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Tree m odels for rigidity percolation are introduced and solved. A probability vector describes

the propagation of rigidity outward from a rigid border. Allcom ponents of this \vector order

param eter" are singular at the sam e rigidity threshold,pc. The in�nite-cluster probability P 1 is

usually �rst-orderatpc,butoften behavesasP1 � �P 1 + (p� pc)
1=2

,indicatingcriticaluctuations

superim posed on a �rst order jum p. O ur tree m odels for rigidity are in qualitative disagreem ent

with \contraintcounting" m ean �eld theories.In an im portantsub-classoftreem odels\Bootstrap"

percolation and rigidity percolation are equivalent.

PACS num bers:61.43Bn,46.30.Cn,05.70.Fh

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Soon after the resurgence ofinterest in percolation phenom ena,the elastic constants ofdepleted m aterials were

studied. Although early work suggested1 thatthe conductivity and elasticity exponentswere the sam e,itwassoon

realised thattheelasticity exponentswereusually di�erent2 and in particularonem ustdraw adistinction between the

elasticity ofsystem swhich haveonly \centralforces"3 and thosewhich also have\bond-bending" forces.Ifa system

has bond-bending forces,the percolation geom etry is in m any way sim ilar to that ofthe connectivity percolation

problem .O finterestin thispaperisthe factthatwhen a system issupported by only centralforces,thepercolation

geom etry isvery di�erentthan thatoccuring in connectivity percolation.W e illustrate thisdi�erence by developing

and solving m odels for rigidity percolation on trees and by com paring those m odels with the analogousresults for

connectivity percolation on trees4. M any ofthe conceptswe develop using tree m odels can be extended to regular

lattices,aswillbe elaborated upon in the paper.

Therehavebeen severaldi�erentgroupsofscientistsand engineersinterested in theabilityofcentralforcestructures

to transm it stress. Besides its intrinsic interest,this problem is relevant to the analysis ofengineering structures,

glasses,granularm aterialsand gels5.Thestraightforward way to study thisproblem isto constructparticularm odels

which haveonly centralforcesand tostudy thetypesofstructureswhich supportstress.In thephysicscom m unity,the

standard m odelhasbeen latticescom posed ofHooke’ssprings.Directsolution oftheforceequationsfortheselattices

has provided quite variable estim ates ofthe percolation threshold,and considerable controversy about the critical

exponents6{9.In the m athem aticscom m unity,there hasbeen a long history ofattem ptsto related the connectivity

ofa \graph" to itsability to supportstress10{13.Them ajority ofphysicistswereunaware,tillrecently5;14,thatthere

isa rigoroustheorem which relatesconnectivity to rigidity butonly forplanar graphs.O fm orepracticalim portance

is the factthatthere is a fastalgorithm 13 by which this theorem can be used to actually �nd the in�nite cluster14

and stressed backbone5 ofplanargraphs(e.g.thetriangularlatticewith centralforces).Theseresultsarerelevantto

random lattices5,which arein m any casesofm ostpracticalinterest.

There are two di�erent types ofm ean �eld theory available for the rigidity transition. The �rst,based on an

approxim ate \constraintcounting",predicts a second ordertransition in the \num berofoppy m odes"15,and has

been extensively applied to the rigidity ofglasses and gels. However it was realised in that paper and recently

�
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quantitatively con�rm ed14 thatthe num berofoppy m odespersite doesnotappoach zero atthe percolation point.

There is also a recent continuum �eld theory16 which predicts �rst order rigidity,but the connection between the

m odelparam eters and the lattice param eters relevant to rigidity are not clear in that analysis. The tree m odels

developed here provide a m ore com plete m ean �eld theory for the rigidity transition. W e �nd that the num ber of

oppy m odes is continuous near the rigidity transition,but that the in�nite cluster probability showsa �rst order

jum p. W e also �nd thatone sub-classofourtree m odelsare equivalentto tree m odelsforbootstrap percolation17,

although on regularlatticesthey arenotequivalent.

The paperisarranged asfollows. In the nextsection (Section II),we introduce the tree geom etry and the vector

probability (orderparam eter)used to describe the transm ission ofrigidity from a rigid border. Section IIIcontains

the detailed analysisofthe treem odelsforboth site and bond dilution.In Section IV wediscussthe m echanism for

�rstorderrigidity and discussthefailingsofthetraditionalconstraintcounting m ean �eld theoriesin thelightofthe

treeresults.W ealso calculatethenum berofoppy m odes,and show thateven thesecond derivativeisnon-singular

on trees.Thisisnottoo surprising,since surface bondsdom inate on trees.Section V containsa briefsum m ary and

conclusion.

