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A bstract

Thenum ericalsim ulation ofgranularsystem sofeven m oderatesizeisachallengingcom putationalproblem .

In m ost investigations,either M olecular Dynam ics or Event-driven M olecular Dynam ics is applied. Here

we show that in certain cases,m ainly (but not exclusively)for static granularpackings,the Bottom -to-top

Reconstruction m ethod allowsforthee� cientsim ulation ofvery largesystem s.W eapply them ethod to heap

form ation,granular ow in a rotating cylinderand to structure form ation in nano-powders.W e also present

an e� cientim plem entation ofthe algorithm in C+ + ,including a benchm ark.

1 Introduction

The intention of num erical particle sim ulations of

granular m atter is (at least) two-fold. First, sim u-

lationsare frequently helpfulto explain experim ental

results,that is,to im prove our understanding ofthe

static and dynam ic behavior ofgranular m atter and

to im prove its corresponding theoreticaldescription.

Second,yetm oreim portant,particlesim ulationsm ay

behelpfulforengineersto constructoroptim izetech-

nicaldevicestohandleand processgranularm aterials.

Having a reliable num ericalm ethod athand,thepre-

diction ofgranularm atterbehavioriseven possibleif

there is no theoreticaldescription due to our lim ited

understanding orform orefundam entalreasons[11].

The m ain problem in applying particle sim ulations

as a standard tool in engineering is the enorm ous

consum ption ofcom putationalpower (see [32]for an

overview). The m ost universal m ethod for particle

sim ulation is M olecular Dynam ics (M D),also called

Discrete Elem entsM ethod,where Newton’sequation

ofm otion issolved sim ultaneously forallparticles of

the system . The knowledge ofthe interaction forces

issu�cient,in principle,to sim ulate any granularas-

sem bly with arbitrary boundary conditions.Unfortu-

nately,due to the large sti�ness ofthe particle,ex-

pressed by the Young m odulus ofthe m aterial,M D

sim ulationsofgranularm atterrequireavery sm allin-

tegration tim e step which im plieshigh com putational

costs.Atpresent,forsystem aticinvestigationsofsys-

tem s over a longer period,the num berofparticles is

restricted to signi�ciantly below 105. O n the other

hand,even a relatively sm allcontainerasused forex-

perim entalinvestigationscom prisesm uch m oreparti-

cles,som etim esbillions.

The sim ulation m ay be accelerated considerably by

assum ing that each contact ofparticles is an instan-

taneous event,that is,the duration ofcontacts van-

ishes and in the entire system at any tim e only two

particlesare in contact. Underthiscondition,Event-

driven M D (EM D) m ay be applied. Here,instead of

integrating Newton’s equation, the evolution of the

system isdeterm ined by thesequenceofparticlecolli-

sions,where the postcollision velocitiesare com puted

asfunctionsoftheprecollision velocitiesand thecoef-

�cientsofrestitution which arefunctionsoftheim pact

velocity them selves,see[32].In thelim itofvery dilute

system s ofsti� particles,called granular gases,both

algorithm s,M D and EM D,deliveridenticalresults.

Using desktop com puters,atpresentwe can sim ulate

about 107 particles using EM D,however,the above-

m entioned condition ofEM D doesobviously notallow

foritsapplication asa generalsim ulation tool.EM D,

in principle,is not suited to sim ulate system s where

particles contact each otherover a non-vanishing pe-

riod oftim e.

A com plem entary approach istheBottom -To-Top Re-

construction m ethod (BTR).Here the sim ultaneous

num ericalintegration ofthe N -particle system isap-

proxim ated by thesequentialnum ericalintegration of

a one-particle system with com plex boundary condi-

tions. Sim ilar as EM D,BTR is also m uch m ore ef-

�cient than M D at the price ofa restricted applica-

bility, see Sec. 7. W hile the m ain precondition of

EM D is vanishing contact tim e,for BTR we have to

require that a particle having arrived in a stable po-

sition does notleave this position anym ore. Thatis,

com plem entary toEM D,BTR requirespersistantcon-

tacts. There are cases when the application ofBTR

leadsto unphysicalresults,however,ifthe algorithm

is applicable,it leads to a vast increase ofnum erical

e�ciency;atpresentwecan sim ulatesystem sofm any

m illions particles on a desktop com puter. The range

ofits applicability and benchm arks ofthe algorithm

are discussed atthe end ofthisarticle.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611596v1
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2 B ottom -to-top R econstruction

The idea of BTR goes back to Visscher and Bol-

sterli[36]who suggested an algorithm thatallowsfor

the fast sim ulation oflarge static granular packings.

