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A bstract.

W e study the response of a two-din ensional hexagonal packing ofm assless, rigid,
frictionless spherical grains due to a vertically dow nw ard point foroe on a single grain
at the top layer. W e use a statistical approach, where each m echanically stable
con  guration of contact forces isequally likely. W e show that thisproblem isequivalent
to a correlated gmodel. W e nd that the response is doublepeaked, where the two
peaks, sharp and sihglegrain diam eterw ide, lie on the tw o dow nw ard lattice directions
em anating from the point ofthe application ofthe extemal force. For system sof nite
size, the m agnitude of these peaks decreases tow ards the bottom of the packing, whilke
progressively a broader, centralm axin um appears between the peaks. The resoonse
behaviour digplays a ram arkable scaling behaviour with system size N : while the
response in the buk of the packing scales as Ni , on the boundary i is independent of
N , so that in the themm odynam ic 1im it only the peaks on the lattice directions persist.
T his qualitative behaviour is extrem ely robust, as dem onstrated by our sin ulation
results w ith di erent boundary conditions. W e have obtained exact expressions of the
regoonse and higher correlations for any system size in tem s of integers corresponding
to an underlying discrete structure.
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1. Introduction

Static properties of granular packings have been a very active eld of research in recent
years. G ranular packings are asssmblies of m acrosoopic particles that interact only
via m echanical repulsion m ediated through physical contacts {I;,2]. In contrast with
continuum solids, forces on Individual grains in a granular packing can be directly
acoessed both experin entally E{fﬂ] and num erically F_G{f&}]. T hese forces are found to
be ormganized In highly heterogeneous netw orks that depend strongly on construction
history of the packing [L(]. Statistical studies, m otivated to deal with such history
dependence and heterogeneiy of the forces on individual grains, have identi ed two
m aln global characteristics of static granular packings. F irst, the distrbution for the
m agnitudes of intergrain forces is very broad, wih an exponential decay for large
force m agnitudes and a plateau at sm all oree m agnitudes §3,6]. Secondly, the average
resoonse ofthe packings to a single vertically dow nw ards extemal force depends strongly
on the underlying geom etry: In ordered packings, the applied force ism ainly tranam itted
along the principal Jattice directions em anating from the point ofapplication ofthe force,
while in disordered packings there is a single vertical propagation direction &,8,7].

A Though a Jarge num berofdi erent theoreticalm odelshave been proposad to study
these two global characteristics of granular padckings, each of these m odels successfiilly
acoounts for at m ost one of them . For exam pl, the so-called gm odel 1] is a scalar
Jattice m odel that describes the uctuations In force tranam ission within a granular
packing at the rst approxin ation. W hile thism odeldoesproduce realistic distributions
for the m agnitudes of Intergrain forces (see Ref. 2] for a m ore detailed discussion), it
predicts a di usive response to a single external orce in con ict w ith experim ents [13].
On the other hand, vectorial extensions of the g-m odel [13], com patble with a more
general \stressonly" approach [14], were shown to lead to stochastic wave equations.
Forweak disorder, these equationspredict a ray-like propagation of stresses in agreem ent
w ith experim ents, but for strong disorder, the corresponding behaviour of the stresses
is Jess clearcut. This has further Jed to the Introduction of an ad-hoc \force chain
solitting" model {1§]. The vectorial extensions of the gm odel and the forcechain
olitting m odels do predict realistic response behaviour for granular packings, but the
relation between m icroscopic stochasticity and resulting distrbutions forthem agnitudes
of ntergrain forces within these m odels is not entirely clear. Finally, In contrast
w ith these stochastic approaches, classical elastic theory has been used for years In
the engineering community [1§,17]. The predictions of this theory for the response
behaviour of granular packings m atch the experin ental results rather sucoessfully [L§].
H owever, elasticity theory provides only a m acrosoopic, average level description, and
thus i provides no Informm ation on the force distrbbution. M oreover, its derivation from
the grain-levelm echanics still seem s to be a signi cant challenge [18,17].

From this perspective, a unifying approach lading to both realistic uctuations
in the individual intergrain force m agnitudes and transm issions of forces in a granular
padcking clearly seem s to be necessary. Interestingly, In a di erent context (nam ely, that
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of granular com paction) a basis for such an approach has been laid down by Edwards
years ago [19,20]. By analogy w ith conventional statisticalm echanics, the fundam ental
hypothesis is to consider all \Jamm ed" con gurations equally lkely. A lthough no
m dcroscopic justi cation for such an ergodic assum ption is availabl so far, experim ents
and num erical studies of quasistatic granular m edia support such a them odynam ic
picture P2]. It thus seem s very tem pting to extend this hypothesis to the study of foroes
In static granular packings by considering sets of forces belonging to all m echanically
stable con gurations equally likely.

If this idea of equal probability ensem ble is to be applied to study the oroes in a
granularpadking, it hasto be realized that two levels of random ness are generally present
in the ensem ble of forces for stable granular packings P]. This stem s from the fact that
forces In a granularpacking depend critically on the underlying contact netw ork betw een
the grains. Contact networks that are deem ed isostatic uniquely determ ine the forces
adm issble on them , and thus, the application of the equalprobability hypothesis to
packings w ith isostatic contact networks am ounts to considering each contact netw ork
equally lkely. Such a consideration lads to wave equations in disordered geom etry
whach are .In con ict with experin ents PL]. However, realistic contact networks are
generically non—isostatic, and the fact that several force con gurations can be com patible
w ith a given non-isostatic contact netw ork gives rise to the ssoond level of random ness
B/3,231.

Instead of applying Edward’s hypothesis to both lvels of random ness
sim ultaneously, a natural rst step isto apply the uniform probability hypothesis rstto
a xed contact network, and then possbly average over various contact netw orks. Such
a study in a xed contact netw ork has recently been shown to produce distriboutions for
the m agnitudes of ntergrai forces that com pare very wellw ith experin ents P4]. In
Ref. 29] we brie vy showed that the application of the uniform probability hypothesis
In an ordered geom etry also leads to a response to an extemal force qualitatively in
agreem ent w ith experin ents. In thispaper, we report the sam e study in fiillldetail. M ore
precisely, we determ ine the behaviour of the response of a two-din ensional hexagonal
packing of rigid, frictionless and m assless spherical grains placed between two vertical
walls (see Figil), due to a vertically downward force W ot @Pplied on a ginglke grain at
the top layer. W e de ne the response of the packing as HW ;51 HW iﬁg)i =W oxt, Where

Wi and W ig) are the vertical oroes tranam itted by the (i j)-th grain to the layer

below it regpectively w ith and w ithout applied extemal force W o+ . Form asskss grains
" 0
con gurations ofm echanically stable non-negative contact forces.

0. The angular brackets here denote averaging w ith equal probability over all

W e nd that the problem of equally-probable force con gurations in the hexagonal
geom etry is equivalent to a correlated gm odel. U sing this form ulation, sim ulations for
a variety ofboundary conditions show that the response to an extemal force applied on
the top ofthe padking displays tw o sym m etric peaks lying precisely on the two dow nward
lattice directions em anating from the point of application of the force. M oreover,
the regponse exhibits rem arkable scaling with the system size, inplying that In the
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them odynam ic lin it the peaks propagate all the way to the bottom of the packing.
Surprisingly, average values W ;51 aswellashigher correlations can be calculated exactly
for any system size via this formulation. W e show that all these quantities can be
expressed In temm s of integers corresponding to an underlying discrete structure.

The paper is organized as llows. In Sec. &, we exam Ine the equalprobability
hypothesis In a xed geom etry, and its application to the hexagonalgeom etry in detail.
In Sec. 3, we num erically study the response as well as the distributions of the single
d’s and correlations between them . In Sec. '§ we detail the fi1ll theoretical calculation
of HW ;31 and higher correlations for any system size. W e nally end this paperwih a
discussion i Sec. 4.

Woi

(a) (b)

Figure 1. Ourmodel: (@) N p array of hexagonally closepacked rigid frictionless
spherical grains In two-dim ensions. At the top, there is only a single vertically
dow nw ard point force applied on one grain. (o) Form assless grains, the vertical forces
are non-zero only inside a triangle form ed by the tw o lattice directions em anating from

the point of application ofW <4+, so that we can restrict our study to that dom ain. The
horizontal forces on boundaries of the triangular dom ain are the sam e as those on the
boundaries in (@).

2. Uniform M easure on the Force Ensem ble

2.1. Foree Ensam bk in G eneric P ackings

To start w ith, ket us exam Ine m ore closely the intergrain forces n a granular packing
R71. A spointed out earlier, the grainsm utually interact only via (m echanical) repulsive
contact foroes. T he contacts are assum ed pointlke, and in the present study, we consider
only frictionless grains, so that each contact force is locally nom alto the grain surface.
Thus, the m ost fundam ental entity entering the description of forces In a granular
packing is the contact network, ie., the set of all contact points w ith directions nom al
to the grain surfaces at repective contacts Q1.
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Consider such a contact network formm ed by a packing of P grainsw ith Q contacts.
For sim plicity, we restrict ourselves to two din ensions In the follow Ing analysis. At each
contactk forl k Q, the force is represented by itsm agnitude Fy along the locally
nom aldirection to the graln surface, w ith the convention that a positive m agnitude of
Fy ocorresponds to a repulsive force. The forces applied on a given grain must satisfy
three N ew ton’s equations: two forbalancing forces In the x and y directions and one for
balancing torque. For the system In is entirety, the contact foroes can be grouped In a
colum n vector F consisting of Q non-negative scalars fF, g, satisfying S = 3P stability
equations represented by A’ F = E.. Here, For is an S-din ensional colum n vector
representing the extemal forces and torques on the gralns, and A isan S Q matrix
unigquely speci ed by the contact network. If the grains in question are disks, as is the
case In m ost of theoretical and num erical studies, the torque balance is autom atically
satis ed, and the total number of equations S drops to 2P . Note also that there is
som e freedom In the de nition of F': a contact force between a grain and a boundary
can either be considered as an intemal foroe, ie., as a part of F'; or as an extemal force,
In which case it becom es a part of Feyt «

In the above description, if A is invertble | which of course mplies Q = S
| the force con guration allowed on the contact network is unique: such a contact
network is called isostatic. O therw ise either there is an extended sst E of allowed force
con gurations, In which case the network is called hyperstatic, or there is none, the
packing under consideration is unstable under the in posed extemal forces.

