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W e propose a nonlinear hydrodynam icalm odel of granular m aterials. W e show how thism odel
describes the fom ation of a sand pilk from a hom ogeneous distribution of m aterial under gravity,
and then discuss a sinulation of a rotating sandpilke which shows, iIn qualitative agreem ent w ith
experin ent, a static and dynam ic angle of repose.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he nature of the theory which describes the m acroscopic transport in granularm aterials ] rem ains an unsolved
problem . W e propose here a candidate theory, Inspired by features ofnonlinear hydrodynam ics NH ) .G iven its success
In treating transport in a variety of com plex system s E], NH seem snaturalto use in this context. In developing any
continuum m odel of granular m aterials, however, one is challenged by the need to incorporate som e rem nant of the
discrete nature of the underlying m aterial.

T he developm ent of our theory is based on the hypothesis that the states ofa system can be soeci ed In tem s of
a few ocollective variables (@t su clently long length scales), and that these states are connected in tin e by the local
conservation law s supplem ented w ith constituitive relations. T ypically, the collective variables used are the conserved
densities which, in the sim plest view of granularm aterials, are conservation ofm ass and m om entum . C onservation of
energy ism ore com plicated In this case than In sinple uids, due to locally inelastic processes EB] which m ay transfer
energy Into intemal degrees of freedom . A though we know how to inclide the energy density into the description,
we begin with a m ore prin itive theory which uses only them ass density and them om entum densiy g.

The key di erence between sinple uids and granular m aterials is that uids organize over short tim e scales
to be spatially hom ogeneous, whilk granular m aterials can exist over very long times in spatially Inhom ogeneous
m etastable states: m etastable, because individualgrains do not alwayspack togethere ciently; long-Jasting, because
the lJarge m asses of the grains prevent themm al uctuations from adijisting particles into a tighter con guration. Any
com plete description ofgranularm aterialsm ust be able to explain the nature ofthese quenched inhom ogeneous states.
E xperin ent suggests that a sandpilk contains \force chains" E] which serve to support the pile in the presence of
extemal stress; these chains are surrounded by regions of sand which are com paratively unstressed, and which allow
thepilke to ow and to settle under vibrations.

Since these sandpiles (in the absence of forcing) are static, the m om entum is negligble, and we are left with the
density eld asour sole toolin describing the pile. O ur prin ary hypothesis is that the density eld alone issu cient
to capture the m etastable nature of the system when at rest. Speci cally, we describe the force chains as regions of
sand in which the packing of the grains is ideal, having the m axinum possible density. W e will call these regions
\closepacked". T he other, \loosepacked" regions have their grains arranged in som e non-optin alcon guration, w ith
a slightly sn aller density. W e propose that these an all variations In the density eld are su cient to descrbe the
m etastable nature of sand.

U sing dynam icalequationsbased on localconservation ofm assand m om entum , this quenched pattem in the density
can be prepared in a dynam ic process driven by an e ective free energy w th m inin a characterizing the loosepacked
and closepacked regions. T his presents the opportunity to grow a sand pile under the in uence of graviyy starting
from an iniialhom ogeneous state, and in the construction of the sand pile one builds up, in a selfconsistent m anner,
an inhom ogeneous equation of state characterized by a nontrivial stress tensor.

T he basic structure of our theory, based on localconservation law s, is straightforward. M oredi cul isthe nclision
of these com peting close and loosepacked states. C learly these require a detailed description of the shortest length
scales treated In the m odel; there is a com petition of length and energy scales of a type not encountered In sinple

uids. Such a short-range description w ill depend on details of the particular granularm aterial; we w ill be satis ed
w ith a theory that dem onstrates som e generic properties of sand, as described in the next section. It seam s reasonable
that onem ay then be abl to re ne the m odel to include variations in the shapes and types of ndividual grains.

W hik the short-range length scalesgivedi culy, the large-scale nature ofourm odelpresentsusw ith the advantage
of a description close in scale to those phenom ena which are m ost visble to experim ent and casual cbservation. O ne
ulim ate goalis to address the existing E] m acroscopic shaking and rotation experin ents. A 1so, such a theory should
eventually be usefl In analyzing the surface states produced In large-am plitude shaking experim ents ﬂ].

T here have been a num ber of attem pts @] to use hydrodynam ics to understand the dynam ics of sand piles. T hese
e ortsdi er from the one advanced here in that they do not propose to ©llow the fullevolution ofthe system . There
hasalsobeen a signi cant theoreticale ort to descrbe granularm aterials through the use ofkinetic theorym3]. This
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approach is organized at a m ore m icroscopic level, w here the connection to the m acroscopic, static, m etastable phase
of the system is less direct @] and coupling to experim ent m ore di cul. In m any of these cases it is necessary to
\liquefy" the granularm aterial iIn question, giving it so m uch energy that it loses itsm etastable quality which seem s
to be crucial in describing certain aspects of a sandpile’s behavior.

In this paper we begin by describbing som e generic features of sand which we hope to Incorporate Into our m odel.
W e then proceed to a developm ent of our dynam ical equations from a generalized Langevin equation. This w ill lead
Into a discussion of the choice of a driving free energy, which willbe crucial in creating the quenched pattem in the
density eld.

