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Abstract We investigate the influence of particle stiff-

ness on the grasping performance of granular grippers,

a class of soft robotic effectors that utilize granular

jamming for object manipulation. Through experimen-

tal analyses and X-ray imaging, we show that grippers

with soft particles exhibit improved wrapping of the

object after jamming, in contrast to grippers with rigid

particles. This results in significantly increased hold-

ing force through the interlocking. The addition of a

small proportion of rigid particles into a predominantly

soft particle mixture maintains the improved wrapping

but also significantly increases the maximum holding

force. These results suggest a tunable approach to op-

timizing the design of granular grippers for improved

performance in soft robotics applications.

Keywords granular gripper, jamming transition, soft

robotics, computed tomography

1 Introduction

Granular grippers are soft robotic effectors that ex-

ploit granular jamming to grip objects [1]. These grip-

pers are highly adaptable and can easily manipulate

objects of diverse geometry and surface properties

without the need for reconfiguration between gripping

cycles[2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. The typical design of a granular

gripper consists of a granulate that is held in place by

a flexible, hermetically sealed membrane. In this state,
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Institute for Multiscale Simulations
Friedrich-Alexander-Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg
Cauerstraße 3, 91058 Erlangen
Germany
E-mail: thorsten.poeschel@fau.de

the granular material easily flows when deformed, simi-

lar to a fluid. When pressed against an object, the grip-

per deforms and adapts to the object’s contour. When

the air is pumped out of the gripper, the membrane

contracts and compresses the particles. This causes the

granulate to jam and assume a mechanically robust,

solid-like state characterized by a pronounced modulus

of elasticity. The stiffness of the system increases signifi-

cantly in the jammed state [9, 10]. As the material jams,

the gripper exerts force on the target object, that al-

lows it to be gripped and held effectively. To release the

object, the vacuum is broken, causing the membrane to

relax and the granules to return to its deformable state.

The holding force that a granular gripper generates

when engaging with an object is influenced by the me-

chanical characteristics of the target object. It emerges

from the interplay of three distinct mechanisms[1]:

static friction, suction, and geometrical interlocking.

Friction arises from tangential stress at the contact be-

tween the object and the gripper membrane [11, 12].

Suction is activated when the membrane seals the ob-

ject’s surface airtight [13]. When the gripper is re-

tracted, the pressure within the sealed gap decreases,

resulting in an attractive force on the object. Interlock-

ing occurs when the membrane encloses the object (or

any of its protrusions), creating geometric constraints

with the object as the granulate hardens, effectively se-

curing the grip [6].

In granular grippers, the hoisting forces due to inter-

locking and suction are considerably larger than those

produced through friction, with interlocking being the

most efficient mechanism [1, 14]. Thus, in cases lacking

suction and interlocking, the grippers holding capabil-

ity relies solely on friction, resulting in notably reduced

performance. Strengthening the locking mechanism is,

therefore, highly desirable. However, the contribution
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of interlock to the hoisting force depends significantly

on the object’s shape and the mechanical characteris-

tics of the granulate. The granular material needs to

flow and adapt to the object’s contours, thereby estab-

lishing geometric constraints that improve the grip as

jamming occurs.

To disengage interlocking, the gripper must flexi-

bly relax, allowing the gripped object to be released

smoothly. It was suggested that the peak hoisting force

generated by interlocking is directly related to the

strength of the granular material in its jammed state.

This strength is specifically related to the maximum

stress the jammed granular material can sustain un-

der bending and stretching [1]. In this sense, it was

shown [15] that the resistance to bending of a simply

supported beam made of jammed granular matter en-

cased in a membrane increases with the particle stiff-

ness. Consequently, the use of rigid particles is antici-

pated to significantly enhance the interlocking capabil-

ity of granular grippers.

Brown et al. [1] measured the hoisting force of a

gripper filled with glass beads when gripping a sphere.

They found that the contribution of interlocking to the

hoisting force increases with the extent to which the

gripper envelops the object, quantified by the contact

angle. In their experiments, geometrical interlocking

was achieved by manually molding the gripper in the

unjammed state around the object. Such manual ma-

nipulation of the gripper is impractical for real-world

applications, like handling objects in factory automa-

tion.

In prior research [12], we demonstrated that, unlike

rigid particles, incorporating soft particles in granular

grippers results in a distinct squeezing effect. Specifi-

cally, the gripper exerts significant compression on the

object following the induction of jamming. This effect

causes substantial normal and, consequently, frictional

forces, contributing to large hoisting capability. How-

ever, the influence of particle elasticity on the inter-

locking mechanism remains unexplored.

In the present work, we show that soft particles, as

opposed to rigid ones, significantly enhance the hoisting

forces of granular grippers through interlocking. Utiliz-

ing X-ray computed tomography (CT), we reveal that

grippers filled with soft particles undergo a notable re-

duction in volume compared to those with rigid par-

ticles. This reduction allows the gripper to more ef-

fectively envelop object protrusions or convex surfaces.

