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Abstract. The Boltzmann collision operator for a dilute granular gamelastic rough hard spheres is much more intricate
than its counterpart for inelastic smooth spheres. Now tieetdy distribution function depends not only on the tiatienal
velocity v of the center of mass but also on the angular veloaitgf the particle. Moreover, the collision rules couple
and w, involving not only the coefficient of normal restitutian but also the coefficient of tangential restitutiin The
aim of this paper is to propose an extension to inelastic hquayticles of a Bhatnagar—Gross—Krook-like kinetic model
previously proposed for inelastic smooth particles. Thé&zBoann collision operator is replaced by the sum of thremse
representing: (i) the relaxation to a two-temperaturellecailibrium distribution, (ii) the action of a nonconsative drag
force F proportional tov — u (u being the flow velocity), and (iii) the action of a nonconssive torqueM equal to a linear
combination ofw andQ (Q being the mean angular velocity). The three coefficients andM are fixed to reproduce the
Boltzmann collisional rates of change ©f and of the two granular temperatures (translational aratiootal). A simpler
version of the model is also constructed in the form of twopted kinetic equations for the translational and rotationa
velocity distributions. The kinetic model is applied to gimple shear flow steady state and the combined influenaeaoid

B on the shear and normal stresses and on the translatiooaltyalistribution function is analyzed.
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INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

As is well known, the master equation for the dynamics of atinary gas in the rarefied regime is the Boltzmann
equation [1]. In the particular case of hard spheres, itsead

af(r,vit)+v-Of(r,v;t) = %v|f(r,;t), f(r,t)], 1)

wheref(r,v;t) is the one-particle velocity distribution function and
‘]el [Vl| f(l', at)a f(l', ,t)] = UZ/dVZ/da@ (g a) (g 8) [f(r,V/{,t)f(r,Vg,t) - f(rvvl;t)f(ravz;t)] (2)

is the Boltzmann collision operator. Her s the diameter of a spher®/x) is Heaviside's step functio is a unit
vector directed along the centers of the two colliding jgéeti,g = v1 — v» is the relative velocity, and the double
primes on the velocities denote the initial valye$, v} that lead to{vy,v2} following anelasticbinary collision:

Vi=vi—(0:9)0, V5=V2+(0-0)0. ©))

The basic properties of the Boltzmann collision operater ar

/vae'[v|f, f]—0, /dvvJe'[v|f, f]—0, )
/dvvz\]e'[v|f, f]=0, (5)

/ 2
Pv/fo. fo] =0 fov) =n ()’ 2exp<—%) , ©)

whereV = v — u is the peculiar velocity. Henceforth, for the sake of natatsimplicity, the argumentsandt will
be implicitly understood and generally omitted. Equati¢fisand (5) express the collisional conservation of mass,
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momentum, and energy, while Eq. (6) indicates that coltisido not change the local equilibrium distribution funatio
In the latter quantitym is the mass of a particle amo= [dv f(v), u =n~1 [dvvf(v), andT = (m/3n) [dvV?f(v)
are the local number density, flow velocity, and temperatespectively. Note that, as usually done in the literature
granular gases, the Boltzmann constant has been absortiedldefinition of temperature, so that the latter quantity
has dimensions of energy.

The mathematical intricacy of the Boltzmann operator (2kesat difficult to get explicit nonequilibrium solutions
of Eq. (1), especially beyond the scope of the Chapman—Eslethod. This has motivated the proposal of simplified
model kinetic equations [1] whed'[v|f, f] is replaced by a more tractable tekf[v| f] that preserves Egs. (4)—(6).
The simplest and most celebrated of these model kinetictiensas perhaps the one proposed in 1954 by Bhatnagar,
Gross, and Krook (BGK) and, independently, by WelanderlfZjonsists of the replacement

JeV|f, f] = KOV f] = —v[f(v) = fo(V)], v= I—;GZn\/nT/m, 7)

wherev(r,t) is an effective velocity-independent collision frequenkty expression is not fixed by Egs. (4)—(6)
and thus it can be freely chosen to optimize further agreeémvéh the original Boltzmann equation. The explicit
expression in Eq. (7) guarantees that the Navier—Stokes siezosity obtained from the BGK model coincides with
that obtained from the Boltzmann equation in the first Soajmgroximation [1]. The BGK kinetic model has proven
to be much more reliable than its formulation might antité@&ven in far from equilibrium states [3].

