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Slow Dynamics Near Jamming

Kuniyasu Saitoh, Vanessa Magnanimo and Stefan Luding
Faculty of Engineering Technology, University of Twente, Enschede, the Netherlands

Abstract. Static and dynamic properties of two-dimensional bidispatissipative particles are numerically studied near the
jamming transition. We investigate the dependency of tlitecal scaling on the ratio of the different diameters andl fan
new scaling of the maximum overlap (not consistent with taisg of the mean overlap). The ratio of kinetic and potnti
energies drastically slows down near the jamming transiiie. the relaxation time diverges at the jamming point.
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INTRODUCTION

Jamming is an universal feature of both thermal and athesystems, for instance, glasses, granular particles,
emulsions, colloidal suspensions, foams, etc. where itoests are arrested in disordered states so that the mdateri
obtains rigidity. The jamming transition is governed by farature, density and external loads, and a lot of systems
can be mapped onto a unified phase diagram [1, 2, 3].

Jamming of athermal systems, i.e. granular particles [@, B}, emulsions [8, 9] and foams [10, 11], occurs at zero
temperature at the critical density (area fractign|1]. At this point, each particle begins to touch its neigtseand the
mean coordination numbey defined as the average number of contacts per particle sjfiram zero to the isostatic
valuez; = 2d in d-dimensions [12]. Some macroscopic variables also inditteg acquisition of rigidity, for example,
the pressurg and the shear modul@&start to increase from zero, and the bulk modiudiscontinuously jumpsto a
non-zero value [4, 5, 6, 7]. Above this threshold, the excessdination numbehz = z— z;, p, G andK respectively
scale ad\z~ A@Y2, p~ A%, G ~ ApY andK ~ Ag* with the distance from the jamming poifitp = ¢ — @.. In the
case of monodisperse particles, the first peak of the raiimitalition functiong; scales ag; ~ Ag~1[13, 14, 15, 16].

In the case of bidisperse particles, one can also see a sikrgence of the radial distribution function with the
scaled distance [7]. Moreover, the mean overlap betweditlesr(d) linearly scales agd) ~ Ag.

Those power law scalings are analogous to those found iicairphenomena. However, some variables show
discontinuous changes at the critical point as in first-opfese transitions. Furthermore, the critical expongntg
andA depend on the interparticle forces, which suggests thgathening transition is entirely different from usual
critical phenomena[4, 5, 6, 7].

Even though the critical scalings above the jamming tramsiare well established, not much attention has been
paid to the critical amplitudes. Many previous works on §jidirse systems only focused on the particular case that the
ratio of the different diameters equads= 1.4. Furthermore, the dynamic properties are not understebd y

In this paper, we study the static and dynamic propertiesmofdimensional bidisperse particle systems by
numerical simulations and investigate the dependencyetthical amplitudes om. We also study the dynamic
properties near the jamming transition, where we adoptatie of kinetic to potential energies to quantify relaxatio
and show its drastic slowing down near the jamming point.

MOLECULAR DYNAMICSSIMULATION

We investigate two-dimensional packings of bidisperssipigive particles using molecular dynamics (MD) simula-
tions. Our strategy is to increase the diameter of eachgbauintil a desired area fractiap is obtained. After the
desired area fraction is obtained, the kinetic energy dsa®to zero due to the dissipative forces between particles
and the system relaxes to its static state. We study dynammpepties during the relaxation and static properties afte
the relaxation.
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At first, we prepare a binary mixture of large and small péetievith initial diametersy (0) andos(0), respectively,
where the total number of particleshs= 32768. We randomly distribute them in_Lax< L periodic box one-by-one,
avoiding overlap between particles. Then, we slowly insesthe diameter of each particle [17, 18, 19, 20] as:

Galt) = 0:0a(0)  (a=Lor$) (@)

with a constant growth ratg;. Because we fix the mass density of particles, the mass atseaises while we
increase the diameter,(t) = 04(0)(grt + 1). Therefore, the size ratip = 0 (t)/0os(t) = g (0)/0s(0) does not
change throughout our simulations.

Each particleé can be in contact with several other particjeand moves according to the equation of motion

m©)% =Y {kadj — Mn(vij - nij) } mij @

J

wheremi(t), kn, Nn, &j, Nij = (Xi —X;)/[xi —Xj|, andv;; = X; —X; are the mass of particlethe spring constant, the
viscosity coefficient, the overlap, the normal unit vectord the relative velocity, respectively. The veckois the
position of particld, and each dot aboverepresents the time derivative.