T heoretical argum ents suggest that perfectly rigid grains generically form isostatic
packings 24]. P hysical grains are of course never in nitely rigid, and the corresponding
contact networks are hyperstatic. These cbservations are con med by num erical
studies, which m oreover nd that the convergence to isostaticity w ith Increasing rigidity
of the grains is rather slow R3]. To detemm ine the forces uniquely, one then in principle
has to take into acoount the \force Jaw ", which relates the deform ation of a particle to
the force applied on it, as well as the construction history of the packing.

N evertheless, som e m acroscopic properties of a granular padcking, such as the
ditrdbution of forcem agniudes and the shape ofthe average response to a point force, are
independent ofthe details ofthe force law P4]. From that point ofview , ifone considers
a packing of grains of large but nite rigidiy, the defom ations of the grains are an all
w ith respect to their characteristic sizes, and these deform ations could be altered w ithout
essentially m odifying the (hyperstatic) contact network P4]. Experin entally, this can
be achieved by gently tapping the packing w ithout adding or rem oving contacts R1.
W ithout having to delve desper In the m icroscopic force law s, one can then analyze the
contact force con gurations as a subset ofthe sest E of allowed force con gurations. By
analogy to classical statistical m echanics, one can study the statistical properties of the
st E. A natural starting point is to assum e that any point in E is visited w ith the
sam e frequency, sin ilar to a m icrocanonical enssmble. In other words, one assigns a
uniform probability m easure on E, under which allallowed contact force con gurations
are equally lkely. W e should however kesp in m ind that a priori there is no clar
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Justi cation for such an ergodic hypothesis.

The uniform m easure on E can be de ned m ore precisely. The st of all solutions
of A F = E: isan a ne space, whose dim ension is the dim ension of the kemel of
A, and E is a subset of that space where Fy 08k = 1:::Q. It can be shown
that E is usually a com pact polygon R], so that the uniform m easure is well de ned.
For a hyperstatic packing, K er @) is non-zero, and a param etrization of E can be
constructed via the three ollow Ing steps: (1) one rst identi es an orthonom albasis
fFPg (1= 1;:::;dx = Q S) that spansthe space ofK er @ ); (2) one then detemm ines
a unique solution F@ of A ) = F by requirhg FO #% = 0 or1= 1;:::;d ; and
(3) one nally obtains all solutions of A F = E4 asF = FO + e £iF®, where f;

=1
are real num bers. The restriction of the fi’s to a sst S generating non-negative foroes

is a possble param etrization of E . The uniform m easure on E is thus equivalent to the

uniform measure d =QdFk A F &) (Fk)=QdflonS.
k 1

22.Foree Ensam bk in the Hexagonal G eom etry

(@ w (b) o (O

(N.J) (N.})
t F(l i) F2 Fl J F2 J
®j) @pn @.7) (N.}) (N.J)
R R - BYORMS F
) \ @pn (%)) \ (i,
= K K K W

Figure 2. Schem atically shown forces on the j-th grain in the i-th layer: @) i= 1,
)i N and (@) i= N;Fa’ 08m.

W ewillnow apply the generalm ethod described in Sec. 2.1 to a hexagonalpacking
ofm onodisperse, rigid and frictionless disks under the localized extemal force W . (see.
Fig. 7). W e will concentrate on m asskess particles since considering m asses does not
fundam entally change the qualitative behaviour P§]. Ourain isto calculate them ean of

_ 3w (173)

Wiys= 5 Fp 0+ F,

to be equally likely.

(see Fig. 2) by considering all adm issble force con gurations

22.1. Foree kalance on individualgrains: To start w ith, we calculate the forces F5(i"j)
and F 47
6

top layer, ie, i= 1 Fig.2@)],

for each grain In tem s of other forces by using N ew ton’s equations. For the

@) @:9) @)
Fg " :p_gwe]xt"' N
@) 1y @9 @)
F6 = F §W ext E'4 FB ]; (l)
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while fora grain in thebuk Fig. 2 b)]
F5(j_,-j) _ Fz(i;j) + |;le(i;j) F3(i;j)]
F6(1;J) _ Fl(l;j) u:_.4(l;j> F3(l;j)]; @)
and nally forthe bottom lyer Fig.2©)],
p_ .

1
— N ;3) N ;3)
Wap=— Fo 7+ F,

T R .
F, i3 _ 5 Fl(N ) F2(N i3 . 3)
In our study, a vertically downward force W o, is applied on a single grain j in the
top layer, ie, W 4,5 = W exe 44 - Equations (-3) then show that this foroe can propagate
only inside a triangle form ed by the tw o dow nw ard Jattice directions em anating from the
graln j . O utside the triangle, all non-horizontal forces are zero, and for the horizontal
ones, F3(i"j) = F4(i;j) . Since our main interest are the W ;5 's, this inplies that we
can restrict ourselves to the trangular dom ain, for which the forces exerted on the
boundaries are the sam e as the foroes on the boundary of the origihal system [see F .

10)].

222. Param etrization of the force ensembl: As stated in Sec. 2.}, F contains one
scalar (force m agnitude) for each Intergrain contact. This is a consequence of the
action-reaction principle, which gives the follow Ing identi cations for1 < i N and
1< 3 1

G _ o @ 1 1), ) _ o @ 179, @) _ o 31,
F, 77 = Fyq ; F,” =Fy4 ; and Fy; 77 =Fy : @)

W e consider two di erent vertical boundaries: (i) \hard walls" described in Fig. I
and (i) perodic boundaries in the j direction. W hilk In both cases the contact netw ork
is clearly hyperstatic, the con gurations of the Intemal forces are slightly di erent. W e
start w ith the case of \hard walls".

For reasons which will becom e clear Jater on, we w ill consider the contact forces
on the right and the bottom boundaries as Intemal forces, ie., as a part of F, whike
the forces on the top and right boundaries w ill be considered as a part of Feyr . SInple
counting then shows that Q = N ?+ 2N , while the number of equations isN N + 1),
Inplying that dx = w .

Notice from Egs. () that in this description, the Jateral forces F,*) and
F4(i"j) enter the equations for the non-horizontal forces only via their di erence G ;5 =
F4(i"j) F3(i;j) fori= 1:::N land j= 1l:::p. A natural param etrization of E is
given by these G ;;'s: once the G ;;; are xed, all the other non-horizontal forces can be
uniquely determ ined by solving Egs. (-3) layer by layer from top down. It is easily
seen that the num ber of these param eters is lndeed dx , and that they correspond to an
orthonom albasis ofK erA .

Thus, the set E is param etrized by the G ;;5’s, and the G ;s are restricted w ithin a

subset S in order to keep all intemal forces non-negative. The non-negativity of F S(i"j)
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and F o in plies
1 1 ) W9 .
p—§W ext G 159 19—§W ext and F, G i3 Fy : ®)

Furthem ore, the horizontal forces can be expressed as
y o)
F4(1,J) _ F3(l,l) + el Y ©6)
=1

where F3(i"1) 's are extermal forces. If the m agniudes ofF3(i"1) 's are taken to be larger

then P2—§W extr then it is easy to see that F4(i;j)’s rem ain positive for all values of G ;4's

that satisfy nequality 8); otherw ise, to have F3(i;j) 0, the available range for each
G ;3 would have to be further restricted w ithin the bounds de ned by the Inequality E) .

i;1)

In this paper, we concentrate on the case F3( = P%W oxt Where the fill range ) is

allowed. W e will consider the case F 7 < PW o brie y n Sec. 3.1

N otice that the positivity conditions ﬁDrFf"j) ’'sde ned viaEq. (§) isthe only place

w here the precise values ofF3(i;l) 's enter the analysis. C learly, considering F 3(j*'l) 'sasa

part of F would lead to them being param eters of E (@and thus an unbounded S due to
the lack ofupperbounds of F 3(”1) 's). W e therefore choose F 3(”1) 's as extemal foroes w ith

xed values P%W ext t0 keep S bounded and the uniform m easure welkde ned.

W ith the above convention, the st S is an W—djm ensional polyhedron in the

G 1;5-space de ned by hnequalities (). T he response of the packing to the external oroe

W ot is then de ned as

Z Y

W i3 dG k;1r ()
k;1

—_— 1
., .l —_—
1] N s
ie., the averages h:: 1 are de ned over an ensspble of foroe con gurations, where each
Y
foroe con guration is equally lkely, with N = dG g ,;; the nom alization constant.
Sk
M ost of the previous analysis ram ains valid for periodic boundaries as well. The

. . . i;1
main dierence is that the F3(l 'y

o .
p 0D = p P

s are now Intemal forces (ie. a part of F), as
due to the action-reaction principle. The phase space E can again be
parametrized by G5 fori N;1 j N, wih the additional constraint that

«P

Gi3=0 8i= 1:::N: (8)

=1
Once again, only the G ;;’s physically enter the problem , and the precise values of the
horizontal forces are Inm aterial. The horzontal forces are wellde ned only if one
chooses xed reference values for, say, the F 3(i;l) 's. If these values are Jarge enough, as
explained in Eq. () and therebelow , all the horizontal forces are positive irrespective of
the G ;,5 values w ithin the bounds de ned by mequality @). Then the sst S, ofallowed
values of the param eters G ;;; is the Intersection ofthe hyperplane S, de ned by Eq. @)
and the polyhedron de ned by the nequality ().
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22 3. The gooordinates: There is an altemative form ulation ofthis problm In temm s

of new variables
p-
3@ 45 + FZ(L]))

2W

5 = ; )

1]

w here g;;5 is the fraction of W ;;; that the (i; j)th particle tranam its to the Jayer below it

tow ards the kft, ie., FS(i;j) = P%%jW i3 and F6(i;j) = 192—5 @l ;)W 5;;- Themapping 9)

then reduces nequality (§) to 0 q; 1. Clearly, W ;5 = W o is the external force

applied on the top layer. Fori> 1, theW ;;3's In the successive layers are related via
Wis= 0 @5 DOWi 19 1+ @ 1;3W 5 155 (10)

ie, W ;5 isa function of g, fork < i.