II. T H E G EO M ET R Y A N D D EFIN IT IO N O F VA R IA B LES

The structure ofthe tree m odelswe considerisillustrated in Fig. 1. Following norm alconvention,we de�ne z to

be the num berofbranchesofthe tree (forexam ple in Fig. 1a z = 5). In Fig. 1a,each site ofthe tree isconnected

by only onebond to a neighbouring site.In generalwem ay havebbondsconnecting neighbouring sites(forexam ple

in Fig. 1c,b= 3). Thustwo variablesin ouranalysisare z and b. A third im portantvariable,g,isthe num berof

degreesoffreedom persiteand isdiscussed in thenextparagraph.Thefeatureofthetreegeom etry which m akesthe

analysistractable isthatwe can calculate the probability ofrigidity along separate branchesoftreesindependently,

and then com bine the branchesofthe tree to form the �nalBethe lattice. Forexam ple one \branch" ofthe tree of

Fig. 1a ispresented in Fig. 1b. W e use the letterP ,with varioussubscripts,forthe site probabilitiesofthe entire

tree (e.g. Fig. 1a),while we use T,with varioussubscripts,to denote the site probabilitiesofthe branchesofthe

trees.The qualitativebehaviorofT and P arethe sam e,and we concentrateforthe m ostparton the analysisofT.

Each node(the sitesin Fig.1a,b and theellipsesin �g.1c)representsa \joint" (a point-likenode)or\body" (see

below)on a latticeor\graph",and isassigned a certain num berof\degreesoffreedom ".In connectivity percolation

each node is either connected or disconnected,so it has only one possible \degree offreedom ". i.e. ifa site is

disconnected it has one degree offreedom ,while ifit is connected it has no degrees offreedom . Ifwe consider a

lattice ofjoints connected by centralforce springs,then each free jointhas two translationaldegreesoffreedom in

two dim ensions and three degrees offreedom in three dim ensions. Howeverwhen we m ake rigid clusters,they are

rigid \bodies" so they also have rotationaldegreesoffreedom .Forexam ple,a body in two dim ensionshas3 degrees

offreedom (two translations and one rotation),while a body in three dim ensions has 6 degrees offreedom (three

translations and three rotations). In general,we allow each site to have g degrees offreedom . Som e practically

im portantvaluesforg areasfollows,

g = 1 forconnectivity percolation, (1a)

g = d fora joint, (1b)

g = d(d+ 1)=2 fora body. (1c)

Hered isthespatialdim ension.W econsidergrowingclustersfrom arigid boundary drawn around theouterperim eter

ofthe tree. Ifa rigid clustergrown from thisboundary continuesto grow inde�nitely,we are above the percolation

threshold,ifitdiesoutwe are below the percolation threshold. The behavioron crossing the percolation threshold

depends on whether the transition is �rst order or second order,as willbe discussed further below. In the case

ofconnectivity percolation,there is only one degree offreedom per node,and we only have to keep track ofthe

probability thatconnectivity istransm itted away from theboundary.In thecaseofrigidity percolation itisnecessary

to considera largersetofsite probabilities.In fact,each sitem ay have0;1;2;:::g degreesoffreedom with respectto

theboundary,so wede�netheprobabilitiesP0;:::Pg to betheprobabilitiesthata sitehasbetween 0 and g degreesof

freedom (DO F)with respectto theboundary (a sim ilarde�nition appliesto thebranch probabilitiesT).Forexam ple

ifg = 3

(1)P3(or T3)isthe probability thata node has3 DO F w.r.t.the border

(2)P2(or T2)isthe probability thata node has2 DO F w.r.t.the border

(3)P1(or T1)isthe probability thata node has1 DO F w.r.t.the border

(4)P0(or T0)isthe probability thata node has0 DO F w.r.t.the border.
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The vectors P and T act as order param eters for the rigidity percolation problem on trees. However,it is also

possible to de�ne these quantitieson regularlatticesand itislikely thatan algorithm could be developed based on

these probabilities. In fact for the case ofa \diode response",a transfer m atrix could be used -this would be a

\directed rigidity percolation"and m ightbeappropriateforgranularm edia,wherecontactsonly supportcom pressive

forces.

In m any physicalproblem s,itisim portantto disinguish between a site which isoverconstrained orstressed,PB ,

and one which is rigid but not stressed (which has probability PD ). In particular,we have previously de�ned?

P1 = P0 = PD + PB to be the \in�nite rigid cluster" probability.Thisisclosely analogousto the in�nite clusterin

connectivity percolation18.In thisanalogy,the overcontrained or\stressed" bondsare analogousto the \backbone"

in connectivity percolation.Also,justasthedangling endsin connectivity percolation carry no current,thedangling

endsin rigidity percolation carry no stress.Howeverfortreeswefound itclearerto �rstconcentrateon Pinfinity,so

in thispaperwedo notdiscussPB .

III. D ILU T ED B ET H E LA T T IC ES

ConsiderBethelatticesofco-ordination num berz asshown in Fig 1.In generalourparam etersareg (thenum ber

ofdegrees offreedom per node),z (the co-ordination num ber -Actually we shallusually use � = z � 1),b (the

num berofbondsconnecting each pairofnodes)and p (theprobability thata siteorbond ispresent).W e�rstdo the

calculationsfora branch ofthetrees(seeFig.1b.fora b= 1 case)and then join thebranchestogether.To illustrate

the m ethod we�rstdo the caseb= 1,asillustrated in Figs.1a,b with site dilution.