When the area fraction reaches the desired valagt = ty, we stop to increase the diameter of each particle. Then,
the kinetic energy of the system decreases due to the dissiffarces and we assume the system is relaxed to its static
state if the ratio of kinetic to potential energies becoroager than 10°. In the following, we scale mass, length and
time by my = m (to), ly = o1 (to) andty = my_(tp)/nn, respectively, and usg = 1074 /ty, ky = 4.0 x 10°my/t3 and
Nn = My/t.

From Eg. (2), the restitution coefficient in the relaxatitage { > tp) defined as the ratio of speeds after and before
a collinear collision is calculated as [21]

e = e Note ’ (3)

wherete = 11/, /(kn/mij) — N2 andno = nn/(2m;) are a typical response time and the rescaled viscosity ciseffi

with the reduced mags;; = mi(to)m;(to)/(mi(to) + m;j(to)). Although the restitution coefficients between two small
particles, two large particles, and small and large padialre slightly different, we fine, = 0.9940.003 in the three
cases since dissipation is rather weak.

CRITICAL SCALING

Changing the values @f andp between B < ¢ < 0.9 and 12 < p < 2.4, respectively, we repeat our simulations and
measure the mean overlap), the mean coordination numberthe pressure, the first peak of the radial distribution
function with the scaled distangg and the maximum overlay,, after each system is relaxed to its static state. We
define the critical area fractiom: as the point at whickid) starts to increase from zero amgumps from zero to the
isostatic value, = 4. It should be noted that we remonattlers of which the number of contacts are less than 3 from
the statistics, because they do not contribute to the coratad force-chain networks [4, 5, 6, 7].

The critical area fraction depends on bptandg;. Figure 1 showsy, as a function of the relative standard deviation

R= 7“’?0; (@? @)

where(o) = (14 p)os(to) /2 and(c?) = (14 p?)os(tp)?/2 are the mean diameter and the mean square of diameter,
respectively. In this figure, the closed circles are ourltesand the open circles are the results of another simulatio
of bidisperse hard spheres in two dimensions [22], wherege ldiscrepancy between these results can be seen below
R = 0.2, mainly caused by the dependencygfon g;. In this paper, we do not discuss the rate dependenaqy,of
however, it is known thafp. strongly depends ogy, if Ris small (see Ref. [23] for a more detailed discussion). We
also list our results ofy, for differentp andRin Table 1.

Above @, (9) scales as [4, 5, 6, 7]

() =Bs(p)Ag* (5)

whereu andBgs(p) are thecritical exponent and thecritical amplitude, respectively (see Table 1). From our simula-
tions, we findu ~ 1.0, i.e. () depends linearly oA (see Table 2).



FIGURE 1. Critical area fractiong as a function oR, where the closed circles are the results of our simulatmsthe open

Pe

0.9

0.88

0.86

0.84

0.6

circles are the results of another simulation of bidispbesel spheres in two dimensions [22].

TABLE 1. The critical area fraction and the critical amplitudes.

P R ® Bs Ap/kn A, Al Am Am/Bs
12 0127 0846054 0262691 0062944 9623507 0108473 371311 12453076
14 0230 0847454 (0247794 0062175 9789582 0112457 3839339 1%494075
16 0313 0851053 0234816 0058778 9696656 0107054 4508161 19198696
1.8 0381 0853553 (0240875 0061023 10680258 0102261 4554234 1807043
20 0435 0855449 (0246302 0062333 9661944 0109497 4378124 17775430
22 0481 0858054 (278428 (0067636 9986629 0122986 5144424 18476676
24 0518 0859950 0268369 0073998 10649745 0207261 5304872 19767081

We define the pressure as the virial presqurey ;. rij fij/L? with the interparticle distance; and forcefij [24]
and introduce the excess coordination numbehas: z— z.. Because we use bidisperse particles, the usual radial
distribution function has three peaks arourgla; and(o| + 0s)/2, respectively. However, if we introduce the scaled
distance between particlesnd j as& = rj/(ri +r;j), wherer; andr; are the radii of particlesand j, respectively,
the radial distribution function of has the first peal, aroundé = 1. Then, we findp, Azandg, scale as

p = Ap)(d)Y, (6)
Az = A(p)(3)¢, ()
O+ A (p)(o) T, (8)

respectively, wheré,(p), A,(p) andA (p) are the critical amplitudes (see Table 1), andt 1, { ~1/2 andn ~1

are the critical exponents (see Table 2). Figures 2 (a)i¢p)aly p* = p/Ap(p), AZ" = Az/A;(p) andg’, =g, /AL (p),

respectively. Sincéd) ~ Ag, these results confirp~ Ag, Az~ A@Y/?, g, ~ Ap~tandg, (8) ~ const [4, 5, 6, 7].
From our simulations, we also firg, scales as

