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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. A 1l com ponents of this \vector order
param eter" are singular at the sam e rigidity threshold, pc. The In nieclister probability P is
usually rst-orderat p., but often behavesasP; Pi + ( pe)'™?, indicating critical uctuations
superin posed on a rst order jump. Our tree m odels for rigidity are in qualitative disagreem ent
w ith \contraint counting" m ean eld theories. In an in portant sub-class of tree m odels \B ootstrap"
percolation and rigidiy percolation are equivalent.

PACS numbers:61.43Bn, 46.30Cn, 05.70Fh

I. NTRODUCTION

Soon after the resurgence of interest in percolation phenom ena, the elastic constants of depleted m aterdials were
studied. A though early work suggested! that the condugtivity and elasticity exponents were the sam e, it was soon
realised that the elasticity exponentswere usually di ﬁ]:en‘cg and in particularonem ust draw a distinction between the
elasticity of system s which have only \central forces™ and those which also have \bond-bending" forces. Ifa system
has bond-bending forces, the percolation geom etry is in m any way sin ilar to that of the connectivity percolation
problem . O finterest In this paper is the fact that when a system is supported by only central forces, the percolation
geom etry is very di erent than that occuring in connectivity percolation. W e illistrate this di erence by developing
and solving m odels for rigidity percolation on trees and by com paring those m odels w ith the analogous results for
connectivity percolation on treed. M any of the concepts we develop using tree m odels can be extended to regular
lattices, as w illbe elaborated upon in the paper.

T here havebeen severaldi erent groups of scientists and engineers interested in the ability of central force structures
to tranam it stress. Besides its Intxinsic interest, this problm is relevant to the analysis of enghheering structures,
glasses, granularm aterials and ge]s? . The straightforward way to study thisproblem isto construct particularm odels
w hich have only central forces and to study the types of structuresw hich support stress. In the physics com m uniy, the
standard m odelhasbeen lattices com posed ofH ooke’s springs. D irect solution of the force equations for these lattices
has provided quite variable estin ates of the percolation threshold, and considerable controversy about the critical
exponentsé{'fi . In the m athem atics com m updty. there has been a long history of attem pts to related the connectivity
ofa \graph" to its ability to support stresstd 83 . The m aprity of physicists w ere unaw are, till recently2%4, that there
is a rigorous theorem which relates conngctivity to rigidiy but only for planar graphs. O fm ore practical in portange
is the fact that there is a fast algorithm 23 by which this theorem can be used to actually nd the I nite clistert’
and stressed bagkboné ofplanar graphs (eg. the trangular lattice w ith central forces). T hese results are relevant to
random lattices?, which are in m any cases ofm ost practical nterest.

There are two di erent types of mean eld theory availabl for the rigidity transition. The xst, based on an
approxin ate \constraint counting", predicts a second order transition in the \number of oppy m odes"'l-5:, and has
been extensively applied to the rigidity of glasses and gels. However it was realised in that paper and recently
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quantitatively con m ed® that the num ber of - oppy m odes per site does not appoach zero at the percolation point.
There is also a recent continuum eld theoryﬁq which predicts rst order rigidity, but the connection between the
m odel param 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 mean eld theory for the rigidity transition. W e nd that the number of

oppy m odes is continuous near the rigidity transition, but that the in nite cluster probability shows a rst oxler
Jmp. W e also nd that one sub-class of our tree m odels are equivalent to tree m odels for bootstrap pemo]atjon'_l"’:,
although on regular lattices they are not equivalent.

T he paper is arranged as follow s. In the next section (Section IT), we introduce the tree geom etry and the vector
probability (order param eter) used to describe the tranam ission of rigidity from a rigid border. Section ITT contains
the detailed analysis of the tree m odels for both site and bond dilution. In Section IV we discuss the m echanian for

rst order rigidity and discuss the failings of the traditional constraint countingm ean eld theories in the light ofthe
tree results. W e also calculate the number of oppy m odes, and show that even the second derivative is non-singular
on trees. T his is not too surprising, since surface bonds dom inate on trees. Section V contains a brief summ ary and
conclusion.

