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Abstract

We present event-driven simulations of a granular gas of inelastic hard
disks with incomplete normal restitution in two dimensionsbetween vibrat-
ing walls (without gravity). We measure hydrodynamic quantities such as
the stress tensor, density and temperature profiles, as wellas velocity distri-
butions and construct a local constitutive equation, relating the local pressure
to the local temperature and local density. For strong inelasticity the local
constitutive relation depends on global system parameters, like the volume
fraction and the aspect ratio. For moderate inelasticity the constitutive rela-
tion is approximately independent of the system parametersand hence can
be regarded as a local equation of state, even though the system is highly
inhomogeneous with heterogeneous temperature and densityprofiles aris-
ing as a consequence of the energy injection. Concerning thelocal velocity
distributions we find that they do not scale with the square root of the local
granular temperature. Moreover the high-velocity tails are different for the
distribution of thex- and they-component of the velocity, and even depend
on the position in the sample, the volume fraction, and the coefficient of
restitution.

1 Introduction

The physics of vibro-fluidized granular materials is far from being fully under-
stood. In particular, the applicability of hydrodynamics [1, 2, 3, 4, 5] is still an
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object of debate [6, 7, 8]. Despite the similarities to the hydrodynamics of elastic
hard-sphere systems, concerning e.g. the appearance of instabilities [9, 12, 10, 11],
a main difference to ordinary fluids is the fact that continuous energy injection is
vital to maintain a stationary state. Otherwise a gas of inelastic spheres would
collapse, even in the absence of gravity. The non-trivial nature of this stationary
state has been elucidated in experiments of vibrating grains. Among the most
striking features found are non-Gaussian velocity distributions [13, 14, 15, 16]
and cluster formation [17, 18, 19]. Furthermore, several attempts have been made
to extract either an equation of state or more generally a scaling relation for the
thermodynamic variables [20, 21].

The specification of the driving mechanism is a crucial ingredient for any
model describing vibrated granular fluids. A rather simple approach, though less
appealing from an experimental point of view, utilizes stochastic bulk heating by
uncorrelated random forces, which act on every particle at every instant of time
[22, 23, 24]. In [25] random restitution coefficients were considered with a proba-
bility distribution allowing for values both smaller and greater than one. However,
this yields non-universal properties depending on the specific form of this distribu-
tion. The multiplicative bulk driving defined in terms of stochastic collision rules
in [26] is similar in spirit. As compared to bulk driving, a driving mechanism
which acts only at a boundary of the system is much closer to experiments. In [2]
the energy influx at the boundary has been modeled by a heuristically motivated
ansatz for the heat current, while [27] assumes heating at the boundary through
thermal walls. In the present paper the driving mechanism consists in increment-
ing a particle’s velocity by a constant amount after every collision with a wall.
This way of driving was used before in e.g. [28, 29], and with slight modifications
in [30, 31, 32].

One theoretical approach to study granular systems at fluid densities rests on
kinetic theory, see e.g. [33, 34, 35, 5] and references therein. Particular applica-
tions to driven granular gases can be found in [27, 22, 26, 36,25]. Much of this
work has been based on the Boltzmann equation, modified for inelastic collisions.
However, this approach is limited to almost elastic collisions, as this allows to
linearize the Boltzmann equation around the known stationary state of the elastic
system. For systems with strongly inelastic collisions, the stationary state is un-
known so that a systematic discussion of transport properties within kinetic theory
is severely hampered.

Hydrodynamic studies [2, 28, 10, 11] have been motivated partly by the search
for an understanding of temperature and density profiles [2], but also by experi-
ments on hydrodynamic-like instabilities [9]. In the hydrodynamic approach the
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question arises, how to relate the pressure to the density and temperature. Several
equations of state for the global quantities have been proposed, either interpolat-
ing between the high and low density limit [2] or invoking theBoltzmann equation
[29] for inelastically colliding particles. It is not clear, whether an equation of state
also holds for the local hydrodynamic fields in a strongly driven, non-equilibrium
system, where the fields are strongly inhomogeneous.

Most simulations of vibrated granular gases have been basedeither on event-
driven molecular dynamics [37, 38, 29] or the direct-simulation Monte Carlo
method [27, 28, 39, 40]. If the system is driven through the boundaries, inhomoge-
neous density and temperature profiles are measured. For lowdensities the com-
puted temperature profiles agree well with hydrodynamic theory [2, 28], whereas
for moderate or high densities the profiles are not well understood with the ex-
ception of almost elastically colliding particles. The full stress tensor, including
potential contributions, has only been computed for freelycooling systems [41].
In simulations of driven granular gases [27] the collisional part of the stress tensor
is neglected, and in [29] the stress tensor is not determineddirectly but instead
computed from a local equation of state. Inspired by experiment [16], a lot of em-
phasis has been put on the tails of the velocity distributionfunctions, which were
found to be overpopulated as compared to a Maxwellian. In fact, all intermediate
types of decay between a Gaussian and an exponential were observed [39, 29, 42].
In addition mixtures [29, 43, 44] and rough spheres [45] havebeen investigated as
well as hydrodynamic instabilities such as convection [46]and pattern formation
[47].

In this paper, we present results from event-driven simulations of inelastic
spheres in two dimensions confined between two vibrating walls without gravity.
Our focus is on the stationary state, which is reached when dissipation by particle
collision equals energy injection due to the vibrating walls. In the stationary state,
density and temperature profiles are shown to be strongly inhomogeneous due to
the driving walls—even in a range of parameters, where clustering is only a minor
effect. This has led us to

(a) derive a constitutive equation by relating the measuredhydrodynamic fields,
granular temperatureT (x), volume fractionφ(x) and pressurep(x), at each point
x and

(b) check, whether it is universal or depends on the global system parameters
of the model, like the aspect ratio of the cell, the overall volume fraction or the
coefficient of restitution of the disks. For moderately inelastic systems (α = 0.9)
the constitutive equation is (almost) independent of the remaining global system
paramters so that the constitutive equation can be interpreted as a local equation
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of state for the a driven granular gas in the stationary state, even though the latter
is highly inhomogeneous with heterogeneous temperature and density profiles.
In contrast, for strongly inelastic systems (α = 0.5) the constitutive equation
depends significantly on the global system parameters so that the concept of a
local equation of state cannot be sustained in this case.