Needless to say, the complexity of the Boltzmann equaticreases when it describes a granular gas made of
inelastichard spheres [4]. In that case, the Boltzmann collisionatpeis given by

"1, ] = 02 [ dvz [ d6© (g-6) (9-6) [a 2F(v)) ()~ F(va)f(v2)]. ®)
wherea < 1 is the coefficient of normal restitution (here assumed todmstant) and Eq. (3) must be replaced by

1+a 1 . 1+a 1 .
> —(0-9)0, Vy =Vo+ > —(0-9)0. (9)

Vi =vi—

Mass and momentum are still conserved, so that Eq. (4) issalisfied by)"™'. On the other hand, the kinetic energy
is dissipated by collisions, so that one has

— m 2 qinel
7= 3n_|_/dvv Jnelly|f, ] > 0 (10)
instead of Eq. (5). Equation (10) defines the so-catledling rate { as a functional off. Moreover, inelasticity
prevents the system from reaching an equilibrium state arfigs (6) is not fulfilled byJ"€!. Instead, an undriven
homogeneous system freely cools down accordingTo= —, T, whered, is the cooling rate corresponding to the
so-called homogeneous cooling stétewhich is asimilarity solution of the Boltzmann equation depending on time
only through the temperature. As a consequence, the rdigisfplayed byf, and Eq. (6) is replaced by [5]

inel _ ﬁi .
~As in the elastic case, it is desirable to construct a kimatdel for granular gases by replacing the true operator
Jneliy|f, f] with a simpler termK"®[v| f]. Inspired by the BGK model (7) and by the properties (10) diij,(the
following kinetic model was proposed in Ref. [5]:
inel inel Z J
NI, 1] = KPPV ] = —A(@)v [ (v) = fa(v)]+ 5 o= - V(Y] (12)

wheref}, is here thdocal form of the homogeneous cooling state solution, obtainemh the latter by replacing— V

and by replacing the temperature and density with their lestlaies for the nonequilibrium state under consideration.
As also happened in the original BGK model (7), the modifieltision frequencyA v remains a free parameter. By
keepingv as given by Eq. (7), the factdr(a) can be chosen, for instance, to optimize agreement withittuesity,

the thermal conductivity, or the self-diffusion coefficiéar the Boltzmann equation [5, 6]. The latter criterion pin
yields A (a) = (1+ a)/2. The kinetic model (12) is still too complicated becauseeguires, on the one hand, the



solution of Eqg. (11) and, on the other hand, the cooling rata &unctional off through Eq. (10). In the spirit of a
simple kinetic model both conditions can be relaxed [5] bgstituting in Eqg. (12) the unknown local distribution
function f, with the local equilibrium distributiorip and the detailed cooling rafewith its local equilibrium estimate
{— (1-a?v.

While describing a granular gas, both the Boltzmann opef&)cand its associated BGK-like model (12) assume
that the inelastic hard spheres amooth However, there exist a number of relevant effects in granghses where
roughness plays a crucial role [7, 8, 9]. The main purposkisftaper is to extend the BGK-like model (12) to the case
of inelasticroughhard spheres characterized, apart fropby a coefficient of tangential restitutigh The situation
is now much more complex since, in addition to the transfetialegrees of freedom, there also exist rotational ones
[8, 9]. In fact, one can define two independent granular teatpees,T" andT'™!, and thus there are two associated
energy production rateg" andé&™!, instead of a single cooling rate The proposed kinetic model will be further
simplified by focusing on the translational distributiométion. This latter model will be applied and solved to the
steady simple or uniform shear flow.

THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION FOR INELASTIC ROUGH HARD SPHERES

Let us consider a granular gas made of inelastic rough hdwerep characterized by a constant coefficient of normal
restitutiona and a constant coefficient of tangential restitutfnThe coefficientor ranges froma = 0 (collisions
perfectly inelastic) tar = 1 (collisions perfectly elastic), while the coefficightanges fron8 = —1 (spheres perfectly
smooth) tof3 = 1 (spheres perfectly rough). Exceptiif= 1 andf3 = +1, energy is dissipated upon collisions. The
one-particle distribution functioh(r, v, w;t) depends not only on the translational velogityf the center of mass but
also on the angular velocity. In the dilute regimd obeys the Boltzmann equation

af(r.v,@t) +v-Of(r,v,@t) = Iy, w|f (r,, 1), f(r,- )], (13)

where the collision operator is

JOUINy; ey |, ] = 02/'de'/'dw2/da@(g- 6) (9-) [(aB) 2F (v}, all) F (v, 6}) — F(v1, 1) f (v, 639)] .

(14)
The restituting collision rules are [8, 10]
Vi=vi—C, Vvj=vo+C w”:w—iﬁxc w”:w—iaxc (15)
1 1 ) 2 2 ) 1 1 OK ) 2 2 OK )
where g1
4 1+a K 1+~ ~ o~ O
=—, C= — —(o- - = 16
K= 3 > ( 90+ [g (0-g)o zax(wﬁwz)], (16)

| being the moment of inertia. The value pfdepends on the mass distribution within the sphere and rons the
extreme valueg = 0 (mass concentrated on the centerkte 2 5 (mass concentrated on the surface); if the mass is

uniformly distributed, them = 5 Mass and linear momentum are conserved by collisions, edas
/dv /dwamugh[v, w|f,f] =0, /dv /dwvamugh[v, w|f, ] =0. (17)

On the other hand, except in the perfectly smooth cBse 1), collisions tend to decrease the mean angular velocity
Q(r,t). This can be characterized by a “de-spinning” r&edefined by

/dv/dwwamugh[v, w/f,f]=—lonQ, Q= %/dv/dwwf(v, ). (18)

In general, neither the translational nor the rotationalekc energies are conserved by collisions. This can be
characterized by the partiahergy production rates

o / dv / dwv2Ioushy, |, f], &=

- / dv / dw eIy, o[£, ). (19)

TI’Ot



Here, T = (m/3n) [dv [dwV?f(v,w) and T™ = (1/3n) [dv [ dww?f(v,w) are the translational and rotational
temperatures, respectively. In general, collisions pecedutransfer of energy between the translational and ooati
degrees of freedom and, consequently, the energy produeties? " and ™" do not have a definite sign. On the other
hand, unlessr = 1 andf3 = £1, the total energy (translational plus rotational) is igiated and thus the neboling

rate Trot Ttr
Z — (TtrEtr _|_TrOtEI'Ot) T= ;— , (20)
is positive definite, where is the total temperature.
Note that, instead off ™, one could have alternatively adopt?orlOt = (1/3n) [dv [dw (0—Q)*f(v,w) =

T(1— X), with X = kma?Q?/12T", as the definition of the rotational temperature. Its asgediproduction rate

Emt (&M —27oX)/(1—X). However, the disadvantage of this alternative choice as, tim contrast tof, the

coollng ratel = ({T —2{oX) /T associated with the alternative total temperaflre 3 (T" +Tr°t) T— 3T
is not positive definite and in fact becomes negative in thiéepty elastic and rough case E1,=1).