II. THE GEOMETRY AND DEFINITION OF VARIABLES

T he structure of the tree m odels we consider is illustrated in Fig. 1. Follow lng nom al convention, we de ne z to
be the num ber of branches of the tree (rexample in Fig. la z= 5). In Fig. la, each site of the tree is connected
by only one bond to a neighbouring site. In generalwe m ay have b bonds connecting neighbouring sites (for exam ple
In Fig. 1c, b= 3). Thus two variables In our analysis are z and b. A third in portant variable, g, is the num ber of
degrees of freedom per site and is discussed in the next paragraph. T he feature of the tree geom etry which m akes the
analysis tractable is that we can calculate the probability of rigidity along separate branches of trees independently,
and then combine the branches of the tree to form the nalBethe lattice. For exam ple one \branch" of the tree of
Fig. la ispresented in Fig. 1b. W e use the ktter P, w ith various subscripts, for the site probabilities of the entire
tree (eg. Fig. la), while we use T, w ith various subscripts, to denote the site probabilities of the branches of the
trees. T he qualitative behavior of T and P are the sam e, and we concentrate for the m ost part on the analysisof T .

Each node (the sites in Fig. 1la,b and the ellipses in g. 1c) represents a \ pint" (a point-like node) or \body" (see
below ) on a lattice or \graph", and is assigned a certain num ber of \degrees of freedom ". In connectivity percolation
each node is either connected or disconnected, so it has only one possble \degree of freedom ". ie. if a site is
disconnected it has one degree of freedom , while if it is connected it has no degrees of freedom . If we consider a
lattice of pints connected by central force springs, then each free pint has two translational degrees of freedom in
two din ensions and three degrees of freedom in three dim ensions. However when we m ake rigid clusters, they are
rigid \bodies" so they also have rotational degrees of freedom . For exam ple, a body in two din ensions has 3 degrees
of freedom (two translations and one rotation), whilke a body in three din ensions has 6 degrees of freedom (three
translations and three rotations). In general, we allow each site to have g degrees of freedom . Som e practically
In portant values or g are as follow s,

g=1 for connectiviy percolation, (la)
g=d for a pint, (1b)
g=dd+ 1)=2 for a body. (lc)

Hered isthe spatialdin ension. W e consider grow ing clusters from a rigid boundary draw n around the outer perin eter
of the tree. If a rigid cluster grown from this boundary continues to grow inde nitely, we are above the percolation
threshold, if it dies out we are below the percolation threshold. T he behavior on crossing the percolation threshold
depends on whether the transition is rst order or second order, as w ill be discussed further below . In the case
of connectivity percolation, there is only one degree of freedom per node, and we only have to keep track of the
probability that connectivity is transm itted away from the boundary. In the case of rigidity percolation it is necessary
to consider a larger set of site probabilities. In fact, each site m ay have 0;1;2; ::;g degrees of freedom w ith respect to
the boundary, so we de ne the probabilitiesPg; ::P 4 to be the probabilities that a site hasbetween 0 and g degrees of
freedom (O OF) wih respect to the boundary (a sin ilarde nition applies to the branch probabilities T ). For exam pk
ifg= 3

(1) P3(or Ts
@) P or T,
@) P1lr T
@) Po (or To

is the probability that a node has 3 DOF w xit. the border
is the probability that a node has2 DOF w x&. the border
is the probability that a node has1 DOF w x&. the border
is the probability that a node has 0 DOF w xit. 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
possble to de ne these quantities on regular lattices and i is lkely that an algorithm could be developed based on
these probabilities. In fact for the case of a \diode response", a transfer m atrix could be used - this would be a
\directed rigidity percolation" and m ight be appropriate for granularm edia, w here contacts only support com pressive
forces.

In m any physical problem s, i is in portant to disinguish between a site which is overconstrained or stressed, Pg ,
and one which is rigid but not stressed (which has probability Pp ). In particular, we have previously de ned’
P, = Pg= Pp + Py tobe the \in nite rigid cluster" probability. T his is closely analogous to the in nite cluster in
connectivity peroo]atjonﬁq . In this analogy, the overcontrained or \stressed" bonds are analogous to the \backbone"
In connectivity percolation. A Iso, juist as the dangling ends in connectiviy percolation carry no current, the dangling
ends in rigidity percolation carry no stress. However for treeswe found it clearer to rst concentrate on P in £in ity » SO
In this paper we do not discuss Py .

ITII. DILUTED BETHE LATTICES

C onsider B ethe lattices of co-ordination num ber z as shown In Fig 1. In generalour param eters are g (the num ber
of degrees of freedom per node), z (the co-ordination number —Actually we shallusually use = z 1), b (the
num ber ofbonds connecting each pair ofnodes) and p (the probability that a site orbond ispresent). W e rst do the
calculations for a branch ofthe trees (see Fig. 1b. orab= 1 case) and then pin the branches together. To illistrate
the m ethod we rst do the caseb= 1, as illustrated in Figs. labo with site dilution.