To test the validity ofthe theory we tum to sim ulation on a two-din ensional lattice. W e beginh w ith a rectangular
box containing a hom ogeneous distrbution of sand under the in uence of graviy, and we show that it does indeed
form a sand pilke w ith an inhom ogeneous distrdbution of loose and closepacked states. W e then tum to sin ulations n
a circular container, rst form ing a sand pik using the sam e technique, and then rotating the pile at di erent soeeds.
W e com pare the resulting angles of repose and oscillations about those angles to corresponding experin entaldata in
the literature.

II. PROPERTIES OF GRANULAR MATERIALS

W e want to construct our m odel to be com patble w ith the follow ing aspects of granularm aterials:

1. G ranularm aterialshave a clum ping property; sin ulations ofsin ple system sofinelastically colliding ballsprovide
evidence for this phenom enon. O ne possbl explanation for this cum ping is the theory of inelastic collapse
E]: when two particles collide nelastically, they lose energy from their translational degrees of freedom and
s0 recede m ore slow Iy than they approach each other. On average, the particles stay closer together than if
they had collided elastically, and regions of higher density build up. This can also be described in term s of a
hydrodynam ical instability [13].

2. Themm alenergies In a sand pilke are very am all com pared to, for instance, the average gravitationalenergy. T hus
we should be ablk to ignore thermm alnoise.

3. Because of the Jarge m asses of the grains, one does not expect a signi cant vapor pressure above the interface
as is found in liquid-gas system s. Indeed we expect a very dilute gas of grains above the pile, whose density
exhibits a Boltzm ann distrbution due to the e ect ofgraviy.

4. Sand piks are strongly driven by graviy and, because of the lack of them ale ects, the dense sand pik is
separated from the dilute gas above by a sharp interface.

5. G ranular m aterials are strongly disordered, w ith m etastable structures form ing upon creation of a pik. This
is also due to the lack of them ale ects. A sm entioned in the Introduction, there is evidence of stress chains
running through the buk of sand pils, which m ay be associated w ith the ram i ed clum ps form ed in the m ore
dilute system s studied using kinetic theory. The in portant point for us is that there is com petition between
som ew hat m ore dense dom ains (stress chains and arches) and other, m ore loosely-packed regions In the pike.

6.G ranularm aterials are sti : when m oved or Ppstled the pile can for a tin e behave as a solid ob fct. T hus the
sand pik should have a relatively uniform density.

7.0ne speci c exam ple of this sti ness is that a sand pile can m aintain a non-horizontal surface. For exam ple,
when a pik of sand in a container is rotated about a horizontal axis, it does not ow Inm ediately but waits
until its surface passes a certain critical angle (called the angle of repose) w ith the horizontal. A ccording to
Reynolds @], thise ect isdue to the static interlocking grains that m ake up a granularm aterial: the pile must
dilate rst, giving these grains freedom to m ove about, before ow ispossible.

8. It iswell known that granular m aterials can be very sensitive to boundary and nie-size e ects; the fam ous
B razitnut-to-the-top phenom enon @], for nstance, is strongly in uenced by both.

W e w ill touch on these points whilke developing ourm odel.



III. DYNAM ICAL EQUATIONS

Inspired by nonlinear hydrodynam ics, we begin w ith the generalized Langevin equation E, E]
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(T hroughout this section, sum m ation is im plied over all repeated indices.) T he variables are the \slow" elds of
Interest in the problem : asm entioned earlier, these are the density eld () and themomentum eldg®).The st
temm V [ ]isthe stream ing velocity, and corresponds to the reversible term s In typicalhydrodynam icalequations. A s
we w ill see, it depends on the P oisson brackets of the slow elds, as well as the derivatives of the Landau-G Inzburg—
W ilson (LGW ) e ective free energy F . The second term  is dissipative In nature, and is the symm etric m atrix of
dissipative coe cients. Because granularm aterials are essentiallly zero-tem perature system s (oroperty E), there isno
them alnoise driving the system .

For our systam , the free energy F can be broken up into kinetic, potential, and extemalparts:

F=Fx +Fp + Fg: )
From them odynam ics, one has the resul that the variable conjigate to them om entum density isthe velocity eld:
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w here i is a vector label. T he kinetic energy contribution to the free energy thushasallofthem om entum dependence:
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while Fp and Fg are functions only of the density. W e w illm ake further assum ptions as to the form ofFp below .
Fg is the free energy due to extemal forces: for instance, In the presence of a uniform gravitational eld
Z
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w here the scalar g is the acceleration due to gravity and zp is the bottom ofa con ning box.
T he stream ing velocity V. (In Eq. @)) is given by the equation
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where the Indices ; run over the set £ ;g9g. W e calculate the Poisson brackets by dentifying the elds wih
m icroscopic variables, evaluating their P oisson brackets, and expressing the results in tem s of the , getting the
standard resuls @]
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W ih these and the appropriate derivatives of the free energy, we can calculate the stream ing velocities:

V= 1r g )
and
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By choosing = 0, one easily obtains the usual continuity equation
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T he com ponents of the dam ping tensor associated w ith the m om entum density,
Lij gig; 7 42)

can be expressed in tem s of the viscosity. If L were Independent ofthe uctuating elds, then we could write i In
the general form

Ly= 1k T 1F % 13)
w here
2
ki = ol x+ &30+ (o go)ijkl (14)
is the viscous tensor, and o and o are the \bare" viscosities. It is m ore realistic, however, for the dissipation to
depend on the density of the sand, and so we Introduce a function ( ) Into the dam ping tensor:
Ly= axsr 1 ( ()ry): 15)
W e shallsay m ore about ( ) below . It should be em phasized that, In a system w ith strong nonlinearities and spatial

Inhom ogeneity such as ours, there exists no sinple relationship between these bare viscosities and their physical
counterparts.
W e can now w rite the rem aining Langevin equation:
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At this point, we must choose a orm for Fp . In this sin ple theory, we m ake the assum ption that Fp is of the
square-gradient form

d 1 2
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where f ( ), the free energy density, is a local function of , and c is a positive constant @]. Thus we have
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Tt should be noted that we can rew rite this equation as the divergence of a stress tensor plus a tem representing
extemal forces:
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T his is the usual continuity equation for conservation ofm om entum , jist as our expression for the density’s evolution
is the continuity equation for conservation ofm ass.

For calculational reasons, we prefer to work not w ith the m om enta g, but the velocity eldswv,de ned by E q.[k3)
above. In tem s of the density and velocity elds, the equations ofm otion becom e
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and
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To proceed further, one needs to choose form s for ( ) and the viscosities. For very low densities we expect that the
dissipative part of the equation should vanish; ©r this to happen, ( ) must go to zero at least as fast as 2. H igher
powers of seem to m ake our num erical calculations m ore stable, so we have used = *. This issue is not very

In portant In the dense sand pile where 1.W e choose | = % o hEqg. ) so that jj;1 is isotropic:
k1= o0(i k1t & 51+ 11 %) (22)
In this theory, the input m ost crucial in specifying sand-like behavior is the free energy density £( ). W ih an
appropriate choice of £ we w illbe able to create a system that isvery di erent from conventional uids.



IVv. CONSTRUCTING THE FREE ENERGY DENSITY

W e w ill construct the free energy f ( ) using three steps, as outlined in Fjgureﬂ. T he m athem atical details of the
description of the free energy can be found in the A ppendix.

a) b) C)

f(P)

FIG .1: Three stepsto our free energy density: a) w ith no m etastability; b) w ith a barrier to create m etastability, and c) w ith
wells to sti en them aterdal.

W e can think of £ ( ) as a potentialwhere the system picks out values of the density which correspond to m inin a
of £. A key assum ption is that, from P roperty , grains of sand tend to clum p together, and so the potentialhas a
mnimum which we arbitrarily placeat = 1. The grainsthem selves are incom pressible, so the potential rises rapidly
for densities higher than = 1. Sim ilarly, the potential becom es large as one approaches zero density, to prevent
unrealistic negative values of the density anyw here in the pike.

Calculations show that this potential, so far, is enough to capture som e properties of sand: the sharp interface ofa
sand pile, for Instance. H ow ever, it is stillm issing one key elem ent, and that is the m etastability found in experin ent.
Any pik form ed using this free energy would be hom ogeneous in density, and show no evidence of the close-packed
and loosepacked regions m entioned in property E W ithout these regions, ourm aterial would be little m ore than a
slightly com pressible liquid.

In Figure ﬂb, we Introduce this m etastability into the system by placing a barrier into the potential jist to the
kft of tsm inimum . W e now have the follow Ing picture: the m InIn um represents the optin al packing for the sand
grains. A s sand com es together, i increases the density of the pile until it reaches the density of the barrier where
it is frustrated: it can no longer proceed to the optim al packing. However, as the sand begins to pilk up, pressures
In the pilke can provide enough of a push so that som e regions m ay pass the barrier and reach the m inim um of the
potential.

T his potential has all of the right features, but In sin ulations it proves to m ake a sandpilke that is too soft and
licquid-like. To sti en the pik, we introduce two wells, as in Fjgureﬂc: one for the closepacked states and one for the
loosepacked. W ith the wells, this is the free energy we have used in our calculations. Future possble m odi cations
to this free energy w illbe discussed in our conclusion.

V. NUMERICAL ANALY SIS

B ecause the proposed m odelhas a strongly nonlinear nature, we are forced to study this system ’s evolution num er—
ically, hoping that this w i1l inspire subsequent analyticalwork. The rst order ofbusiness is to determ ine num erically
w hether this system ofequations, running forward In tin e, can prepare a state that looks like a sand pik. In principle,
this should be straightforward to do. In practice, there are a num ber ofdi culties in putting these partialdi erential
equations onto a space-tin e lattice.

1. Lattice spacing: It is understood that, to solve PD E ’s num erically, one m ust keep the tin e step m uch an aller
than the lattice size; otherw ise, the system develops physical instabilities. W e have chosen a typical convention
ofsetting x= 1land t= 0:001.