The fundam entalidea oftheir m ethod is to consider

them otion oftheparticlessequentially,unlikein M D

sim ulations, where the coupled system of Newton’s

equations ofm otion is solved for allparticles sim ul-

taneously.

The deposition of the particles of a granular pack-

ing, e.g., a heap on the plane (x;y;0), proceeds

as follows: the �rst particle is inserted at position

(xinit1 ;yinit1 ;zinit1 ).Thecoordinatezinit1 should belarger

than theexpected �nalheightoftheheap,thecoordi-

natesxinit1 and yinit1 can bechosen atrandom (particles

arescattered overa certain area)orcan be�xed,e.g.,

(xinit1 ;yinit1 )= (0;0),tosim ulatethebuild-up ofaheap

from a point source. The particle then falls untilit

touchestheground at(xinit1 ;yinit1 ;R 1).Atthisposition

the particle rem ains �xed. Then the second particle

is inserted atposition (xinit2 ;yinit2 ;zinit2 ). It falls down

untilittoucheseithertheground at(xinit2 ;yinit2 ;R 2)or

the�rstparticle,whateverhappens�rst.Ifittouches

the ground it rem ains �xed there just like the �rst

particle. Ifit,however,touches the �rst particle,it

rolls down its surface in the downslope direction un-

tiliteithertouchesthe ground (ifR 2 � R 1)where it

rem ains�xed or(ifR 2 < R 1)untilitlosescontactat

z2 = R 1 when both centers are at the sam e height.

From there it falls to the ground where it rem ains

�xed.The nextparticlesare treated likewise. A par-

ticlerem ains�xed ifiteithertouchestheground orif

it attains a localm inim um where it is supported by

two(in twodim ensions)orthree(in threedim ensions)

otheralready �xed particles.

Thus,each particle m oves according to a setofrules

from onestatetothenext.In thissensethealgorithm

belongsto the classofevent-driven algorithm s.

In Fig. 1 the algorithm is sketched for a two-dim en-

sionalsystem . The m oving particle is drawn with a

dotted line,�xed particlesaredrawn with a solid line.

Thealgorithm by Visscherand Bolsterli[36]waslater

im proved and generalized,e.g.,[17{19]and also ap-

plied to certain dynam icalsystem s[4,5],see below.

The BTR algorithm isnotexact,thatis,itdoesnot

solve the coupled set of Newton’s equations for the

dynam icsofthem any-particlesystem s.Instead,there

arethree m ajorsim plifying assum ptions

1. The m otion ofeach particle iiscom puted with

the walland the other already-deposited parti-

cles j = 0;:::;i� 1 considered as �xed obsta-

cles.Thepositionsoftheparticlesj= 0:::i� 1

are not inuenced by the m otion of the new

particle i. Thus,the trajectory ofeach parti-

cleiscom puted whiletaking gravity astheonly

driving force into account. The other particles

j= 0:::i� 1and thewallestablish the(com pli-

cated)boundaryconditionstothism otion.This

1

1

Particle 1 is inserted and m ovesdownward untilittouchesthe

ground.

1

2

1

2
2 1

Particle 2 isinserted and m ovesdownward untilittouchespar-

ticle 1.Then itrollson thesurface ofparticle 1 untilittouches

the ground.

2 1

3

2 1

3

2 1

3
2 1 3

Particle 3 isinserted and m ovesdownward untilittouchespar-

ticle2.Itthen rollsto therightuntilittouchesparticle1.This

position is unstable (not a localm inim um ),thus,the particle

continuesto rollon particle 1 untilittouchesthe ground.

2 1 3

4

2 1 3

4 4

2 1 3

Particle 4 �rsttouchesparticle 2 and startsto rollto the right

untilit touches particle 3. This position is stable (localm ini-

m um ),thus,particle 4 is�xed atthisposition.

4

2 1 3

5

4

2 1 3 5

Particle 5 m oves analogously to particle 1 and is �xed on the

ground.

4
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2 1 3 5
6
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2 1 3 5
6

Particle6�rsttouchesparticle4and rollson ituntilitlosescon-

tactwhen the centersofboth particles are atthe sam e height.