A .Site diluted B ethe lattices w ith b= 1

O n any tree,rigidity can only be transm itted to higherlevelsofthe tree ifthere are enough barspresentto o�set

the num berofdegreesoffreedom ofa newly added node. Forconnectivity percolation only one barisneeded. Ifa

nodeisadded to a g= 2 tree,two barsareneeded to o�setthe two degreesoffreedom ofthe added node.In general,

ifa nodewith g degreesoffreedom isadded,rigidity istransm itted to thenextlevelofthe treeprovided thenodeis

occupied and provided atleastg ofthe lowerlevelnodesto which the added node isconnected are rigid.W e de�ne

the probability thata nodeisrigid to be T0.The branch probabilitiesTk with k = 0;1:::g arethen given by,

T0 = p

�X

l= g

�
�

l

�

(T0)
l(1� T0)

��l

T1 = p

�
�

g� 1

�

(T0)
g�1 (1� T0)

��g+ 1

...

Tg�1 = p

�
�

1

�

T0(1� T0)
��1

Tg = 1�

g�1X

l= 0

Tl (2)

Thelefthand sideofEqs.(2)referto a nodeattheonehigherlevelthan thenodeson therighthand side.Sincewe

arelookingforasym ptoticprobabilitiesalong way from therigid boundary,weexpecttheprobabilitesTlto approach

steady state valuesupon iteration ofEqs.(2).Sim ilarexpressionsto Eqs.(2)are found when the transition ism ade

from the branch probabiliesTl (see Fig.1c)to the tree probabilitiesPl (see Fig.1a),exceptthatwenow com bine z

branchesinstead ofz� 1 branches.Thuswe�nd,forexam ple

P0 = p

zX

l= g

�
z

l

�

T
l
0(1� T0)

z�l (3)
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In factoncewehavesolved the�rstofEq.(2)and havefound T0,alloftheothercom ponentsofP and T follow.In

particular,ifT0 is�rstorderata particularpc,then allofthe othercom ponentsofT and P are �rstorderatthe

sam e pc.Thusweconcentrateon the behaviorofT0.

Itisinteresting to notethatEq.(3)isthesam easEq.(2)of17 which treatsbootstrap percolation on trees(with the

changeofvariablesR = 1� P ,and g = m and l= z� m ).In bootstrap percolation oneconsidersthatferrom agnetic

orderispropagated only ifeach sitehasatleastm ferrom agneticneighbours.Ifwestartwith a ferrom agneticborder,

itisclearthatEq.(3),with theabovechangeofvariables,describesthepropagation offerrom agneticorderoutward

from the border.The correspondencebetween bootstrap percolation and rigidity percolation isnotexacton regular

lattices,and itisnotclearhow to distinguish between these two casesin a continuum �eld theory calculation.

Now wedo som edetailed solutionsto the Eqs.(2).Firstwetreatsom esim plesolvablecases.

Connectivity percolation (g = 1)

In thiscasethe �rstofEqs.(2)reducesto thatfound previously4.Forexam plefor�= 3

T0 = p(3T0(1� T0)
2 + 3T 2

0(1� T0)+ T
3

0) (4)

which yieldsthe trivialsolution T0 = 0,and the non-trivialsolution

T0 =
3�

p
(4=p� 3)

2
(5)

Thepercolation pointoccurswhen thenon-trivialsolution (5)approacheszero,and thisoccursatpc = 1=3.Nearpc,

T0 approacheszero linearly,so the transition issecond orderand the orderparam eterexponent� = 1.

In orderfortheproblem to liein the\rigidity percolation" class,therem ustbeatleasttwo degreesoffreedom per

nodei.e.g � 2.Howeverwhen b= 1,if�= z� 1= 2,then pc = 1,asallbondsm ustbepresentto orderto transm it

rigidity.Thusthe sim plestnon-trivialcaseisg = 2,�= 3 and b= 1,which wenow treat.

Rigidity transition for g = 2,�= 3 and b= 1

>From the �rstofEqs.(2),wehave,

T0 = p(T 3

0 + 3T 2

0(1� T0)) (6)

O fcoursethereisalwaysthe trivialsolution T0 = 0.In addition,Eq.(6)im plies

T0 =
3�

p
(9� 8=p)

4
(7)

To ensurethatT0 = 1 when p = 1,takethepositiveroot.Thenew featurehereisthatthesquarerootisnegativefor

p < pc = 8=9,so thisrootisunphysicalbelow p = 8=9.Forp < pc,theonly rem aining realrootisT0 = 0,so thereis

a �rstorderjum p in T0 atpc = 8=9.Them agnitudeofthisjum p �T 0 = 3=4.Notealso thaton approach to pc from

above,we �nd17

T0 � 3=4� (p� pc)
1=2 (8)

which illustratesthesingularcorrectionsto the�rstorderjum p in T0.Thisinteresting behaviorseem susualforboth

bootstrap percolation and forrigidity percolation.From the second ofEqs.(2),wehave,

T1 = 3pT0(1� T0)
2
; (9)

which hasthe two solutions,T1 = 0 and the resultfound by subsituting Eq. (7)forT0 into Eq. (9). There isthus

a �rstorderjum p in T1 atthe sam e pc asthatfound forT0.The size ofthisjum p �T 1 = 1=8.Note thatT1 iszero

atp = 1,so T1 risesfrom zero asp isdecreases,and peaksatp = pc Since T2 = 1� T0 � T1,allcom ponentsofthe

vectororderparam eterare�rstorder,and allofthem havea singularcorrection nearpc asa consequenceofEq.(8).