2.W e know that there are in portant nite-size e ects In granular system s, and so we must be prepared to
exam Ine our m odel in various sizes and shapes of containers. This paper focuses on two such contaners: a
rectangle 200 units high and 100 units w ide, and a circle w ith a 100 unit diam eter. O ther containers have been
tried aswell, yielding sim ilar results.



3. O neofthe discouraging aspects ofthis approach isthe largenum berofparam eters goveming the system . T here
are param eters to controlthe intrinsic free energy, the squaregradient energy, aswellas those for extemal forces
like gravity. There is the nite size of the box and the nature of the boundary conditions. D ynam ically, there
are the viscosities and the initial level of the density and velocity elds. In this paper, the values of these
param eters have been chosen to obtain structures that resem ble sand piles. M ost of these choices are reported
In the appendix where the form ofthe free energy is descrbed in detail; in addition, we takec= 10 and o= 12.
Furtherwork isneeded tom ap out the range ofparam eters forw hich we cbtain physicalbehavior, and determm ine
w hich param eters are ultim ately In portant.

4. This num erical problem would be rather straightforward if not for a set of persistent unphysical in stab ilities;
w ithout care the system can and will explode in a very unnatural fashion. T hese explosions are of two, closely
related types: runaway velocities and negative densities. To alleviate the rst, we have taken the pragm atic
step of locally averaging the velocity if it gets lJarger than som e em pirically determ ined cuto

O ur free energy densiy hasbeen designed w ith a barrierat = 0, but negative densities do tend to show up in
our calculations, speci cally In the dilute region above the sand pik. W e take two steps to counter them : when
the density of a site is sm all and positive ( < 0:05), we average the site’s velocity w ith half of the neighbors’
average velocity. In addition, when the density dips below zero, we bring In density from its four neighbors to
bring it above zero. In treating these instabilities, we have been very carefulnot to violate conservation ofm ass.

VI. FORM ING A SAND PILE

Asa rst example of how our m odel works, we begin wih a nearly uniform distrbution of sand which, under
the In uence of graviyy, form s a sand pile at the bottom of the container. O ur container is a tw o-din ensional box,
overlaid w ith a square lattice 100 units w ide and 200 unishigh. B oundary conditions on the walls ofthe container are
non-slip. O ur initial conditionsare = 05+ and v = v, where and % areboth small (0.001 m s) random
perturbations in the system . Becausem ass is conserved and because the density inside the fomm ed pile should have a
density about 1, we expect the interface to form in the m iddle of the box, around z = 100. In principle, one should
average over ensam bles of initial conditions. T hat is not necessary for our purposes here, but w illbecom e im portant
in m ore quantitative work.

The rst question is whether the m odel captures the overall dynam ics of the system : our physical picture of the
situation has the sand particles all under the in uence of graviy, so at rst there will be a net acceleration. As
particles begin to hit the bottom of the container, their velocity drops to zero, and the system as a whole decelerates
until it ends up at rest. To see if this is true we m easure the average kinetic energy

X
KE = — ;)W (2;x) 23)

Z ;X

w here the sum is over the entire box, and V is the total num ber of lattice sites. Fjgureﬁ show s a plot of the kinetic
energy ortwo runsw ith di erent gravitational accelerations.

In both cases the behavior is just as expected, with an In m ediate acceleration followed by a deceleration to rest.
A Iso interesting to note is the di erence between the curves: the run w ih stronger gravity causes the pike to fom
faster, with a higherm axin um kinetic energy resulting from the higher initial potential energy of the system .

To get a clearer picture of the stationary state our system is settling into, we consider the density pro I:

1 X
P @)= — (zix) 24)

X

where N , is the num ber of sites across the lattice.

Figure E superin poses snapshots of this pro Il at seven instances n tine. Initially, the pro Xk isa at line
P (z) = 035, representing the iniial hom ogeneous distrbution. A s tim e progresses, the density begins to increase
for low z, ndicating pile form ation; at the sam e tim e, the density at higher altitudes is decreasing. By t = 30 the
system has settled into a phase-separated system ofhigh-density pile below and low density \gas" above, w ith a sharp
Interface between the two (agreeing w ith property @ in section IT.)

T he height ofthe pile can be de ned asthat value ofz forwhich the pro I reachesP (z) = 0:5, or halfthe average
density of the pile @]. This is plotted as a function of tine in Figure B, along w ith the vertical coordinate of the

system ’s center ofm ass:
P
xiz 2 (2i%)
zcy = B @5)

wiz  (2iX)
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FIG.3: Thepro kofthepik forg= 0:5,t= 5;10;15;20;30;40;50. T he variabl z represents the height above the bottom of
the container, which isat z = 0.

w ith the sum s over all the points In the lattice.

At rst the center ofm assm oves downward in tin e parabolically, as it should w ith the system in free 21l A s the
sand starts to pile up, less and less of the sand is in m otion and the center of m ass approaches a constant height of
52 6. The height of the interface m oves contrary to this, of course, settling in at 102, about halfiway up the container.
Since the average density of the dense pile should be about 1, and we began w ith a uniform distribution of density
035, the position of the Interface is jist a little bit higher than our expectation that the containerbe half full of sand,
suggesting that the pilk has an average density slightly less than one. T he center ofm ass is slightly higher than the
m dpoint between the base and the interface of the pik, suggesting that the pile is som ew hat top-heavy, which is
surprising.