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

On any tree, rigidity can only be tranam itted to higher levels of the tree if there are enough bars present to o set
the num ber of degrees of freedom of a new Iy added node. For connectivity percolation only one bar is needed. Ifa
node is added to a g= 2 tree, two bars are needed to o set the two degrees of freedom of the added node. In general,
ifa node w ith g degrees of freedom is added, rigidity is tranam itted to the next level of the tree provided the node is
occupied and provided at last g of the lower level nodes to which the added node is connected are rigid. W e de ne
the probability that a node is rigid to be Ty . The branch probabilities Ty wih k = 0;1::g are then given by,

X
To=p N To)'@ To) *
=g

T;=p To)¥t @ T

Ts1=p | To@ To) '

Xl
Tg=1 T; @)
=0

T he left hand side ofEgs. (2) refer to a node at the one higher level than the nodes on the right hand side. Since we
are looking for asym ptotic probabilities a long way from the rigid boundary, we expect the probabilites T; to approach
steady state values upon iteration ofEgs. (2). Sin ilar expressions to Egs.(2) are found when the transition ism ade
from the branch probabilies T; (see Fig. 1c) to the tree probabilities P; (see Fig. la), except that we now com bine z
branches Instead ofz 1 branches. Thuswe nd, for exampl

XZ

Py = “rla Ty ! 3)
0= P 1 o 0
=g



In fact once we have solved the st ofEqg. (2) and have found Ty, allof the other com ponents ofP and T follow . In
particular, if Tg is st order at a particular p., then all of the other com ponents of T and P are rst oxder at the
sam e p.. Thuswe concentrate on the behavior of Ty .

Tt is Interesting to note that Eq. (3) isthe sasme asEqg. (2) oﬂ w hich treats bootstrap percolation on trees (w ith the
change ofvariablesR = 1 P,andg=m and 1= z m ). In bootstrap percolation one considers that ferrom agnetic
order is propagated only ifeach site hasat leastm ferrom agnetic neighbours. Iffwe start w ith a ferrom agnetic border,
i isclearthat Eq. (3), w ith the above change of variables, descrbes the propagation of ferrom agnetic order outw ard
from the border. T he correspondence betw een bootstrap percolation and rigidity percolation is not exact on regular
lattices, and it is not clear how to distinguish between these two cases in a continuum eld theory calculation.

Now we do som e detailed solutions to the Egs. (2). First we treat som e sin ple solvable cases.

C onnectivity percolation (= 1)

In this case the rst ofEgs. (2) reduces to that found prevmus]y"’ Forexampl for = 3

To=p@BTo (@ TO) + 3T0 @1 To)+ To) @)
which yields the trivial solution Ty = 0, and the non-trivial solution
p
3 (4=p 3)
To = S S )

2

T he percolation point occurs when the non-trivial solution ("QJ) approaches zero, and this occursat p. = 1=3.Nearpc,
T, approaches zero linearly, so the transition is second order and the order param eter exponent = 1.

In order for the problem to lie In the \rigidity percolation" class, there m ust be at least tw o degrees of freedom per
nodeie.g 2.Howeverwhenb= 1,if =z 1= 2,thenp.= 1,asallbondsm ustbe present to orderto tranan i
rigidity. T hus the sin plest non-trivialcase isg= 2, = 3 andb= 1, which we now treat.

Rigidity transition forg= 2, = 3 andb=1
>From the st ofEgs. (2), we have,

To=p(g+ 3T A To)) ©)
O f oourse there is alw ays the trivial solution Ty = 0. In addition, Eqg. (:§) In plies
p
3 (S 8=p)
TO = —_p ('7)

To ensure that Tp = 1 when p= 1, take the positive root. The new feature here is that the square root is negative for
P < pc = 8=9, so this root is unphysicalbelow p= 8=9. Forp < pc, the only rem aining real root is To = 0, so there is
a rstorder jymp In Ty atpc = 8=9. Them agniude ofthis jimp T ( = 3=4. Note also that on approach to p. from

above, we ndt’