Order ofthe transition for generalg,�,b= 1

In the�rstofEqs.(2),thereisalwaysthetrivialsolution T0 = 0.Afterrem oving that,thefollowing equation holds.

1 = p

�X

k= g

�
�

k

�

T
k�1
0

(1� T0)
��k (10)

Ifg = 1 (connectivity percolation),there is alwaysa constantterm on the RHS ofthis equation,and thisallowsa

realsolution forarbitrarily sm allT0,and hence the transition issecond-order.However,ifg � 2,the constantterm

on theRHS isabsentand theequation cannotbesatis�ed foran arbitrarily sm allrealT0.Thustherem ustbea �rst

orderjum p in T0 forany z > g � 2.Itispossibleto solveEq.(10)to �nd pc explicitly in thecaseg = �� 1,in which

casethe�rstorderjum p hasm agnitude�T 0 = 1� 1=(�� 1)217.Howeverin generalweresortto num ericalm ethods.

Beforedescribing the num ericalresults,we�rstintroducea m atrix m ethod which allowsusto treatgeneralg;b;�
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B .Site diluted B ethe lattices for arbitrary g;�;b

Itispossible to generalise the Bethe latticesdescribed above to caseswhere m ore than one bond connectsneigh-

bouring nodes. In the case ofsite dilution,rem oving a site rem ovesallofthe b bonds that enter that site from a

neighbour. In contrastbond dilution rem ovesone bond at a tim e and m ust be treated di�erently(see later in this

section). Returning to the site dilution case,note that ifb � g,rigidity is transm itted across the tree as soon as

connectivity percolation occurs. This is because any one connection between two nodes with b � g ensures trans-

m ission ofrigidity to the newly added node,provided ofcourse thatthe priornode isalso rigid with respectto the

boundary. Thus ifb � g,there are only two possible states for each node: rigidly connected to boundary and not

rigidly connected to the boundary,and the m odelis \trivially" in the connectivity percolation class. In contrast,

ifthere are fewer than g bars connecting two nodes,m ore interesting node states are possible,and we m ust again

considerthefullsetT0;::::Tg,which allow thepossibility ofpartialtransm ission ofrigidity.W enow develop a m atrix

m ethod to treatthe non-trivialcases1� b< g.

Consider adding a site to a branch ofco-ordination �. W e labelthe sites at the previous leveli= 1;:::;� (for

exam ple the lowerellipse in Fig.1c would havelabeli= 1).Each ofthese nodesm ay haveli = 0;1;::::;g degreesof

freedom with respectto theborder(forexam plethelowerellipsein Fig.1chasl1 degreesoffreedom with respectto

the border).

W estartby adding a \freebody" to thetree,so ithasg degreesoffreedom with respectto theboundary.However,

when we add the new higherlevelbody to the tree,we also add �b bonds. Butnotallofthe bondsthatare added

are \useful" in reducing the num berofdegreesoffreedom ofthe newly added body with respectto the border.For

exam ple,ifa lowerlevelnodealready hasg degreesoffreedom with respectto theborder,no m atterhow m any bonds

connectitto the higherlevelbody,itdoesnotproduce any constraintofthe newly added body with respectto the

boundary.Thereforewem ustde�nethe\num berofusefulbonds",u,which liesalongany sub-branch.Ifa lowerlevel

body haszero degreesoffreedom with respectto theborder,then every bond is\useful".Ifthelowerlevelbody has

1 degreeoffreedom with respectto theborder,then the�rstbond thatisadded doesnotconstrain thenewly added

node,so thatonly b� 1 ofthe bondsare useful.In generalifa body hasidegreesoffreedom ,only u = b� iofthe

added bondsareusefulin producing constraintin the higherlevelbody.Thusthe probability Q u thata sub-branch

hasu usefulbondsisgiven by,(notethatsince weareconsidering 1� b< g,Q g = 0)

Q u =

�
Tb�u foru = 1;� � � ;b

1�
P b

v= 1
Tb�v foru = 0

(11)

Now each sub-branch addsui constraintsto the newly added body,so the totalnum berofconstraintson the newly

added body is
P �

i= 1
ui.Thusthe probability thatthe new node havek degreesoffreedom is,

T0 = p

gX

l1= 0

gX

l2= 0

::::

gX

l� = 0

Tl1Tl2:::Tl� �(g�

�X

i= 1

ui)

Tk= 1;:::;g�1 = p

gX

l1= 0

gX

l2= 0

::::

gX

l� = 0

Tl1Tl2:::Tl� �(g� k�

�X

i= 1

ui)

Tg = 1�

g�1X

l= 0

Tl (12)

W here� and � arethe step function and delta function respectively.