From the ormulation in tem s of the g’s t may seem from Eq. (0) that i the
hexagonalgeom etry ofF ig. i1, one sin ply recovers the gm odel {11]. T here ishowever an
In portant subtlety to take notice of. In the gm odel, the g’'s corresponding to di erent
grains are usually uncorrelated. In our case, the uniform measure on E in plies, from
Eqg. @), that

" #v e n
Y 2 z Y
= Py AW @ (11)
43 ]
ie., due to the presence of the Jacobian on the right hand side of Eq. (I1), the unifom
measure on S translates to a non-uniform m easure on the W—djm ensionalunit cube
fom ed by the accessible values of the 's. In the case of periodic boundary conditions,
the constraint @) reduces to
xP %1 1
W% = Wi15% 15 = 19—§W ext? (12)

=1 =1
3. N um erical resuls

3.1. Shape and scaling of the response

W e now present the results for the HW j;i’s evaluated num erically by in plem enting

detailed balance w ith respect to the probabiliy measured = Ni da;s W 55 (@ on the
"

i
w—djm ensional unit cube in the ggpace. At each step, a shgke g ism odi ed, and
the change is acospted w ith a M etropolis acoeptance ratio. From Eq. (10), it iseasy to
see that the HW ;51 values scale linearly w ith that of W .. Thus, from now on, we set
Wee = 1.
Our sinulation results for Hi ;;i in the case of hard walls w ith F,™*

orN = 37 are plotted In Fig. 3 (@), using the built—<n cubic interpolation finction
of M athem atica. Outside the triangk shown in Fig. 1), ¥ i1 0 appears in
deep indigo; the largest N ;51 value within the triangle appears in dark red; and any
other non—zero HW ;51 value is represented by a linear wavelength scale In between. The

— 2
_p_gwext
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(b)67 T T T T T T ] 0.5 | : . :
S | Nesthadwais ||| & [ NESpeiodo | |
F ! -- N=101 hard walls| } 4 0% + N=51 periodic —
%4, --N=36 periodic | i | D ° Nzgili Hargwgllls
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X PR il A9 + N=101 hard walls
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j

Figure 3. Sinulation results for W ;;5i: (@) colour plot for WV ;;yi w ith hard walls;

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

represented In dark red. T he other values are represented by a linear wavelength scale

n between.(p)—(c) Behavior of W ;;5i in reduced co-ordinatesx and z fordi erent N -
values and boundary conditions: (o) scaling of HW (x;z)i with system size for kj< z

attwo z values; (c) data collapse fortW (x;z)ij-, ordi erentN valuesand boundary
conditions. See text for firther details.

thin green regions that appear on the outer edge of the trangl are artifacts of the
Interpolation.

W e nd forany system size N that the W ;41 values display two sym m etric peaks
that lie precisely on the two downward lattice directions em anating from the point of
application of the force W o+ . The width of these peaks is a single grain diam eter and
w ith depth their m agnitudes decreass, whik a broader central peak appears. At the
very bottom layer (i= N ) only the centralm axinum for H¥ ;51 rem ains.

W e furtherde nex = ijO and 2 ji: = respectively foreven and odd i, and z = N—l

[see F ig. 1] in orderto put the vertices of the triangle fom ed by the Iocations ofnon-zero

HV ;;3ivalueson (0;0); ( 1=2;1) and (1=2;1) 8N . T he excellent data collapse indicates
that the W ;;;ivalues or kj< z scalew ith the nverse system size F ig. 3 (0); we however
show only two z values], while the HW ;51 values for kj= z lie on the sam e curve for all
system sizes Fig. 3(c)]. The data suggest that In the themodynam ic Imit N ! 1,
the response eld W (x;z)i scals 1N for kj< z, but readhes a non—zero 1im iting
value on kj= z 8z < 1. W e thus expect N]."'ml HA (x;z)ijj(.TZ > HN (x;z)ijj(j<z 8z < 1;
or equivalently, a doublpeaked response ed at all depths z < 1 in the therm odynam ic
Iim it.

The introduction of the additional constraint @2) that correspond to periodic
boundaries m odi es neither the qualitative, nor the scaling properties of the response
function as can be observed In Fig. 3 b)-(c).

A though at all places In this paper we consider each side force F3(i"1) = 192—§W ext
so that the full range of gvalues are allowed for each g5, In this paragraph, we take a
short digression to discuss what happens when one chooses F3(i;l) ’s to be an aller than
p%W ext- At the extrem e lim it when F3(i;l) = 0, it is easy to see that the only grains
that correspond to non—zero W ;;5-values lie exactly on the boundary. From there on, it
is Intuitively clear that once the values ofthe F 3(i;l) 's are pushed higher, the nite range




F j%l,lre 4. Responses in reduced coordinates for system s with three di erent values
ofT3F3l;l at two di erent depths, w ith periodic boundary conditions: (@) at z = 0:75,

)atz= 1.

of allowed gvalues would begin to transfer som e of the vertical forces into the buk. A
higher range of allow ed values of the s, caused by higher values of F 3(i;l) 's, would thus
e ectively result In am aller peaks on the boundary and correspondingly, bigger fractions
of the total vertical force w thin the buk.

Fi. E,V%I}erewep]otthe response attwo di erent zvalues (z= 0/5and z= 1) for
= 5land 5°F3 7" = W o, W =10 and W ;=100 respectively w ith periodicboundary
conditions, clarly supports such an Intuiive picture.

N

3 2. Linearity of regoonse

C I ‘ ] 15
| s =
1 :"|= = — =
AN T R = =
AL i A0
= ; = |
v i v
Z 5 | pd
5
0 % 100

Figure 5. Sin ulation resuls for the response N H¥ ;;51 due to tw o vertically dow nw ard
forces of unit m agniude each applied on the grains (1;3%) and (1;%) orN = 35 and

p=100: @ % G =35 0O) % J=15.Threedi erentvaluesofiaredisplayed In
each case.

Since the values of the HV ;;5i's trivially scale linearly w ith the m agnitude of W o,
a natural question is whether the response depends linearly on F: In general, ie.,
w hether the response to a superposition of external foroes is sin ply the superposition
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Figure 6. p(q;;) for @) j= =2 orN = 25 and 50, wih a quadratic tin red () for
N = 25ati= 15 for ourdi erent jvalues [inset: selfsim ilarity ofp(g,;) forN = 25
and N = 50 at (x;z) = (0:12;04) and(x;z) = (02;08)], () OrN = 25 on the lkft
boundary j= 0 at di erent heights i.

of responses.

tm ight appearat rst sight that the response is indeed lnear | afterall, the heart
ofthe problem isthe system of lnear equationsA F = k.. In fact, w th the notations
of Sec. 2.1, one m ight argue that since F© is a linear function of Fe., whilke K erA is

xed fra given contact geom etry, the averages over the a ne spaceF © + K erA should
depend lnearly on Fe:. Notice however that the sst E corresponds only toFy 0, and
the shape and volum e of E In general depend on F+ In a com plex way, and thus the
resoonse needs not be linear.

To illustrate thispoint, we apply two vertically dow nward forces of unitm agnitude
on the (1; j)th and (1;})th graln forN = 35andp= 100.The b, HJ> N cassisa
trivial situation, since in this case the two triangular regions of non—zero W ;,4's do not
overlap w ith each other, and the system is sim ply the superposition oftw o stochastically
Independent subsystem s. In other words, the response observed forthe Jp ;3> N
is sin ply a superposition of the responses of two individual responses [see Fig. §(@)].
ForJ, HJ N however, the two trangular regions do overlap and the subsystem s
interact; as shown 1 Fig. § ), the fact that there exists a centralm ininum for the
response at i= 15 is a clear dem onstration that the linearity of the responses does not
hod.

3.3. gdistributions and correlations

W e have just seen that the qualitative behaviour ofourm odel isvery di erent from that
ofthe gm odel. Tt thus seam s reasonable that we study the di erence between thesse two
m odels at the level of ndividual grains.

Our starting hypothesis of equal probability for all m echanically stablk foroe
con gurations in plies that the pint probability distribution for the q;4's is given by

Q , L . . .
L i3 W i3 @), where N is the nom alization constant. This distrbution does not

N
factorize into a product of tem s that depend on single g;4’s, and as a resul, the g;;'s

associated with di erent grains are correlated w ith each other. Below we num erically



Re 3

‘ 03 ‘
\—I| — — 1=l
A 0.25 A 0 — =il |
o= = —i=i3
v 02 \7 0.2+ T 10| 1
A A — =i
—°0.1 50,15 N
52015 52015
< v
A_ 01 A 01 R
o, o,
5005 = 0.05F ]
o o005
v oL o
O | v | | 1 1
02 _0__02 o4
(-ifi

Figure 7. Correlationsbetween g ;5. and qj;; at varous values of i orN = 50, (@)
(eide) = @5;12) and b) (c;dk) = @7;10).

nvestigate the properties of the induced probability distributionsp (g;;5) for single g;;5's,
as well as the correlations between di erent qg;,5’s throughout the system .