= Am(p)(3)" ©)

with the critical amplitudéAm(p) (see Table 1). Figure 2 (d) show$ = dm/Am(p), where we findA ~ 1 similar to
U (see Table 2). The ratids,(p)/Bs(p) are not constant (see Table 1), which means that the pratyabstribution
functions of the overlap are not self-similar, but changgpghwith increasing [25].
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FIGURE 2. (Color online) Double logarithmic plots of (&, (b) z*, (c) g’ and (d)Jy, as functions of5). The solid circles,

open circles, solid squares, open squares, crosses, tgaglés and solid triangles are the datagos 1.2, 14, 16, 18, 20, 22
and 24, respectively.

TABLE 2. Estimated exponents and errors.
function base exponent value deviation effor
(9) A@ U 1.006 +0.003 Q349
p (5) 1] 1.039 +0.001 Q065
Az () 4 0551 +£0.001 Q124
g+ (5) n. 0.960 +0.001 Q148
Om () A 0976 +0.001 0164

CRITICAL SLOWING DOWN NEAR JAMMING

After we stop to increase the diameter of each particte=atp, the system relaxes to its static state. To quantify the
relaxation dynamics, we introduce a dimensionless energy

_ K®/u©
M= Koo

whereK(t) andU (t) are the kinetic and potential energies, respectively. Btie K(t)/U (t) can be used to estimate
@, becausé) (t) drops to zero an#(t) /U (t) diverges ifgp < @ [26]. The functiony (t) is the ratioK(t) /U (t) scaled

(10)
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FIGURE 3. (Color online) (a)x(t) against logarithmic time abowg, where the circles, triangles, squares and diamonds are the
results of simulations withhg = 1.2 x 1072, 25x 1073, 44 x 10~* and 14 x 10~%, respectively. The dotted lines represent Eq.
(11). (b) Double logarithmic plot of (t) /Ci, where the circles, triangles, squares and diamonds areshés of simulations with
Ap=55x10"% 45x 104 25x 10% and 15 x 104, respectively. The dotted line represents the power lavayledth the
exponent 541. Here, we used = 1.4.
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FIGURE 4. (Color online) (a)t and (b)3 against logarithmicd), where the insets show the double logarithmic plots of them.
The solid circles are our simulation results and the sofiddirepresent O () * and8 O (3) ¥ with k = 0.274+0.006 and
v =0.112+0.008, respectively. Here, we uspd= 1.4.

by the value aty. In the following, we redefing = 0 for simplicity and study the case pf=1.4.
Figure 3(a) shows our results gft) against logarithmic time, where the decreasg @f drastically slows down
near the jamming point. To quantify the slowing down, wexfit) by a stretched exponential function

x(t)y=e W0’ (11)

wheret andf are the relaxation time and the stretching exponent, réispgc Figure 4 displays both quantities as
functions of(5). Slightly aboveg. (0 < A@ < 1073), botht and3 scale ag [ (8) ¥ andB 0 (&)Y with k ~ 0.27
andv ~ 0.11, respectively. However, given the rather narrow rangeasfd 3, power laws with such small exponents
are not of significance and require a wider range before osians can be drawn. It should be noted {Bat 1 near
the jamming point angt (t) decays faster than exponential with time.

Figure 3(b) is a double logarithmic plot of the long term agyotic behavior ofy (t) near the jamming point, where
we find a power law decay

Xx(t)=Ct 7. (12)



The exponentr ~ 2.5 is not significantly changed by changipgand faster than the decay rate of the kinetic energy
in the homogeneous cooling state of granular gases, wheexgonent is given by 2 [27].

SUMMARY

In summary, we numerically investigated the static and dyingroperties of two-dimensional bidisperse particles
near the jamming transition and systematically studieddépendency of the critical exponents and amplitudes
on the size ratiqp. For different size ratios, we found different scaling pibrs of the average and maximum
overlaps confirming their different behaviors and thusdatihg different shapes of the overlap probability disttibn
functions [25].

Concerning the dynamics, we used the energy nattd to quantify the relaxation of kinetic energy and report that
it resembles a stretched exponential and drastically sttomsh near the jamming point. The asymptotic behavior of
X (t) resembles a power law decay with exponeBt vhich is faster than the decay rate of the kinetic energfén
homogeneous cooling state of granular gases.

The cases of monodisperse and polydisperse particlesfate fature study, as is the case for three dimensions.
Although the number of particles in our simulations may lrgdaenough to study the critical area fraction and the
critical scaling, we have to investigate the influence ofdhstem size, the growth rate and the restitution coefficient
elsewhere.
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