Tp 3=4 @ p)'™? @®)

which illistrates the sihgular corrections to the rst order imp in Ty. T his interesting behavior seem susual for both
bootstrap percolation and for rigidity percolation. From the second ofEgs. (2), we have,

T; = 3pTo (L To)?; ©)

which has the two solutions, T; = 0 and the resul found by subsiuting Eq. (7) or Tp nto Eqg. (9). There is thus

a rstorder imp In T; at the sam e p. as that found for Tp. The size ofthis jimp T ; = 1=8. Note that T; is zero

atp= 1, s0 T; rises from zero asp is decreases, and peaksatp= p. Slhce T, = 1 Ty T;, allcom ponents of the

vector order param eter are rst order, and allofthem have a sihgular correction near p. as a consequence ofEq. (8).
O rder of the transition for generalg, ,b=1

In the rstofEgs. ), there is always the trivialsolution Ty = 0. A fler ram oving that, the follow ing equation holds.

1=p TE A T K 10)
k=g k

Ifg= 1 (connectiviy percolation), there is always a constant temm on the RH S of this equation, and this allows a
real solution for arbitrarily sm all Ty, and hence the transition is second-order. However, ifg 2, the constant tem
on the RH S is absent and the equation cannot be satis ed foran arbitrarily smallrealTy. Thustheremust bea st
orderjimp In Ty Prany z> g 2. Ik ispossblto solveEq., LlO) to nd p. explicitly in the caseg= 1, in which
casethe rstorder imp hasmagnitude To= 1 1=( 1)%L%. However in generalwe resort to num ericalm ethods.
Before describing the num erical results, we rst introduce a m atrix m ethod which allow s us to treat generalg;b;



B . Site diluted B ethe lattices for arbitrary g; ;b

Tt is possible to generalise the Bethe lattices described above to cases where m ore than one bond connects neigh—
bouring nodes. In the case of site dilution, rem oving a site rem oves all of the b bonds that enter that site from a
neighbour. In contrast bond dilution rem oves one bond at a tin e and m ust be treated di erently (see later in this
section). Retuming to the site dilution case, note that ifb g, rigidiy is tranam itted across the tree as soon as
connectivity percolation occurs. This is because any one connection between two nodeswih b g ensures trans-
m ission of rigidity to the new Iy added node, provided of course that the prior node is also rigid w ith respect to the
boundary. Thus ifb g, there are only two possble states for each node: rigidly connected to boundary and not
rigidly connected to the boundary, and the m odel is \trivially" in the connectivity percolation class. In contrast,
if there are fewer than g bars connecting two nodes, m ore Interesting node states are possble, and we m ust again
consider the full set Ty ; :::Ty, which allow the possibility of partial tranam ission of rigidity. W € now develop a m atrix
m ethod to treat the non-trivialcasesl b< g.

Consider adding a site to a branch of co-ordination . W e label the sites at the previous leveli= 1;:u; (or
exam ple the Iower ellipse In Fig. 1c would have labeli= 1). Each ofthese nodesm ay have 1, = 0;1; :::;;g degrees of
freedom w ith respect to the border (for exam pl the lower ellipse In Fig. 1c has 1} degrees of freedom w ith respect to
the border) .

W e start by adding a \free body" to the tree, so it has g degrees of freedom w ith respect to the boundary. H ow ever,
when we add the new higher levelbody to the tree, we also add b bonds. But not all of the bonds that are added
are \useful" in reducing the num ber of degrees of freedom of the new Iy added body w ith respect to the border. For
exam ple, ifa lower levelnode already has g degrees of freedom w ith respect to the border, no m atter how m any bonds
connect it to the higher level body, it does not produce any constraint of the new Iy added body w ith respect to the
boundary. T herefore wem ust de ne the \num ber ofusefiillbonds", u, which liesalong any sub-branch. Ifa lower level
body has zero degrees of freedom w ith respect to the border, then every bond is \useful". If the lower levelbody has
1 degree of freedom w ith respect to the border, then the rst bond that is added does not constrain the new Iy added
node, so that only b 1 ofthe bonds are useful. In general if a body has i degrees of freedom , only u = b iofthe
added bonds are usefill In producing constraint in the higher levelbody. T hus the probability Q, that a sub-branch
hasu usefulbonds is given by, (note that since we are consideringl b< g,Qg4 = 0)

T foru= 1; He)
Qu= P, a1

1 v=1 Ty v foru= 0
Now each sub—l@ranch adds u; constraints to the new Iy added body, so the total num ber of constraints on the new Iy
added body is ,_; uj. T hus the probability that the new node have k degrees of freedom is,

X9 X9 X9 X
To=p N T, Ty T @ uj)
L=0L=0 1=0 i=1

X9 X9 X9 X
Te=1;u591 = P i Ty Ty, 2Ty @ k ui)
L=0L=0 1=0 i=1

K 1
Tg=1 Ty 12)
=0

W here and are the step function and delta fiinction respectively.