We furthermore discuss the one-particle distribution function in the stationary
state and show that

(c) the local distributionfx(x, vx) of vx, the velocity in the direction of driving,
is not a function of the rescaled variablevx/

√

Tx(x) alone. Similarly, curves of
fy(x, vy) cannot be mapped onto a master curve for differentx, when plotted
againstvy/

√

Ty(x). HereTi(x) denotes the local granular temperature associated
with the translational motion in thei-direction. We find deviations from scaling at
small and large arguments.

(d) The local velocity distributionsfx andfy have high-velocity tails whose
decay ranges from stretched exponential to almost Gaussian. The particular type
of decay depends on the position in the sample, the overall particle density and
the coefficient of restitution. Furthermore, the decay offx for large velocities is
generally different from that offy.

Taken together, one has to acknowledge that the stationary state of a driven
granular gas is by no means universal. It shows peculiar features that depend on
the precise values of the system parameters in contrast to the corresponding elastic
system.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce the model, spec-
ify the driving and define the observables. We briefly discussbalance of energy
input through the walls and energy dissipation in binary collisions in Sec. 3. Sub-
sequently we present data for the profiles of the density, thetemperature and the
components of the stress tensor (Sec. 4). In Sec. 5 we relate the local density, pres-
sure and temperature to derive “experimentally” an equation of state and check for
its universality. Finally, in Sec. 6 we discuss velocity distribution functions and
their scaling behavior.

2 Model and Observables

We investigate a driven granular gas in 2 dimensions consisting ofN identical in-
elastic smooth hard disks of diametera and massm which are confined to a rect-
angular box with edges of lengthLx andLy. The gas is driven through the walls
perpendicular to thex-direction, which vibrate in an idealized saw-tooth manner
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Figure 1: Model of N disks, driven in thex-direction with periodic boundary
conditions in they-direction.

(see below), while periodic boundary conditions are imposed in they-direction.
Fig. 1 shows a typical snapshot. The gas evolves in time through ballistic center-
of-mass motion, binary inelastic collisions and particle-wall collisions.

2.1 Binary collisions

The inelastic nature of inter-particle collisions is the most important characteristic
of granular media. As is often done we assume that it can be taken into account
by a constant coefficient of normal restitution and briefly recall the collision rules
for binary collisions, see e.g. [48, 49].

The unit-vector from the center of sphere two to the center ofsphere one is
denoted bŷn := (r1 − r2)/|r1 − r2| whereri is the position vector of the center
of mass of particlei. The center-of-mass velocities before a collision are denoted
byv1 andv2, and the relative velocity byv12 = v1−v2. Post-collisional quantities
are primed. The relative velocity after a collision is assumed to obey

n̂ · v′
12 = −α n̂ · v12 (1)

whereα ∈ [0, 1] is the (constant) coefficient of normal restitution. The value
α = 1 describes elastic collisions with energy conservation, while for α < 1
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energy will not be conserved but decreased in each collision.
The constitutive equation (1) plus momentum conservation determines the

post-collisional velocities for the disks

v
′
1 = v1 +∆vpp, v

′
2 = v2 −∆vpp (2)

where

∆vpp = −(1 + α)

2
(n̂ · v12) n̂. (3)

The model could easily be extended to rough spheres by also specifying the disks’
moment of inertia as well as a coefficient of tangential restitutionβ0 and Coulomb
friction µ [50, 51], but here we restrict ourselves to smooth spheres sothat rota-
tional motion is decoupled from translational motion.

2.2 Driving

When a particle collides with a driving wall, energy is injected into the system.
This can be modeled in different ways, for example by drawinga new velocity
from a Maxwellian distribution of a given wall temperature [2] or by assuming
that the wall has a coefficient of normal restitution that is greater than one. Both
of these mechanisms have no close experimental equivalents, though. A more
realistic model is to assume a vibrating wall moving either in a symmetric (e.g.
sinusoidal) or in an asymmetric (e.g. saw-tooth) way. In addition, this can be
combined with a normal (and also tangential) coefficient of restitution [38, 31, 52].
In this article we refrain from the latter and restrict ourselves to saw-tooth driving
of the walls in the limit of vanishing amplitudesA and diverging frequencyν such
thatAν =: vdrive/2 is a constant. This ensures that the driving walls are always
located at the same positions and leads to the following simple expression for a
particle’s change of velocity due to a collision with the left/right wall

v
′ = v +∆vpw where ∆vpw = (−2vx ± vdrive)ex (4)

andex stands for the unit vector inx-direction.

2.3 Observables from simulations

Following e.g. [53, 54] we performed event-driven simulations in two dimensions
with periodic boundary conditions in they-direction and two identical idealized
vibrating elastic walls in thex-direction. We initialize the system by placing the
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disks on a triangular lattice with a Gaussian velocity distribution. To let the cor-
relations of the initial state relax, the system is evolved elastically with periodic
boundary conditions in they-direction and elastic non-vibrating walls in thex-
direction for an average of 100 collisions per particle. Then we switch on the
driving of the left and right wall and the dissipation for particle-particle-collisions.
Before we start measuring the observables we let the system relax further until, at
time t0, it has reached a stationary state, as indicated by the totalkinetic energy,
which fluctuates around a time-independent mean value.