Introducing a small proportion of rigid particles into a

predominantly soft particle-filled gripper substantially

enhances interlocking. X-ray CT scans reveal that the

gripper’s volume reduction is caused by soft particles,

which, in turn, facilitates the displacement of the more

rigid particles around the object’s protrusions, largely

increasing the force required to break the interlock.

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Experimental setup and measurement procedure

Figure 1 sketches the experimental setup: The granular

gripper consists of a spherical elastic, air-tight bag with

diameter (70.0 ± 0.5)mm, filled with granulate. Two

types of beads are used for the experiments: glass beads

of diameter (4.0 ± 0.3)mm and expanded polystyrene

(EPS) beads of diameter (4.2 ± 0.5)mm. The gripper

bag is filled with (200±1)cm3 of grains and is attached

to a holder. A flange on the holder’s top allows air pres-

sure or vacuum to be applied within the gripper. Posi-

tioned beneath the gripper, the target object rests on

a platform that can move vertically. The base’s vertical

position can be adjusted via two stepper motors driven

by a microcontroller. A load cell, placed between the

object and the platform, measures the force exerted on

the target object.

gripper holder

gripper filled
with particles

object

load cell

platform

Fig. 1: Experimental setup. The gripper, consisting of a

granulate contained within an elastic membrane, grips

an object positioned on a platform below the gripper.

The platform’s vertical position can be adjusted. A load

cell captures the force exerted on the object.

We examine the gripping process involving a

cylinder-symmetric object of a T-shaped cross-section,

as depicted in Fig. 1. The specific shape of the ob-

ject enables the gripper to envelop and interlock with

it. The object consists of two cylindrical sections: a
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lower cylinder of diameter (14.0 ± 0.1)mm and height

(44.0± 0.1)mm, and an upper flat cylinder of diameter

(23.9 ± 0.1)mm and height (3.5 ± 0.1)mm. To inhibit

the suction effect, the object’s surface was intentionally

roughened, thus, no air tight cavities could develop.

We studied the gripping performance using granu-

lates of different compositions, namely, (a) glass beads,

(b) EPS particles, and (c) different binary mixtures of

both (fraction of glass beads: 0.05, 0.1, 0,15, 0.20, 0.25,

0.5, and 0.75).

Before each measurement, the gripper is pressurized

to fluidize the enclosed granulate, effectively resetting

any memory of previous gripping cycles. Each measure-

ment comprises the following steps:

(i) Initially, the platform is raised, pressing the object

against the gripper, which molds to the object’s

shape. Once a predetermined indentation depth is

achieved, the upward motion of the platform halts.

(ii) The granulate is then given a brief period to settle,

during which the particles adjust and realign.

(iii) The air is evacuated from the gripper, creating a

pressure differential between the gripper’s interior

and the external atmosphere, pvac ≈ 90kPa. This

pressure difference causes the membrane to tighten

and compress the granulate, triggering jamming.

The specific pressure value chosen corresponds to

the maximum attainable by the vacuum pump. It

was shown that large differential pressure corre-

sponds to large values of the hoisting force of gran-

ular grippers [14].

(iv) Finally, the platform is lowered until the object is no

longer in contact with the gripper. The force applied

to the object is continuously recorded throughout
the gripping process. In particular, we consider the

peak hoisting force attained by the gripper.

2.2 X-ray computed tomography

The hoisting force generated by the gripper reflects the

macroscopic response of the gripper due to the internal

motion of the particles during the gripping process. To

relate this macroscopic response to the rearrangement

of the particles in the course of the gripping process,

the granular packing post-jamming is examined using

X-ray computed tomography (CT).

CT scans are conducted with a high-capacity labo-

ratory X-ray scanner, accommodating the full experi-

mental setup. The parameters chosen for the CT scans

are detailed in Table 1. To mitigate beam hardening

effects, a copper plate of 1.5mm thickness is used as

a filter [16]. The granular packing’s three-dimensional

(3D) structure is then reconstructed using the software

XrayOffice (v2.0).

Table 1: Parameters used for X-ray CT

parameter value
source voltage 140 kV
target current 320 µA
projections per scan 1600
measurements per projection 10
exposure time 150 ms
resolution 85.4 µm−1

3 Results and discussions

We consider the impact of particle stiffness on the hoist-

ing force of a granular gripper. Figure 2 shows the

peak hoisting forces of a gripper filled with either glass

or EPS (Expanded Polystyrene) beads. The maximum

holding force attained with EPS is considerably larger

(∼ 3.5 times) than for glass beads, highlighting the en-

hanced role of interlocking when using EPS particles.