& x's Is uncorrelated with all other other d's In the systam, and is also unifomm Iy
distrdouted wihin the interval D;1]. However, higher up In the packing, the g-
distributions start to show a single maximum . For an odd i and j = i+—21, ie., at
the centre of the layer, p (g;;,) exhibits a sihgle m axinum precisely at ;50 = 05 due to
symm etry reasons. Furthem ore, p (¢;;,) is Independent of the precise value ofi< N as
well as the system size, and it is well- tted by a quadratic polynom ial [see Fig. 6@)1].
Fora given layer i, the larger Jj } jis, the m ore the location ofthe single m axinum of
P @;5) shiftsaway (symm etrically) from g5 = 05: forj J > 0, thismaxinum occurs
atg;; > 0S5and orj J < 0, thismaximum occursat g;5 < 05 Fig. 6()]. Finally,
exactly on the boundary the m axinum ofp(q;;) occurs at g= 0 (left boundary) or at
g= 1 (doght boundary) Fig. 6()].

Interestingly, the selfsin ilarity that we cbserved for the response behaviour also
seam s to be valid for p(g;;) In the buk [see the Inset of Fig. 6()]. This stands at a
stark contrast to the physical behaviour of the gm odel, as the selfsin ilarity in plies
that In our m odel, the forces In a granular packing do not propagate from top down,
Instead they depend on the whole extent of the system .

In Fig. 7, we show results for the correlations between g ;5. and q;; for several
valiesofiand j orN = 50, ;%) = @25;12) and ({e;3) = @7;10). Ik appears from
the plots that the correlations between the d's at di erent locations are very weak.

4. Exact Results for W j;;i: Sum m ary

H aving presented the sim ulation resulsabove, from this section onwardswe concentrate
on the exact (theoretical) results. It tums out that in this m odel not only the Hv ;51
values, but also all the higher m om ents and correlations of the W ;;;’s can be expressed
exactly in tem s of integers de ned by sin ple recursion relations. T he full calculational
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details for the exact results for Hi ;i willbe presented in Sec. §. The details of the
procedure are slightly nvolved, and therefore we provide a layout summ ary of results
and m ethods In this section.

Ourmain result are exact expressions for allm om ents of W ;5 for any system size
N In tem s of integers de ned by recursive relations. For instance, the zero-th m om ent
or nom alization constant N for a packing of N layers reads

N — 1 X N 2) 13
T e N RS 13)

| .
2 s hinyi 2

N 2)
Juisidn 2
1 % k+ % 1.They are given by the follow Ing reccurrence relations

where are Integers ndexed by £39; x v 2, With 1 i 2 and

@) '
32 J2il

E+ 1) _ ©) . .
Jimyder1 | Jer il k1 i:kp w1 ki: 14)

wih the discrete Heaviside (step) function.
Any higher moment of W ;5 can be expressed as 5 uus o e
j{lj ;:::;Zj)N , are integers cbtained through slight m odi cations of the reccurence fom ulas
{14), descrbed i fi1ll detail ;n sections 532, 5.33, and 5.4. These results establich
a non-trivial equivalence between the m odel studied here and a discrete com binatorial
problem de ned in Sech 6.

The crux of ca]gu]a‘dng any moment of W j; lies In the tcansQ@bnn ation of the
Integration measure  dGi; uch as n Eq. (/). In Eq. (11), dGj; has been
rew ritten in tem s oflghe G;;3’s. W ith another change of variables ft:o;nj G;3's to W 55's,
the Integration m easure can be further expressed as

" #n N 1) " #n N 1)
Y 2 2 Y 2 2 Y

- A6y = P AW @ = P AW g (15)
1] 1] 1]

W hile such a variable change sim pli es the integrands, the m apped volim e S (see
the last paragraph of Sec. 2.11) is however not an N -dim ensional square anym ore, but
again a polygone. D espite this com plication, one can build up a recursive structure for
the Integrations over W «;’s, which allow s to calculate recursively the Integrals over S .

Before we start to calculate any of the Integrals, for convenience we rst distort
the trianglke in Fig. d ) to that of Fig. §@). W e choose § = 1, and relabel the grains
in the i-th row as (i;j) with 1 3 i. Starting at k;1) = N ;N ), we then execute
the Integrals over W i ; in the decreasing order ofboth k and J; ie., for a given value of

1 F N 2

k, we Integrate over W i ; sequentially for decreasing 1, we then decrease k by one, and
continue the Integration process over W ¢ 1, sequentially for decreasing 1, and so on.
T he integration results over the successive layers are expressed in a \hierarchical nested
m atrix form " In a recursive m anner.
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1 =1 J:=2
+ j —
+ + I r t :I.:l.,:l.l‘t ll,th ll,lB:t lZ,llt 12,12t 12,13t 12,14
+ + + o ;
+ + + + I 1_1 t ll,th ll,ZZt ll,23§t 12,21t 12,22t 12,23t 12,24
+ + + + + _ t ll,31t ll,32t ll,333t 12,3lt 12,32t 12,33t 12,34
+ + ;:. + J’» J’» J’» t 21,11t 21,12t 21,l3t 22,llt 22,12t 22,13t 22,14
_2 t 21,21t 21,22t 21,23‘t 22,21t 22,22t 22,23t 22,24
1= :
" t 21,3lt 21,32t 21,333‘t 22,31t 22,32t 22,33t 22,34
N o+ +++++++++ ;
‘ t 21,41‘t 21,42t 21,43:t 22,41t 22,42t 22,43t 22,44

Figure 8. (a) Schem atic view of the sublattice we consider; (o) illustration of the
\nested" notation used for the m atrix elem ents orp = 2.

To illustrate the recursive form ulation of the \hjerardlicalzn%sted m atrix form ",
Jet us consider the calculation of N . In the expression of N = dW i1, evaluating
S xn

the ntegrations over Wy 5 1 through Wy, and Wy 154 , through Wy 1;;, we nd

that the result is a polynomial in Wy ,x that can be written as a m atrix product
Z Ny 2 Ny 1 h iy Ny 2

Iy o = AWy 10 dWys = LY 2 HRY . Here, L® and R® are
=1 k=1 =1

respectively 1 2 and 2 1 matrices, and the elaments of the 2 2 matrix &' *#

depend only on Wy ;;. Thereafter, when Jy , is mtegrated over Wy .5 3 through
z
Ny 3
Wy 13,the corresponding result Jy 3 = dW y 22Jdy 2 yiedsagah a polynom ial
=1

expressble i a sin ilarm atrix product form , ie., Jy 3 = hL @ O L °d 2R @ The
crucialpoint to note however is that them atrices L @, £ 2! and R ¥ can be constructed
by sin ply un®ding each respective element of LY, €' ! and R @ asm atrices [see F ig.
8 ) Prtheelm entsoft’ #!, which arenow indexed by i; 3 ;i 3 1. A frer the integration
of Jy 3 overtheW y 3,'s, each ofthe elements of L@, &' ?! and R @ further unld
Into m atrices and so on. This process continues over further and further integrations
generating the \hierarchical nested m atrix orm ". The elments of L& Y, &' ¥ and
R * Y are related to those of L®, & ¥l and R ®) 1 a recursive m anner.

In Sec. 5, we develop the full details of this recursive integration scheme and
calculate MV ;41 exactly. In Sec. 511, we establish som e prilin inary om ulas, which we
use over and over again during the course of the exact caloulation. In Secs. 54 and 53

resoectively, we evaluate N and dW ;1 W 5;5. How to proceed w ith the calculations
k;1
of the higher m om ents and correlations of W ;,4's is discussed In Sec.'5 4.
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5. Exact Results for W ;;;i: D etails

5.1. P relim inaries

As described in Eqgs. (@-11), a fi1ll description of a given realization of the contact
force con gurations is given by the variables fQ;;5Qi- 1:n 1;4= 104 Vé:lﬂl 0Q . G;3 1.The
unnom alized “pint probability distribution on these gvariablesis ~ | ;' =1 W g5 Here,
Wi =Wee = 1,and fori> 1, the successive W ;,5’s are given by

Wiis= G 12Wi 1

Wiz= 0 @15 DWi 15 1+ % 15Wi 15 for 1< j< iand

W= @0 o0 W1 18 (1e6)

W e calculate the moments of W ;5 (@ on this pint gdistrbution by changing
variables from fqi;jgj_: laN  1;9=1lud to fW 339i= 20N 9= ud 1 - T his is achieved by IG/\T]:IUI'lg
Eqg. {14) as
2 ] 3
1 X x1
G5= — 4 Wik Woigo : @7)
W i3 k=1 k=1
Notice from Fig. 1 () that since all the forces on the triangk from the keft and the
P .
right are horizontal, ,_;W ix = 18i. This Inplies that on the ith layer there are
only i 1) unconstrained W ;4’s. W e choose them tobeW ;5 for 1l 3 1 1.Then
Py
W= 1 k=1 W ik -
The advantage associated w ith the change of variables from £&;4Gi= 1m0 1;5= 15051
. Q Q; Q 119 i

€0 W 45596 2500 5= 15051 1 IS that idl 19%5 = -1 aWka w2 =10,
so that [from Eq. @1)]~ ;;dG 5=~ ;;dW 45, ie, the W y3’s are unifom ly distributed.
The di culty of this form ulation, however, is that the volum e the W ;;5's span isnot a
cube anym ore. Instead, the volum e spanned is a polygon given by the inequalities

3y Wy buyi (18)
w ith
g1
ay; = Wix Wix)
k=1
g 1
byy=W;, 1,5+ Wi ax Wix) 19)
k=1
The a;;;'s and the by;4's are related by the follow Ing sin ple relations:
By @iy = Wi 1 0)
a5 =Dy 1 Wiy @1)
bis =Wji @2)
ai; =0: @3)
F inally, the ollow Ing integral is the centrepiece of all our calculations:
Z 5
Lin@b) = x" 0 x)dx= I R (24)

a k=0
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w here
X m !n! )
mn m+k+ 1)!'@m k)!’