To measure hydrodynamic fields in the stationary state we subdivide our box
into cellsVr of area|Vr|, centered at positionr = (x, y). We then count the num-
ber of particlesf(r, vx, vy, t)|Vr|dvxdvy at timet in cell Vr with anx-component
of the velocity betweenvx andvx+ dvx andy-component of the velocity between
vy andvy + dvy. Such a local observable fluctuates as a function of time. To
eliminate these fluctuations we average over a (long) time interval of lengthτ and
compute

fstat(r, vx, vy) :=
1

τ

∫ t0+τ

t0

dt f(r, vx, vy, t) . (5)

Of particular interest is the particle density

ρ(r) :=

∫

R

dvx

∫

R

dvy fstat(r, vx, vy) (6)

or the area fractionφ(r) := ρ(r)πa2/4 and the two componentsi = x, y of the
granular temperature

Ti(r) :=
m

ρ(r)

∫

R

dvx

∫

R

dvy fstat(r, vx, vy) (vi − Vi(r))
2 (7)

where

V (r) :=
1

ρ(r)

∫

R

dvx

∫

R

dvy fstat(r, vx, vy) v (8)

is the velocity field. The total granular temperature in 2 dimensions is defined as
T (r) := (Tx(r) + Ty(r))/2.

The stress tensor at positionr and timet has a kinetic contribution and one that
is due to the interactions between the particlesσ(r, t) := σ

kin(r, t) + σ
int(r, t).

The kinetic part is given by

σkin
ij (r) := −m

∫

R

dvx

∫

R

dvy fstat(r, vx, vy)

× [vi − Vi(r)][vj − Vj(r)] . (9)
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If the particles interact through (finite) forces the contribution due to interactions is
given by the correlation of the particles’ relative positions and the forces between
them. For hard-core interactions there are no forces, and one has to consider
the momentum transfer in a small time interval instead [54, 55]: Suppose there
is a collision at timet of particlek with another particle, then the momentum
change of particlek will contribute to the stress tensor an amount proportionalto
lki (t)∆p

k
j (t). Herelki (t) is thei-th component of the vector of lengtha/2 pointing

from the center of diskk to its collision contact point, and∆pkj (t) is thej-th com-
ponent of the momentum change of particlek during this collision. To compute
the collisional part of the stress tensor we need the total change of momentum
in the time interval[t − ∆t, t] in the cellVr so that we have to keep track of all
collisionsn occurring at timestn ∈ [t − ∆t, t], for which at least one collision
partnerkn (i.e. its center of mass) is located in cellVr at timetn [54]

σint
ij (r, t) =

1

∆t

1

|Vr|
∑

tn

∑

kn

lkni (tn)∆p
kn
j (tn) . (10)

The particle numberkn of each such collision can take on one or two values,
depending on whether one or both collision partners are located in cellVr. In a
second stepσint(r, t) is averaged over time, similar to the other hydrodynamic
fields, in order to get the collisional part of the stress tensor in the stationary state

σint
ij (r) =

1

τ

∫ t0+τ

t0

dt σint
ij (r, t) . (11)

The corresponding local pressurep(r) := −tr (σ(r)) /2 is defined as usual as the
negative trace of the stress tensor divided by the space dimension.

Besides hydrodynamic fields we have also measured velocity distributions in
Sec. 6. They are readily obtained by integrating out the relevant variables in the
stationary-state distribution functionfstat. A different method, which is better
suited to determine high-velocity tails, for example, willbe presented in Sec. 6
below.

Coarse-grained measurements in space and time of certain observables may
depend on the coarse-graining resolution. For example, this was demonstrated
for the stress tensor in shear-flow driven granular systems in [56, 55]. Our mea-
surements of observables in the stationary state, however,should not suffer from
such effects for two reasons: First, we could not detect any significant non-zero
local velocity field in the simulated systems and, second, because of the long-time
average needed to obtain stationary-state quantities.
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Moreover, in the simulations we have never found any significant dependence
of the (long-time-averaged) hydrodynamic fields ony, the coordinate parallel to
the driving walls. Yet, stripe states, which are homogeneous in y, but have an
enhanced density in the middle of the sample, are known [12, 10] to exhibit in-
stabilities with respect to density fluctuations iny. A marginal stability analysis
[10] of granular hydrodynamics (forα close to one) determines the conditions
under which such phenomena occur. As far as a comparison can be made, our
systems fall into the stable region. Hence, we choose the cells Vr as stripes along
they-direction, for which we writeVx, and compute the hydrodynamic fields with
spatial resolution inx-direction only. Thus, we also writeρ(x) instead ofρ(r)
and change the notation accordingly for all other quantities. In the simulations the
stripesVx were all chosen to have equal widthLx/201, the temporal resolution of
our measurements was set to∆t = 1, and the long-time average involves typically
107 – 109 collision events.

Another instability of stripe states, which is related to oscillations of the cen-
tral dense cluster inx-direction [57], will be shortly addressed at the end of Sub-
sec. 4.1.

3 Dimensional analysis and energy balance

The model system contains three independent length scales:the diametera of a
disk and the box sizesLx andLy. In addition, there is one independent velocity
scale, the driving velocityvdrive, and one independent mass scale, the mass of a
diskm. Together with the the initial positions and velocities of the particles that
exhausts all dimensional quantities entering the time evolution of the system.

We would like to describe the system using dimensionless variables that do not
depend on the initial conditions since we expect stationarystates to be independent
thereof. Therefore, we will measure all lengths in units of the particle diameter
a, all times in units ofa/vdrive and all energies in units ofmv2drive. Note that
there are no other time and energy scales. Thus, we introducedimensionless
variables: box sizes̃Lx = Lx/a and L̃y = Ly/a, granular temperatures̃Tx =
Tx/(mv

2
drive) andT̃y = Ty/(mv

2
drive), and the stress tensorσ̃ = σ a2/(mv2drive). In

the stationary state all dimensionless variables likeT̃ andσ̃, areindependent of the
driving velocityand only depend on positionr and the remaining 4 independent
dimensionless system parameters, which characterize the system completely: the
number of disksN , the two edges of length of the system̃Lx andL̃y in units of
a, and the coefficient of normal restitutionα, which is a dimensionless material
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Figure 2: Global granular temperatureT as a function of the parameterψ−1 de-
fined below (12). Comparison between simulations and the simple energy-balance
argument, Eq. (12), as well as with the refined version, Eq. (13). The inset shows
the same graph but on on a non-logarithmic scale.

constant.
For simplicity of the notation we refrain from indicating dimensionless quan-

tities by a tilde from now on. This should not cause confusion, because quantities
having a physical dimension will not occur any more in the rest of the paper (ex-
cept for the appendix).