Since on the large distance scale our systam looks like a sand pik, we tum our attention to the an allscale features
Inside the pik. Speci cally, we want to investigate the com peting regions of loosepacked and closepacked states,
m entioned in property E

of section II, corresponding to the two wells in the free energy. Recall that these wells are
separated by a barrier, which we have placed at 0:99; or de niteness, we say that all stteswih > 099 are
closepacked and all sitesw ith 0:85 < 0:99 are Ioosepacked.

In Figure | we count the num ber of loose and closepacked sites as a function oftin e, fortwo di erent strengths
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g=0.5 g=1.0
35 45
loose-packed T _Close-packed
30 |- . 40 T
35 / —
25 — |
30 | —
3 3 |
2 20 N close-packed | =2 25 F | .
5 S 20} .
e 151 1 = 20 ’,»
15 / —
10 —
10 —
5L N loose-packed
5 - -
y
O | Lo | | | | | | | O 2 | | | | | |
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 0O 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
time

time

FIG .5: Number of loosepacked and closepacked states forg= 05 (kff) and g= 1.

of gravity. N aturally, the loose sites start to form  rst; som e of these are then pushed across the barrier and becom e
closepacked due to the weight of sand on top ofthem . Both graphs show the num bers of loose and closepacked sites

approaching a constant as the pilk settles. Notice that the nalratio of low -density to high-density sites is sensitive
to param eters such as gravity: a stronger gravitational eld has a greater capacity to com pact the sand and create

m ore closepacked sand.

Figure E show s how these loose and closepacked regions are distributed through the pik for the sam e two values
ofg. The top halves of each pile share sin ilar features: both have a layer of loosely-packed sand on top, where there
is no other sand to weigh i down and com press . Inm ediately below the surface In the center there is a region of
tightly-packed sand, which dips farther below the surface In the center of the pile than to either side. T his region is

anked by colum ns of loosely-packed sand, which are In tum anked by dense sand up against the edges of the box.
Thedi erencesin the two piles arem ostly at the bottom : the run w ith less graviy ism ostly loosepacked in the bulk
of the pile, whilke the run w ith m ore gravity is tighter. N ote how ever that in neither case is the density uniform : one
nd patches of both types In both piles. In particular, the pattems in the center ofthe g= 05 pilem ay hint at

can
the stress chains that are seen in experim ent.
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FIG . 6: Pattem of loose (grey) and close (plack) states forg= 05 (left) and g= 1.

VII. ROTATING A SAND PILE
A . Setup

O ne of the standard ways to probe a granular system is to rotate it about som e horizontal axis. This m ethod
dem onstrates several characteristics of a granular m aterial, and the m ost In portant of these is the anglk of repose.
Actually, there are (at least) two such angles associated with rotation. If one begins wih sand in a cylindrical
container, having a horizontal free surface, and then begins to rotate the cylinder about is axis, the surface of the
sand w ill Increase in slope along w ith the container’s rotation until it reaches som e critical slope, at which point an
avalanche w ill restore the surface to a m ore horizontal state. Thiswe m ight calla \static" angl of repose, . Ifone
continues to rotate the cylinder, then one oftwo things w ill happen:

1. If the rotation is slow enough, then the ow along the surface will com e to a stop before a further ncrease n
slope should cause an avalanche again. The result is a periodic, intemm ittent ow, and the interface oscillates
about som e average angl.

2. If the rotation is faster, the ow from the rst avalanche does not have tim e to stop before the next avalanche
begins. The system settles into a state where there is a continuous ow along the surface, and the interface
m alntains a constant angle w ith the horizontal.

In both cases, wem ay take them ean angl that the surfacem akesw ith the horizontalovertim e and callit a \dynam ic"
angle of repose, 4. In the periodic case, a quantity as In portant as the angl of repose is the size ofthe uctuation
about that angle, 4. The actual values of these angles seem s to depend experin entally on a num ber of factors,
Incliding particle size and shape, the hum idity of the air, how the pike is form ed, boundary conditions, and so forth.
T he experin entalresults of Jaegeret al. E], for instance, nd that sohericalglassbeadsw ith diam eters ofabout half
a m illim eter show a dynam ic angle of repose 0f26 ,wih a uctuation of2.6; whilke rough alum inum -oxide particles
w ith the sam e diam eter show a higher angle, 39 , wih a uctuation of5. These seam to be typical values. W hat
w illbe m ost in portant in our qualitative analysis is that these angles exist and are non-negligble.

W e set out to nd evidence of these two angles In our model. To better m atch experim ents in this eld, we
move from a rectangular box to a circular one having a diam eter of 100 lattice sites and the sam e no-slip boundary
conditions. W e grow a sand pilke here aswe did before: F jgureﬁ show s the pattem of loose and close-packed states In
a pile form ed in our circular container.