Equations (18)—(20) define the de-spinning rgtg)(the energy production rates{, &™), and the cooling rate()
as functionals of the velocity distribution functidn They can be estimated in terms of the local values, at", T,
andQ by the replacements

f(v.@) — fT (V) @), 7(v) = fF(v), (21)
where
(v /dwf v, @), (e /dvf v, ) 22)
aremarginaldistribution functions and{ is given by Eq. (6) witil — T". The results are [8, 10]
51+ 16 , 7
(o= 61+KV’ V= 3 ony/ T /m. (23)
5 T(1+4X)
tr _ K 1_p2 A
& = 12[1 a? +1+ (1 B)+(1+ L 5 (1+B)° ( = )]v (24)
5148 TY TO1+X) Kk TY(1+4X)
rot _ _ _ [ S A
&= Rk To {(1 P kWP v, (25)
5 TV ), 1-p2 T'(1+X)
Z—l—zm |:1—a + 1—|—K <K+ Ttl’ ):|V (26)

Before closing this section it is worthwhile noting that tenishing of the second integral in (17) is not verified

in the case of the operatdi0 [f1, 2] describing the collisions of tagged particles (label 1ywihtagged particles
(label 2). Under conditions mllderthan Eqg. (21) one has [10]

1+ a K 148
1+k 2 °

(27)

According to Eq. (27), the average collisional transfer ofmentum from component 2 to component 1 in the inelastic

rough case i3 (a, 3) times the value in the elastic smooth case. This properglévant for self-diffusion problems.

/dVl/dlelJ;_%ugh[Vlawl”la f2] ’“A(a,ﬁ)/dVl/dwlvlJflz[VLwﬂfl, f], A(a,B)

KINETIC MODELING

Joint distribution function

As in the smooth-sphere case, both elastic [cf. Eq. (7)] arthstic [cf. Eg. (12)], the idea behind a kinetic model
is the replacement of the complex Boltzmann collision omer#° 9 f, f,] by a much simpler terrK™U9 f_f] that
otherwise retains a number of basic physical conditionsaAmtural extension of Eq. (12), the BGK-like model
proposed here for the joint distributidnis

Etr

Iy, @, £ — KMy, @l f] = —A(a,B)v [f(v,@) = fg (V) " (@)] + %5 - [V (v, @)]
+%£J {[2200+7 (@-0)] f(v.0)}, (28)



where 32 )
= (™ Vol ™) ot — (! RICE")
fo (V)=n (ZHT") exp( o7t ) fo (W) = = exp i (29)

are the local equilibrium distributions at independentgenatures. The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (28)
can be interpreted as representing the action of an exwragforceF = — 3¢ V. Likewise, the third term represents

an external torque of the ford = — {ZZQ(H—?M(OJ— Q)}. By construction, the model (28) complies with the

exact properties (17)-(19), regardless of the choice okffextive collision frequency v. Based on the property
(27), here the adopted choice foandA is given by Egs. (23) and (27), respectively. As o, £V, and& ™!, they are
explicitly given by Egs. (23)-(25).

Marginal distributions

The kinetic model (28) represents a significant simplifaxativith respect to the original Boltzmann collision
operator (14). However, it is still too complicated a modebrie wants to apply it to situations where the BGK-
like model (12) for inelastic smooth spheres allows for éxatutions [6, 11, 12]. In order to get explicit results that
might be useful to assess the influence of roughness on tieedbgsical properties, it seems desirable to use Eq. (28)
as the starting point for an even simpler kinetic model.

More explicitly, we consider now the kinetic equations foe marginal distributions defined by Eq. (22). When the
replacement (28) is inserted into Eq. (13) and integratieer @ or overv are carried out, one obtains

Etr a

a fr(v)+v-Of"(v) = —A(a,B)v [f"(v) — (V)] + YT Vi (v)], (30)
o 1" (@) +u- 01 (w) = —A(a, B)v [ (@) - fo*(w)] + %% {[260+ 7% (@-)] *(@)}. @D

Upon writing Eqg. (31) we have taken into account that+ O - (nu) = 0 and have introduced thegproximation
/dvvf(v, ) = nuf™(e). (32)

Thanks to this approximation, the kinetic model (28) for jihiat distribution f yields the set of two coupled kinetic
equations (30) and (31).