We are interested in the macroscopic limit, which is taken such thatN → ∞
andLy → ∞ with a fixed line densityλ := N/Ly of particles. Thus, in the
macroscopic limit the number of system parameters is further reduced toLx, λ,
andα. It is important to keepLx finite, otherwise energy balance would not
work: energy input occurs only at boundaries, while energy dissipation is a bulk
phenomenon.

It is instructive to estimate the average or global granulartemperatureT :=
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∫ Lx/2

−Lx/2
dx ρ(x) T (x) by balancing the energy input at the walls and the energy loss

due to particle collisions in the bulk [31, 58]. As shown in the appendix, we find
that the granular temperature in the stationary state is independent of the initial
data and given by

T =

(

2

π

)3

ψ−2
(

1 +
√

1 + (π/2)2ψ
)2

(12)

whereψ :=
√
2χλ(1 − α2) andχ stands for the pair correlation at contact of the

corresponding elastic system, which we estimate by the Henderson approximation
(29). In Fig. 2 we plot the global granular temperatureT as a function ofψ−1 and
compare it with simulations. For small values ofψ−1 the simulation deviates
significantly from this simple theory’s prediction. For large values ofψ−1 (dilute
and/or quasi-elastic systems) the agreement is reasonable. In addition, we show
the result

T =
1

2πψ2

(

1 +
√

1 + ψ/2
)2

(13)

of a more refined calculation, which uses the pseudo-Liouville-operator approach
to kinetic theory and will be presented elsewhere. Eq. (13) yields a better agree-
ment with the data for intermediate values ofψ−1.

It is worth noting that the same type of argument, which led to(12), also
predicts that there is no generic stationary state for systems with the multiplicative
driving mechanism (24), described byvdrive = 0 and a coefficient of restitution
bigger than one for particle-wall collisions. Instead, such systems either cool
down or heat up according to Haff’s law [59], see Eq. (32) in the appendix. This
was also confirmed by simulations (not presented).

4 Hydrodynamic Fields in Simulations

In this section we discuss the results of our simulations forthe hydrodynamic
fields, as computed from Eqs. (6) – (11). Due to the absence of alocal velocity
fieldV , these equations simplify accordingly. We have performed simulations for
a wide range of system parametersα, φ0, Lx, Ly, and present examples thereof
below. We then go on in Sec. 5 to discuss the question of a localequation of state,
relatingp(x), ρ(x), andT (x).
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Figure 3: Spatial profiles of the area fractionφ and granular temperaturesTx, Ty,
andT from simulations.

4.1 Density and temperature profiles

We first present data for the density and temperature to demonstrate that the sys-
tem is strongly inhomogeneous even for collisions withα = 0.9 and moderate
densities. The parameters have been chosen asLx = 20, Ly = 25, andN = 256
so that the global area fraction isφ0 := πa2N/(4V ) = 0.4. In Fig. 3 we show
the local area fractionφ(x), thex- andy-component of the granular temperature,
Tx(x) andTy(x), as well as the isotropic temperatureT (x) = [Tx(x) + Ty(x)]/2.
We note that all quantities are symmetric inx as expected. Except for a small area
of approximately one disk diameter next to the walls (indicated by the vertical
lines), the area fraction is a monotonic function for eitherhalf of the system with
the maximal value in the middle of the system. The temperaturesTx, Ty, andT
are monotonic as well with the lowest temperatures in the middle of the sample.

The reason for the increased density next to the wall is an effective attractive
potential of the wall due to entropic effects: Once a disks gets closer to the wall

12



than one disk diameter, it can only receive hits from within the box but no hits from
the direction of the wall. Thus the particle is pushed closerto the wall [60, 61].
This effect is partially compensated by the driving walls, which add momentum
to any particle hitting the walls.

To support this explanation we have also investigated systems of half the size
−0.5 ≤ x/Lx ≤ 0, half the number of particles and with an elastic wall atx = 0.
The resulting hydrodynamic fields (not shown) are almost identical to the ones in
Fig. 3 except for a small region of about one diameter close tox = 0 where the
aforementioned effect is particularly visible.

In systems exhibiting stripe states, we have sometimes observed an oscillatory
instability of the central dense cluster inx-direction [57], in particular ifα is
low andLx is large. However, these oscillations occur on far shorter time scales
compared to the time intervalτ , over which we average to obtain stationary-state
quantities. Hence, these oscillations are completely averaged out in the presented
data.

4.2 Stress tensor and pressure

In Figs. 4 – 6 we show the components of the stress tensorσxx(x), σyy(x), and
σxy(x) for two different sets of parameters. Fig. 4 is typical for systems with
quite elastic collisions (α = 0.9) and moderate densities (φ0 = 0.4), whereas
Figs. 5 and 6 show rather dilute systems (φ0 = 0.15) at two different inelasticities,
a moderate one (α = 0.9, as in Fig. 4) and a strong one (α = 0.5). The off-
diagonal componentσxy of the stress tensor is always vanishingly small. The
xx-componentσxx is constant within the sample except for the boundary layer
close to the driving walls, whereas Fig. 4 displays a dip ofσyy in the center of
the sample, which is more pronounced for the more dilute system in Fig. 5 and
hardly visible in the strongly inelastic, dilute system of Fig. 6. Furthermore,σyy
increases considerably over a broad range in Fig. 6, when moving from a driving
wall towards the center of the system. Currently, the originof bothx-dependences
of σyy is not clear to us. While the stationary-state condition∇ · σ = 0 and
homogeneity iny requireσxx andσxy to be constant inx on general grounds, this
is not the case forσyy. We have carefully checked that thex-dependence ofσyy is
not caused by a shear instability associated with a non-zerovelocity fieldV (x) in
the system. Thus, there are normal stresses present in the simulated systems, and
they depend onx.

