cond-mat/9710138v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 14 Oct 1997

arxXiv

R gidiy percolation on aperiodic htthces

A .Losev', F .Babalieveki#

! hstite of Genermland Thorganic Chem istry
Bulgarian Academ y of Scinces, 1113 So a, Bulgaria
2 hstiute for Com puter Applications 1 (CA1)
University of Stuttgart, 70569 Stuttgart, Gem any

O ctecber, 1997

A bstract

W e studied the rigidiy percolation (RP) m odel for aperiodic (quasi-
crystal) lattices. The RP thresholds (for bond dilution) were obtained
for several aperiodic lattices via com puter sin ulation using the \pebbl
gam e" algorithm . It was found that the (two rhombi) Penrose lattice
is always oppy In view of the RP model. The sam e was found for the
Amm ann’s octagonal tiling and the Socolar’s dodecagonal tiling. In order
to in pose the percolation transition we used so ¢. \ferro" m odi cation of
these aperiodic tilings. W e studied aswellthe \pinw heel" tiling w hich has
\In niely-fold" orientational sym m etry. T he obtained estim ates for the
modi ed Penrose, Amm ann and Socolar lattices are respectively: pep =
0836 0:002, pca = 05769 0002, pcs = 0:938 0:001. The bond RP
threshold of the pinw heel tiling was estin ated topc. = 0:69 001. Itwas
found that these results are very close to the M axwell (them ean— eld lke)
approxim ation for them .

M odeling rigidity is a paradigm atic case ofphysical science as it is classically
conceived: the consideration ofan elem entary m echanicalm odelisused to bring
som e light In an altogether di erent realn , for instance the behavior ofm atter
at the atom ic scale. In this way the questions why a construction such as the
EielTower is stablk or why glassesdo not ow ﬁ_}] are linked together.

In a pioneering work i_i] M axwell sought to know when a m echanical con—
struction of rigid bars and pin jpints becom es stable. The answer was: when
the num ber of Independent constraints reaches the num ber of degrees of free—
dom . But there is a next task, which appeared much m ore di cul: how one
can determ ine in a very large structure which constraints are lndependent and
which are redundant.

R igidity is an Intuitively clear concept, even though its analysis soon reveals
unusual aspects. A triangular fram e form ed from three bars connected by pin
pints isa rigid body, while a square iseasily deform ed. R egardlessofthe num ber
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of elem entary cells a construction of ad-poent triangles is also rigid while m ade
out of squares i is still oppy. But In the latter case the lack of rigidity m ay be
thought as an e ect ofthe nite size: if on a square lattice a periodic telical)
boundary conditions are im posed it would be a rigid construction E_i’] (see also
é, ).

T he next step in the analysis lies in the procedure of \netw ork dilution". If
random 7 chosen bars are rem oved from the inside of a su ciently large rigid
structure at som e m om ent it loses this integral property. O bviously it can be
carried out in the reverse direction: starting wih an unstable construction,
bonds are added until it becom es rigid. (O nem ay note here that if it is carried
out In an orderly fashion i allow s to transform a generic square lattice into a
triangular one | or vice versa).

A m ore general approach considers an arbirary collection of sites in goace
{ iIn the plane or instance { which are pined to their nearest neighbors, and to
relate the change in behavior w ith the num bers of possible bonds allowed, ie.
w ith the coordination num ber. Indeed the bars and pints picture is a special
case of the central-force percolation (CFP ) m odel. In CFP one can change the
angles between bonds w ithout cost of energy and any m otion which include
change of bond lengths would change the energy of the system . So one can
di erentiatethe CFP and barsand pintsm odel (in thispaper referred as rigidity
percolation). In the later case any changes in the bond lengths are not allowed
and the bond angles’ changes are still \ zero energy" m otions.

So the bars and pints picture could locate the place of the rigid-to— oppy
transition but could not give direct Infom ation (eg. about the the elastic
m odulus critical behavior. But this m odel picture has the huge com putational
advantage to m ake possbl avoiding the forces equilbrium calculations which
usually scales with system size(L) at criticality as L2 and faster d is the
spatial din ension). This advantage was not utilized for a long tin e since the
num erical sin ulations of this m odel rem ained the sam e as for general central{
force percolation | via forces equilbriim calculations.

A recent work by Thorpe & Jacobs Eﬁ] proposed an e cient way for over—
com Ing the com putationaldi culties which arise In rigidity percolation m odels.
Instead of "perfect" lattices { lattices which bond lengths and bond angles are
taken from a countable set { their topological equivalents were used: for such
"generic" lattices, the connectivity is preserved but each bond and bond angle
are taken from continuous distrbution. M oreover it is argued that the "per-
fect" lattices are "atypical' and m ore natural are their generic counterparts.
T horpe & Jacobs E'§, :j] also tumed the attention to an e cient com binatorial
algorithm i&’] for constraints counting called the "pebble gam e" algorithm (see
also E_S’J, :_1-91-] A1l that m ade possible estin ating the centralHorce percolation
thresholds w ithout solving huge and badly conditioned sets of linear equations.

