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Abstract. The modeling of the elastic properties of disordered or seal@ solids requires the foundations of the
theory of elasticity to be revisited, as one explores scati@ghich this theory may no longer hold. The only cases for
which microscopically based derivations of elasticity doeumented are (nearly) uniformly strained lattices. Angtc
scopic approach to elasticity is proposed. As a first stepraacopically exact expressions for the displacemeratirstr
and stress fields are derived. Conditions under which linktic constitutive relations hold are studied theoadliic
and numerically. It turns out that standard continuum &lagtis not self-evident, and applies only above certaia-sp
tial scales, which depend on details of the considered syatel boundary conditions. Possible relevance to granular
materials is briefly discussed.

PACS. 46.25.Cc Static elasticity: theoretical studies — 61j4Bisordered solids — 62.25.+g Mechanical properties
of nanoscale materials — 83.80.Fg Granular solids

1 Introduction {mi;r;(t); vi(t)}. Following [§] define the coarse grained mass
density at positior and timet as

It is quite surprising that the existing microscopic justtion

of the time-honored theory of elasticity, which has been-tho p(r,t) = Z m;p[r — r;(t)]. 1)

oughly researched in a variety of disciplines, is limitedab j

tice atomic conﬁguratlonsﬂ[l] Classical continuum elasti . . . .

theory has been applied to a large variety of systems, mujyds'm”arly' define the momentum density as

granular materiald [2]. In recent years the same theory &éas b

applied for the description of elastic properties of micaod p(r,1) = Z mivi(t)glr —ri(t)]; @)

nano-scale systems (e.gﬂ, [3]). Itis a-priori unclear \Wwhethis '

theory applies at such small scales.

o R) is a normalized non-negative coarse graining func-
The study presented below shows that the justlflcatlong 9 9 g

n (Wlth a single maximum @R = 0) of width w, the coarse
raining scale. Unlike |n[[5] here only spatial, and not pem

ral coarse graining, is invoked. Upon taking the time ddnrea

of Egs. ) and performing straightforward algebraic ipan

ulations [b] one obtains two of the equations of continuum me
%hanics. Eq.|]1) yields the equation of continuity:

elastic theory based on a microscopic picture is not emtir
straightforward. As expected, one finds that linear contmu
elasticity is valid on sufficiently large scales. Anothesutk

is that like in granular matter, one observesce chains in

strained elastic systems (also observecﬂn [4]). Thesensh
are not “visible” in the corresponding stress field. Claslsice-

chanics is assumed throughout this paper. The case oftisosta p(r,t) = -V -p(r,t) = =V [px,)V(r,t)], (3)
systems, which has received considerable interest intdradi

ture, is not specifically addressed here. wherep = 22, and the coarse grained velocity field is defined

by V(r,t) = p(r,t)/p(r,t). From Eq. [R) one obtains the mo-
mentum conservation equation:
2 Coarse Graining and Constitutive

. 0
Relations Pa(r,t) = ~ 3 [p(r, ) Vo (r,t)V(r,t) — oap(r,t)], (4)
B
2.1 Preliminaries where Greek indices denote Cartesian coordinates.

Define f;;.(t) to be thea-th component of the force ex-
Consider a system of particles (indexed{iy) whose masses, erted on particlé by particlej (j +# ¢) at timet (assuming pair-
center of mass positions and velocities at titrere given by wise interactions)r;; = r; — r;, and the fluctuating velocity
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of particlei: vi(r,t) = v;(t) — V(r, t). With these definitions, The macroscopic displacement fieidis history dependent,
the stress tensas, s, is given by the following expression:  i.e., the displacement at timedepends on the trajectories of
the particles fromt = 0 to ¢. However, noting that,;, = v;,

1 whereu; = r;(t) — r;(0) is the displacement of particieand
ap(r,t) = —3 > i) (5 invoking integration by parts in Ecf](9), one obtains (in Ene
LI3i#T lerian representation):
1
X / ds@lr —ri(t) + sr;j (t)]] u(r,t) = ul®(r, 1) (10)
0 t

;1 i o N ’

_ Z mil (v, 0! (r, O)[r — i(t)], —i—/o dt 7)o z; mivjg(r, tu, (r,t)
The first term in Eq.[{5) is commonly referred to as the “con- X¢[r —r; (f')]] ; (11)

tact stress” (or “collisional stress”), while the seconudrtés a
kinetic contribution (the “kinetic stress” or “streamingess”), where
which vanishes for quasi-static deformations.