If the equation of state of the ideal gas were to hold, then thelocal pressure
p(x) would be related to the local temperature and density according to p(x) =

13
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ρ(x)T (x) = (4/π)φ(x)T (x). For our system the kinetic part of the stress tensor is
diagonal and each component is simply related to the corresponding temperature
σkin
xx (x) = ρ(x)Tx(x) andσkin

yy (x) = ρ(x)Ty(x). Hence the difference is due to
the collisional part of the stress tensor. It can be seen clearly from Figs. 4 – 6 that
collisions contribute significantly to the measured stresstensor. Here they have
been measured directly in the simulations and not only estimated by approximate
theories as has been done elsewhere [28, 29].

We have also estimated the global mean free pathℓ for our simulated systems
according to Eq. (9) in [2], which expressesℓ as a function of the global volume
fractionφ0 only. For the denser system withφ0 = 0.4, shown in Figs. 3 and 4,
this givesℓ ≈ 0.5 (in units of the diameter of the disks, that isℓ/Lx ≈ 0.025). For
the thinner systems withφ0 = 0.15, shown in Figs. 5 and 6, one getsℓ ≈ 1.65,
that isℓ/Lx ≈ 0.033. Thus, in all cases the mean free pathℓ is much smaller than
the scales governing the spatial variations of the hydrodynamic fields. The latter
are of the order ofLx, which is again a signature for the importance of the finite
system width.

4.3 Density scaling

For low global area fractions,φ0 . 0.01, we observe scaling of the relative local
area fractionφ(x)/φ0 when plotted versusx/Lx. This is shown in Fig. 7, where
we compare density profiles of systems with the same degree ofinelasticityα =
0.9 and the same line densityλ = 10.24, but different values of the box width
1280 ≤ Lx ≤ 20000, corresponding to global area fractionφ0 between6 · 10−3

and4 ·10−4 . The relative local area fractionφ/φ0 is seen to be a function ofx/Lx

only and does not depend separately onLx andφ0. If the global area fraction
were increased beyondφ0 ≈ 0.01 (not shown), then the data collaps would cease
to hold. In addition, the height of the peak would be reduced and instead of the
bell-shaped master curve in Fig. 7 one would get overall concave profiles, similar
to the one in Fig. 3.

The hydrodynamic approach to quasi elastic, driven granular gases in Sec. II D
in [2] predicts for low-density systems that the mean free path in units ofLx de-
pends only on the line density according toℓ/Lx = 1/(

√
8λ). When computed for

the situation of Fig. 7, one gets the small numerical valueℓ/Lx ≈ 0.034, indicat-
ing thatℓ is not a relevant length scale for the master curve of the rescaled spatial
density profiles. The theory of [2] also makes a prediction for the relative local
area fractionφ(x)/φ0 in terms of the solution of a first-order differential equation.
This differential equation includes one free parameter, which we have fitted in
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prediction of [2].

order to match the solution (dotted line in Fig. 7) atx = 0 with the master curve
from our simulations. The agreement is reasonable, showingthat inelasticities of
α = 0.9 are at the borderline of the scope of this otherwise powerfulapproach to
quasi elastic, driven granular gases.

5 Local equation of state

Having measured hydrodynamic fields in the steady state of the system, one is
led to search for a relation among them. Such a constitutive equation is needed,
for example, in all hydrodynamic approaches to driven granular gases in order to
obtain a closed set of equations [2, 28, 10]. In the last section it was shown that a
driven granular gas is intrinsically inhomogeneous. Therefore it is only natural to
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investigate how thelocal values of the granular temperatureT (x), pressurep(x),
and densityρ(x)—resp. area fractionφ(x) = ρ(x)π/4 in our units—are related
to each other. To do so we observe in Fig. 3 thatT (x), p(x), andφ(x) are all
symmetric inx. Moreover, and this is crucial,φ(x) is monotone inx for either
sign of x (except for a boundary layer of approximately one diameter in width
close to a driving wall, which we ignore). Therefore one can invert the function
φ(x) for positivex. Upon insertingx = φ−1

(

φ(x)
)

into the local pressure and
temperature, we arrive at the constitutive equation

p(x)

ρ(x)T (x)
= G

(

φ(x)
)

(14)

with some functionG. Fig. 8 shows parametric plots on a semilogarithmic scale of
the functionG with the values ofp(x)/[ρ(x)T (x)] plotted against those ofφ(x)
for all x (except for those in the boundary layer mentioned above). Inorder to
utilize a broad range ofφ-values, Fig. 8 contains data from 12 different systems,
all of which have the same coefficient of restitutionα = 0.9 and the same height
Ly = 25, but different widthsLx and different global area fractionsφ0. For not too
large values ofφ these data merge quite nicely, indicating that there is onlya weak
dependence ofG on the global system parametersLx andφ0 in the corresponding
parameter range. In this case the constitutive equation (14) can be interpreted
as the local equation of state of the system. The horizontal line in Fig. 8 marks
ideal-gas behavior, from whichG deviates due to the collisional contribution to
the pressure. These deviations increase significantly withincreasingφ.