To best m in ic rotation under experin ental conditions, one would ideally set up rotating boundary conditions,
giving a constant velocity to the sand at the edge of the container. This has tumed out to be di cul to do In
practice: one reason is that, due to the lattice, our boundary is not a perfect circle, and there is a tendency form ass
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FIG.7: Pattem of Ioose (grey) and close (plack) states for g = 1 in a circular contamer. It is interesting that this looks
m ore like the lower gravity distrbution in the rectangular box, In F igure H, with a clum p of high density oating on top ofa
Jow density sea. This is probably due to the sm aller am ount of totalm ass In this system .

to \leak" In orout ofthe boundaries w hen the boundary conditions are not strictly no—=slip . B ecause of this, we choose
to in plem ent rotation by rotating gravity w ith a constant period of rotation T .

To ook for an angle of repose we need to m easure the angle that the interface m akes w ith the horizontal (that is,
the nom alto gravity). The most direct way to do this is to  t the interface of the pile wih a Iine, and m easure
the anglk that this line m akes w ith the horizontal. T his is indeed one of our probes: we de ne as our interface those
points which are In the pile ( > 0:5) which have a nearest neighbor outside of the pile, and, to reduce boundary
e ects, we throw out those points that are not w thin one half radius from the center.

Thism ethod should be ideal, but because ofthe nite size of our system , this m easure ends up depending on only
a few points which m akes it sensitive to various local perturbations. For this reason, we introduce another m easure
which we call the \bulk angk" Where the rstm ight be called the \surface anglk"). This lJatter m easure is sin ply
the angle that a line passing through the center of the container and the center ofm assm akes w ith the vertical. T his
m easure depends on the entire system and so is less sensitive to noise. It willbe equal to the surface angle In the
event that the pile has re ection symm etry across the verticalaxis; t willdi er from the surface anglkeby some xed
am ount if the shape ofthe pile during rotation is asym m etric but constant. F jgureE show sa plot ofthe two m easures
for a typicalrun.

[
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surface angle ——
bulk angle ------—-
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FIG . 8: The behavior of the surface and buk angls for a typical run (T = 200). N otice the overall sim ilarity In the shape
of the two plots, although the buk angl has a much sm oother curve. The buk angl is consistently above the surface angl,
suggesting that the pile has an asym m etric shape. A llangles are m easured in degrees.)
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B . Static Angle ofR epose

W ith the surface anglk and bulk angle m easures in place, ket us look system atically at our data. F irst, we consider
the behavior of the pile In the rstm om ents of rotation, w ith three di erent periods T (Fjgu1:{|9) .

25 : 20 T
T=200 — T=200 — i
T=280 - T=280 - Iy
T=400 - . o400 /’M‘V/\% o ,;/v'\m\w
solid — solid I o "
20 15 e .
“ Mﬂ\m
————— e e i
~ . y
015 510 g
2 s o ,
< g
x | S ]
F] 10 § 5
5 0 “‘
0 i 5
30 35 40 45 0 5 10 15

0 5 10 15 30 35 40 45

20 25 20 25
angle rotated angle rotated

FIG . 9: The behavior of the buk (left) and surface angles during the st 45 of rotation, for three rotation speeds: T = 200,
280, and 400. T he horizontal axis show s the angle through which the container has been rotated.

In all three cases the behavior is sim ilar: as the container tums, the interface’s slope increases, until its angle
reaches som em axin um and begins to decline due to one orm ore avalanches. C learly, there is a static angle of repose
here, which depends on the rotation speed. N otice, how ever, that if there were no activity in the sandpik before the

rstm axinum in the angle, then the curve would follow the straight line denoted in the gure as \solid" untiltuming
downward. Instead, it seem s that the surface is losing slope, lagging behind the container, from a very early tim e:
there is som e prelin inary ow In the pil, even before the rstm apravalanche.

Figure contains six snapshots ofthe ow during this iniialperiod, wih T = 200. A 1l ofthe pictures here are In
the Iab fram e (that is, graviy’s fram e), so the rstpicture (t= 4) show sthe pilem oving in unison w ith the container,
as if it were a solid and fastened to thewalls. Att= 8, however, things arebeginning to change: the center of rotation
seem s to have m oved to the right and dow nward, and the sand com ing up on the right side is beginning to curve over
to the kft. The result of this action is seen in the next picture, where there isa de nite ow along the surface of
the pile. Notice that, even though there is surface ow, it is not enough to prevent the angl of the interface from
clim bing, according to F igure E T he next picture, at t= 16, show s the surface ow continuing, and also that sand is
beginning to clin b up the side of the right wall, due to ourno-slip boundary conditions. At t= 20, am apravalanche
begins, so that the angle ofthe Interface begins to 21l (see F igure E; this correspondsto 36 on that gure’shorizontal
axis). The last picture (t= 30) showsamuch larger ow ofm aterialthan seen earlier.