Actually, the kinetic equation (30) for the translationatdbution functionf® is coupled, vi&", to the rotational
distribution £t only through the first and second momef@sindT™". Therefore, only the equations for these two
guantities are needed to close Eq. (30). From Eq. (31) orse get

aQ+u-0Q=-nQ, dITmt—l—u-DTrOt:—Erc’tTrOt. 33)

Equation (33) can alternatively be derived directly from B) by applying the approximations
/dv/dwvwf —nuQ, %/dv/dwvwzf — nuT"™ (34)

which are weaker than Eq. (32).

The simple BGK-like model (30) is formally analogous to timeg@roposed in Ref. [5] for smooth spheres, Eq. (12).
The key difference is that the cooling rates replaced by the energy production rgtg which depends not only on
T but also orQ andT™!, the latter two quantities obeying Eq. (33). Despite itddemess, this model can be useful
to explore the basic influence of roughness on the transktfroperties of a dilute granular gas.
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FIGURE 1. Surface plots Of—ny/nTtr (left) andT)}r/Ttr (right) as functions ofr and in the simple shear flow of a dilute gas
of inelastic rough hard spheres with a uniform mass distigbuk = %).
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FIGURE 2. Parametric plots ofa/Av)? and (Py/nT")? as functions oﬂ')}r/Ttr in the simple shear flow of a dilute gas of
inelastic rough hard spheres. The circles indicate fouressmtative cases.
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FIGURE 3. Surface plots oR(Vy,Vy) = g (Vx, V) /g8 (Vx, Vi) for a = 0.8 andB = —1 (left) and fora = 0.8, 8 = 0.2, andk = £
(right) in the simple shear flow of a dilute gas of inelastiogb hard spheres.



APPLICATION TO THE SIMPLE SHEAR FLOW

The simple (or uniform) shear flow is an incompressible floirdel by a linear velocity fieldi = ayX, a uniform
density, and a uniform temperature. This paradigmatie &ahacroscopically quite simple since only a hydrodynamic
gradient existsg = duy/dy) and moreover it is a constant. On the other hand, it is ingmbtb remark that the steady
state resulting from the balance between inelastic coa@imd)viscous heating is inherently non-Newtonian [13]. In
the steady state Eq. (30) becomes [6, 13]

J t t t t
d_\/xf "(V)==A(a,B)v [f"(V)—fg (V)] + TN VET(V)]. (35)
Taking into account thad 4+ u- 0 = 0 in the steady simple shear flow, Eq. (33) yie@s= 0, £™' = 0. The latter
condition determines the ratio between the rotational amadistational temperatures from Eq. (25). Insertion of this
ratio into Eq. (24) giveg". The results are

Trot 1+ ¢ 5 ) 1-p?
LI S LN T Pl I 36
T KTt ¢ 12( at K1—B+2K>" (36)

Interestingly, the temperature ratio is independentroft ranges fromT™!/T" = 0 in the perfectly smooth case
(B=—-1)toT"™/T" = 1 in the perfectly rough cas@ & 1). This temperature ratio is the same as in the homogeneous
steady state driven by a white-noise thermostat. Multigifooth sides of Eq. (35) ByVj and integrating over velocity
one gets a set of algebraic coupled linear equations forlémeentsR; = m[dV WV, f" (V) of the pressure tensor.
The structure is the same as in the smooth case [6, 11] andystherfinal results are quoted here:

tr
—aV &9

. omd 1 By V32T T 1 W N gy
37‘[/\2(1602n/5)2§tr(1+Etr)2’ nTC T qggr T TEOTE T g ae’ TE ™

where.{Ntr = & /Av is the scaled energy production rate and we have introdineedrtisotropic temperaturg@d’ =
Ri/n, whereP; is theith normal stress. The absolute maximum value bfis %1(109— 16\/1_1) ~ 0.95 and

corresponds ta = 0, Kk = % and 8 = 13— 4/11~ —0.27. Elimination ofElr betweenT,"/T" and eithera?/T"
or Py/nT" yields two nonequilibrium “equations of state” independeinr and, namely