The dotted line in Fig. 8 corresponds to the function

G(φ) = 1 + (1 + α)φχ , (15)

whereχ stands for the pair correlation function at contact of the associated elas-
tic hard-sphere gas in thermal equilibrium1. Sinceχ is not known exactly, we
estimate it by the Henderson approximation (29) for numerical purposes. In the
context of granular gases, (15) occurred originally in a global equation of state for
the homogeneous situation of a freely cooling granular gas [1]. In [29] this form
of G was used in the local equation of state (14) to get a theoretical prediction
for p(x) from simulations ofT (x) andφ(x) in a driven granular gas. Fig. 8 re-
veals that this works generally quite well for up to rather high local area fractions
φ(x) . 0.5. In even denser systems agreement still holds for the well fluidized

1The expression (15) forG with α = 1 is known from the exact equation of statep/(ρT ) =
1 + 2d−1φχ of ad-dimensional elastic hard-sphere gas in thermal equilibrium [61].
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parts. Deviations from (15) start to occur when entering thetransition zones to
the frozen-out stripe of particles in the center of these high-density systems. The
dashed-dotted line in Fig. 8 corresponds to the interpolation formula [2]

G(φ) =
φc + φ

φc − φ
(16)

for 0 ≤ φ < φc, which connects the behavior of dilute (van der Waals) and dense
(ordered) elastic hard-sphere systems. Hereφc := π/(2

√
3) ≈ 0.91 denotes the

area fraction for ordered closed packings in two dimensions. Eq. (16) was applied
to quasi-elastic granular gases in [2], and even for our simulations withα = 0.9
there is agreement with the local data in the low-density regions up toφ(x) . 0.4.
In addition, the most dense regions of regularly ordered, frozen-out particles in
the center of the high-density systems are described correctly, too. Yet another
interpolation formula forG, which is rather accurate for an elastic hard-sphere gas
even in the vicinity of the freezing transition, was put forward in Eq. (4) in [62]
and is depicted by the dashed line in Fig. 8. Thus, the crossover between fluidized
and frozen-out behavior in the inelastic, driven systems, which originates from
the transition zone at the border of the solidified stripe of particles in the system
center, is very smooth in comparison to the coexistence region of the freezing
transition for an equilibrated elastic gas. Moreover, the location of the crossover
depends on the global system parameters. Since both interpolation formulae, (16)
and the one from [62], were tailored for elastic systems in thermal equilibrium, it
is surprising to find such a good agreement with the local datafor driven inelastic
hard-sphere gases with restitutionα = 0.9.

When lowering the coefficient of restitutionα from 0.9 to 0.8 (not shown),
there are only little changes to the plot in Fig. 8. In particular, the spread of the
data pertaining to different systems increases, even for low densities. Still one may
be inclined to interpret (14) as a local equation of state—atleast approximately.
This situation is intermediate to the previous withα = 0.9 and the following for
strongly inelastic systems with coefficient of restitutionα = 0.5. Indeed, Fig. 9
reveals major discrepancies in the local pressure, which are due to the systems
with global area fractions aboveφ0 ≈ 0.2. The discrepancies occur even at posi-
tions in the sample where the local area fractions are below0.2 and where all the
more dilute systems, i.e. those withφ0 ≤ 0.2, agree reasonably with the proposal
(15). The concept of a local equation of state is therefore not sustainable any
more for such strongly inelastic systems, and (14) merely plays the role of a local
constitutive equation, which depends in addition on the global system parameters.
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6 Absence of scaling for velocity distributions

Finally, we examine the local velocity distributions of thedriven granular gas in
the stationary state. We distinguish between the local distribution

fx(x, vx) :=
1

ρ(x)

∫

R

dvy fstat(x, vx, vy) (17)

at positionx of the velocity componentvx in the direction of the driving and the
distribution

fy(x, vy) :=
1

ρ(x)

∫

R

dvx fstat(x, vx, vy) (18)

of the velocity componentvy perpendicular to the direction of the driving. By
definition, these velocity distributions are normalized tounity.

In order to determinefx andfy from the simulation we use two different meth-
ods. The first one extracts them directly according to their definitions (17) and (18)
from fstat, which is determined as described in Subsec. 2.3. One disadvantage of
this method is that it yields a smeared-out velocity distribution, which is spatially
averaged over the width of the stripVx centered aroundx. This is of practically
no importance in the middle of the simulation box, but strongly disturbing for
resolving the subtleties which occur close to the driving walls and are presented
in Subsec. 6.1. The second way of measuring the velocity distributions avoids
this problem: To getfi (i = x or y) we keep track of all those particles which
pass the line parallel to they-axis at positionx within a very long time interval of
lengthτ and whoseith component of the velocity lies in a small interval of width
∆v aroundvi. Let us enumerate these particles byni and denote their velocity
components byv(ni)

x andv(ni)
y . Then one has (in the limitsτ → ∞ and∆v → 0)

ρ(x) fi(x, vi) =
1

τ∆vLy

∑

ni

1

|v(ni)
x |

, (19)

because fori = x, resp.i = y, the right-hand side of (19) is equal to
∫

R

dvy
|Fx(x, vx, vy)|

|vx|
resp.

∫

R

dvx
|Fx(x, vx, vy)|

|vx|
. (20)

Here,Fx(x, vx, vy) := vxfstat(x, vx, vy) denotes thex-component of the (differen-
tial) current density in the stationary state at positionx of particles with velocity
componentsvx andvy.
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As compared to the first method of measuring velocity distributions, this one
is also statistically more effective for determining rare events, such as the high-
velocity tails in Subsec. 6.2. However, as far asfx(x, vx) is concerned for small
vx, the second method is inferior to the first, because (19) assigns a large weight
to the relevant events and therefore amplifies statistical fluctuations, too.