For num erical purposes, a m ore convenient way of representing these equations is to add the sub-branches one
at a tin e using a m atrix m ethod. W e de ne the vector T* = (T F;T{;T2; :::;T;“ ) to denote the probability that the
new Iy added body be in one of its possible constraint \states" after the addition of L. sub-branches L = 1;2:: ). If
we have a free node it has g degrees of freedom so before the addition of any sub-branches, T® = (0;0;0::51). W e
then have the recurrence relations,

Tot = TE o+ To+ st Tp)+ TP Mo+ To+ st Tp o)+ st TR To a3)
and, for 1= 1;2:3q,
T = TP @+ Toe1 + 2+ Tg)+ T 1To1 + ThoTp 2 + 4 T Tot 14)



Egs.(13) and (14) m ay be put into m atrix form , so that

Tl Tt = o) TO

w ith
0 1
1 2 » O 0
EO Tp1 1 TTo
B
go 0 Ty 1 ¢
M =B : : C
B ° . C
B . §
B : :
B . .
@ 0 Ty, &
0 0 0 0
w here,
X9
= Tl
=b
and,
gk
k= T

=0

F inally, we m ust include the possibility that the site is present or absent, so the probability vector obeys,

T=pM) T°+ @ pT°

1s)

16)

a7

18)

A sbefore, the LHS ofEgs. (18) is the probability vector at the next level of the tree in term s of the probabilities at

the Iower levels Which are iIn thematrix M ).

A litle algebra show s that Egs. (18) reproduce the b= 1 equations Egs. (2)) as they must. W e illustrate the

m atrix m ethod w ith a specialcase b6 1) which is analytically solvable.

A non—trivial sovabk case, = 2,g= 3,b= 2
For ,b= 2,g= 3Egs.(18) yid,

7ot 01 1o+ To 012041 0ot

B T;C B O T,+ Ts T, ToC B OC B 0C
= +

@ T2A pe , 0 T,+Ts T, € A T pe@a oA

T3 0 0 0 To 1 1

The rsttwo ofthese equations yield,
To = p(T§ + 2T1To)
and

T; = pRToX + T7):

19)

@0)

whereX = T,+ T5. Shhoe the sum ofthe T% isone,wehaveX = 1 T, T; and thisw ih Egs. (19) and 20) yilds,

31§ 4@ 1=p)To+ 1=p° = 0;

Solving for Ty yields,

@1)



P 2 Al
T, - Gp 2)+2 (@p 1)° 3=4) 02)
3p

Then the argum ent of the square root becom es negative for p < p. given by, pc = @ + P 3=2)=2 0:933, so that

T o= 0:619.

N um erical resukts for generalb;g;

Resuls of terating the m atrix Egs. (18) are presented in Figs. 2-4. F ig. 2a illustrates that org b, the problem
reduces to the connectivity percolation case. T he transition is second order and only two com ponents of the vector T
(Tp and T4) are nite. In contrast, whenb > g> b (seeFig. 2b), allofthe com ponents of T can be nite, although
allofthem are sihgular at the sam e percolation point. This gure also illustrates the point that the rigidiy transition
is st order and we have selected this case to illustrate the fact that in som e case the rigidiy transition is weakly

rst order.

In Fig. 3, we illustrate the dependence of rigidity percolation on the co-ordination num ber . In the case we choose
here, g= 2,b= 1, the transition is always strongly st order. T he behaviornearp = 1 is typical of site dilution on
any lattice, because the leading term in the probability that a site is not rigid w ith respect to the boundary, is just
the probability that the site isabsent, ie. 1 p.As Increases, the point at which Ty breaksaway from 1 p tends
to p= 0 as ntuitively expected.