Fornum ericalpurposes,a m ore convenientway ofrepresenting these equationsisto add the � sub-branchesone

ata tim e using a m atrix m ethod.W e de�ne the vector ~T L = (T L
0 ;T

L
1 ;T

L
2 ;:::;T

L
g )to denote the probability thatthe

newly added body be in one ofitspossible constraint\states" afterthe addition ofL sub-branches(L = 1;2:::�).If

we have a free node it hasg degreesoffreedom so before the addition ofany sub-branches,~T 0 = (0;0;0:::;1). W e

then havethe recurrencerelations,

T
L + 1
0

= T
L
0 (T0 + T1 + ::+ Tb)+ T

L
1 (T0 + T1 + ::+ Tb�1 )+ ::+ T

L
b�1 T0 (13)

and,forl= 1;2:::;g,

T
L + 1

l
= T

L
l (Tb + Tb+ 1 + ::+ Tg)+ T

L
l+ 1Tb�1 + T

L
l+ 2Tb�2 + ::+ T

L
l+ bT0: (14)
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Eqs.(13)and (14)m ay be putinto m atrix form ,so that

~T
L + 1 = ~M ~T

L = (~M )� ~T 0 (15)

with

~M =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 �1 �2 � � � �b 0 � � � 0

0 � T b�1 � � � T1 T0 � � � 0

0 0 � T b�1 � � �
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
... 0 � T b�1

0 0 0 � � � � � � � � � 0 �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

where,

�=

gX

l= b

Tl (16)

and,

�k =

b�kX

l= 0

Tl: (17)

Finally,wem ustinclude the possibility thatthe siteispresentorabsent,so the probability vectorobeys,

~T = p(~M )� ~T 0 + (1� p)~T 0
: (18)

Asbefore,the LHS ofEqs.(18)isthe probability vectoratthe nextlevelofthe tree in term softhe probabilitiesat

the lowerlevels(which arein the m atrix M ).

A little algebra showsthat Eqs. (18)reproduce the b = 1 equations (Eqs. (2)) as they m ust. W e illustrate the

m atrix m ethod with a specialcase(b6= 1)which isanalytically solvable.

A non-trivialsolvable case,�= 2,g = 3,b= 2

For�,b= 2,g = 3 Eqs.(18)yield,

0

B
@

T0

T1
T2
T3

1

C
A = p

0

B
@

1 T0 + T1 T0 0

0 T2 + T3 T1 T0
0 0 T2 + T3 T1
0 0 0 T0

1

C
A

2 0

B
@

0

0

0

1

1

C
A + (1� p)

0

B
@

0

0

0

1

1

C
A

The �rsttwo ofthese equationsyield,

T0 = p(T 2

0 + 2T1T0) (19)

and

T1 = p(2T0X + T
2

1): (20)

whereX = T2+ T3.Sincethesum oftheT 0sisone,wehaveX = 1� T0� T1 and thiswith Eqs.(19)and (20)yields,

3T 2

0 � 4(2� 1=p)T0 + 1=p2 = 0; (21)

Solving forT0 yields,
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T0 =
(4p� 2)+ 2

p
((2p� 1)2 � 3=4)

3p
(22)

Then the argum entofthe square root becom es negative for p < pc given by,pc = (1 +
p
3=2)=2 � 0:933,so that

�T 0 = 0:619.

Num ericalresultsfor generalb;g;�

Resultsofiterating the m atrix Eqs.(18)arepresented in Figs.2-4.Fig.2a illustratesthatforg � b,the problem

reducesto theconnectivity percolation case.Thetransition issecond orderand only two com ponentsofthevectorT

(T0 and Tg)are�nite.In contrast,when b�> g > b(seeFig.2b),allofthecom ponentsofT can be�nite,although

allofthem aresingularatthesam epercolation point.This�gurealso illustratesthepointthattherigidity transition

is �rstorderand we have selected this case to illustrate the factthatin som e case the rigidity transition is weakly

�rstorder.

In Fig.3,weillustratethedependenceofrigidity percolation on theco-ordination num ber�.In thecasewechoose

here,g = 2,b= 1,the transition isalwaysstrongly �rstorder.The behaviornearp = 1 istypicalofsite dilution on

any lattice,because the leading term in the probability thata site isnotrigid with respectto the boundary,isjust

theprobability thatthesiteisabsent,i.e.1� p.As� increases,thepointatwhich T 0 breaksaway from 1� p tends

to p = 0 asintuitively expected.