In this work we present a com puter sinulation study of the rigidiy per—
colation in aperiodical (quasicrystalline) twodin ensional structures. W e study
the bond-dilution case of percolation on four aperiodic lattices. T hree of them



Figure 1: The pinwheel tiling

arem odi cation of aperiodic lattices w ith "forbidden" orientational sym m etry:
the two rhombiPenrose tiling wih vefold symmetry), an octagonal tiling
known asthe Ammann’s A4 thjng[_ll:]) which is constructed by a square and
a rhom bus, and a dodecagonal tiling proposed by Sooo]arﬂz:] constructed by a
square, hexagon and a rhom bus.

T he Interest to such tilings cam em ainly after discovering ofthe quasicrystals
in 1984 {I3]. A frer the rst cbservation of icosahedral quasicrystals, soon after
new m etalalloys w ith one periodic axis and 5 (10)-8-and 12-fold orientational
symm etry (in the perpendicular plane) were discovered. T hese four sym m etries
are likely the only \non-crystallographic" (rotational) symm etries which could
be found in nature.

W em odi ed the m entioned lattices by adding bond through these diagonals
of the tiles, which are shorter than the tik edge (See Fig2; and in [14]: Fig.
1lc and 1d), the reason for that willbe described below . T he fourth aperiodic
Jattice we choose to study was the so c. \pinwheel" tiling f_l-g;, :_l-§‘]: an aperiodic
and determ inistic tiling which edges are uniform ly distrdbuted in all directions
Figld) | In this sense { a tiling w th \in nitely-old" orientational order.

Indeed the ordentational symm etry could not have direct relation w ith the
rigidiy thresholds, since the "pebbl gam e" algorithm which we use does not
take In acoount the bond lengths and ordentations. Som e iIndirect relation could
be searched in the way the coordination of neighboring sites is correlated. In
this study we m ake com parison only w ith the m ean coordination num ber. T he
lattices we study here have coordination num bersbetween 6 and 4 ie. they can
be ranged som ew here betw een the paradigm atic cases of triangular and square
Jattices.

A square lattice according to M axwell’s law would be rigid only ifallbonds



are present (o = 1) and of course there could not be any redundant bonds in
. The (wo rhombi) Penrose lattice, the prin er for determ inistic aperiodic
structure, has also a coordination num ber z = 4 and failed to produce any clie
ofbecom ing rigid.

So In orderto see a rigidity transition one have to m odify the lattice In order
to Increase itsm ean coordination number. The m ost naturalm odi cation is to
put bonds between the lattice sites if the distance between them is lessthan the
tile edge length. It was coined a nam e for this: ferrom agnetic m odi cation, or,
ferro variant of an aperiodic tiling.

T he 'ferro variant’ of the Penrose tiling has z = 4:76:: and one could expect
that a rigidity percolation threshold should exist.

The non-m odi ed variants of the octagonal and dodecagonal Jattices have
m ean coordination num bers equalto 4 and 3:63:: respectively [_14], so they have
to bem odi ed In an analogousway. T he ferro variants of these lattices includes
new bonds which are the short diagonals of the rhombuses in them . A's seen
from the table the m ean coordination z is 5:17:: and 4 27:: respectively.

Thf) pinw heel tiling consists of identical triangles with sides In the ratio
1:2: 5 appearing n n niely m any orientations. Tngpection ofthe gure 1
show s that in about one fth of the cases two of the shortest sides of adpcent
triangles are co-lnear (form ing the side w ith length 2 units in another trianglk)
delim iting thus a perim eter with 4 points. So this is a vortex-to-edge tiling.
(See the M . Senechals book i [15])

The question here is how to deal wih the vortices which lie on a bond
of another triangle. W e choose to think that the outer points of the pairs of
such co-linear short bonds are also connected. Thus they appear graphically
as degenerated triangles of zero area but in this type of study what m atters
is the topology (connectivity) and not the geom etry, which is em phasized in
the conoept of generic network). The inclision of these additional bonds has

xed the theoretical coordination number to 6. In fact our largest sam ple of
the pinw heel tiling ( 22000 sites) had a lower z. T he ratio between the whole
bonds and sitesgave z 5:5::which probably is due to a Jargerbond de ciency
at the borders of the sam ple. For com parison, this pairs of values for the other
lattices coincided up to a less than a percent.

