthefactthatforthelattercalculation,thefundam entalrelationsbetween
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Figure 9. Propagation ofdefects in the recurrence relations for the calculation of

hW N � q;ri.

them atricesarem odi�ed on thegrainslocated at(N � q� k;r� k),0� k � r� 1 and
(N � q� k;r� 1� k),0� k � r� 2.The�nalresultisoftheform

hW N � q;ri=
1

N

h
�L(N � 2)

iT
�t2;1(q;r)�R (N � 2)(q;r); (71)

butthe explicitform ofhW N � q;ridependson how the m odi�ed fundam entalrelations
a�ect �L(N � 2),�t2;1(q;r),and �R (N � 2)(q;r),and henceon thevaluesofr.

5.3.2.Calculation ofhW N � q;rion theboundary,i.e.,r= 1: Forr= 1,thereisonlyone
relevantdefect,and itisoftypeI.Ita�ectsonly �L(N � 2) and �t2;1(q;1),while �R (N � 2)(q;1)
rem ainsthesam easR (N � 2).Letus�rstconsiderthecaseq> 1,forwhich wehave

�t2;1(q;1)= ��(q;1)i1j1;:::;iN � 2jN � 2
: (72)

Herein,thefundam entalrelation for ��i1j1;:::;iN � 2jN � 2
(q;1)getsm odi�ed only attheq-th

layerto theform (66)to yield

��q;1i1j1;:::;iN � 2jN � 2
= �i1j1;:::;iN � 2jN � 2

q+ 1+ iq� 1 � jq� 1

q+ 1+ iq� 1 � iq
: (73)

In addition,we should also keep in m ind that the dim ensions ofthe m atrix �t2;1(q;1)
are notthe sam e asthose oft2;1,since the index iq for�t2;1(q;1)variesbetween 1 and
q+ 1+ iq� 1 asopposed to varying between 1 and q+ iq� 1 fort2;1. This im plies that
the m axim um value attained by il for �t2;1(q;1)forl� q isincreased by 1 due to the
presence ofthedefectoftypeIatlocation (N � q;r),and consequently

�L(N � 2)

i1;:::;iN � 2
=

q� 1Y

l0= 1

�
il0;

l0(l0+ 1)

2
+ 1

N � 2Y

l= q

�
il;

l(l+ 1)

2
+ 2

(74)
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W hen Eqs.(72-74)areputtogetheralongwith Eqs.(38)and (25)and (58)in Eq.(71),
weobtain

hW N � q;1i=
1

N

X

j1;:::;jN � 2

h
q(q+ 1)

2
+ 2� jq� 1

i

�(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
h
N (N � 1)

2
+ 1

i

!
: (75)

The two cases q = 0 and q = 1,however,have to be considered separately. For
q= 1,we�nd thatEq.(75)can begeneralized by using j0 = 1,yielding

hW N � 1;1i=
4

(N � 1)N + 1
(76)

whileforq= 1,itcan beseen thathW N ;1i= hW N � 1;1i=2.

5.3.3. In the bulk,i.e.,r> 1: Forr> 1,each quantity in Eq.(71)isa�ected dueto
the developm entofthe defects. Ofthese quantities,�t2;1(q;r)isa�ected by a defectof
typeIterm inating on theboundary atlocation (q+ r� 1;1)and a defectoftypeIIat
location (q+ r� 2;1).Using Eqs.(66)and (69),wethen get

��q;ri1j1;:::;iN � 2jN � 2
= �i1j1;:::;iN � 2jN � 2

q+ r� 1+ jq+ r� 3 � jq+ r� 2

q+ r+ iq+ r� 2 � iq+ r� 1
: (77)

W ealso obtain,justasbefore,

�L(N � 2)

i1;:::;i(N � 2)
=

q+ r� 2Y

l0= 1

�
il0;

l0(l0+ 1)

2
+ 1

N � 2Y

l= q+ r� 1

�
il;

l(l+ 1)

2
+ 2
: (78)

However,we stillneed to express �R (N � 2)(q;r). Recallfrom Eq.(39) that R (N � 2)

depends,through therecursion form ula,on tN � p;N � p� 1 for1� p� N � 1.Sinceforthe
calculation ofhW N � q;ri,tN � p;N � p� 1 forN � r� 1� p� N � 3 arem odi�ed dueto the
defects, �R (N � 2)(q;r)m ustalso di�erfrom R (N � 2).