_ > miw ()Pl — ry(t)]

Th ; ; ; ; - u'™(r,t) , (12)

€ energy conservation equation can be obtained in a sim- S myolr —r;(1)]

ilar way. Assume, for simplicity, that the forces are dedive . ’

from a potential functionf;; = —V ;& (r;;), with obvious no- anduj(r,t) = u;(t) — u'™(r, ).

tation. Define the energy density as: It is claimed that'™™ represents the displacement field rel-
) evant to linear elasticity, i.e., the error is nonlineartia strain.

e(r,t) = 5> mv? (t)plr — ri(t)] To this end, let} = max; =%l wherej represents the near-
ij

2 i est neighbors of anda;; is the distance between the particles

1 iandj. Lete* = max; €. Linear elasticity is a theory which is
5 Y D (ri(1) Slr — ri(t)]. (®) linear ine*. Following the above definitions,

0.5317]
Application of a time derivative te(r, t) and a rearrangement Ul — 2251 [Uia (t) — tja (O] Alr — rs(1)] (13)
of terms yields the energy conservation equation: “ 2ok mid[r — ri(t)] 7
. 0 hence|u,,,| < Cye*, whereC; depends on the coarse grain-
é(r,t) = “ors [Va(r, t)e(r,t) = Vaoas(r,t) + ca(r, 1)), ing sc|ale,|anqv§a| < Cye* /7, whereT represents the typ-
(7) ical time scale on which th¢u;} change (in the quasistatic
where the heat flux;, is given by: limit,7 — oo, while e* remains finite). The integrand in EﬂlO)
is thusO (e*?). As a matter of fact, it is easy to show that the in-
ca(r,t) = (8) tegral on the right hand side of Et[[lO) is bounded from above

by O (¢*?). Note thatZ% £ v/, sinceu, is defined with re-

ot
% Z mvi?(r,t) + Z P (ri;(t)) | vig(r,t)p[r —r;(t)]  spectto thdineardisplacement'™ and not the exact displace-
i 3,g#i ment,u. A useful feature of the linear displacement? (r, ¢),
is that, unlike the exact displacement field [E@ (20)], peleds
4& Z [Vl (£, 8) + Vi (£, 8)] fija(t)rija(t) only on t_he micros_co.pic (_Jlisplacements gt titnte e

i jrits The linear strain field is,5(r, t) = 3 [ “gf;’ ) 4 “gra’ }

1 Notice thate,, 3 = O (¢*). Following the above arguments, this
X /0 dsg[r —ri(t) + sri;(t)] ] expression can be replaced by:

el (o) = 5

1{oug(r,t) | Oup”(r.1)
org Ora

] , (14

2.2 Displacement and Strain

Following elementary continuum mechanics, considerede- the error being) (e*?).
rial particle whose initial (Lagrangian, at time = 0) coor- Itis interesting to compare the above results with some pre-
dinate isR. Its (Eulerian) coordinate at timeis denoted by viously defined heuristic calculations of the strain fieldheT
r(R, t). The corresponding (Lagrangian) displacement field isean field strain (e.g[][6]) is based on the assumption that
given byu™*(R,t) = r(R,t) — R. The material particle’s ve- the relative particle displacements are described by theana
locity is V(R t) = du'* (R, t) /0t. It therefore follows that scopic strain, i.€4ij0(r, 1) = €qprijp Whereu;; = u; — u;
u?(R,t) = f(f VEa(R, t')dt'. Using the definitions presented(an affine deformation). An improvement of this method, vihic
in Sec[2[1, one obtains: enables a local evaluation of the strain field, is providethisy
. ) , ) “best fit” hypothesis]]]?], whereby the rms difference betwee
(R, 1) = / > mivi(t)r(R, 1) —ri(t')] &, () the actual relative displacements and the above mean field ex
’ o 2;migr(R, ) —x;(t)] ' pression for them is minimized in a given volume, to produce
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a ‘best’ strain field. The mean field approaches are in general Consider, for sake of simplicity, only systems with pair-
inconsistent with local force equilibrium (except for hoges wise interactions. In order to develop linear elasticity @an
neous deformations of lattice configurations). Thereftiie, assume, without loss of generality, harmonic interactions
mean field (or best fit) strain constitutes an uncontrolled ap