52. Evaluation of the N omm alization constant N
hR o i
In the W i,.j—%agoe, the average of a quantity h is given by hhi = iy W 35sh =N,

where N = 15 dW ;5 Is the nom alization constant. In Sec. 5J, we evaluate N by
perform ing the integrations over

i= N and decrease i untilwe reach the top layer where 1 = 1. At each lyer, the

W ;;; layer by layer bottom up; ie. we start at

Integrations are carried out oneR By one In She direction ofdecreasing j, from j=1i 1
to j= 1. The ntegral Jy , = Ty pr1 =1 1 AW 55 IS the unnom alized induced
probability density ofthe W ;;5’s forthe N p) top layers. In thisnotation, N = J;.

O ur exact calculations arem ade possible due to the particular form s of the bounds
ai;3's and by;y's, as they Introduce a recursive structure. W e will evaluate Jy ; and
Jy 2 explicitly, affer which we will prove the general recurrence relation for Jy , by
induction. In fact, we will show that Jy  can be written as a m atrix product. The
m atrices entering this product are given by recursive relations, which we will call the
\findam ental relations", asthey are the building blocks ofthe calculation ofallm om ents
of W ;5.

Z Ny 1
521. Evaluation of Jy ; and Jy ,: By de nition, Jy ; = AWy 5. We
j=1
Integrate the W  ;5's one by one in the direction of decreasing j’s. U sing
7
h\];j 1
AW ;s 1=k 1 aw;s 1= Wy o1 17 (26)
an;j 1
we have
Z N1 Ny 1
JN 1= dWN;j: WN 1;]':
=1 =1
In orderto obtain Jy ,,wehaveto ntegrateJy 1 wxt. Wy 5 orl j N 2.
Since the bounds a;;5 and by;; depend only on W ;;; and W5 15 for 1< J, Jy 2 can be
expressed In a nested fom :
2
Z Ny 2
4 AWy 1;° Jw 1
=1
z by 15 z by 18 2
AWy 1aWy 151 52 AWy 18 2Wy 18 2W 183 17 @7)

anN 1;1 aN 1;N 2
and;rhereafteritcan be evaluated iteratively. Having de ned J% M =W 14 1=
1 I]jzlsz 1;k,Wehave
z
by 1k .
gN 2k _ Ay 1 Wy 1 251 28)

r
an 1k

3

Jn 2
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Prk > 1,ie, Iy » = IV %1, Wenow show that 8k 1, JV 2% is,of the ©

N1k 1

N 1;k 1 N 1;k 1 N 1;k 1 _ 1

1 v 1x 1 Wy 1% 1)+ , where the vectors = N 1k 1
2

"
N 1k #
; 1 . .
and Y 'k = v 1x are related by means of a matrix relation of the fom

2
N 1k l=tN 1;k N 1k

For k = N 1, the proposed form of JV 2% is easily checked by using
P -
N SWy 4= 1landEq. @8):

N 2 X 2
N 2N 1 _ _ —
J =1 Wy 1x= Wy 260 Wy 1x]=ky 18 2 Wy 1x 2
k=1 k=1
N 1N 2 N 1N 2
= 1 h\] 1IN 2 WN 1N 2]+ 2 ’ " 4 (29)
; ; 1
. N 2 IN 2 . 3
with ' "™ “=1and § " = 0.Thismeansthat ¥ *» 2= 0 R W,
R 1k 1k
Let us now assume that the orm J¥ 2%+t = [ @ 14 Wy 12)+ 5
hods oragiven k, 1< k< N 2. Then from Egs. @4) and (2§), we have
N 2%k _ N 1k . N 1k .
J = 3 Ly 1xibe 1x)t 5 Lo@y 1xrly 1x) i
N 1k 1 2 N 1k 1
= 3 11 1x an 1x) Tt 10 1x AN 1x) an 1k
1
N 1k 0 3 N 1k 0 2,
+ 11 1x Ay 1x) Tt 10 1k A 1x)” (30)
T hereafter, using Egs. 0) and €1), J¥ %* can be rew ritten as
N 2%k _ N 1;k 1 N 1k 1,
J = 3 v 151 Wy 1x 1)+ ; (31)
w ith
N 1k 1 _ N 1k 1 2 N 1k 1
1 = 1 Wy 2t 2 10W N 2x
N 1)k 1 _ N 1k 0 3 N 1;k 0 2 .
2 = 1 uWy 2xt 2 10W N 2 32)

In other words, we have them atrix relation N % 1= 1k N 1% yheret! % isa
2 2 matrix wih elem ents
B = T Wy G 33)
T hus, by m eans of the Induction procedure via Egs. 0-33), we have dem onstrated
that g% 27 = ° S d YR O Finally, in the last ntegral overW y 1,4) n Eq. @7),
the ower Iimit ay ;; = 0, and i is easily seen that

2y 1n h  ip h  ip Ny 2
Jy 2= AWy 12Wy 12" %= 1O gV¥ 2= 10 £ R W (34)
an 1;1 k=1
h i
where LY isthe row vector 0 1].

522. Expression of Jy , by induction: W e now derive the general formula for Jy
by Induction. The postulate is that the induced probability density ofthe N p top
layers can be w ritten as
h i p
JN . = 1 1] 1)lT NY E\T (18] l)ikR e 1) ; (35)
k=1
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where ! © Y* eypressed in \hierarchical nested m atrix form ", has elem ents

N (@ Lk _ pti 1 Jp 1
tiljl;j-ZjZ;:::;ip 13 1 hduidedesnih 1 1WN pk (36)
w ith
1
_ 2 1 Hi g 04 . . .
By 1% 1T 12 3 Wi o, o1 T @ hoa): 37)
=2

Here (k) isthediscrete Heavyside Step-function, ie., &)= 1ifk 0,else (k)= 0.
An alemative recursive form ulation for the ’sisgiven by

2 i

h = 12 03 and
_ ptip 1 I . . .
Hdenbd T BBk 1db o1 pri o1 b 1t 1 b Gy F 1) 8p> 1:(38)

T he expressions 36-38) w ill constantly be referred to in all the Hllow ing calculations,
and we callthem the \fiindam ental relations".
ThevectorsL ® Y and R © V), respectively, are

¥ 1
e 1) _
Lil;:::;ip 1 i and
=1
RO L _ X rRE2 . 39
ey 10 Jo1dl Bdiiavle 23 27 diund 2 ° 39)

Jude 2
\H jerarchical nested m atrix form " m eans that elem ents are referenced through

In the case p= 2]. The Indices vary between the follow ing bounds:
1 i 2 1 3 2
1 i 2+ i; 1 3 2+ 73

1 4 1+ 445 1 5 1+ 5.

1 41 p 1+dhz; 1 H1 p 1+73 2: (40)

Tn our induction procedure, we assum e the above form s (35-4() for a given p, and then
show that these relations also hold when p is replaced by p+ 1. The two step route for
this lnduction procedure that we follow is the sam e as the one we followed to evaluate
Iy 2.

S (i):We rstwrie
2 3
Z Nyp 1 h i N P
Y T .
Iy p1= 4 AWy pped LE D g e kg b, 41)
k%=1 k=1

which we will evaluate in an iterative m anner as we did in Sec. 52.1I'. W e de ne the
vector JV P N P= 1 ® DN PR@ 1 f£r]< k< N p,and the successive integrals
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are iteratively given by
z

ik
JN p L1k _ P

dW N p;kﬁ\l © 1)k JN p 1lk+t1 . (42)

an pik
The integralsion n Eq. {2) is interpreted in the sense that we Integrate each com ponent
of the vector jnt}elgmnd, The nalintegral (overW y ;) yields, just aswe saw in Sec.
1

e T
521,30y p 1= LE® D gt e,

Step (il): W e then show thatthe (4;%;:::;3 1)-th component of J¥ P '* isgiven
by
p*xip 1
lej.;::sipl;lk: iNl;::E:);f; ' (e¥ pk 1 Wy pik l)p+jp ' jp: 43)
=1
The vectors M P* 1 and Y P* with elements E;::I:D,-i}; "and 1 .°* respectively are

related to each other via them atrix relation N P* 1= pk N pk
Starting with J¥ P ™ P we have

N p 1IN p_ Pt 1 kp 15p 1
le,-:::,-jp 1 - Jikiidkeinidk 1kp 1W N pN p Rkl;kz;:::;kp 1
ki ikaikp 1
X .
_ _ _ . W Pt 1 1 e 1)
Jikiiekeinnd 1kp 1YY N pN p kp 1:1%Vkg kojivkp 2
k1 ko ik 1
p+xjp 1
N N + )
= jl;jzp;,:::;'p pN p 1 Wy pN p 1)p * jp; (44)
Jo=1

where we have used Eq. (9) between the rst and the second Iines of Eq. {@4),
and the fact that Wy pn p = v pa p 1 Wy pn p 1 between the second and

the third lines. In other words, J¥ P '™ P indeed has the postulated form {3 w ith
) P -
N pN p _ e 1)
150053 T il kijuzkp 1 Bikainid 1kp 1TV k1jimkg

landp+ 3 1,asshown mEq. (0).
A ssum ing the form {43) or JV P '* wenow calculate JV P '* ! usingEq. (42).