M oreprecisely,in therecursiveform alism described above,�R (p)(q;r)doesnotdi�er
from R (p)(q;r)forp � N � r� 2. The value p = N � r� 1 correspondsto the layer
num berwherea verticallinedrawn from (q;r)in Fig.9 intersectstherightedgeofthe
triangle.

Thus,up to p= N � r� 2,theusualrecursion form ula appliesso that

R
(N � r� 1)

i1;:::;iN � r� 1
=

�(N � r� 1)

i1;:::;iN � r� 1

(2� i1)!(2+ i1� i2)!:::(N � r� 2+ iN � r� 3� iN � r� 2)!(N � r� 2+ iN � r� 2)!
;(79)

butthen ��r+ 1;r ism odi�ed with respectto �r+ 1;r by a defectoftypeIat(q;r),and we
get

�R (N � r� 1)

i1;:::;iN � r
=

1

q+ 1+ iq� 1� iq

��(N � r)

i1:::iN � r
(q;r)

(2� i1)!(2+ i1� i2)!:::(N � r� 1+ iN � r� 2� iN � r� 1)!(N � r� 1+ iN � r� 1)!
;(80)

where

��(N � r)

i1;:::;iN � r
(q;r)=

X

j1;:::;jN � r� 1

(q+ 1+ iq� 1 � jq� 1)
Y

l

�(il� jl� 1)�
(N � r� 1)

j1:::jN � r� 1
:(81)

Once again, it is im portant to rem em ber that the q-th index iq satis�es 1 � iq �

q+ 1+ iq� 1,whilealltheotherssatisfy theinequalities(40).
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Atthenextstep oftherecursion form ulaforR (N � 2),��r;r� 1 ism odi�ed with respect
to �r;r� 1 by two defects:one oftype Iat(q+ 1;r� 1)and one oftype IIat(q;r� 1)
and weobtain

�R (N � r+ 1)

i1;:::;iN � r+ 1
=

1

q+ 2+ iq� iq+ 1

��(N � r+ 1)

i1:::iN � r+ 1
(q;r)

(2� i1)!(2+ i1 � i2)!:::(N � r+ iN � r� 1 � iN � r)!(N � r+ iN � r)!
; (82)

where

��(N � r+ 1)

i1;:::;iN � r+ 1
(q;r)=

X

j1;:::;jN � r

Y

l

�(il� jl� 1)��
(N � r)

j1;:::;jN � r
(q;r); (83)

with 1 � jq � q+ 1+ jq� 1 and 1 � iq+ 1 � q+ 2+ iq. Notice thatEq. (83)isofthe
sam eform asEq.(58)exceptfortheboundsofjq and iq+ 1.

The calculations for �R (N � k)(q;r),2 � k � r proceed along the sam e lines as for
�R (N � r+ 1)(q;r)and �nally weobtain

�R (N � 2)

i1;:::;iN � 3
=

1

q+ r� 1+ iq+ r� 3� iq+ r� 2

��(N � 2)

i1;:::;iN � 2
(q;r)

(2� i1)!(2� i1 � i2)!:::(N � 4+ iN � 5 � iN � 4)!(N � 4+ iN � 4)!
; (84)

where1� iq+ r� 2 � q+r� 1+iq+ r� 3,andforalltheotherindices,wehave1� il� l+il� 1.
Putting everything together,as usual,m ost ofthe factorials that appear in the

expressionsof�t2;1(q;r)and �R (N � 2)(q;r)canceloutand weareleftwith

hW N � q;ri=
1

N

X

j1;:::;jN � 2

��(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
(q;r)

h
N (N � 1)

2
+ 1

i

!
: (85)

5.4.Higherm om entsand correlations

From the m ethods we described in Secs. 5.1-5.3, it is clear that higher m om ents
and correlations can in principle be calculated by following the sam e procedure. W e
willnotprovide too m any detailsbelow,instead we willdem onstrate thatthe higher
m om entsand correlationscan easily beobtained by keeping track ofm ore\defects" in
thefundam entalrelations.

5.4.1.ThecaseofhW s
N � q;ri,s> 1 Them odi�cationsofthefundam entalrelationsfor

theintegration ofW s
N � q;r areobtained by generalizing thecalculationsofsection 5.3.1.