In short, there is clearly an initial period where the sand m oves w ith the container and where there is no surface

ow , evidence for a nonzero static angle of repose. Recall from section IT that this e ect is due to the need of the
pile to dilate before it can ow . In our m odel, the close-packed sites are the ones which are restricted In their ability
to dilate (pecause of the barrier in the free energy). T hus, if the pik is dilating during this ow, we expect that the
num ber of close-packed sites in the pile m ust be decreasing. F igure @ show s that this is lndeed so.

C. Dynam ic Angle ofR epose

W e next consider how the pilk behaves under fiirther rotation w ith three or m ore tums of the system . Figure
above show s the behavior of the bulk and surface angles over three com plte revolutions, for T = 200. Figure
below com pares the buk anglesbetween T = 200 and T = 1600 over three revolutions.

M ost notable in Figure @ is that the average slope of the interface is larger for a faster rate of rotation. A Iso, the
slower system deviatesmuch less from a constant angle than does the faster one, w ith m ore ‘aggedness suggesting
frequent an all avalanches. T hese points suggest an nertiale ect: In the faster case the sand does not have asm uch
tin e to avalanche and level is interface, while the slower case has a num ber of short avalanches that help to keep its
Interface closer to the horizontal. H owever, the slow line is occasionally punctuated by large avalanches that dip into
the negative: curiously, the interface seem s to tilt In the direction opposite that of rotation every once in a while.
F jgure Jooks at one of these dipsm ore closely. A pparently, even w ith the constant an allavalanches that we see in
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FIG .10: Still fram es depicting them om entum  ow in our pilk in the iniial stages of rotation, in graviy’s fram e of reference.
T he darker arrow s represent sites in the pil, whilke the lighter arrow s are the very low -density sites above the pilke. T he length
of each arrow is proportionalto them om entum , wv, of that particular site. For legibility, each arrow is actually the average of
four lattice sites.

the buk angl in the slow Iy rotating case, there is still a build-up ofpotential energy that m ust be released by these
larger events.

A I ofour tests so far show a nonzero dynam ic angle of repose, but to rule out the possibility that these angles are
due to viscosity or inertia, it isbest to nd how the average angle (uk or surface) depends on the period of rotation
T, and from this relationship extrapolateto T ! 1 . W ih this In m lnd we m easure the average bulk and surface
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FIG .11: The num ber of closepacked sites for a cylindrical system rotated at a rate of T = 200. P Iotted against this (@and on a
di erent y-axis) is the bulk angle of the system , for com parison. N otice that the bulk angle does not stop its ascent until after
the num ber of close-packed sites have begun to decline, and the pile has dilated.
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FIG .12: The buk angl over three revolutions for two di erent speeds of rotation. T he horizontal axis is again scaled to show
the angle through which the container has rotated, rather than the tin e taken.

angles over tim e for several rotation speeds, and, in F igure E, plot them versus the rotation speed 1=T .

The rst thing to note In these plots is that neither angle is going to zero in the 1im it of sm all angular velocities:
there isa de nitenon-zero anglk ofrepose In our system . Thisangle, about 2.5, isquite sm all com pared to experin ent
where typically one nds angles of repose on_the order of 30 @, ].

It is interesting to  t the angles in Fjgu to a power law

= 9 + cT (26)

Such tsare shown in the gure, wih the param eters given In Tab]&ﬂ I. The Intercepts are positive, con m ing a
non-zero anglke of repose. The t to the surface angle is not quantitative, but for the average buk angle the power
law tswell, with an exponent of 14.

T hese data points com e from single runs, and averaging over an ensemble of Iniial conditions m ay m ake the ts

TABLE I:W e tthe anglsofrepose In gurﬂ4tothemodel =0+ cT

C 0 2

buk angle 10700 4100 -135 0.07 249 0.5 0.148
surface angle 83.7 105.0 -0.555 0275 251 1.12 0.780
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FIG.13: An Instance In the slow (T = 1600) rotation ofthe pile where the buk angle dipsbelow zero. The our ow diagram s
show them om entum of the pilke at t= 1320, 1340, 1360, and 1380. The m echanisn by which the angl drops is a Jarge vortex
in the pile which give ndividual grains a large m om entum to the left. Notice how calm the pile isbefore and after this event:
certainly this is intem ittent behavior.
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FIG . 14: The average surface (left) and bulk angles are the center points In each colum n of their regpective plots; the outer
points delineate one standard deviation above and below . Each data point represents one run of the system , consisting of the
last two of three com plete revolutions; the rst tum was thrown out to dim Inish initiale ects. The lines are power law  ts.

m ore quantitative.
E xperim entally, R a Thenbach E] nds that the angular velocity = goes as

( a)" @7
wherem = 05 0:. This corresponds to
T 204 ©8)

O four two m easures, the bulk angle com es closer to m atching experim ent, but there is still som e discrepancy that
needs to be addressed.

F inally, to com pare the surface and buk angles w ith each other. For high-speed rotations, the buk angl is higher
on average than the surface angle, re ecting the plum e of m aterial that creeps up the side of the container (which
is accounted for in a bulk calculation, but speci cally exclided from the surface anglk). T he surface angle actually
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seam s to kevelo at high speeds. At lower speeds, the buk angl actually dips below the surface angle, suggesting
that the plum e has disappeared (as is seen In Figure [13). Notice that the uctuations in the surface anglk are larger
than those In the buk anglk (the form er depending on fewer lattice sites and thus m ore volatik), and that in both
angles these uctuations get an aller as one reduces the speed of rotation (put do not seem to go to zero).