Ifwestartfrom a rigid border,itiseasy to verify thatthetransm ission ofrigidity dependson � and theratio b=g.

in the lim itb=g ! 1,we have rigidity percolation,while ifb=g ! 0,the transition isatp = 1 and iscom pletely �rst

order.Using trees,weareableto probevariousvaluesofb=g and wepresentresultsforpc(�;b=g)in Fig.4.Itisseen

thatforallcases,pc �
G (g)

�
for� ! 1 .W e also �nd thatforany b=g < 1,the transition is�rstorder,and the size

ofthe �rstorderjum p increasessm oothly asb=g decreases.

>From thesitedilution problem ,weconcludethattherigidity transition isalways�rstorder,exceptin caseswhere

ittrivially reducesto connectivity percolation.However,thereappearsto be a squarerootsingularity superim posed

on the �rstorderjum p in T0. However,on site diluted lattices with b < g,the only rigid clusters are those which

areattached to therigid border.In contrastin bond percolation itispossibleto haveinternalrigid clusters,and the

casesb> g arenon-trivial.Thuswenow describecalculationsforthe transm ission ofrigidity in bond diluted trees.

C . B ond-diluted B ethe lattices (generalg,� and b)

Asforthesitediluted case,wede�nethevector ~T = (T0;T1;T2;:::;Tg).Now,ifthereisa totalofbpossiblebonds

between two nodes,and ifeach is present with probability p,then the probability q(k) that k bonds are actually

presentis

sk =

�
b

k

�

p
k(1� p)b�k (23)

Since the nodes have g degrees offreedom ,at m ost g independent bonds can connect two nodes. Ifk > g bonds

connecttwo nodes,k � g ofthem willbe redundantand the two nodeswillform partofa clusterthatisinternally

rigid. Any num ber ofbonds in excess ofg does not add to the num ber ofindependent constraints. Therefore the

probability qk thatk independentbondsarepresentbetween two nodesis,forgeneralg and b,

qk =

(
sk fork < g
P b

j= g
sj fork = g

0 fork > g

(24)

Asin the site dilution case,these k bondsare notall\useful" in transm itting constraintfrom the boundary unless

the sub-branch along which they lie isatleastpartially constrained. In factifthe lowerlevelnode hasidegreesof

freedom with respectto theboundary,only k� iofthebondsconnecting thatnodeto thenewly added nodeactually

im pose contraint. Clearly ifk � i,the branch im poses no constraint(with respectto the boundary)on the newly

added node.W e thusde�ne the usefulbondsu = k � i,becausethey areable to propagatecontraintoutward from

the boundary.The probability Q u fora branch to haveu usefulbondson itisthen given by,

Q u =

� P g�u

i= 0
Tiqi+ u foru = 1;� � � ;g

1�
P g

v= 1
Q v foru = 0

(25)

Now taking � such sub-branches,the totalnum berU ofusefulbarsis
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U =

�X

k= 1

uk (26)

IfU � g,then the new node body willbe rigid. O therwise itwillhave k = g� U degreesoffreedom . Form ally we

then write

Tf =

gX

u1= 0

gX

u2= 0

� � �

gX

uz� 1= 0

Q u1Q u2 � � � Quz� 1
�(f;u 1;u2;� � � ;uz�1 ) (27)

where

�(f;g;z;U )=

(
�(U � (g� f)) for0 < f � g

and

�(U � g) forf = 0

(28)

W here as in the site case,we have used the step function and the kronecker delta to ensure that the constraint

counting iscorrect.

Asforthe sitediluted case,wecan writethe Eqs.(27)in m atrix form .

~T
L + 1 = ~M ~T

L (29)

with

~M =

0

B
B
B
B
@

1 (Q 1 + Q 2 + � � � + Pg) (Q 2 + Q 3 + � � � + Qg) � � � Qg

0 Q 0 Q 1 � � � Qg�1

0 0 Q 0 � � � Qg�2

...
...

...
...

...

0 0 0 � � � Q0

1

C
C
C
C
A

Again starting from a barenodewith ~T 0 = f0;0;� � � 0;1g,and afterconnecting �legs,wegetthedesired probabilities

as

~T = (~M )� ~T 0 (30)

To illustratethe m atrix m ethod forthe bond case,we again do a solvablecasewith b6= 1.

A non-trivialsolvable case �= 2;g = 3;b= 2

>From Eqs.(23)and (24),we have,

(q0;q1;q2;q3)= ((1� p)2;2p(1� p);p2;0): (31)

Then from Eq.(25),wehave,

(Q 0;Q 1;Q 2;Q 3)= (1� (p2 + 2p(1� p))T0 � p
2
T1;2p(1� p)T0 + p

2
T1;p

2
T0;0): (32)

Using these expressionsin the m atrix equation (29),wehave,

0

B
@

T0

T1
T2
T3

1

C
A =

0

B
@

1 (2p� p2)T0 + p2T1 p2T0 0

0 1� (2p� p2)T0 � p2T1 2p(1� p)T0 + p2T1 p2T0
0 0 1� (2p� p2)T0 � p2T1 2p(1� p)T0 + p2T1
0 0 0 1� (2p� p2)T0 � p2T1

1

C
A

2 0

B
@

0

0

0

1

1

C
A

>From the �rstofthese equations,we�nd

T0 = p
3
T0f(4� 3p)T0 + 2pT1g; (33)

while the second im plies
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T1 = 2p2T0(1� (2p� p
2)T0 � p

2
T1)+ (2p(1� p)T0 + p

2
T1)

2
: (34)

Solving Eqs.(33)and (34)forT0 givesthe trivialsolution T0 = 0,and,

T0 =
(8p3 � 12p+ 8)+

p
((8p3 � 12p+ 8)2 � 12p2)

6p3
(35)

Thisagain becom esim aginary atthe rigidity threshold,which we �nd to be pc = 0:918,and the �rstorderjum p in

T0 is,�T 0 = 0:629.