Then the particle falls again untilittouchesparticle 3. Itcon-

tinues rolling untilit touches particle 5 too where it is �xed

(position isstable since itisa localm inim um ).

Figure 1:Sketch ofthe BTR algorithm

way,thesystem ofNewton’sequation fortheN -

body system isdecoupled and N single-particle

equationsare solved instead.

2. Collisionsofparticleiwith thewallorwith other

particlesareassum ed to beperfectly inelastic.

3. Thetim e dependenceofthe particles’m otion is

disregarded.

Thesesim pli�cationsincreasethee�ciency ofthesim -

ulation signi�cantly. Jullien et al.[20]were able to

sim ulate packingsofup to 108 particlesusing thisal-

gorithm .Thesim pli�cationsrestrictthe applicability

ofBTR to a rather sm allclass ofproblem s,see Sec.

7.Ifapplicable,however,BTR isa very e�cientsim -

ulation tool.
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3 Im plem entation ofthe B T R algorithm

TheBTR algorithm allowsfora very e�cientnum eri-

calsim ulation.W ebriey explain theim plem entation

forthesim ulation ofa two-dim ensionalheap which is

thesim plestapplication ofBTR and restrictourselves

tothesim ulation ofatwo-dim ensionalsystem ofpoly-

disperseparticles. The extension to three dim ensions

is straightforward. A m ore detailed explanation can

be found in [32]and the fullsource code ofour pro-

gram isavailable at[1].

To com pute the deposition ofthe nth particle,we do

notneed thepositionsofalln� 1previously deposited

particles.Instead,itissu�cienttoknow thepositions

ofparticlesthatcan com eintocontactwith particlen,

i.e.,particlesatthesurfaceoftheheap.Thissim pli�-

cation isalwaysjusti�ed fortwo-dim ensionalsystem s,

whereasforthree-dim ensionalsystem sitisonly justi-

�ed iftheratio between thelargestand sm allestradii

oftheparticlesin thesystem doesnotexceed theApol-

lonian ratiorA � R m ax=R m in =
p
3
��

2�
p
3
�

� 6:46.

O therwise the sm allerparticles can fallinto the gaps

between thelargerparticlesand thus,in principle,in-

teract with all particles of the heap. In this case,

we cannot exclude any pair interactions �a priori. A

naturalchoice ofradiiwithin (R m in;R m ax) is to as-

sum ethatthetotalm assofparticlesfrom theinterval

(R;R + dR)isconstantregardlessofR.Such a distri-

bution can beobtained from equi-distributed random

num bersz 2 [0;1)using the transform ation [32,33]

R i=
R m inR m ax

R m ax � z(R m ax � R m in)
: (1)

W e store the indices of the particles at the surface

in the container surface of type map<double,int>

wherethekey isthetheirx-coordinate.

Consider the deposition of particle n. If n is not

in contact with any other particle it m oves down-

ward untilit touches the ground or another particle.

Apartfrom the ground plane allparticleson the sur-

face ofthe heap whose centers belong to the interval

(xn� R n� R m ax;xn+ R n+ R m ax)arepotentialcontact

partners,seeFig.2.Thecontainermap allowsto very

e�ciently iterate through thesecontactcandidates.

n

xn−Rn−R xn xn+Rn+Rmax max

Figure 2: The centers ofthe contact candidates ofthe falling

particle n (crossed circle) belong to the interval(xn � R n �

R m ax;xn + R n + R m ax)(black �lled circles). The othersurface

particles are drawn gray, particles which are not part of the

surface are drawn hollow

For allcontact candidates i that are located below

theparticle to bedeposited,wecheck ifand atwhich

height yy both particles touch, disregarding for the

m om ent possible interference from other particles,

thatis,wecheck whether

yy = yi+
p

(R n + R i)
2 � (xi� xn)

2 ; (2)

has a realsolution and determ ine the m axim um of

thisexpression foralli(seeFig.3).To determ inethe

desired contactpointalso a possible contactwith the

ground m ustbetaken into account.Particle n isnow
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Figure 3: For each ofthe candidates A-D (drawn in black in

Fig. 2) we determ ine the verticalcoordinate yy ofa possible

contact. The highestcontactiswith candidate C ,therefore,C

isthe contactpartnerwe are looking for

m oved downward to contactitspartnerparticleorthe

ground. In the latter case,its new position is stable

by de�nition and its deposition is accom plished. If,

however,the particle m eets another particle �rst,its

new position cannot be stable. Instead it continues

itsm otion by rolling down the surface ofthe contact

partner untilit com es into contact with the wallor

with anotherparticle,oritcontinuesto falldown,as

sketched in Fig.1.