Ifwe start from a rigid border, it is easy to verify that the tranam ission of rigidity dependson and the ratio b=g.
Inthelmitlb=g! 1,we have rigidiy percolation, whik iflb=g ! 0, the transition isatp= 1 and is com plktely rst
order. U sing trees, we are able to probe various values ofl=g and we present results forp. ( ;lo=g) in Fig. 4. Ikt isseen
that for all cases, pc €O f£&r ! 1 .Wealo ndthat for any b=g < 1, the transition is rst order, and the size
ofthe rst order jim p increases an oothly as b=g decreases.

>From the site dilution problem , we conclide that the rigidity transition isalways rst order, except in cases w here
it trivially reduces to connectivity percolation. H ow ever, there appears to be a square root sihgularity superin posed
on the rst order imp in To. However, on site diluted lattices with b < g, the only rigid clusters are those which
are attached to the rigid border. In contrast in bond percolation it is possble to have intemal rigid clusters, and the
casesb> g are non-trivial. Thus we now describe calculations for the tranan ission of rigidity in bond dilited trees.

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

A s for the site diluted case, we de ne the vector T = (T(;T1;T2;::5Tg). Now, ifthere is a total ofb possible bonds
between two nodes, and if each is present w ith probability p, then the probability gk) that k bonds are actually
present is

so= Do prP* @3)
k
Since the nodes have g degrees of freedom , at m ost g independent bonds can connect two nodes. Ifk > g bonds
connect two nodes, kg ofthem w ill be redundant and the two nodes w ill form part of a cluster that is intemally
rigid. Any number of bonds in excess of g does not add to the num ber of independent constraints. T herefore the
probability g that k independent bonds are present between tw o nodes is, for generalg and b,

B fork< g
_ b
%k = =g S5 brk=g (24)
fork> g

A s in the site dilution case, these k bonds are not all \useful" In transm itting constraint from the boundary unlkss
the sub-branch along which they lie is at least partially constrained. In fact if the lower level node has i degrees of
freedom w ith respect to the boundary, only k  iofthe bonds connecting that node to the new Iy added node actually
In pose contraint. C learly ifk i, the branch In poses no constraint (W ith respect to the boundary) on the new ly
added node. W e thus de ne the usefilbondsu = k i, because they are able to propagate contraint outw ard from
the boundary. T he probability Q, for a branch to have u usefuilbonds on it is then given by,
- T TiGiu foru=1; Hel
Ou = 1193=1Qv Pru= 0 @

Now taking such sub-branches, the totalnumber U ofusefiilbars is



U= uy (@6)

U g, then the new node body willbe rigid. O therw ise it willhave k = g U degrees of freedom . Form ally we
then w rite

X9 X3 X9
Te = Qu,Qu, w,Q, (E;ui;ur; z74) @7)
u1=0uz=0 u, 1=0
w here
Cu g o Bro< f g
(£;9;2z;U0) = and 28)
U 9 Prf=0

W here as In the site case, we have used the step function and the kronecker delta to ensure that the constraint
counting is correct.
A s for the site diluted case, we can w rite the Egs. (27) in m atrix form .

T = Tt 29)
w ih
0 1
1 Q@1+0Q2+ §)P Q2+ 03+ HR g Q
E 0 Qo Q1 g @G
M = E 0 0 Qo q@%
@ . . . A
0 0 0 0Q
Again starting from a bare nodew ith T® = £0;0; 0;1g, and after connecting Ilegs, we get the desired probabilities
as
T= ) T° (30)

To illustrate the m atrix m ethod for the bond case, we again do a solvable casewih b6 1.
A non-trivial solvabke case = 2;g= 3;b= 2
>From Egs. (23) and (24), we have,

@idmieiw)= (I p)Pi2zp@ p)p’;0): 31)
Then from Eq. 25), we have,
Q0;01502i03)= @ ©°+ 200 pPNTo P°T1;2pQ P)To+ P°T1;P°To;0): 32)

U sing these expressions in the m atrix equation (29), we have,

1,0 1
To 1 @p pP*)To+ pP*T1 P’To 0 270
g .¢_B 01 @p PITy PTy 2p(1  P)To+ p°Ty p°To C % o%
T 0 0 1 @p p)To p'T: 201 P)To+ p°Ty 0
T, 0 0 0 1 @ pHTy P'Ts 1
>From the st ofthese equations, we nd
To=p Tof @ 3p)To + 2pT1g; (33)

w hile the second im plies



Ty = 2p°To (1 @p P)To P Ti)+ @p@ p)To+ p°T1)°: (34)
Solving Egs. (33) and (34) for Ty gives the trivial solution Ty = 0, and,

©Bp® 12p+ 8)+ P (Bp°> 12p+ 8)%2 12p%)
To = e (35)

T his again becom es in aginary at the rigidity threshold, which we nd to bep. = 0:918, and the st order jump in
To is, T o= 0629.