At first glance, the result appears counterintuitive. If
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Fig. 2: Maximum holding force achieved when gripping

a screw-shaped object using a gripper filled with glass

and EPS beads. Each result is averaged over six in-

dependent measurements. The error bars indicate the

standard deviation of the mean.

geometrical constraints are formed between the gripper

and the target object in both cases – glass beads and

EPS beads – one would expect a stronger hoisting force

for more rigid particles. This expectation follows from

the logic that rigid particles confer greater stiffness to

the gripper, which requires greater forces to deform the

gripper sufficiently for object release [1].

To elucidate the enhanced hoisting force observed

with soft particles, we examine the granular packing
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(a) 5mm

(c) 5mm

(b) 5mm

(d) 5mm

Fig. 3: X-ray tomogram slices of the gripper filled with glass beads (a,c) and EPS beads (b,d) before applying

vacuum (a,b) and after (c,d). EPS particles are not visible due to their low X-ray absorbance. The white contour

represents the gripper membrane.

within the gripper at various stages of the gripping pro-

cess. Tomograms are captured at two critical junctures:

(1) after the gripper has molded around the object be-

fore evacuating the gripper and (2) after the evacua-

tion and subsequent jamming. Figure 3 shows vertical

sections through the granular packing inside the grip-

per for both glass beads (Fig.3(a,c)) and EPS beads

(Fig.3(b,d)), before and after the air is evacuated. For

EPS particles, the volume of the packing reduces dras-

tically (≈ 28%), which enables the gripper to closely

encase the object’s protrusions, facilitating geometrical

interlocking. In contrast, for glass beads, we see neg-

ligible volume change after evacuation (less than 1%).

Consequently, in the process of jamming, the gripper

hardly conforms around the object’s protrusions, im-

peding interlocking.

The hoisting force of a gripper filled with a mix-

ture of hard gall and soft EPS beads can substantially

exceed the values of pure glass and pure EPS beads.

Figure 4 shows the maximum holding forces achieved

by a gripper filled with mixtures of glass and EPS beads

at different fractions. The peak force, approximately 28

N, is attained at a 0.1 volume fraction of glass beads,

highlighting the substantial role of interlocking to the

hoisting force. Remarkably, the peak force for a mix-

ture exceeds the values for pure granulate considerably,
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Fig. 4: Maximum holding force of a gripper filled with

mixtures of glass and EPS beads at different volume

fractions (black bars). Blue bars show the results for

pure EPS and pure glass beads. Averages are due to

six independent measurements, and error bars show the

standard deviation of the mean.

about six times for pure glass beads (Fig. 2) and two

times for pure EPS beads (Fig. 2). For glass concen-

tration ≥ 0.25 (Fig. 4), the hoisting force is ≈ 5N, in-

dependently of the fraction of glass beads. From these

results, we conclude that soft particles support the in-

terlocking, while hard particles provide the final force.
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To explain the increase of the hoisting force, we use

X-ray imaging. Figure 5 shows tomogram slices through

(a)

5mm(b)

5mm

Fig. 5: X-ray tomograms before evacuation (a) and af-

ter (b). The gripper contains a mixture of glass beads

and 10% EPS beads. The EPS particles are not visible

due to their low X-ray absorbance. The white contour

shows the gripper membrane. The red arrows highlight

a particle that contributes to interlocking once jamming

is induced.

the gripper filled with a mixture of glass and EPS beads

with a glass fraction of 0.1 before and after the evacu-

ation of the air. After evacuation, the gripper’s volume

reduces considerably, allowing it to embrace the object’s

protrusions, facilitating interlocking. Since glass beads

are closer to the object, the gripper shrinkage causes the

displacement of the more rigid particles around the ob-

ject’s edges. Therefore, geometrical interlocking is pre-

dominantly achieved by rigid particles, which signifi-

cantly increases the force needed to break the interlock.

4 Summary and outlook

We studied the hoisting force of a granular gripper and

find that it strongly depends on the composition of the

granulate. For a mixture of soft and hard particles, the

hoisting force exceeds the values obtained for pure gran-

ulates, hard or soft. The maximum force is achieved for

a 10% volume fraction of hard beads.

This increase is explained by the interlocking mech-

anism in granular grippers, which has previously been

identified as the main contribution to the hoisting force

[12]. While soft particles do not contribute much to the

strength of the jammed granulate as a meta-material

[15, 17], they enable the granulate to shrink in volume

during the evacuation of the gripper. This shrinkage

corresponds to a non-negligible motion of the particles,

which in turn allows the granular gripper to better em-

brace the object. Both mechanisms, shrinkage and em-

bracement by the dislocation of particles have been ev-

idenced through X-ray CT tomography.

Our findings can advance the development of

robotic grippers by addressing their greatest weakness:

the hoisting force, which has limited their practical use

until now.
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