V III. DISCUSSION

W e present evidence that one can create a nonlnear hydrodynam icalm odel for granular m aterials that depends
only on density and m om entum  elds. Q ualitatively, our m odel dem onstrates m any key features of sand, lncliding
a sharp interface, a relatively uniform densiy, a nonzero anglk of repose, and a m etastable structure. The m ethod
allow s us to follow the pik from creation forward, in static and dynam ic situations, and the m odel generally behaves
like a sand pik.

T here are severalways In which the m odel could be In proved. T he angles of repose seen here are too sn allwhen
com pared to experin ent, and the way that the angles scale w ith rotation speed isat oddsw ith Ra fhenbach’s ndings.
Thism ay not be a problem since we have not yet looked at the variation of the angle of repose w ith the param eters
characterizing the m odel. An explanation for the di erence m ay also lie in the fact that our rotation probe di ers
from the typical experim ental m ethod of rotating a sandpile. In our sinulations, where we rotate graviy, every
particle feels the extemal force directly and In m ediately. In experin ent, w here the container is rotated, the extemal
force m ust be transn itted inward from the boundaries. Thisdi erencem ay be enough to account for the discrepancy
between sin ulational and experim ental outcom es. O ne m ay be abl to m in ic the rotation of the container in our
m odelby introducing centrifiigal forces into the system . Such foroes would have a m agnitude of

22
Fem ¥

where r is the distance from the center of the container. O ur round container has a diam eter o£100 units, sor 50,
while 1 and the fastest rotation speed we use isT = 200; thus these centrifigal forces would have a m agnitude of
005, which issm all (though not negligble) com pared to them ain acting force ofgravityy, which isofm agniude roughly
equalto 1. Thus centrifigal forces m ay provide som e quantitative e ect, but in our initial, qualitative presentation
here we deam ed it unnecessary to include them .

Another way of In proving the m odel is to rem ove the constraint that the loosepacked regions have a sihgle xed
density. T here arem any non-optin al, m etastable w ays to pack particles together, having a range ofdi erent densities.
O ne solution m ay be to allow the position of the loosepacked wellto uctuate slightly at random through the pike.
T here are severalplausible ways of I plem enting this idea, which we Intend to pursue.

W e have only begun to extract infom ation using ourm odel; there are otherprobesw e can use to perturb our system .
Shaking can cause the pik to slow Iy settle into a denser state; we hope to nd the logarithm ic tin e dependence seen
In com pacti cation experim ents ]. Applying pressure to the system m ay allow us to Investigate force propagation
In the pile, and determm ine the nature of stress chains. It should be possble to m odify the m odel to depict a pilke
m ade up of two orm ore types of particles, to nvestigate the phenom ena of unm ixing and the Brazilnut e ect n a
hydrodynam ical setting. The exbility ofthe uctuating nonlinear hydrodynam ical approach gives us a w ide range
of avenues to investigate.

A ppendix: Speci cation of the Free Energy D ensity

The rstpotentialin Fjgureul ism ade up of four tem s:

foa ()= Loump ( )+ farge ( )+ fhegative ( ) + Tentropy () 29)
where
fermp = %Uo 2 (30)
flge = Be (D 31)
fhegative = Uie ' @ (32)

The rsttem m odels the cum ping behavior of sand m entioned In propexty[ll in section IT. T he second term m odels
the ultin ate Incom pressbility of the sand grains: B is chosen so that them ininum ofthewellisat = 1. The thid
term prevents the densities from becom ing negative by putting a barrier at zero density.
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W e have not given the de nition Or £ht0py yet. O ur original Intent was to have this term m odel the behavior of
the very dilute gas that exists above our sand pilke. So that the low -densiy regions show a Bolzm ann distrbution,
we used the standard gas entropy term

foopy = A ( (=0) ) (33)
wih ¢ = 0:05. However, this was a source of num erical instability, and since our focus was the pile and the
high-density regions, we replaced this w ith a sin pler tem ,
fentropy =A (34)
T he reason we did not elin lnate the temm entirely was that the original temm created a shallow m nimum around
= 0:05, and for consistency we decided to keep that m inin um there which the linear tem allow s us to do.

C karly, this m odel has a lot of param eters, and one part of our future work willbe to nd optin al valies for
these param eters. O ur current choices were selected because they gave realistic results: we set ug = 2, = 40,
U; = 06, 1= 400,and A = 02. To satisfy the requirem ent that the m inimum ofthe potentialbeat = 1,we set
B=:2(@ A).

2
T he barrier ntroduced in Figure b is described by

ix( )7
frarrier = Upe 2 7 (35)

whereu,= 15, = 0:99,and k = 10°. The two wells In the nalpotential are describbed by
fyen, = upe X0 o) 36)

098 and ,= 101,u; = 025 and uy, = 04, and k is the sam e as in the expression for the barrier.

where ;
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