Sim ilar as described above,again allpossible candi-

dates for the additional contact partner are deter-

m ined,i.e.,allparticlesthatm ay becontacted by par-

ticle n while m aintaining contact to itspresentpart-

ner p. The new particle rolls to the left ifxn < xp
or to the right otherwise. Candidates for the con-

tactareparticleswhosex-coordinateisin theinterval

xp:::xp � (R p + 2R n + R m ax),see Fig. 4. Again the

index rangeofthecandidatepartnerscan beobtained

easily from the m ap surface.

i

p

n

R[p]+2R[n]+Rmax

p

R[p]−2R[n]−Rmax

n

Figure 4: The centersofthe candidates for the second partner

particle are located within the circle ofradiusr = R p + 2R n +

R m ax around xp.D epending on therelativeposition ofthepar-

ticles n and p the circle can be reduced to a halfcircle. The

particlesrepresented by �lled circlesare the candidates

W einvestigatethepossiblecontactofparticlen rolling

down the surface of particle p with each candidate

i separately, disregarding allother particles for the

m om ent,thatis,we seek realsolutions~rin � (xin;y
i
n)
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ofthe system

�
�~r

i
n � ~rp

�
�= R n + R p

�
�~r

i
n � ~ri

�
�= R n + R i;

(3)

forcontactsbetween particlesn,p and n,iand ofthe

system

j~r
w
n � ~rpj= R n + R p

y
w
n = R n :

(4)

fora possiblecontactbetween particlesn and pand of

n with the oor. Ifthese system shave realsolutions

thenew position ofparticlen isdeterm ined by theso-

lution ~rin � (xin;y
i
n)or~r

w
n � (xwn ;y

i
n)with the largest

m axim um verticalcom ponent,provided,yin orrespec-

tively ywn is larger than yp. In this case we found a

new position ofparticlen.W enow check forstability

(i.e. ifthe particle is supported both from the right

ofhiscenterand from the left). Ifitisstable the de-

position oftheparticleis�nished,otherwiseparticlei

assum estheroleofparticlep and particlen continues

to rollon itssurface. Ifno candidate isfound before

particlen reachesyn = yp,itlosescontactwith p and

again fallsvertically downward,seelastlinein Fig.1.

This procedure is repeated untila stable position of

particle n isfound.

W hen the stable position of n is found, the m ap

surface is updated. First,n is recorded as a m em -

ber ofthe m ap since it becam e part ofthe surface.

Second, after depositing n, other particles m ay be

screened,such thatnofurtherparticlesm ay com einto

contact with them . Consequently,these particles are

notm em bersofthesurfaceanym oreand arerem oved

from surface,see Fig.5.

Figure 5: Left: surface particles before the deposition of the

new particle (drawn gray).Center:a new particle isdeposited.

Right:corrected listofsurface particles

The description of the algorithm and the sketch of

the im plem entation isnow com plete. Figure 6 shows

snapshotsofa growing heap.The particleswhich are

partofthe surfaceare drawn �lled.

Sinceparticlesin theprocessofdeposition can contact

only the particlesatthe surface,unlike asin M D the

com putationalcom plexity ofdepositing a particle n

does not grow with the num ber ofalready deposited

particles,O (n)butitincreaseswith O (n1=2)in 2d or

with O (n2=3) in 3d which is the reason for the com -

putationalpowerofBTR.W ediscussthee�ciency of

thealgorithm below in Sec.7.

Figure 6:Snapshotsofthegrowing heap.The num berofparti-

clesisN = 100 and N = 1400

4 Exam ple: Strati�cation in a Sand H eap

W hen a heap of particles is created by sequentially

depositing particles ofdi�erent size,size segregation

(strati�cation) is observed, which is caused by dif-

ferent angles of repose for large and sm allparticles

[10,22,37,38]. The particlesform stripesasshown in

Fig.7.In three dim ensionaldunesand ripples,other

Figure7:Form ation ofstripesin aheap consistingofparticlesof

di�erentproperties(experim entalresult).The �gure wastaken

from [15]

m orecom plex strati�cation patternsareobserved [2].

Thise�ecthasbeen studied and m odeled extensively,

e.g.,in [8,9,12{14,16,21,23{27,27{30].Sim ilarstruc-

tures have been observed in sand overown by wind

orwater[35].