proximation of the strain field. The difference between tke e B (r45(1)) = EKU (|rij| — lij)Q , (15)
act strain field, the linear strain as given by EgJ (14), are th 2

best fit approximation are demonstrated in Hg. 1. In this8gu yherey, ; is the equilibrium separation of particleand;. The
the above three fields are presented for a one dimensionial chgce on particle exerted by particlg is given, to linear order

of 1000 point particles connected by linear springs of randofR the relative particle dispiacements,, by:
rest lengths (mean rest length= 1, relative standard deviation !

0.29) and random spring constants (relative standard deviation £, ~ —K; (fgj ) U—ij) f-?j’ (16)
0.13), the global strain of the system beiag= 0.05. To this ' '
end, a Gaussian coarse graining functign) = —L, e~ (Irl/w)* where the superscrift denotes the reference configuration,

2

with w = 50a has been employed. In the calctlation of the bel XVhiCh all particle pairs are at their equilibrium separat

fit strain, the fluctuations with respect to the mean field at&yj| = li;), i-€., an unstressed configuration (prestressed states
weighted using the same coarse graining function as in the 8@ not considered here). . _

act formulation. As seen in Fif]. 1, the linear strain is vdoge It is apparent that even in this case, the microscopic ex-
to the exact strain, whereas the best fit provides quite a p&éessions for the contact stress [the first term in Eg. (5] an
approximation (for the case of equal spring constants, ésé bthe strain [EQ-@4)_] are not manifestly proportional. Tefere

fit method yields a uniform strain, while the correct strasn jmacroscopic elasticity is not a-priori obvious. To see histill
space dependerfi[8]). In general, heuristic approximation COmes about, substitute Ef.]16) in E. (5). The contacsstre

the strain field may result in inaccurate constitutive jetz.  t© linear order infu;; }), is:

. 1
1 0 20 .0
0.052 | | | (v t) =5 lz Kt iy s (17)
— Exact ij
Py ---- Linear Strain 1
0.051 === Best Fit I X / d5¢[r — r? + Srzoj] .
0 .

Consider a volumé?, whose linear dimensioml’, is much
larger than the coarse graining scale, and letr be an in-
terior point of {2 which is ‘far’ from its boundary. Let upper
case Latin indices denote the particles in the exteriof2of
which interact with particles insid€. Since the considered
system is linear, there exists a Green’s funct®rsuch that
Uiy = GiaJIQUJB fori € (2. Let: LiljaJﬂ = Gia]B — GjaJB.

It follows that: u;jo = Lijassuss. Under a rigid translation
(aII { uJ} equal):uij =0, henceuija = LijaJB [UJ,@ — UIQ(I‘)].
It follows that

400 450 500 550 600 650
X Uijo = Lijasg [ug(rs) — ug(r)] + Lijasps [uss —us(ry)],

. . . L . (18)

Fig. 1. Thg Eulerlaq straia(z) vs. positionz |nthe.central reglon.ofa wherew 3 — up(ry) is a fluctuating displacement. The sum
linear chain of particles connected by linear springs ofleam spring gyer .7 in the second term can be shown to be subdominant

constants and rest lengths, calculated by three methoelsefe. whenW sufficiently exceeds. The first term equals, to lead-
ing order in a gradient expansion:
Qus(r)
. . ug(ry) —up(r) =~ (ryy —74)- (19)
2.3 Stress-Strain Relation Ory R