6.1 Effects of the discontinuity at a driving wall

Particle-number conservation at a driving wall requires the incoming particle flux
at the wall to be equal to the outgoing flux. For the velocity distributionfx this
implies the boundary condition [28]

fx(∓Lx/2, vx) =Θ(±vx − vdrive)

(

1∓ vdrive
vx

)

× fx(∓Lx/2,−vx + vdrive) , (21)

which must hold for allvx > 0. HereΘ(z) := 1 for z ≥ 0, respectivelyΘ(z) := 0
for z < 0, denotes Heaviside’s unit-step function andvdrive = 1 in our units
chosen. The boundary condition (21) relates the distributionfx of velocities prior
to a collision with the wall to the one after a collision with the wall. In contrast, the
velocity distributionfy must obey the usual reflection symmetry invy everywhere
in the system, that is

fy(x, vy) = fy(x,−vy) (22)

for all |x| ≤ Lx and allvy > 0.
We measured the velocity distributionfx(x, vx) at 25 different position in a

moderately inelastic system with coefficient of restitutionα = 0.9. Fig. 10 shows
the rescaled velocity distributioñfx(x, vx/

√

Tx(x)) := fx(x, vx)
√

Tx(x), mea-
sured using method one. At the driving walls̃fx is seen to obey the boundary
condition (21). When moving from a driving wall towards the center of the sys-
tem, the gap inf̃x gets gradually smeared out, and̃fx becomes more and more
symmetric. Clearly, even for this moderately inelastic system f̃x does not scale
for different x. The two extreme cases forx = −Lx/2 andx = 0 are shown
together in Fig. 11. The data for̃fx at the wall was obtained with the second
method for measuring velocity distributions. This result is in agreement with
Direct-Simulation-Monte-Carlo results in [28] and Molecular-Dynamics simula-
tions in [29].
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Figure 12: (Color online) Combined plot of rescaled velocity distributions:f̃x in
the middle of the sample (green crosses),f̃y at a driving wall (red squares), and̃fy
in the middle (blue triangles). Also shown is a centered Gaussian with unit vari-
ance (black solid line). The inset shows the central part of the main graph with the
(1433/2964/1340) data points being smoothed (running average over (41/85/38)
data points).

6.2 High-velocity tails

Our main result for the velocity distributions is the non-scaling and multiformity
of their tails. In order to observe these phenomena, extensive simulations for cap-
turing rare events are required and the data have to be analyzed on a logarithmic
scale. In contrast, on alinear scale the rescaled velocity distributions seem to col-
lapse approximately, as was observed previously by e.g. [2,63]. As an example we
show in Fig. 12 the rescaled distributionsf̃y(x, vy/

√

Ty(x)) := fy(x, vy)
√

Ty(x)
in the middle of the sample (x = 0) and at a driving wall (x = ±Lx/2) for the
same moderately inelastic system (α = 0.9) as in Figs. 10 and 11. Clearly, the
curves are reflection-symmetric invy. For comparison, we have also included the
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symmetric distributioñfx in the middle of the system. Deviations are visible for
small velocities only, as the inset of Fig. 12 shows. The corresponding Gaussian
(solid line) in Fig. 12 suggests that the velocity distributions are close to but not
identical to a Maxwellian. The approximate data collapse, which is observed on
this level of accuracy in Fig. 12, even continues to hold if the coefficient of resti-
tution of the gas is varied in a not too large extent. In considerably more inelastic
systems, such as forα = 0.5, this is not true any longer. For example, the peak
of f̃x measured in the middle of the system would be considerably broader and
flatter than the ones of̃fy in the center and at the wall (not shown).

In contrast, Fig. 13 a) shows the same data of Fig. 12 on asemi-logarithmic
scale and includes also velocities of much higher absolute values. From this figure
it is evident that scaling does not hold in the high-velocitytails of the distributions
either. Similar observations were made before in e.g. [29, 42]. The type of decay
in the high-velocity tails is different for̃fx andf̃y, and also depends on the position
in the sample, the coefficient of restitutionα, and the global area fractionφ0. This
is illustrated by examples of different systems in Fig. 13. In the insets we show
| ln f̃i|−1 on a double-logarithmic scale in order to determine the decay exponent
β defined by

ln f̃y
(

0, vy/
√
Ty(0)

) |vy|→∞∼ −
∣

∣vy/
√
Ty(0)

∣

∣

β
(23)

for f̃y in the middle of the sample. The exponent is defined accordingly for f̃y at
the wall andf̃x in the middle of the sample. For the moderately inelastic systems
with α = 0.9 in the first row of Fig. 13, the asymptotics has been clearly reached.
We note thatβ is different for the different distributions, and also depends on
the global area fractionφ0. Upon loweringα (top to bottom in Fig. 13) and/or
decreasing the global area fractionφ0 (left to right), the tails off̃y get more and
more populated, that is,β decreases. In very simple terms, this may be understood
from the fact that (i) the largest typical velocities are always of the order ofvdrive =
1 (see also Fig. 14) and (ii) thatvdrive/

√

Ti(x) increases up to 20 with decreasing
α and decreasingφ0. Hence, a Maxwellian velocity distribution would not be
able to supply enough probability to particles with velocities of the of the order
of vdrive, giving rise to the need of higher-populated tails. This argument suggests
different behavior in different velocity regions so that the distributions cannot be
fitted to the functional form (23) over the entire range of velocities [42]. Indeed,
such a behavior can be seen in Fig. 13 d), e) and f). The final asymptotics could not
always be deduced from the simulations, even though our datainclude velocities
which are up to 40 times bigger than the appropriate granularvelocities

√
Ti. This
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applies tof̃y in the middle of the sample in part e), where we suspect that the final
asymptotics has not been reached. An asymptotic analysis off̃x in the middle of
the sample is even more problematic due to particles that reach the system center
from a driving wall without undergoing a collision. These particles give rise to
the side peaks of̃fx in parts e) and f), which have prevented us from determining
β in these cases.

Fig. 13 contains smoothed data as in the inset of Fig. 12, and the scales of
the horizontal axes are determined by the square root of the appropriate granular
temperatures. For comparison, Fig. 14 shows the unsmootheddata corresponding
to Fig. 13 f), plotted directly versusvi (in units of vdrive). The side peaks of̃fx
in the middle of the sample are due to the above-mentioned particles which fly
from a driving wall to the system center without undergoing acollision. For the
vast majority of particles|vy| is less than 80% of the driving velocity. It is in the
region of this highest velocity observed forf̃y in the middle of the sample, where
f̃x changes abruptly its slope.