N um erical resukts for generalb;g;

F irst we note that the forb= 1, site dilution and bond dilution are the sam e, provided we m ake the transform ation
Psite ! Poond and Tsite = ProndTvondr thus we focus attention on b 2.

W e present num erical results for bond diluted trees In Figs. 5 and 6. In Figure 5, we show that even when b>> g
and m any intemal rigid clusters can exist on the trees, the rigidiy transition rem ains rst order. In fact, we have not
found any values of g or b for which the bond diluted trees are second order, except the trivialcase g= 1. However
the rigidity transition isweakly rstorder forb=g ! 1 . A second interesting feature ofFig. 5 is the non-m onotic
behavior of T; . N evertheless on all of the trees we studied, the rigidity transition is unigue and rst order.Asin Eg.
(8), there appears to be a singular behavior superim posed on the rst order imp In Tp. On the bond diluted trees,
the percolation threshold depends on all three param eters g;b; , nevertheless there is a sin ple behavior in the large

lim it (seeFig. 6),sothatp. G (g/b)= or ! 1 .

IVv. MECHANISM AND COMPARISON W ITH OTHER THEORIES

A mechanisn for rstorder rigidity

Them echanisn forthe rst order rigidiy transition is illistrated in Fig. 7a oran = 2,g= 2,b= 1 treeand in
Fig. 7b for the bond-diluted triangular lattice. In these gures, we have presented a rigid cluster and have indicated a
bond which we then rem ove. O n rem ovalofthe arrowed bond, both ofthe rigid clusters \break" up into m ore than 2
rigid subclusters. In F igure 7a, ram ovalof the arrowed bond leads to 6 rigid subclusters, whilke in Fig. 7b, rem ovalof
the arrow ed bond leads to the form ation of 4 rigid subclusters. In both cases we are referring to clusters ofm utually
rigid bonds. In contrast, In connectivity percolation, rem ovalofa \cutting" or red bond leads to the break-up of the
system into two subclusters. O n large rigid clusters, the rem ovalofa \cutting" or red bond usually leads to form ation
ofm any subclusters, and this \cluster collapse" provides a m echanism for a rst order rigidity transition. H owever
i does not ensure a rst order transition, as i depends on how m any clusters are form ed when a cutting bond is
rem oved. In reverse the phenom enon of cluster collapse is \cluster-freezing" in which there is a sudden jump in the
average cluster size asm any clusters suddenly becom e m utually rigid (For exam ple by replacing the arrowed bonds
In Fig. 8). Lt is lkely that these ideas can be used to develop scaling argum ents for the am ount of clister-collapse
required for there to be a rst order rigidity transition, and we are currently working in that direction.

C om parison with constraint counting m ethods

For sin plicitly, consider rst bond percolation for which the argum ent is sin plest. On a regular lattice, there are
N nodes of co-ordination z, wih each node having g degrees of freedom and with b bars connecting each pair of
nodes. Now dilute the bars of the network, w ith p the probability that any one bar is present. Then \on average",
the num ber of degrees of freedom , £N , that rem ain at dilution p i,

fN = Ng pbzN=2+B; 36)

w here the factor of 1=2 is due to the fact that each bar is shared between two nodes. B is the num ber ofbonds that
are \redundant" in that they are in regions of the lattice which would be rigid even if they were ram oved. Them ean
eld approxin ation reduces to assum lng B = 0, so that £ = g pbz=2 and thus £ approaches zero at p. = 2g=bz.
T his counting procedure is slightly m odi ed on trees, as the border is rigid so every bond which is next to but lower
than a node in the tree contrbutes to the rigidity of that node (the bonds are not \shared" as on a regular lattice).
In this case, the constraint counting is

fN =Ng pbN +B: 37)

T hus we have the sam e expression as in Eq. (36), with the replacem ent (tree) z=2 (regular lattice). If we again
assume that B = 0,we nd,p.® = 0) = g=@ ). This estim ate is grossly In error when com pared w ith the actual



results for trees (see Fig. 6). C kearly the stronger the st order transition, the m ore In error the constraint counting
mean eld theory becom es.