W e restrict our study to determ ining of the redundant bonds density in
these lattices (for di erent bond dilutions). A s it willbe shown further this is
su clent for estim ation of the rigidity percolation threshold.

In general, a d-dim ensional lJattice w ith n sites and no bonds betw een them
willhavedn d@d 1)=2 (inh theplane2n 3) m echanicaldegrees of freedom

(or in the language of rigidiy: oppy modes, or zero frequency m odes). If
now bonds are put between sites the number of oppy m odes w ill decrease. If
we neglect the angular forces, as it is acoepted In the central-orce percolation
m odel, each bond w illdecrease the oppy m odes atm ost by one. E xactly said:
by one or zero.) If no change occur In the number of oppy m odes we speak
about over-constraining or redundant bond.



Figure 2: A part of rigid cluster (w ithout the redundant bonds) in the \ferro"
variant of the Penrose tiling (= 0:83).

Now, the task is one to di er, in a network of rigid bars and pints, which
bonds are redundant. In fact unam biguous decision for a certain bond could
not exist for an already built construction. A s was m entioned previously, in a
square w ith diagonals one of the diagonals is redundant. In fact, each ofthe 6
bonds in this construction could be thought as the redundant one.

In the count of oppy m odes the case of redundant bonds should be acknow -
edged soF = 2n @ R),whereF isthe totalnumber of oppy m odes for
the given (twodin ensional) lattice, m is the num ber of added bonds and R are
the redundant am ongst them . Since the num ber of allbonds for a non-diluted
(In nite) Jattice is zn=2 (W here z isthem ean coordination num ber), the num ber
of oppy m odes per degree of freedom E: f = F=2n) can be w ritten as:

zn 1 R
f=1 p—— —
2 2n 2n

where p is the proportion of present bonds, or:

zZ
f=1 - 1
Py T @)

where r is the num ber of redundant bonds per degree of freedom . If one ne-
glkctsr, am ean— eld-lke (orM axwell E_Z:]) prediction, forthe rigidiy percolation
threshold, could be done: p, = 4=z.

The num ber of oppy m odes ) is (roughly) proportionalto the number of
rigid clusters for the system (if the isolated sites are counted as well) . Roughly,
because a site m ay belong to m ore than one rigid cluster. In analogy w ith the
ordinary percolation m odelI_l-]'] one can argue i_é] that £ should behave as a free
energy density, so is second derivative w ill ollow power law near to the (real)
percolation threshold:

Lof the unconstrained lattice



z Pec 4=z
periodic triangular 6 0661 0:002y 2=3
pinw heel 6(B55:n)z 069 001 2=3(0:727:)z
Penrose ("ferro") 4:764:: 0836 0:002 08396::

O ctagonal(f) 547:: 0769 0:002 0:774::
D odecagonal(f) 427::: 0:938 0001 0:937::

Y a better resul is given in f§]: 0:6602 0:0003;
Z the second num bers are the actual values for the largest studied sam ple (150 150)
(T he size of the other lattices was up to 500 500)

Tabl 1: R igidity percolation thresholds (pbond dilution) for aperiodic lattices.
(T he triangular lattice is studied to test the estin ation m ethod.)

£°/ D pe]
where isa \gpeci cheat lke" exponent. Integrating tw ice we can obtain the
ollow ing form for £:

fP)=Db +bp+ b pf @)
Now com par:ing::a’ and-'_]: we can use the data obtained for r to estin ate p¢
and (eventually) (see Eq. E&’ below ).
In order to detem ine the rigidity percolation thresholds and the exponent
for the four aperiodic lattices the ollow Ing procedure was established. The
sites of a Jattice are Jabeled w ith consecutive num bers and all their bonds are
identi ed by the 2 num bers labeling the sites at their ends. T he pairs of integers
representing bonds are Input w ith som e probability p Into a program which de—
term ines the num ber ofdependent bonds in the form ed subset. Any such subset
descrbes in fact a particular con guration. T he collected data consists in the
num ber of dependent bonds m oniored as a function of the varying probability
p. W e assum e that they can be approximn ated satisfactorily (see above) by a
function of the type

rfp)=a; + ap+ azp as P (3)

where a;, az, as beihg arbitrary param eters of no interest. W hik a; and as
should give estin ations for the percolation threshold (p.) and the "speci c-
heat-like" criticalexponent ( ) a; ! p.andas ! 2 .

The size of the lattices studied was of size up to 500 500 tile edge
lengths. Thepiwheeltilingwassn aller: 150 150. It wasgenerated by ierative
applying [L§] the generating substitution rulkefl5]. The other three Jattice were
cbtained by a recursive in plem entation [[9] ofthe de B ruihs’ N -grid m ethod R0].