Num ericalresultsfor generalb;g;�

Firstwenotethattheforb= 1,sitedilution and bond dilution arethesam e,provided wem akethetransform ation

psite ! pbond and Tsite = pbondTbond,thuswefocusattention on b� 2.

W e presentnum ericalresultsforbond diluted treesin Figs.5 and 6.In Figure5,weshow thateven when b> > g

and m any internalrigid clusterscan existon thetrees,therigidity transition rem ains�rstorder.In fact,wehavenot

found any valuesofg orb forwhich the bond diluted treesaresecond order,exceptthe trivialcase g = 1.However

the rigidity transition isweakly �rstorderforb=g ! 1 . A second interesting feature ofFig. 5 isthe non-m onotic

behaviorofT1.Neverthelesson allofthetreeswestudied,therigidity transition isuniqueand �rstorder.Asin Eq.

(8),there appearsto be a singularbehaviorsuperim posed on the �rstorderjum p in T0.O n the bond diluted trees,

the percolation threshold dependson allthree param etersg;b;�,neverthelessthere isa sim ple behaviorin the large

� lim it(see Fig.6),so thatpc � G (g;b)=� for�! 1 .

IV . M EC H A N ISM A N D C O M PA R ISO N W IT H O T H ER T H EO R IES

A m echanism for �rstorder rigidity

The m echanism forthe �rstorderrigidity transition isillustrated in Fig.7a foran �= 2,g = 2,b= 1 treeand in

Fig.7b forthebond-diluted triangularlattice.In these�gures,wehavepresented a rigid clusterand haveindicated a

bond which wethen rem ove.O n rem ovalofthearrowed bond,both oftherigid clusters\break" up into m orethan 2

rigid subclusters.In Figure7a,rem ovalofthearrowed bond leadsto 6 rigid subclusters,whilein Fig.7b,rem ovalof

the arrowed bond leadsto the form ation of4 rigid subclusters.In both caseswearereferring to clustersofm utually

rigid bonds.In contrast,in connectivity percolation,rem ovalofa \cutting" orred bond leadsto the break-up ofthe

system into two subclusters.O n largerigid clusters,therem ovalofa \cutting" orred bond usually leadsto form ation

ofm any subclusters,and this\clustercollapse" providesa m echanism fora �rstorderrigidity transition. However

it does not ensure a �rst order transition,as it depends on how m any clusters are form ed when a cutting bond is

rem oved.In reverse the phenom enon ofclustercollapse is\cluster-freezing" in which there isa sudden jum p in the

averageclustersize asm any clusterssuddenly becom e m utually rigid (Forexam ple by replacing the arrowed bonds

in Fig. 8). Itislikely thatthese ideascan be used to develop scaling argum entsforthe am ountofcluster-collapse

required forthereto be a �rstorderrigidity transition,and wearecurrently working in thatdirection.

Com parison with constraintcounting m ethods

Forsim plicitiy,consider�rstbond percolation forwhich the argum entissim plest. O n a regular lattice,there are

N nodes ofco-ordination z,with each node having g degrees offreedom and with b bars connecting each pair of

nodes. Now dilute the barsofthe network,with p the probability thatany one barispresent. Then \on average",

the num berofdegreesoffreedom ,fN ,thatrem ain atdilution p is15,

fN = N g� pbzN =2+ B ; (36)

wherethe factorof1=2 isdue to the factthateach barisshared between two nodes.B isthe num berofbondsthat

are\redundant" in thatthey arein regionsofthe latticewhich would berigid even ifthey wererem oved.Them ean

�eld approxim ation reduces to assum ing B = 0,so that f = g� pbz=2 and thus f approacheszero atpc = 2g=bz.

Thiscounting procedureisslightly m odi�ed on trees,asthe borderisrigid so every bond which isnextto butlower

than a node in the tree contributesto the rigidity ofthatnode (the bondsarenot\shared" ason a regularlattice).

In thiscase,the constraintcounting is

fN = N g� pb�N + B : (37)

Thuswe have the sam e expression asin Eq. (36),with the replacem ent�(tree)� z=2(regular lattice).Ifwe again

assum e thatB = 0,we �nd,pc(B = 0)= g=(b�). Thisestim ate isgrossly in errorwhen com pared with the actual
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resultsfortrees(seeFig.6).Clearly thestrongerthe�rstordertransition,them orein errortheconstraintcounting

m ean �eld theory becom es.