To start with, the (i1;:::;iq� 1)-th elem ent of the m atrix integration result
Z bN � q;r

aN � q;r

dW N � q;rW
s
N � q;rt

N � (q� 1);k �JN � q� 1;r+ 1(q;r)reads

X

j1;:::;jq

�i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1

N � q;r+ 1

j1;:::;jq
Iq+ s+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ jq� 1� jq(aN � q;r;bN � q;r)

=
q+ s+ iq� 1X

iq= 0

�N � q;r;s

i1;:::iq
(bN � q;r� 1 � W N � q;r� 1)

q+ s+ iq� 1� iq (86)

with �N � q;r;s = �t(q;r;s)N � q;r
N � q;r+ 1,where

�tN � q;r

i1j1;:::;iqjq
(q;r;s)= �i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1

�(iq � jq� 1)�
q+ s+ iq� 1� iq

q+ s+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ jq� 1� jq
W

q+ 1+ iq� jq

N � q� 1;r� 1

= ��(q;r;s)i1j1;:::;iqjq
W

q+ 1+ iq� jq

N � q� 1;r� 1: (87)
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Onceagain,alltheindicesvary between theboundsde�ned in (40),exceptforiq,
which satis�es 1 � iq � q+ s+ iq� 1. The resulting m odi�cation ofthe fundam ental
relations can be called an s-th order defect oftype I,and it is characterized by the
relation

��q;r;si1j1;:::;iqjq
= �i1j1;:::;iqjq

(q+ s+ iq� 1 � jq� 1):::(q+ 1+ iq� 1 � jq� 1)

(q+ s+ iq� 1 � iq):::(q+ 1+ iq� 1 � iq)
: (88)

Afterm ultiplying the r.h.s. ofEq.(86)with tN � (q� 1);r� 1,the integralwith respect
to W N � q;r� 1 yields

X

j1;:::;jq

�i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1
�N � q;r;s

j1;:::;jq
Iq+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ s+ jq� 1� jq(aN � q;r� 1;bN � q;r� 1)

=
q+ iq� 1X

iq= 0

�N � q;r� 1;s

i1:::iq
(bN � q;r� 2 � W N � q;r� 2)

q+ iq� 1� iq: (89)

Furtherm ore,using �N � q;r� 1;s = �tN � q;r� 1(q;r;s)�N � q;r;s,weobtain

�tN � q;r� 1;s

i1j1;:::;iqjq
(q;r)= �i1j1;:::;iq� 1jq� 1

�(iq � jq� 1)�
q+ iq� 1� iq

q+ iq� 1� jq� 1;q+ s+ jq� 1� jq
W

q+ s+ 1+ iq� jq

N � q� 1;r� 1 ; (90)

where 1 � jq � s+ q+ jq� 1,while alltheotherindicessatisfy Eq.(40).Thus,the s-th
orderdefectoftypeIIischaracterized by

��(q;r� 1;s)i1j1;:::;iqjq
= �i1j1;:::;iqjq

(q+ s+ jq� 1 � jq):::(q+ 1+ jq� 1 � jq)

(q+ s+ 1+ iq � jq):::(q+ 2+ iq � jq)
: (91)

Asin the case fors= 1,allthe otherintegralson the (N � q)-th layerhave the usual
form (43),so thatthereareonly two defectsperlayerto takecareof.M oreover,these
defectspropagateexactly in thesam easshown in Fig.9(a).

The explicitexpression forhW s
N � q;riin term sof��’scan be directly deduced from

therecurrencerelationsforthe�t’s.

5.4.2. Correlations of the type hW
s1
N � q1;r1

:::W
sm
N � qm ;rm

i: It turns out that these
quantitiescan becalculated using theresultsforhW s

N � q;ri.
Consider the sim plest case hW s1

N � q1;r1
W

s2
N � q2;r2

i with q2 � q1. Ifthe point(q2;r2)
doesnotlie on one ofthe two linesofdefectsoriginating from (q1;r1),itisclearthat
thee�ectson therecurrencerelationsofthedefectsoriginatingfrom (q1;r1)and (q2;r2)
do not\interact" with each other.

Thedefectsdo \interact" only if(q2;r2)lieson thelinede�ned by (q1 + k;r1 � k)
for0� k � r1� 1.In thatcase,thedefectsareofs1-th orderoftypeIon (q1+ k;r1� k),
0 � k � r1 � r2 � 1,and oftype IIon (q1 + k;r1 � k � 1),0 � k � r1 � r2 � 2;and
then of(s1 + s2)-th orderoftypeIon (q1 + k;r1 � k),r1 � r2 � k � r1 � 1.and typeII
(q1 + k;r1 � k� 1),r1 � r2 � k � r1 � 2.