It is not a-priori clear that the stress field can be expressedSubstituting Eq.[(19) in Eq[(L7):
a linear functional of the strain field, even for small defarm )
tions. Each of these two macroscopic fields, cf. E 5j§4), ~ = T 0o _ 20 .0 20

a differentaverage of microscopic entities. Once aﬂ\grkaging is Tap(r) = 2 [Z KijLijyau (rg, = 1v) FiiaTijpT iy (20)
invoked to produce macroscopic fields, on cannot deduce the L

microscopic entities from these fields. This is one of thedamn « / dslr — 12 + 510
mental flaws of the mean field approaches, which rely on such a o g K
deduction. Below, an exact method for obtaining lineartelas

ity, which demonstrates the above problem and highligtgs ttvhere rotational symmetry has been invoked. Thus linear ela
scale limitations of this theory, is outlined. ticity is valid when||e|| < 1 (the strain components are small)

j

EHV(r)v
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and|WWV,Vsu| < 1. Note that the elastic moduli depend, ir(by matrix inversion) for a given applied s, yielding (for each

principle, on the position as well as the resolution (thiotige

choice ofe,z) a set of displacemenf{ai§ }. The latter are used

coarse graining functiost). Our numerical results (see belowYor calculating the linear strain field [using Eﬂ14] anaelar
indicate that the contribution of the second term on thetrightress, Eq]ﬂ?). The coarse-graining function used is,

hand side of Eqm8) to the stress is smaller than a naivedboun

based on surface to volume ratios implies.

2.4 Elastic Energy

In the quasistatic limit, the energy density reduces, cf.(E)q
to:
1
e(r,t) =5 > B (ry(1) ¢lr — (D). (21)
0,317

To lowest nonvanishing order in the strain, the potentiargn
corresponding to Eq[(15) is given Byx;; (29 - uij)z. Hence,
at this order:

e(r,t) = % Z Kij (f‘% 'U.ij)Q (]5[1‘ — I‘i(t)].

1,757

(22)

If linear elasticity is to hold, one must have= %0' - €. A set
of straightforward transformations on EE(ZZ) yields:

e(r,t)

> (fij - ul) ris

4,551#]

1 0 |1

X /0 dsplr —ri(t) + sri;(t)]]-

H(R) = 6(R) = — >

= — %z (25)
l4+e >

(the Fermi distribution), chosen as a smoothed Heaviside-fu
tion. The length on which the function decays to zevaan be
chosen independently of the coarse graining sealén all the
calculations presented below,= %. The constand is fixed
by the normalization: in 227 [ R¢(R)dR = 1.

In this case of an ordered lattice, the strain components con
verge to the applied strain components evemfor d. This
should be expected, since, as mentioned, for a lattice aenfig
ration (with uniform spring constants) under homogeneais d
formation, the particle displacements correspond to aneaffi
transformation, rendering the mean field approximatiorcexa
The corresponding stress components are scale-indepgerslen
well, and consistent with the continuum isotropic elastmdm

uli for a triangular lattice (Lamé constants= u = @).

For disordered systems, even for a “homogeneous applied
strain” as described above, the stress and strain fieldalaoe i
mogeneous, in general. Linear elasticity should still Hehat
least as an approximation, as described in Eec. 2), i.eotiad |
stress should depend on the local strain by an appropriate lo
cal linear relation on a sufficiently large coarse grainioals.