,r where we choose j, to vary between

The (i17:::;3% 1)-th elem ent of the corresponding Integrand is
X Pt 1 J 1 N pk 1 P*Jp 1 Jo
i 19 1W N pk 1 simme @ pxk 1 Wy opx 1) ;7 45)
J 7
so that after usng Eq. @4), we obtain
X
N p lk 1 _ N pk 1 . .
Jil;:::;ip 1 - Bhievde 13 10 dried Ip+ip 1 J 1t 1 F (aN pik 1’h\T pik l)' (46)
J 73]

Using Egs. €0) and 4), wenow expand Toii, , 4 ,p+4 2 % @ px 17 px 1) @s

Torio 1 9 1mt% 1 b @N px 170 px 1)

Ptipsa Jo 1 . . . _ . _
ptip 1 Jo 1 1 ap+1p 1 J 1 lW ptl+ip 1+1 Jp

Pti 1 Jo 1t 1 o N pk 1 N p 1k 1

: : Pt 1 b Pt 1 I, PHltd o,
= A F 1) pri 1 G 1Ptk 1 AN pk 1 WN p 1x 17 @7)
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where In the last Iine ofEq. {47), i, = } 1+ L Thereafter, we rewrite Eq. #6) using
Eqg. @7) as

PRAp 1
JN p Lk 1 _ X Np;klX ( . )
i jandp 1 - Wdieie 13 1 Jiimde 1o 1
Jiinudp =1
pti 1 ap+ip1 ipW ptl+i Jo
pti 1 b 1Pt 1 N pk 1 N p 1k 1
Pige 1 P 1
_ N pk 2_ptip 1 B _ N pk 2 Pt 1
- ip javdp ay pk 1 = ip ;e (bN pk 2 WN pik 2) (48)
=1 E
to recover
X
N pk 2 _ N pk 1 N pk 1
Iy javdp - t_'Lljl;:::;ipjp 150055 (49)
Joieu3
and
N pk 1 _ pti 1 I , , pt1lti
S = Bhiwh 1% s ptip 1 Jp 1td 1 b Ap J )Wy p 1k 1
_ 2 i v Wi, 4 . . prl+i 50
12 oh iy G dr o h @1 l)WN p 1k 1° 0)

=2
Notice that € P* ! indeed has the form postulated by Eq. G6).
This procedure outlined in Egs. (453-50) allow s us to evaliate all the integrals in
Eq. @) up tok = 1. Each iteration in Eq. (1) itroduces an extra m ultiplicative
factor of them atrix ' P*, whose form isgiven n Eq. (0).

For the last integration (overWy p5) I Eq. 1), ay pn = Oandly pn = 1, 0
N p 1)1

. . N pil .
that Jy ;..ps, 1 IS sIply equalto | il pry o7 18w
J — X L(p 1) N p;l
N p 1 psnyiy 1 dshiuvl 1pth o2
dgjdpgudp 1
— X Lp 1 : . N pl
Byl 1 P 1 Ddsuyh 1
3 jdp jeasidp
3
Nyp 1
X Y
= L.(p.l) , . ) 4 & pk N pN pp5
Byl 1 PP o2
i1 i 2dp k=1 i1 ersidp 1 7dp
iT N vP 1 .
= 1 ©) t}\] Pk ©) ; 1)
k=1
where
he
©) _ e 1) —
e FEp Y - T i1 (62)
=1
and
X
®) _ N PN p_ o . D . (53
Gt i 1250053 Joil Jikiidekeinndy 1kp 15V kgjuske 1 7
ki ko iikp 1

ie, Egs. 62-63) are exactly of the form postulated in Eq. B9).
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52.3. The nom alization constant N : The above induction procedure allow s us to
evaliate Jy , allthe way top = N 1, and the expression for the nom alization
constant is then given by
h ir
N =J= 182 ¢girt 2. (54)
For the fiill expression of N however, we also need to use Egs. €5), 36) and @1) to
obtain

271 _ . _ _ .
tiljliizjziiiiijN 23 2 Bhidkediuvie 23w 2 sneeW 17 = W et = 1; (55)

I A D1 2 T LU < SR 91 1 ¥l
PR )l eth )T et 1 B! et 1tk B!,
and further Egs. €§) and (39) to derive

iy J1); G6)

®)
©) _ if:::;ip .
i umie . \ \ R . , . (57)
Q2 )R+ h B)liiie 1+dh 2 b o) 1+4 q)!

InEq. &%), j%))mjp are Integers given by the ©llow ing recursive ormula:

@) _
32 J2il

X Ny
1) ®©) .

;I;j!!!ijp+1 B klj;:::;kp (j 1 kl) : (58)

ki ;inkp =1

Finally, ushg Egs. ©4-58) and (©4), we have
N = J, = 1 . X N 2) 59
YT Yo o, i 2 59)
2 S oGy 2

5.3. Calculation of the E xpectation Values W y g, 1

53.1. M odi cations of fiindam ental relations: In this section, we obtain the general
form of W y g;ri, them ean valueofW y o, at qlayers from thebottom and r grains from
the kft boundary [seeFi. 9 forillustration], or0 g N landl r N g 1,
in four steps. From what we leamt in Sec. 54, i is clear that in order to calculate
HV y gri, we need to ntegrate Wy oIy o from the N g)-th layer to all the way
to the top. Just like we saw in Sec. 5., these integrations are equivalent to m atrix
m ultiplications layer by layer in an ierative m anner, but the findam ental relations
36-38) do get slightly m odi ed.
Step (i) : W e start w ith the calculation ofthe integralofW y g, Jy qonthe W g)-
th layer
2 3 2 3
Z Nyql h ip N oa
N q1l@r)= 4 Ay qedWy g L@ 4 £ @VBREY;60)
=1 =1
wherein once again we carry out the integrations iteratively from I’= N g ldown
to = 1. O fthem, notice that the ntegrations ©r = N g 1ldownto = r+ 1
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proceed exactly as in Egs. @
z

3_.5:(])4 yje]djng JN q l;r: 1 (q;r) JN# q l;r+ l, i.e.,

v h 1 i ¥ 1)1 N T+ 1
. .
JN gl (q;r) = dw N gl W N gr L @b tE\] @ bi J a4 (q;r)
=1 =1
Z g1 *n ip w1 #
aw N g 1 g 1) tN @ 1);1 JN g 1;r (q;r) . (61)
=1 =1

Step (ii): For ’= r, the recursive htegration procedure di ers from those in Egs.
#3+50) due to the presence of an extra factor of Wy g, in the integrand, and thus the
integration overW y o, I Eq. (60) requires a slightly di erent treatmentW e rstwrite
gt @ U (gyr) explicitly:

Z X

N g L, .y _ - Il 1 g
i unig 2 (BT = AWy geW oy g Sy 1k VN g
o Biida
N qgr+l atdg 1 T
J1iedg h\] air W N Clir)
X N qgr+l
p— r . .
= D 1 1 Gyl Wi o1 koAt ko1 d @ grily gr) B (62)
Juitidg

W e then use

Ioﬁ—l%—jq 1 Jg 19t g 1 jq(aN q;r;bN q;r)
gt l+ig 1 g1

_ gtltig 1 3¢ 1 L aq+1+jql i1 lW gt 1+ g 1+1 iy
gtltig 1 Jg 19t Jg 1 g N gr N g 1l;r
=0
TR 1+ i i 1+ i i 1+ig 3
— s : atltlg 1 I atltig 1 1 gt l+ig Iq
- (lq X 1) Grldg 1 Jg 1ty 1 ON gr Wy q Lir (63)
ig=1
(where once again we introduce ig= Jj, 1+ 1), to get
at g 1
Nog Lir oy — N gr gt 1+ i i
Ji1;:::;iq 1 @r) = g gy by gr 1 Wy qir 1) o (64)
ig=1

. . N ;. .
wih ¥ 9% = t(qr) ¥ ¥ 91 where

N qgr ey — . : atl+tig 1 4 at1tiq Jg
t—1'.1j1;:::;1'qjq (q’r) T dIdiiuvlg 13g 1 (lq X 1) gtl+ig 1 Jq 199t 3g 1 g N g lir

- ar at1+ig Jg |

s W N g 1l;r (65)

It is worthwhile to note that all indices except iy In Egs. {63+%63) run between the
boundsde ned in @Q), while fori,, wehavel iy g+ 1+ i ;. In otherwords, the
fundam entalrelation (34) getsmodi ed, ast' ¥ hasonemore row than t' %, Such a
m odi cation can be thought ofas a \defect" in the recursive integration procedure @3-
50) . M ore precisely, we callEq. (63) a \defect oftype Iat (g;r)" and it is characterized
by the follow ing relation between and 9" f[this relation is ocbtained via the usage of
Eq. €9
jc—i;]]?l;:::ijqjq = iljl;:::;iqjqq+ Lt Jq. - jq g (66)
g+ 1+ ig 1 I
Step (iii) : Next we show that one needs yet another recursive orm when = r 1
in Eq. (60), but thereafter from ’= r 2 down to I°= 1, the recursive integration
schem e of Eq. (60) retums to its old form (43-5Q).
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The recursive om rI’= r 1 iseasily cbtained by taking the m atrix product of
g @ Dr 1 and gV 9 M (gr) and then Integrating tw rt. Wy o 1, yielding
X
N ILir 1 _ N i .
Jil::-.i(fI lr @ir) = By 1dg 1 jl;::(:zl;'r Tovig 1 35 1mr 1+ % 1 3 @Y gr 1780 gr 1)
Juisidg
IRela 1

e B g2 Wy oge ¥R (67)
ig=1

where the last Ine ofEq. (67) hasbeen obtained by using Eq. @24). T hereafter, using

Eq. @8),weget ¥ 9 1= 9 lgr) ¥ 9, with

N qr 1 C . . atig 1 ig at2tie Jo |,
tiljl"”’?jqjq @r) = Bdviele 13 1 Gg  J 1) gtig 1 Jg 1atltd 1 N g L 10 (68)

InEqg. {68), allindicesexcept j, satisfy Eq. @0),and orij,wehavel J; ot 1+ 3 15
ie., the findam ental relation isonce againm odi ed: €' ¥* ! (g;r) has onem ore colum n
than €' 9 !, W e call this m odi cation a \defect of type IT at (@;r 1)", which is
characterized by the follow ing relation between and % ! nce again, cbtahed via
the usage ofEq. €5)]:
w1l oo Gt G
1 J172 3270 g Jg 1 J1A2 2780 Jg q+ 2+ jq jq .
As or the ntegrations in Eq. Q) or ° = r 2 down to I’ = 1, notice that the
nal expression (67) is the sam e as the earlier expression (#4), although the m atrices
relating the ‘s have been modi ed. Thus, the rest of the integrations n Eq. {6() for
the N g -th lyer yield the recurrence relation (43), and the findam ental relations
for the m atrices rem ain the same as in Eq. (36). The nalresult then simply becom es

(©9)

h ir ¥ 2 . Nvyaq 1l
v g1= L9 g I T g (g £ FR@; (70)
=1 Er+l
ie, inthe N q)—th layer, only two ofthem atricesget modi ed w xrt. Eq. 3§).