The m odi�cations of the fundam ental relations for all the higher correlations
hW

s1
N � q1;r1

:::W
sm
N � qm ;rm

i can be obtained by using these observations. Once again if
thelinesofdefectsoriginating from thepoints(qi;ri)fori= 1;:::;m do notintersect,
the individualdefectsdo not\interact". Ifthey do intersect,the defects\interact" as
described above,im plying thatallcorrelationscan beexpressed in term sof��’s.
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Figure 10. Com parison between exactresultsand sim ulations:(a)on the boundary

r= 1 forN = 11;(b)in the bulk forq= 3 and N = 11.

5.5.Com parison with sim ulation results

To evaluate hW i;ji’sexactly using the exactrelationsdeveloped above forany system
size,we need to com pute the integers �(p)

i1:::ip
and correspondingly the ��(p)

i1:::ip
. These

integersare de�ned recurrently by the relations(58). Although the relations(58)are
sim ple sum s,the num berofterm snecessary to evaluate �(p)

i1:::ip
increasesasroughly as

(p!)!for large p,so that for practicalpurposes,it is di�cult to go beyond N = 11.
The com parison between the exact evaluation ofthe hW i;ji’s with the corresponding
M onte-Carlo sim ulation resultsforN = 11 isshown in Fig.10.

5.6.An equivalentcom binatorialproblem

W e have not been able to �nd an explicit expression or an asym ptotic form ula for
�(p)

i1;:::;ip
forlarge p. However,aftersom e relabeling,a com binatorialinterpretation can

be obtained for�(p)

i1;:::;ip
and related expressionsentering the form ulasforthe m om ents

ofW i;j.
Thisinterpretation goesasfollows:weconsiderm apsh which associatea positive

integerh(k;l) tothe(k;l)-th siteoftheportion ofthesquarelatticede�ned by 1� k � p

and 1� l� k [i.e.,thetrianglein Fig.8(a)].Theintegersh(k;l) areconstrained by the
following inequalities:

h(1;1) = 1;

1� h(l;1) � 2; 8l= 2:::p

1� h(l;k) � k+ h(l;k� 1); 8l= 2:::p;k = 1:::l: (92)

Theinequalities(92)arein factjusta re-expression ofEq.(40).Furtherm ore,Eq.(58)
can then berewritten as

�(2)

h(11)h(12)
= �h(12);1
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�(p)

h(p;1):::h(p;p)
= �h(p;p);1

X

h(p� 1;1);:::;h(p� 1;p� 1)

�(p� 1)

h(p� 1;1);:::;h(p� 1)

p� 1Y

l= 1

�[h (p;l+ 1)� h(p� 1;l)]: (93)

Having iterated therecurrencerelation,an equivalent\explicit" expression for�’s
can beobtained as

�(p)

h(p;1):::h(p;p)
=

X

fhg

pY

k= 1

kY

l= 1

�[h (k;l+ 1)� h(k� 1;l)]; (94)

where the sum runsover allm apsh satisfying Eq. (92)with �xed valuesofh(p;k) for
k = 1;:::;p.Theproductson therighthand sideareobviously non-zero only form aps
h satisfying

h(k;l) � h(k+ 1;l+ 1) 8k = 1:::p� 1;l= 1;:::;k: (95)

W e now introduce a new sym bolZN � 2 for
P

j1;:::;jN � 2
�(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
,which enters the

expression ofthe norm alization constantN .Itisthen easily seen thatZN � 2 issim ply
the totalnum ber ofm apsh satisfying inequalities (92)and (95)forp = N � 2. In a
sim ilarm anner,thequantity

P

j1;:::;jN � 2

��(N � 2)

j1;:::;jN � 2
(q;r)from (85)can bere-expressed in

term sofm aps�h(q;r)as
P

f�h(q;r)g[q+ 1+ �h(N � r;q� 1)�
�h(N � r� 1;q� 1)]wherethem aps�h(q;r)

satisfy the inequalities (92)and (95)excepton the line (l;k)= (N � r+ j;q+ j)for
0� j� r� 2,wherethey satisfy

1� �h(l;k) � k+ 1+ �h(l;k� 1): (96)

Thus,we�nally get

hW N � q;ri=
1

N (N � 1)

2
+ 1

�ZN � 2(q;r)

ZN � 2

hq+ 1+ �h(N � r;q� 1)�
�h(N � r� 1;q� 1)i�h(q;r); (97)

where �ZN � 2(q;r)isthe totalnum ber ofm aps �h(q;r)forp = N � 2,and the angular
bracketson ther.h.s.denotean averageoverallm aps.Sim ilarexpressionscan also be
obtained forallhigherm om entsand correlations.