In order to examine the influence of disorder on the validity
of linear elasticity, disordered systems were generatasiedb
on the triangular lattice configuration: a random number, un
formly distributed in the rangp-4dd, 4d], is added to the: and

It can be shown that the second term on the right hand sidejofoordinates of the particles. Particles whose distanoesis |
Eq. (23) represents the adiabatic limit of the divergendtef thanc,,., = 1.1d are connected by springs, with rest lengths

heat flux [Eq. [B)], i.€., the work of the fluctuating forceste

equal to the particle separation in the initial configunatjen-

surface of a control volume. As this term is a divergence ofsairing an unstressed configuration), and spring constanits u
flux, its average over a sufficiently large volume tends t@zerformly distributed in the rangfK — 6K, K + §K|. Note that
i.e. theaverageof %a-e over a sufficiently large volume (not itsthis choice ofc,,.x can decrease the coordination number, for

‘local value’) is the elastic energy density. As in the poas
section, one obtains that classical elasticity is validydor
sufficiently large scales, in particular scales for whictirface
contributions”, as explained above, vanish.

3 Numerical Results

some of the particles, to a value smaller than 6, for suffttren
largedd (this kind of topological disorder can give rise to qual-
itatively different effects than positional disorder). @ealuate

the extent to which disordered systems are described by the
equations of linear elasticity, the following proceduraiged.
Three independent global straic’ij§6; i = 1,2,3 are applied,

and the stress and strain fields are calculated at a givem poin
According to linear elasticity, these fields should be Iihea

The above results are demonstrated on a two dimensional (?&/fited, though the elastic moduli may be position dependen
system of particles with harmonic interactions [Eg] (18g.a N @ 2D system with central forces (as used here), thererare, i

first test case, consider a square-shaped triangularelatio-
figuration, with uniform nearest-neighbor spring constakit

general, 6 independent elastic moduli. Each deformation pr
vides three linear equations for these moduli (howeveayitte

and rest lengths equal to the lattice constarstubjected to the shown that two independent deformations are insufficient fo
following boundary conditions. The displacements of theipa determining them, and three deformations are requiredy. Th

cles at the boundary (whose positions are denote@t@}) are

elastic moduli are determined using 6 of the 9 linear equatio

chosen to yield a homogeneous deformation, i.e., the baynd&he stress components which are not used in this procedure

is subject to an “applied strain,s:

UIa = €ap (7’15 - 7"05) ) (24)

are then calculated using these elastic moduli, and thkiesa

are compared to those computed directly using E (17). The
root mean square of the differences between the stress eompo
nents calculated by employing the measured moduli and their

wherergg is an arbitrary point, chosen to reside at a corner dfrectly measured exact values (normalized by the normeof th

the system. The (linear) static equilibrium equations ahees

exact values)4, is used as a measure of the extent to which
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the system is described by linear elasticity at a given jwsit viation is quite large for small coarse graining scales, ibut
and for a given value of the coarse graining scale. decreases to less than 1% for> 12d, indicating that linear
The stress and strain components at the center of a disasticity holds reasonably well beyond this scale. Not th
dered system of siz€0d x 40d, with d = 0.1d, K = 0.1K at this scale, the stress and strain are still scale depgnaten
. C g 0.005 0.0075 . inhomogeneous, which implies that linear elasticity doelsl h
and applied straire” = 0.0075 0.01 ) &€ shown in locally inside the system, with elastic moduli which depend on
Figs.[2[B, respectively, for different coarse grainingesaT hese position (and scale). The deviations from elasticity foinailar
fields are obviously inhomogeneous, hence the observee sistem with higher disorder (withi = 0.15d, 0K = 0.15K)
dependence (note that for coarse graining scales appr[gacliﬁ shown in Fig{|5. One may interpret the observed fluctuation
the system size, the values of the strain components do &p-an indication that the scale required to obtain lineatiela
proach their imposed global values, as expected). ity exceeds the size of the system, as even at scales cldss to t
size there is no clear saturation to a linear elastic redatio
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Fig. 2. The strain components vs. the coarse graining scalén a

disordered configuration (see text), for an applied stedisee text). Fig- 4. The deviation from elasticity in a disordered configuratisee
text), measured by (see text), vs. the coarse graining scale,