The exponentβ has also been determined experimentally in a strongly driven
gas so that gravity effects are small [16]. A valueβ ≈ 1.55 was measured for
a gas with coefficient of restitutionα ≈ 0.93. It was found to be remarkably
independent of the global area fractionφ0, which was varied from0.05 to 0.3.
We have also simulated the system of [16] with zero gravity (not shown) and
reproduced their value forβ. Even though the experimental data cover a wide
range of velocities, some of the interesting phenomena discussed in Fig. 13 cannot
be observed in this range. For the same reason the significance of the particular
valueβ ≈ 1.55 should not be overestimated.

Simulations of a driven granular gas in a circularly shaped box also yield
stretched Gaussian tails [42]. In addition, evidence is given thatβ depends only on
the coefficient of restitution and the average ratio of the number of particle-wall
collisions and particle-particle collisions. For homogeneously driven systems the
tail of the velocity distribution was theoretically predicted [22] to be governed by
the decay exponentβ = 3/2. Simulations in [64] agree qualitatively with it.

7 Summary and Outlook

In this article we explored the steady-state properties of agranular gas, driven by
vibrating walls. We have measured the full stress tensor, including the collisional
contribution. This allowed us to obtain a constitutive equation directly from the
simulations. The constitutive equation relates local density, pressure and temper-
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ature. For small inelasticity it can be regarded as the localequation of state of the
gas, because it is to a large extent independent of the globalsystem parameters.
For strongly inelastic systems this interpretation cannotbe sustained, instead the
constitutive relation depends on the global volume fraction and sample geome-
try. We have also measured local velocity distributions, whose high-velocity tails
were found to depend on the position in the sample as well as onthe coefficient of
restitution and the global volume fraction. Moreover, the tails are different for the
two velocity components parallel and perpendicular to the driving walls. To con-
clude, the stationary state of a driven granular gas is in generalnonuniversal—in
contrast to the corresponding elastic system. This is not unexpected because the
driven granular gas is a nonequilibrium state. Furthermoredriving the system by
energy input through the walls is effective only if the distance between the driving
walls is finite so that the sample geometry enters naturally.

We plan to extend our studies in various directions. It is straightforward to
also consider rotational motion of the disks, by generalizing the collision rules
to include tangential restitution as well as Coulomb friction. Again, the question
arises to what extent the additional parameters affect the local equation of state.
In this context it would be interesting to study the effects of gravity, which is
also important for comparison with experiments. Finally, one might also investi-
gate other driving mechanisms, like vibrations with finite frequency and non-zero
amplitude. Work along these lines is in progress.
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Appendix: A simple energy-balance argument

Here we derive the energy balance Eq. (12) by using argumentsas in [31, 58].
We do this in a slightly more general setting than needed for Eq. (12) and allow
in addition for inelastic collisions with the wall, characterized by a coefficient of
restitutionαw. The appropriate generalization of the collision rule (4) includes
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both the driving velocity and the coefficient of restitutionwith the wall,

v
′ = v +∆vpw with ∆vpw = [−(1 + αw)vx ± vdrive]ex . (24)

The special casevdrive = 0 andαw > 1 provides an alternative driving mechanism,
which, however, does not give rise to a stationary state, as will be shown below.
In order to be able to treat this limit and for a better readability of the formulae,
we refrain from using dimensionless physical units in this appendix.

The average energy gain∆Epw due to a particle-wall collision is estimated
from Eq. (24) by averaging the kinetic energy before and after the collison with a
Maxwellian velocity distribution with (global) temperatureT . This gives

∆Epw =
m

2

(

v2drive + 4αw

√

T

2πm
vdrive − (1− α2

w)
T

m

)

. (25)

The collision frequency of particles with the left (right) wall is estimated by

fpw =
N

Lx

√

T

2πm
, (26)

where we have assumed the density to be spatially homogeneous throughout the
system.

When two disks collide in the bulk, the average change in total energy is com-
puted similarly to (25) from (2) and (3) by averaging pre- andpost-collisional
kinetic energy, which yields

∆Epp = −1 − α2

2
T . (27)

Finally, the number of particle-particle collisions per time is given approximately
by Enskog’s collision frequency [22]

fpp =
N

Lx

λaχ

√

Tπ

m
, (28)

whereχ is the pair correlation function at contact of a corresponding elastic gas in
thermal equilibrium. Sinceχ is not exactly known, we resort to the widely used
Henderson approximation [65]

χ ≈ 1− 7φ/16

(1− φ)2
(29)
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for numerical purposes. It may be viewed as a heuristic rational approximation to
the virial expansion ofχ and is the two-dimensional equivalent to the Carnahan-
Starling approximation [61] for a three-dimensional hard-sphere gas. Additional
higher-order terms to the Henderson approximation, which are proportional to
φ3/(1 − φ)4, have turned out to be irrelevant for our purposes and will therefore
not be taken into account.

Summing over energy loss in the bulk and energy gain at the right and left
wall, we obtain for the total change in granular temperature

dT

dt
≈ 2fpwEpw + fppEpp

N

=
m

Lx

√

T

2πm

(

v2drive + 4αw

√

T

2πm
vdrive −

πψeffT

2m

)

. (30)

Here the dimensionless parameter

ψeff := ψ − 2

π
(α2

w − 1) (31)

is given in terms ofψ :=
√
2λaχ(1 − α2), which was already introduced below

Eq. (12). (We note thatλa is the dimensionless line density employed there.) We
briefly discuss two special cases:

a) Forvdrive = 0 andαw > 1 no stationary state is reached in general. Both,
energy gain and loss increase likeT 3/2, resulting in Haff’s law

dT

dt
= −ψeff

2Lx

√

π

2m
T 3/2 , (32)

which has been discussed extensively in the different context of freely cooling
granular gases. Here the temperature continues to decreaseor increase depending
on whether dissipation or driving wins.

b) Forαw = 1 andvdrive > 0 the granular temperature adjusts to the driving so
that the stationary state withdT/dt = 0 is characterized by the quadratic equation

1 + 2

√

2T

π
− πψ

2
T = 0 . (33)

The solution of (33) for the dimensionless global temperature T := T/(mv2drive)
is given in Eq. (12).
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