Globalconstraintcounting

It has been observed that in two dim ensions14,although the num ber ofoppy m odes is always continuous,the

second derivative ofthat quantity is singular. This is based on counting the num ber ofdegrees offreedom in the

whole lattice.Ifwe do a sim ilarcalculation on trees,the surfacebondsdom inate,neverthelessitisinteresting to see

whatthe resultsare. Thuswe have done a calculation which keepstrack ofthe num berofredundantbondson the

treesforalllevelsgoing outwardsfrom a rigid boundary.W ehavedonethecalculation forbond diluted latticeswith

b= 1.In thatcase,the num berofredundantbondsllevelsaway from the boundary isgiven by,

B l= �
L �l

�X

k= g

(k � g)

�
�

k

�

(pT l�1
0

)k(1� pT
l�1
0

)��k (38)

L isthe totalnum beroflevelsin the tree.The totalnum berofredundantbondsin the treeis,

B =

LX

l= 1

B l: (39)

>From globalconstraintcounting,we then have,

f = g� p�+ B =N s (40)

N s = �L =(�� 1)isthenum berofsiteson theL leveltree.Resultsforf,@f=@p and @ 2f@p2 arepresented in Fig.8.

Itisclearfrom these calculationsthatthere isno singularbehaviorin the second derivativeoff on trees.However,

thereisa peak in the second derivative,butata valueofp considerabley lessthan pc.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveshown thatitisstraightforward to develop and analysetreem odelsforthetransm ission ofrigidity from a

rigid border.In orderto analysethese m odelswe m ust,in general,considerthe transm ission of\partial" rigidity,as

partially rigid structuresm ay lead to rigidity higherup thetree.Som eofthem ain conclusionsofourcalculationsare

1. Exceptfor som e \trivial" cases which are equivalentto connectivity percolation,the rigidity transition in these

system s is �rstorder. However there m ay be a singular piece superim posed upon the �rst order transition in the

in�nite clusterprobability,aswasexplicitly dem onstrated in som especialcases(see e.g.Eq.(8)).

2. Constraint counting m ean �eld theory which ignores redundant bonds is qualitatively incorrect for trees. This

m ethod doesnotdescribecorrectlythenatureoftherigiditytransition.Itcan alsogrosslyunderestim atepc,especially

ifthe transition isstrongly �rstorder.

3. W e have de�ned a vector order param eter which describes the num ber ofdegrees offreedom two points have

with respectto each other. Although there isthe possibility ofm ultiple phase transitionswith such a vectororder

param eter,we�nd thatthere isonly one transition on trees.

4.The num berofoppy m odesand its�rstand second derivativesarenon-singular,probably dueto the dom inance

ofsurfacebondson trees.

5.Bootstrap percolation and rigidity percolation areexactly thesam eon b= 1 trees,butdi�erenton regularlattices.

Itisnotclear,atleastto theseauthors,to which case(ifeither),the currentcontinuum �eld theory applies16.

Taken togetherwith new num ericalresultsin two and three dim ensions5;19;20,there isnow quite strong evidence

thatthe rigidity transition on random latticesisoften �rstorder,in contrastto the large num berofearlierpapers

which have assum ed the opposite. Howeveritis im portantto em phasize thatthe new work using exactconstraint

counting iscorrectforrandom latticeswhiletheearlierwork wasforregularlattices.Itisstillan open question asto

whetherthese two casesarequalitatively di�erent.
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FigureCaptions

1 Thegeom etry oftrees.a)A z = 5,b= 1 tree;b)O nebranch ofthe tree ofa);c)O nebranch ofa b= 3 tree.

2 Rigidity percolation ofsite diluted trees: a) � = 4,g = 3 and b = 3. The in�nite cluster probability and the

probability T3 are plotted. In this case the behavior is the sam e as connectivity percolation,so pc = 1=� and the

transition issecond order,with � = 1;b)� = 5,g = 3 and b= 2. T 0,T1,T2 and T3 are plotted. Allare �rstorder

and singularatthe sam epc

3 T0 forg = 2 and �= 1 forvarious�.The transition isalways�rstorder

4 pc asa function ofb=g and �.From the top,the curvesareforb=g= 1=6;1=3;1=2;2=3;1

5 Rigidity percolation fora bond-diluted treewith �= 2,g = 2 and b= 40.Thetransition iscloseto second order

and there isan interesting non-m onotonicbehaviorin T1

6 pc forbond-diluted trees. Curvesare for(from the top)g = 3;b= 1;g = 2;b= 1;g = 6;b= 5;g = 6;b= 10;

g = 2;b= 10

7 The e�ect ofrem oving a bond on the clustersize distribution. a)Rem oving the arrowed bond from this rigid

clusterleadsto6separaterigid clusters.b)Rem ovingthearrowed bond from thisconnected clusterleadsto4separate

rigid clusters.

8 Floppy m odes on a bond-diluted tree with � = 6,g = 3 and b = 1. The num ber ofoppy m odes per site is

continuousasareits�rst(f0 and second f00derivatives.
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