Figure 8 shows a heap of N = 106 particles of two

di�erentradii.Thee�ectofstrati�cation isvisible in

the close-ups.Thesm allparticlesare drawn �lled.

5 Sedim entation ofN ano-Pow ders

The BTR-m ethod can be generalized to clusters of

contacting particles. Here clusters are considered as

perfecly rigid, that is, the particles belonging to a

cluster do not change their relative positions. This

idealized behaviorm ay beadequateforcohesivenano-

powderswheretheattractive surfaceforcesexceed by

farinertialforces,dueto theirenourm oussurfacearea

perunitm ass.Theattracting force between particles

in contactprovidesa m echanism which �xesparticles

to a position where they where �rst deposited. Also

dueto thesurfaceforces,nano-powdersarefrequently

very pourous. In this section we describe briey the

application ofBTR to coarsening ofnano-powdersin

the process ofrepeated siphoning the m aterialfrom

one container into another. For a m ore detailed de-

scription see[34].
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Figure8:A heap consisting ofN = 10
6
particlesoftwo di�erent

radii. Size segregation (strati�cation) can be seen in the close-

ups

For clusters,the �rst step ofthe BTR algorithm is

handled asforsim ple spheres: W e determ ine the po-

sition ofthe falling cluster when one ofits particles

touchesa particle ofthesedim entorthewall.

Rolling ofthe cluster on the already deposited heap

particles is m ore com plicated. Apartfrom situations

discussed in Sec.3oneisconfronted with alargenum -

ber of specialcases whose discussion is outside the

scopeofthiswork [34].

Fore�cient sim ulation ofboth processes,falling and

rolling,we need the accessible surface ofthe cluster,

that is, those particles which due to geom etry can

com e into contact with other particles or the oor.

Thereareseverale�cientalgorithm stodeterm inethis

surface [31]. Fig. 9 shows an exam ple cluster and

its surface (�lled circles). The holes in the surface

are sm allenough to keep outside particlesaway from

the inner particles. In our sim ulation ofa coarsen-

ing nano-powder of N = 6 � 106 cohesive particles,

R 2 (0:9;1:1),initially the particles(orsm allclusters

ofa few particles) are placed into a rectangular con-

tainer oflength L = 8000 lim ited by verticalwalls.

Afterthe initialsedim entation due to standard BTR

they are densely packed in the container (see Fig 10,

left). To obtain a atsurface ofthe heap one hasto

insert the particles at random positions distribuited

uniform ly overthe length ofthe box.Them aterialis

now cut into square blocks ofabout 50� 50 average

particle diam eters. The blocks are decom posed into

Figure 9: Typicalcluster after a few disposition cycles. D ark

circlesrepresentsurfaceparticles.Thesurfaceisnotcontiguous,

the gaps are,however,too sm allfor outside particles to touch

innerparticles.

Figure 10: A heap of 6 m illion particles. Left: Particles de-

posited in clustersof3.Right:After18 redeposition cycles.

clusters ofm utually contacting particles. Now these

clustersare sedim ented into the container. Figure 11

shows the average height hhi ofthe m aterialsurface

overthenum berofsedim entation cycles.

0 5 10 15 20
cycle

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

9000

he
ig

ht
 <

h>

Figure 11:Average heightofthe heap vsnum berofdisposition

cycles. The solid line is the �t to an exponentialfunction,the

diam ondsare the m easured values.

Thisquantity was com puted by cutting the box into

narrow verticalstripsand determ ining theheighth of

the highest particle in each strip. The height ofthe

strip isnow h+ R whereR istheradiusofthehighest

particle. Averaging over all strips yields hhi. The

data points �t an exponentiallaw ofthe form hhi=

9450� 5000exp(� n=6)with n beingthecyclenum ber.

The initalheight does not �tinto this schem e. This

is due to the fact that the initial heap is build up



ProceedingsIssue:BehaviorofG ranularM edia (2006)

from very sm allstructures (clusters ofsize 3 in the

exam ple)whileeach latersedim entation cycleisdone

with structuresofa typicalsize50.Fig.10 showsthe

heap after18 sedim entation cycles.

6 D ynam ic Sim ulations

BTR cannot be applied directly to the sim ulation of

dynam ic processessince due to the m ain principle of

thisalgorithm ,deposited particles cannotleave their

positionsanym ore.A very restricted classofdynam i-

calsystem scan besim ulated,however,ifwepartition

the dynam ics into alternating steps ofcollective m o-

tion and sequentialdeposition [19].