Step () : In the fourth step, we ntegrate Jy ¢ ; forthermmainingN g 2 layers
to the top of the pik one by one. This integration procedure is the sam e as what has
been detailed In steps (I)—(iil), so here we only provide a short description of it.

W hen we integrate Jy 4 ;1 In the N g 1)-th layer, it is easily seen [follow ing
the calculations in steps (I)—(iii) above] that the findam ental relations for the m atrices
remain the same as n Eq. (36) fr the integrations over Wy ¢ 15 ¢ 2 down to
Wy g 1. Two defects, one of type I and another of type II appear respectively at
ocations @ g L;r l)andat @ g 1;r 2),butthe findamentalrelations (36)
are recovered for the integrations over Wy 4 1, 3 down toW y 4 15 . In other words,
after the integrations of Jy 4 1 overalltheWy 4 q;3'sforj= g 2);:::;1, the
locations of the defects m ove one grain each towards the kft. In fact, this trend of the
leftward shift of the defects by one grain each tin e we Integrate over allthe W ;5's In
the successive layer upwards continues to hold until the locations of the defects reach
(@nd tem inate on) the left boundary [see Fig. 9].

In summ ary, e ectively, the di erence between the calculations of N and that of
HV y g1 liesin the fact that forthe Jatter calculation, the fundam ental relationsbetw een
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Figure 9. Propagation of defects In the recurrence relations for the calculation of
Wy gl

them atricesarem odi ed on thegranslocatedat N g k;r k),0 k r 1land
(] g k;r 1 k),0 k r 2.The nalresuk isofthe fom
1h ir
By gri= LY 2 2 goRrRY P @o); (71)

but the explicit form of W y 4,1 depends on how the m odi ed fundam ental relations
aetL®™ 2,28 (r),andR" 2 (;r), and hence on the values of r.

5.32. Cakuktion of W y g,ion theboundary, ie., r= 1: Forr= 1,thereisonly one
relevant defect, and it isoftype I. It a ectsonly LY 2 and £ (g;1), whieR " 2 (g;1)
remainsthe ssmeasR ™ 2, Letus rst consider the case g> 1, Hrwhich we have

Aoy - @l .
tz (q’l) I i 2 s N (72)
layer to the orm  (64) to yield
@l - at 1+ dq1 J 1, 73)
I Jiseyy 20N 2 L Jiseyln 20N 2 q+ 1+ Jq 1 Jq *
In addition, we should also kesp in m ind that the dim ensions of the m atrix £ (g;1)
are not the sam e as those of 7, since the index i, for £" (g;1) varies between 1 and

g+ 1+ i, ; as opposad to varying between 1 and g+ iy ; for ', This in plies that
the m axinum value attained by i r £? ;1) rl g is ncreased by 1 due to the
presence of the defect of type I at location N q;r), and consequently
& 1 Ny 2
L(N 2) = 100204 1) i1.1(1+1) (74)
2

fiuvly 2 o+ 1 +2
0=1 =q
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W hen Egs. (72-£/4) are put togetheralong w ith Egs. (38) and ¢5) and §8) mEq. (/1),
we obtain

N 2)

qlg+ 1) .
+ 2 k1 Sk 2

1 2 L :
NN 1)
N Jiinsd 2 2 + 1!

(75)

The two cases g= 0 and g = 1, however, have to be considered separately. For
g= 1,we ndthatEqg. (/5) can be generalized by using jo = 1, yielding
) 4
e I T 7o

while forg= 1, f can be seen that W y ;i= Wy 1,1=2.

533. In the buk, ie, r> 1: Forr> 1, each quantity in Eq. /1) isa ected due to
the developm ent of the defects. O fthese quantities, t? (g;r) is a ected by a defect of
type I tem inating on the boundary at location g+ r 1;1) and a defect oftype IT at
Jocation @+ r 2;1).UsihgEgs. (66) and (69), we then get

ar gt r 1+ Jur sz Jpr o2,

et ! = i gy juyd j ; | ) )
Ihiesh 23 2 BN 20 2 g+ r+ gt r 2 g+ r 1

W e also obtain, jist as before,
hyr 2 Ny 2

= L1000 1 L1k 1) :
107 { 2+ Ly 1 L=+ 2
=1 =gtr 1

N 2)

Ijuviyg o)

(78)

However, we still need to express R ™ 2 (g;r). Recall from Eq.(39) that RY 2
depends, through the recursion omula,on & P P 1 Hrl p N 1. Sice forthe
calculation of W gL, € P P 1 forN r 1 p N 3aremodieddueto the
defects, R® 2 (qjr) must alsodier rom R & 2),

M ore precisely, in the recursive form alisn described above, R © (g;r) doesnot di er
from R® (;r) orp N r 2.Thevaliep= N r 1 corresponds to the layer
num ber where a vertical line drawn from (g;r) in Fig. 9 intersects the right edge of the
triangle.

Thus,uptop= N r 2,theusualrecursion formula applies so that

N r 1)

N r 1) gugy -1
Ril':::'iN 1= . . . . . R ;(79)
R E @ w)le+in )N r 243 3 I )N r 2+ 3 . 2)!

but then 1'% ismodi ed with respect to " ¥ by a defect of type I at (g;r), and we
get

1 N )

R(N b qF l+dg 1 dq Budy r @ x) . @0)
B s o 3104+ D)l r 1+ i o, o DN T 1+d L )
where
2y * i 7 i ; : N r 1)
iyl p (q;r) = (q+ 1+ 19 1 B 1) (i1 Bl 1) ST (81)
Jsuvdi - o1 1

Once again, it is inportant to rem ember that the gth index i; satises 1 g
g+ 1+ i, 1, whil all the others satisfy the inequalities @0).
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At the next step ofthe recursion omula HrR ™ 2, “ 1 jsmodi ed w ith respect
to T ! by two defects: one of type Iat g+ 1;r 1) and one oftype ITat (g;r 1)

and we obtain
1 N r+1l)

N =D Tk o b ees &) .
Bjody pen @ iN'@+ i )l r+ iy 1 & )'N R r)!,
w here
X Y
i(i\];:::;'+ l)r+1 (q;r) = (il jl 1) Jgf;:::;') r ( Ha ¥ (83)

ik ¢ 1

withl 3 g+ 1+ ji:andl  du; g+ 2+ i. Notice that Eq. {83) is of the
sam e om asEq. (G8) except for the bounds of J; and g1 .

The calculations HrR Y ¥ (gr),2 k r proceed along the sam e lines as or
RY =1 (q;r) and nally we obtain

o o2 _ o T 1+iq+lr 3 dgre 2 1(52111 , @) . @4

PR )k Rl 4+ dy s ok )N 4+ dy o)V
wherel ig, 2 gtr 1+ig . 3,and Pralltheotherindices,wehavel i It+1 ;.

Putting everything together, as usual, m ost of the factorials that appear In the
expressions of 27 (q;r) and R ¥ 2 (g;r) cancel out and we are left w ith

N 2)
X pIiEiN 2 (q’;r)

Ne D, oy
D41

and correlations can in principle be calculated by follow ing the sam e procedure. W e
w ill not provide too m any details below , Instead we w ill dem onstrate that the higher
m om ents and correlations can easily be obtained by kesping track ofm ore \defects" in
the findam ental relations.

541.Thecaseof v i, s> 1 Them odi cations ofthe fuindam ental relations for

N gir
the Integration of W ¢ . are obtained by generalizing the calculations of section 5.3 1.
To start wih, the (L7:::7ig 1)-th element of the matrix integration result
h\I q;r o o
AWy gl g @ P*IY 9V (i) reads
an q;r
X
N qgr+l .
Ljisnilg 1dg 1 Jiinvdg Iq+ stig 1 Jg 1/49t Jg 1 jq(aN q;r’h\T q;r)
Juisdy
q+§a'l'q 1
N giry i i
= i1;::?iqrs¢:N gr 1 Wy Qi l)q+ Stla 1 (86)
ig=0

, P N ir ;
wih ¥ 9 = t(q;rys) ¥ N ¥ where

N g e . . gtstig 1 Ig gt l+ig g
t_i.1 17 Jg (q'r’ s) = I dievig 139 1 (lq B3 l) gtstiq 1 Jg 179tk 1 J w N g lLr 1
(asr;s) gt 1+ iy Jq .
Bmgd NN q lx 1° (87)
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Once again, all the indices vary between the bounds de ned in {@0), except for i,
which satises1 iy g+ s+ ig 1. The resulting m odi cation of the fundam ental
relations can be called an s-th order defect of type I, and it is characterized by the
relation

qiris Gt S+j€11 qu):::(q+ l+jq1 qu)
g B el . , , ; 1 (88)
1017t To@t st ig o dg) i@t 1+ g0 i)
A ftermultiplying the rhs. of EqQ.B6) with £ @ Y™ 1 the integralw ith respect
toW y ar 1 y]e:ld.s
X

N qgjr;s .
Bdiievlg 139 10 Jseyd Iq+iq 1 Jg 1atstig 1 J (@ qir 17k qir 1)
Juisnde
q+qu 1
_ N or 1;s gty 1 igq.
- i1::::iq, ’ h\] aqr 2 WN qir 2) B s (89)
ig=0

Furthem ore, using Y % = ar 1 (q;r;s) ¥ 958, we obtan

N qgir L, .\ _ . . atdg 1 g gt st 1+dg Jg
Cgtnid, @)= wgmi 2 Ga B 1) grig ) g omrsti o BN g e 17 (0)

wherel 3§, s+ g+ J 1, whilke allthe other indices satisfy Eq.{40). Thus, the s-th
order defect of type IT is characterized by
@ s _ ”(q+s+qu F) i@t 1+ 3o jq)'
31 3 5557dq Ja BRI g4 s+ 14 4y J) i@t 2+ i d)
A s In the case or s = 1, all the other integrals on the N g)-th layer have the usual
form {43), so that there are only two defects per layer to take care of. M oreover, these
defects propagate exactly in the same as shown in Fig. 9 (@).
T he explicit expression for W ° i In tem s of ’s can be directly deduced from

N gr
the recurrence relations for the t’s.