2 2 tr tr
2o (23T (T8 Py \"_3L (1_ IV
#=(5) =3 (Tytr ) ) Za7e (T ) (38)
Figure 1 shows the dependence of the rati@g,/nT" andT)}r/Ttr on both coefficients of restitutiom andp for the

casek = % (uniform spherical mass distribution). The anisotropfeets induced by the shearing are measured by the
departure oRy/nT" andT}}r /T from 0 and 1, respectively. We can observe that, for a fixedevaf 8, those effects
increase monotonically with decreasiagOn the other hand, for a fixed value @fthe influence of roughness is not
monotonic, the higher deviations from anisotropy takiracelfor central values @. The dependence ghbecomes
less important as the inelasticity increases. In the elasise ¢ = 1) andB = +1, Ry/nT" =0 andTy'/T" =1, as
expected. The two universal equations of state are platt&igi. 2. Every triad a, 3, k) is represented by one single
point in each graph and all the representative points lidherctirves given by Eq. (38). The end points of the curves
correspond t¢a = 0,8 ~ —0.27,k = %) and(a = 1,3 = +1,k = arbitrary).

A practical advantage of kinetic models is the possibilitypbtaining explicitly the velocity distribution function
Exploiting the analogy with the smooth case [6], the solutmEg. (35) turns out to be

fr(v) = / dse (138)sqy (€ (v +asy)) (39)

This expression is formally analogous to that of an ordirfard with a Gaussian thermostat [3]. The marginal
distributiong" (Vy, V) = [, dV, f(V) is also given by Eq. (39) except for the replacem%ﬁ"é — &, ff(v) —

gb (i, W) = [, dV, f (V). Figure 3 show the ratiR(Vy, Vi) = g (Vx, V) /08 (Vy, Vy) for inelastic smooth spheres with
o = 0.8 and for inelastic rough spheres with= 0.8, 3 = 0.2, andk = % As can be observed, the distortion from the

local equilibrium distribution is higher in the latter caban in the former.



CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper a two-level BGK-like description for a diluteagular gas of inelastic rough hard spheres has been
proposed. At a more fundamental level, the one-body josttihution functionf (v, w) is assumed to obey the kinetic
equation (13) with the replacement (28). The model preseihve Boltzmann collisional integrals (17)—(19) with the
de-spinning ratedy) and the partial energy production raté$ @ndé&™") given by Egs. (23)—(25). At a simpler and
cruder level, the translational distribution functitfi(v) is assumed to obey Eq. (30), complemented by Eq. (33), while
the rotational distributiorf () satisfies Eq. (31). The second level prevents one from atioguior correlations
between the translational and rotational degrees of freg@b. On the other hand, the model kinetic equation (30)
can be useful to investigate the basic influence of roughoredse translational properties of the granular gas.

The kinetic model made of Egs. (30) and (33) has been appligbtsteady simple shear flow problem. The solution
predicts that the temperature rafi¢®/T" is independent of the coefficient of normal restitutimrand is given by
Eq. (36). On the other hand, according to Eq. (37), the retdisbear stresB/nT", the reduced shear raagA v, and
the anisotropic temperature ratig$/T" andT,’/T" depend orr and only through the reduced energy production

rate&". It is observed that, at a given valuefthe dependence of those quantitiegois not monotonic, this effect
being less pronounced as inelasticity increases.

It is planned to carry out computer simulations to test thevaktheoretical predictions for the simple shear flow.
Moreover, the kinetic model (30) will be applied to othertetathat have been solved in the case of perfectly smooth
spheres, such as the Couette flow [12], the gravity-driveése®Rdle flow [14], and the uniform longitudinal flow [15].
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