0.02
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Fig. 3. The stress components vs. the coarse graining secala a
disordered configuration (see text), for an applied steditsee text). Fig. 5. The deviation from elasticity in a configuration with higher
disorder compared to Fiﬁl 4 (see text), measuredik{gee text), vs.
the coarse graining scale,
Fig. H shows the deviations from elasticity, measured by
A as defined above, for the same disordered system. The de-
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4 Concluding Remarks for describing the deformation. Furthermore, when the lbeun
ary conditions result in tensile stress components in angive
It is important to note that the results presented in Eec.v@ haegion, contacts may break there preferentially in spedific
been obtained with boundary conditions chosen to obtain a hections [B[112]. A similar type of stress-induced anispjrbas
mogeneous strain field. Indeed, in the case of a lattice, & uéen suggested in the context of plastic models for soil me-
form strain is obtained. Thus the inhomogeneity in the disathanics ], Another source of deviations from elasti¢ity
dered case is not a result of the applied boundary conditiagranular friction. Note, however, that static friction istrdis-
but of the disorder itself. When inhomogeneous boundary caipative, and it may actually prevent the breaking of caistac
ditions are applied one expects an inhomogeneous straih figktending the elastic range of frictional systems with eesp
even in a homogeneous system. In this case one should obs&yvRe (idealized) frictionless case. Once the limit ofistfitc-
deviations from linear elasticity on small scales or clasthe tion is exceeded, friction is kinetic and dissipation doesus.
boundary. The deviations from standard linear elastidityd In this case one expects plastic failure, which is cleariyoel
be particularly prominent in small systems. This is indewl tthe limits of validity of elastic theory.
case [p] for an ordered (lattice configuration) slab of éet As a final remark, force chains, which have been observed
resting on a rigid support (“bottom”) with a point force ajgol in both experimentﬂ4] and simulatior]s [15] of granular ma
to the center particle at the “top” (motivated by experinsenterials, are also observed in elastic syste} E[4,9]. Howvege
on granular system§ [1[0]11]). A comparison of the stress fighown in [91, force chains appear even in inhomogeneously
obtained at the bottom of slabs of different heights (nunaber strained lattices which are macroscopically isotropi@ tiuthe
layers of particles) with corresponding continuum elastie inherent small-scale anisotropy of discrete systems. Tine ¢
lutions [9] shows significant deviations, for a small numbgr responding stress field, even at small scales, does notiexhib
layers. These deviations decrease as the size of the systensimilar structures in an isotropic system, i.e., force ohalo
creases, rendering continuum elasticity a good approimatnot necessarily imply an inhomogeneous stress field.
for a sufficient number of layerg](40) in 2D, O(60) in 3D].
For disordered systems, this effect is even more pronouased . .
elasticity sets in on larger coarse graining scales (wHiclukl gg/%pior_t front1 fthlf Israklel S|C|gncz Foundation, grants no.&38/%
be compared to the size of the system). An additional factor 1S gratetully acknowledged.
which is expected to influence the crossover to linear elasti
ity is a possible inhomogeneous stress in the reference, st
as observed infJ4] (in the examples presented here, the re%?ferences
ence state is unstressed). [h [4], a similar crossover has be _ _ _ _ "
observed for thevibrational modeof disordered systems, in 1. C. .Klttel, Introduction to Solid State I?hysms (Second Edition)
which the strain is typically inhomogeneous. While not men- (Wiley, 1956); R. P. Feynman, R. B. Leighton, and M. Sanide:
tionedin El], their results appear to suggest that the onasds Feynman Lectures on Physics, Vol.(Rddison-Wesley, 1964);
obtained for larger system sizes as the frequency (waviieng ?Ad:rg:]r:j::grﬁé:li%%%?ynam'cal Theory of Crystal Lattices
Is_lncreased, I.e., as the strain gradients are largeristonty 2. R. M. NeddermanStatics and Kinematics of Granular Materials
with the above arguments.

The ab id . I he th ical cal (Cambridge University Press, 1992); S. B. Savag@rat. NATO
e above considerations, as well as the theoretical calcu- ASI on Physics of Dry Granular Media, Cargese, France, 1997
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