W e counted the redundant bonds for lattices w ith di erent size and di erent
bond dilutions, g= 1 p wherep isthe probability forpresentbond. W e usually
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Figure 3: The redundant bonds per degree of freedom r(p) for the \ferro"
variants of the Penrose lattice (left curve) and the dodecagonal lattice. Each
data point represents the result for one sam ple. T he full latticeshave 300 000
sites each.

run one sam pk foreach p value, but we used about 1000 di erent values ofp for
each size. U sualpractice was to use di erent pseudo random num ber sequence
for each run.

Usihg a M arquard — Levenberg based optin ization routine the param eters
ofabest twih Eq:_j were estin ated. T his treatm ent of data appeared robust
regarding the param eter a; (the percolation threshold). In opposite the other
param eters appeared highly correlated and were depending on system size and
the nterval of values for p w ithin the \m easurem ents" were m ade. T he larger
Interval (say, p 2 D6 0:9] for the Penrose tiling) led to sm aller values for as
(@approaching 1 as one could expect from the gure). O ne should suppose that
using an Interval closer to the threshold would give a better estin ate, but this
tin e the nite size e ects start to In uence. W e attem pted nite-size scaling
but (robably due to the linear term in Eq:_ﬁ) we could not extract consistent
data. It seem s that just counting the total num ber of redundant bonds is not
su clent to estin ate the exponent

A s we already m entioned the estin ates for p. were surprisingly stable re—
garding the changes of system s size and the interval forp used In the t. Of
course som e deviations were seen and we have to m ade extrapolation to in nite
size and to choose the interval for varying ofp. W e used m ostly the results for
Intervalofp within 6-7% above and 2-3% below the rough estim ate forp..

T he obtained results are sum m arized in Tab]e:j . For a trangular lattice the
percolation threshold hasbeen already established w ith great accuracy [§] to be



0:6602 0:0003 while the M axwell prediction is 2=3 T he procedure utilized here
gives 0:661 0002 which supports our resuls for the other lattices.

W e check these resultsby adding a kind ofbusbars to tw o opposie edges of
the lattice samp]ei_ﬂ]. W e sin ply used p = 1 when entering into the pebble gam e
program the bondsw ithin the left and right edge ofthe \sam ple". A fter reading
allbonds we added one m ore bond to connect a site from the left edge to a site
to the right one. If a spanning rigid cluster has already existed between these
edges, the new (long-range) bond should be redundant. W e studied In thisway
the largest lattice sizesby xing three values forp: p= pc PciP=PciP=
Pct+ pPciwhere p. wasequalto the estin ated \errorbars" given in the Tabl
1. W emade typically 100 runs for each value of p. Ik appeared that we have
chosen the proper interval orp to estin ate p. In our tsofr(p).

W hen com pare the entries in the last two colum ns of the table one can see
that the m ean- eld lke approxim ation works very well and i becom es better
w hen the percolation threshold is closerto 1. W hen look on the curveson Fig3
one can m ention (In fact H J. Hem ann was who m entioned) that alm ost 90%
of the bonds added above the percolation threshold are redundant. So, the
building parts of the spanning rigid cluster exist even below the threshold and
only few bonds are needed to connect them in the rigid structure which spans
the sam ple.

In conclusion one may summ arize the results of this work as llows: it
was studied for the st tine the rigidity percolation m odel for som e aperi-
odic lattices. Four typical representatives of these lattices were studied: the
Penrose tiling from two rhombuses, the Amm ans’ octagonal tiling, the Soco-
Jars’ dodecagonaltiling, and the \pinw heel" tiling constructed by J.C onway. Tt
was shown that the counting of redundant bonds in rigidity percolation m od—
els on these tilings is su cient to locate the percolation threshold w ith a good
precision. T he rigidity percolation \generic" thresholds for bond dilution were
estin ated and com pared w ith the M axwell approxin ation. The results show
that the critical region is very narrow for this lattices as is the case for trian-
gular lattice, so the M axwell approxin ation (to neglect the redundant bonds)
gives very good estin ates for the percolation thresholds.

Tt would be interesting, the obtained here \generic" thresholds to be com —
pared with results from foroe equilbrium calculations on \perfect" aperiodic
Jattices. O ne could expect that the di erence should be an aller than for trian—
gular lattices, sihce so ¢. diode e ect In aperiodic lattices is less pronounced.

W e acknow ledge the discussions with M . Thorpe as well sending us the
Jacobs-and-T horpe \pebbl gam e" program . One of us F B. acknow ledge
the support from the G em an A cadem ic Exchange Foundation ODAAD).F B.
also thanks to V .Raisanen and H .J. Herm ann for the helpfiil discussions and
to ICA 1l for the hospiality.
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