=

©1)

542. Correltions of the type WV ', :::W " . . i: & tums out that these
quantities can be calculated using the results forhv ¢ . 1.

Consider the sinplest case W * . W * ,, iwith g q. Ifthe polnt ;)
does not lie on one of the two lines of defects originating from (g ;11), it is clear that
the e ects on the recurrence relations of the defects originating from (g1 ;1) and (& ; %)
do not \interact" w ith each other.

T he defects do \interact" only if (;1;) lies on the linede ned by (@ + k;r; k)
for0 k n 1. Inthatcase thedefectsare ofs;-th orderoftypeIon @+ k;rn k),
0 k nn »n l,andoftypeIlon G+ k;ry k 1),0 k 1rn n 2;and
then of (s; + sp)th orderoftypeIon @+ k;n k)n »n k n l.andtypell
at+tkin k¥ 1),n n»n k nn 2.

The m odi cations of the fiindam ental relhtions for all the higher correlations
WUt tiW T 1 can be cbtained by using these observations. Once again if
the individual defects do not \interact". If they do intersect, the defects \interact" as
described above, In plying that all correlations can be expressed in term s of ’s.
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Figure 10. Com parison between exact results and sin ulations: (a) on the boundary
r=1forN = 11; ) in thebuk forg= 3 and N = 11.

5.5. Com parison with sim ulation resuls

To evaluate Hi ;;3i's exactly using the exact relations developed above for any system
size, we need to com pute the Integers l(f)Jp and correspondingly the i(ff:._ip . These
integers are de ned recurrently by the relations $8). A though the relations (B8) are
sin ple sum s, the num ber of tem s necessary to evaluate fz:jp ncreases as oughly as
©E)! or large p, so that for practical puryooses, it is di cult to go beyond N = 11.
The com parison between the exact evaluation of the W ;5i’s w ith the corresponding

M onteC arb sinultion results orN = 11 is shown I Fig.1Q.

5.6. An equivalent com binatorial problem

W e have not been abl to nd an explicit expression or an asym ptotic formula for
® . or large p. However, after som e relabeling, a com binatorial interpretation can

be cbtained for i(?,?:::;ip and related expressions entering the form ulas for the m om ents
of W ;5.

T his interpretation goes as follow s: we consider m aps h which associate a positive
Integerh ; to the (;1)-th site ofthe portion ofthe square Jatticede nedby 1 k p
andl 1 k [ie. thetriangke in Fi. § @)]. The integers h ;5 are constrained by the

follow Ing inequalities:

hag =1
1 h(l;l) 2; 81l= 2 HN O]
1 h(l,k) k + h(l,k l); 8l= 2 :::p;k= 1:::1: (92)

The fnequalities (92) are in fact jist a reexpression of Eq. (4Q). Furthem ore, Eq. (8)
can then be rew ritten as

@)

h1)hag) h2)il
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1
©) X © 1) ¥

hp;1) #h ) hpmil hg 1,y ihe 1)
he 1ihe 10 1) =1

hewy he 1pl 93)

Having iterated the recurrence relation, an equivalent \explicit" expression for 's
can be obtained as
©) X Y ¥
B th oy bewry e 1l (94)
fhgk=1k1
where the sum runs over allm aps h satisfying Eq. (94) with xed values of h 4 for
k= 1;:::;p. The products on the right hand side are obviously non—zero only form aps
h satisfying
hgny hgeiey 8k=1l:p 1;1= 1;:::k: (95)

N 2) .
Juissd 20 Juisde Z,Whldl enters the

expression of the nom alization constant N . Tt is then easily seen that Zy , issimply

the total number of m aps h gatjsiyjng nequalities 02) and ©F) orp= N 2. In a

sin ilar m anner, the quantity &2
P

P
W e now introduce a new symbolZy , for

Sk o Gk o (@T) fom @®9) can be reexpressed in
tem sofmapsh @Gr) as  mgrgdt 1+ ha g 1y ha r 14 1]wherethemapsh (g;r)
satisfy the inequalities (92) and (8) except on the Ine k) = N r+ J;g+ j) or

0 Jj r 2,wherethey satisfy
1 hgxy k+1+hgx 1 (96)
Thus, we nally get
1 Zy 2@x)

N D1 2y o

HNN q,‘ri: hCI"‘ 1+ h(N g 1) h(N r 1,9 l)ih(q;r); O7)

where Zy , (@;r) is the totalnumber ofmaps h (g;r) orp = N 2, and the angular
bradkets on the rh s. denote an average over allm aps. Sin ilar expressions can also be
obtained for all higher m om ents and correlations.

Interestingly, the original symm etry of the m odel is not apparent at all in this
form ulation. A Ihough the nal resuls, once calculated [cf. FigidQ], display of course
the symm etry, it seem s di cul to show that the underlying discrete problem is indeed
sym m etric.

6. D iscussion and C onclusions

In this paper, we have studied the response of a hexagonalpacking of rigid, frictionless,
m asskss, soherical grains to a singlke extemal foroe at the top of i, by supposing
all m echanically stabl force con gurations equally likely. W e have shown that this
problm is equivalent to a correlated gm odel. Interestingly, whilke the conventional
gm odel produces a singlkepeaked, di usive response, our m odel leads to two sharp
peaks on the boundary, ie., on the two lattice directions em anating from the point of
application ofthe extemal force. For system s of nite size, the m agnitude of these peaks
decreases towards the bottom of the packing, whilke progressively a broader, central
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maximum appears between the peaks. The response function digolays a rem arkable
scaling behaviour w ith system size N : whik the response in the buk of the padking
scales as Ni , on the boundary it is independent ofN , so that in the them odynam ic lin it
only the peaks on the lattice directions persist. W e have obtained exact expressions of
the WV ;51 values, ie., of the response, and of higher correlations for any system size
In tem s of ntegers corresponding to an underlying discrete structure, but we have
not been ablk to derive an expression for the scaling lin it. The resemblance of the
discrete structure w ith plane-partition problem s £9] m ight lead to further progress in
that direction.

Q ualitatively, the response obtained via the uniform probability hypothesis is thus
In agreem ent w ith experin ents. Ik should however be noted that in experim ents, the
w idth of the peaks Increases lnearly with depth, whilke In our m odel, the peaks are
sihglegrain diam eter wide at any depth. Such peak widening, in our opinion, is a
consequence of intergrain friction. Indeed, a recent study P8]has shown that friction in
rectangular packings produces a w idening of the peaks around the tw o Jattice directions
em anating from the point of application of the single extemal foroe, with the peak
width proportional to the square root of depth. However, n Ref. 2§], the various
force con gurations have not been sam pled unifom Iy as In our m odel, but rather the
sam pling was carred out in a fashion sim ilar to the usual gm odel, w ith Independent
random values at each grain. W e are now attem pting to study the e ect of friction
w ithin the uniform ensemble In both rectangular and hexagonal geom etries; but our
prelin nary attem pts reveal that such a study is technically di cult as the m apping to
an analogous g-form ulation breaks down.

A naturalquestion that arises in view ofourwork isw hether the uniform probabiliy
hypothesis leads to one of three categories that the existing continuum -type m odels for
the tranan issions of stresses have been classi ed into (ham ely, elliptic, hyperbolic and
parabolic according to the nature of the underlying coarsegrained PDE’s) 2]. G iven
the crtical in portance of the underlying network of contacts, it seem s di cul to give
a general answer to this question. For the hexagonal geom etry that we studied, it is
possble to w rite a coarsegrained equation forvertical stresses ! using the g-form ulation;
iIndeed, since the correlation length between the d's is rather short, the continuous lim it
is the sam e is in the usualgm odel {13]

Q! + @, ! )= D (Q:! ; (98)

where v (x;z) is the noise resulting from the continuous Ilm it of g5 = (@1 + vy5)=2.
However, in contrast w ith the usual gm odel, the m ean hv (x;z)1i is position-dependent
asfound in Sec. 3.3. Such a form ulation thusdoesnot seem very usefil], as the properties
of the noise and the selfsim ilarity have to be som ehow rst ocbtained from the equal-
probability ensem ble hypothesis. N evertheless, the study of a tensorial form ulation of
thism odel is an Interesting future direction.

F inally, apart from the inclusion of fidction In the present m odel, the next in portant
fiture direction is the study of the response of disordered granular packings. In that
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case, averages would have to be taken st fora xed contact network, and then over
di erent contact netw orks corresponding to di erent arrangem ent geom etries of grains.
The shape of the resulting response function would provide another crucial test for
the applications of the equal probability hypothesis to the study of forces in granular
packings.
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