Interestingly, the originalsym m etry ofthe m odelis not apparent at allin this
form ulation. Although the �nalresults,once calculated [cf. Fig.10],display ofcourse
thesym m etry,itseem sdi�cultto show thattheunderlying discreteproblem isindeed
sym m etric.

6. D iscussion and C onclusions

In thispaper,wehavestudied theresponseofa hexagonalpacking ofrigid,frictionless,
m assless, spherical grains to a single external force at the top of it, by supposing
allm echanically stable force con�gurations equally likely. W e have shown that this
problem is equivalent to a correlated q-m odel. Interestingly, while the conventional
q-m odelproduces a single-peaked, di�usive response, our m odelleads to two sharp
peakson the boundary,i.e.,on the two lattice directionsem anating from the pointof
application oftheexternalforce.Forsystem sof�nitesize,them agnitudeofthesepeaks
decreases towards the bottom ofthe packing,while progressively a broader,central
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m axim um appears between the peaks. The response function displays a rem arkable
scaling behaviour with system size N : while the response in the bulk ofthe packing
scalesas 1

N
,on theboundary itisindependentofN ,sothatin thetherm odynam iclim it

only thepeakson thelatticedirectionspersist.W ehave obtained exactexpressionsof
the hW i;ji values,i.e.,ofthe response,and ofhigher correlations for any system size
in term s ofintegers corresponding to an underlying discrete structure,but we have
not been able to derive an expression for the scaling lim it. The resem blance ofthe
discrete structure with plane-partition problem s[29]m ightlead to furtherprogressin
thatdirection.

Qualitatively,theresponseobtained via theuniform probability hypothesisisthus
in agreem ent with experim ents. Itshould however be noted thatin experim ents,the
width ofthe peaks increases linearly with depth,while in our m odel,the peaks are
single-grain diam eter wide at any depth. Such peak widening, in our opinion,is a
consequenceofinter-grain friction.Indeed,arecentstudy [28]hasshown thatfriction in
rectangularpackingsproducesawidening ofthepeaksaround thetwo latticedirections
em anating from the point ofapplication ofthe single externalforce,with the peak
width proportionalto the square root ofdepth. However, in Ref.[28],the various
force con�gurationshave notbeen sam pled uniform ly asin ourm odel,butratherthe
sam pling was carried outin a fashion sim ilarto the usualq-m odel,with independent
random values at each grain. W e are now attem pting to study the e�ect offriction
within the uniform ensem ble in both rectangular and hexagonalgeom etries;but our
prelim inary attem ptsrevealthatsuch a study istechnically di�cultasthem apping to
an analogousq-form ulation breaksdown.

A naturalquestion thatarisesinview ofourworkiswhethertheuniform probability
hypothesisleadsto oneofthreecategoriesthattheexisting continuum -typem odelsfor
the transm issionsofstresseshave been classi�ed into (nam ely,elliptic,hyperbolic and
parabolic according to the nature ofthe underlying coarse-grained PDE’s)[2]. Given
the criticalim portance ofthe underlying network ofcontacts,itseem sdi�cultto give
a generalanswer to this question. Forthe hexagonalgeom etry that we studied,it is
possibletowriteacoarse-grainedequation forverticalstresses! usingtheq-form ulation;
indeed,sincethecorrelation length between theq’sisrathershort,thecontinuouslim it
isthesam eisin theusualq-m odel[13]

@z! + @x(v!)= D 0@xx! ; (98)

where v(x;z) is the noise resulting from the continuous lim it ofqi;j = (1 + vi;j)=2.
However,in contrastwith the usualq-m odel,the m ean hv(x;z)iisposition-dependent
asfoundin Sec.3.3.Such aform ulation thusdoesnotseem veryuseful,astheproperties
ofthe noise and the self-sim ilarity have to be som ehow �rstobtained from the equal-
probability ensem ble hypothesis. Nevertheless,the study ofa tensorialform ulation of
thism odelisan interesting futuredirection.

Finally,apartfrom theinclusion offriction in thepresentm odel,thenextim portant
future direction is the study ofthe response ofdisordered granularpackings. In that
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case,averageswould have to be taken �rstfora �xed contactnetwork,and then over
di�erentcontactnetworkscorresponding to di�erentarrangem entgeom etriesofgrains.
The shape ofthe resulting response function would provide another crucialtest for
the applicationsofthe equalprobability hypothesis to the study offorcesin granular
packings.
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