Forthe exam ple ofgranularow in a partially �lled,

slowly rotating cylinder,the partition ofthe (contin-

uous)dynam icsis[4,5](see Fig.12):

1. initialization: Place the particlesatrandom in-

sideofthecontainer.

2. collective m otion: The positions ofallparticles

follow the m otion ofthe container for a sm all

tim e step �t.

3. Preparation of the current tim e step: Increase

the y-coordinate ofallparticles by a constant,

e.g.,R cyl=10,with R cylbeingthecylinderradius.

4. BTR:Apply BTR to theparticlesin sequenceof

increasing y-coordinate.

5. Loop: Increase the system tim e by �tand con-

tinue with step 2.

a b c

d e f

Figure 12: D ynam ic BTR for the exam ple ofa slowly rotating

cylinder. (a)The system attim e t. (b)The cylinderisrotated

(angle ofrotation appears exaggerated). (c) Allparticles are

lifted by R cyl=10.(d,e)BTR,(f)Situation attim et+ �twhen

allparticlesare deposited

Figure13showsasnapshotofasim ulation ofN = 106

particlesofdi�erentradiiR i2 (0:1;1)cm in acylinder

ofradius70cm .Theradiiarechosen random lyin such

a way thatthethetotalm assofallparticlesfrom the

interval(R;R + dR)isconstant regardlessofR. W e

notice thatthe sm allparticles are concentrated close

to the center of the cylinder. This e�ect, which is

observed alsoexperim entally,wasfound in sim ulations

in [4,6].

Figure 13: Snapshot of a slowly rotating cylinder �lled with

N = 10
6
granularparticles and close-ups. Afterone revolution

consisting of100 deposition steps,sizesegregation isclearly vis-

ible. For better presentation in the top �gure only 30% ofthe

particlesare drawn

7 B enchm arks of the Im plem entation and

C riticalA nalysis ofthe M odel

BTR-sim ulationsperform in generalm uch fasterthan

regular M D.Although BTR was successfully applied

to variouslarge granularsystem s,thism ethod isnot

universal,and there are caseswhere physically incor-

rectbehaviorisobserved [3].

A deposited particle does not m ove under the inu-

ence of particles deposited later, even if the parti-

cle su�ers (in the realistic system ) violent collisions.

The m otion of the particles is, thus, not governed

by Newton’s equation ofm otion. Instead,each sin-

gle grain perform s an overdam ped m otion in a com -

plicated potential landscape com prising the already

deposited grains. This is equivalent to disregarding

inertialforces and m om ents. Even from a very ba-

sic and intuitive concept ofclassicalm echanics it is

clearthatthisalgorithm cannotdescribethegranular

m any-body problem in a generalway. It should be
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regarded as a com prom ise between com puting power

requirem ents and realistic description ofphysicalre-

ality. Figure 14 dem onstratesthatBTR m ay lead to

non-physicaldescriptions.

Figure 14:left:The con�guration ofparticlesisphysically pos-

sibleam d stable,butcannotbegenerated by BTR sincenoneof

thegray particlesisin a stableposition withouttheothers,i.e.,

none ofthem could be deposited �rst. m iddle and right: BTR

m ay generated this sequence,although it is not realistic since

the con�guration on the right-hand side isunstable

Nevertheless,ifBTR isapplicable,itleadsto a great

increase ofperform ance as com pared with M D.Fig-

ure 15 shows the CPU tim e to deposit a heap ifN

particles,using a desktop com puter(IntelPentium 4,

3G Hz).Theprogram code isavailable at[1].

10
4

10
5

10
6

number of particles  N

10

100

1000

C
PU

 ti
m

e 
 t

 [
se

c]

Figure15:CPU tim eto build a heap ofN particlesusing BTR.

Thedata points(diam onds)are in close agreem entwith a pow-

erlaw t/ N
3=2

(solid line)asdiscussed in the text

The algorithm m ay yield satisfactory results when

treating system s where the boundary conditions

change only very slowly. In such cases M D is fre-

quently ine�cient. In particular,forproblem swhere

the com putation ofthe trajectoriesofindividualpar-

ticlesislessim portant,thealgorithm can beseen asa

good com prom ise between e�ciency and precision of

theresult.
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