G al constraint counting .-

Tt has been observed that In two din ens:ion&‘!, although the number of oppy m odes is always continuous, the
second derivative of that quantity is singular. This is based on counting the num ber of degrees of freedom in the
wholk httice. Tfwe do a sim ilar calculation on trees, the surface bonds dom inate, nevertheless it is interesting to see
what the results are. Thus we have done a calculation which keeps track of the num ber of redundant bonds on the
trees for all kevels going outw ards from a rigid boundary. W e have done the calculation forbond diluted lattices w ith
b= 1. In that case, the num ber of redundant bonds 1 levels away from the boundary is given by,

B,= *! & g . ©Ty e pryt) K (38)

XL
B = Bi: 39)
=1
>From global constraint counting, we then have,
f=g p +BAN 4 (40)
Ng= I=( 1) is the num ber of sites on the L. leveltree. Resulks for £, @f=Qp and @ 2£f@p? are presented in Fig. 8.

Tt is clear from these calculations that there is no singular behavior in the second derivative of £ on trees. H owever,
there is a peak In the second derivative, but at a value of p considerabley less than pc .

V.CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that it is straightforward to develop and analyse tree m odels for the transn ission of rigidiy from a
rigid border. In order to analyse these m odels we m ust, in general, consider the tranam ission of \partial" rigidity, as
partially rigid structuresm ay lad to rigidiy higher up the tree. Som e ofthe m ain conclusions of our calculations are
1. Except for som e \trivial" cases which are equivalent to connectivity percolation, the rigidity transition in these
system s is rst order. However there m ay be a singular piece superin posed upon the rst order transition in the
In nite cluster probability, as was explicitly dem onstrated in som e special cases (seeeg. Eg. (8)).

2. Constraint counting mean eld theory which ignores redundant bonds is qualitatively incorrect for trees. This
m ethod does not describe correctly the nature ofthe rigidity transition. It can also grossly underestin ate p., egoecially
if the transition is strongly st order.

3. W e have de ned a vector order param eter which describes the number of degrees of freedom two points have
w ith respect to each other. A lthough there is the possbility of m ultiple phase transitions w ith such a vector order
param eter, we nd that there is only one transition on trees.

4. The number of oppy modes and is rst and second derivatives are non-singular, probably due to the dom inance
of surface bonds on trees.

5. Bootstrap percolation and rigidity percolation are exactly the sam e on b= 1 trees, but di erent on requlay lattices.
Tt is not clear, at least to these authors, to which case (if either), the current continuum eld theory app]jeéé: .

Taken together w ith new num erical results in two and three din ensiong?292%, there is now quite strong evidence
that the rigidity transition on random lattices is often rst order, n contrast to the large num ber of earlier papers
which have assum ed the opposite. However it is in portant to em phasize that the new work using exact constraint
counting is correct for random lattices while the earlier work was for reqular lattices. It is still an open question as to
w hether these tw o cases are qualitatively di erent.
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F igure C aptions

1 The geom etry oftrees. a) A z= 5,b= 1 tree; b) O ne branch ofthe tree ofa); c) Onebranch ofa b= 3 tree.

2 Rigidity percolation of site diluted trees: a) = 4,g= 3 and b= 3. The In nite cluster probability and the
probability T; are plotted. In this case the behavior is the sam e as connectivity percolation, so p. = 1= and the
transition is second order,wih = 1;b) = 5,g= 3 andb= 2.T, T, T, and T; are plotted. Allare rst oxrder

and singular at the sam e p.
3Ty org= 2and = 1 forvarious . The transition isalways rst order
4 p. asa function oflb=g and .From the top, the curves are forlb=g= 1=6;1=3;1=2;2=3;1

5 R igidity percolation for a bond-diluted treewih = 2,g= 2 and b= 40. T he transition is close to second order
and there is an Interesting non-m onotonic behavior n T3

6 pc Por bond-diluted trees. Curves are or (from the top) g= 3;b= 1;g= 2;b= 1;g9= 6;b= 5;g= 6;b= 10;
g= 2;b= 10

7 The e ect of rem oving a bond on the cluster size distrbution. a) Rem oving the arrowed bond from this rigid
cluster leadsto 6 separate rigid clusters. b) R em oving the arrowed bond from this connected cluster lkeadsto 4 separate
rigid clusters.

8 Floppy modes on a bond-diluted treewih = 6,g= 3 and b= 1. The number of oppy m odes per sie is
continuous as are its rst (£° and second £ %derivatives.
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