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G ranular gravitational collapse and chute ow

D.Ertas()and T.C .Halsey
E xxonM obilR esearch and Engineering, 1545 Route 22 East, Annandal, NJ 08801, U SA

PACS.81.05.Rm { Porousm aterials; granular m aterials.
PACS.47.50.4d { NonNewtonian uid ows.
PACS.83.60.Rs { Shear ratedependent structure (shear thinning and shear thickening).

A bstract. {

Inelastic grains n a ow under gravitation tend to collapse Into states in which the relative
nom al velocities of two neighboring grains is zero. If the tim e scale for this gravitational
collapse is shorter than inverse strain rates n the ow, we propose that this collapse will
Jead to the form ation of \granular eddies", large scale condensed structures of particles m oving
coherently w ith one another. T he scale ofthese eddies isdetem ined by the gradient ofthe strain
rate. A pplying these conceptsto chute ow ofgranularm edia, (gravitationally driven ow down
inclined planes) we predict the existence of a buk ow region whose rheology is detem ined
only by ow density. This theory yields the experin ental \Pouliquen ow rule", correlating
di erent chute ows; it also correctly accounts for the di erent ow regin es observed.

Introduction. { Flowsofhard granular system s are ubiquitous in nature and technology,
yet are still poorly understood ﬂ:]. G ranular system s typically have a twofold separation of
energy scales: the typicalenergy ofa particlke is determ ined by gravity or som e otherbody force
(in a few instances by initial conditions), and ismuch larger than the them alscale kg T, yet
much an aller than the scale required to appreciably deform the particle. D espite the an allness
ofkg T on the scalke ofgranularenergies, m any treatm entsuse a pseudo-tem perature connected
to the random part of the kinetic energy of a particle. Such treatm ents often link granular
phenom ena to the kinetic theory of gases. The \granular gas" has an intrinsic rheology, and
is driven by the extemal forcing.

O ne of the pioneering treatm ents of this rtheology was by Bagnold, who discussed chute

ow s, the graviationally driven ow of a granularm aterial down an inclined surfaoe:_:[Z]. t

is sinplest to consider a ow of constant, xed depth H , wih the average velocity of the
particles parallel to the free surface. T he particles are spheres ofm onodispersed massM and
radius R . W e choose axes such that the direction of ow is R, the direction perpendicular
to the free surface of the ow is 2, and the direction parallel to vorticity is ¢ (see Figureid).
The shear stress 4, In such a ow is comm unicated by particles at slightly di ering depths,
whose velocities di er if @ vy is non—zero. W e expect the m om entum transfer com m unicated
by collisions betw een particles at di erent depths to be of the order of
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Fig.1l { (@) Chute ow is ow down a surface inclined at an angle . The x-axis is chosen parallel
to the ow, the z-axis perpendicular to the free surface. T he y-axis is parallel to the vorticity of the

ow , and is directed out of the page. (b) In the granular eddy picture, the m otion of the particles is
regarded as a superposition of the translation and rotation of granular eddies.

p=MRQ@,vg: 1)

Furthem ore, these collisions w ill occur at typical ntervals of the order of

t= @vx) '; @)
from which we conclude that the typical collisional stress w illbe

1 p M 2
2 T2 ¢ R @zvi )2 3)
In a steady state ow down a surface inclined at an angle , the xz shear com ponent of
the stress tensor is detem ined by gravity to be

xz = gzsi ; @)

wih the (local) m ass densiy, which we here assum e to be Independent of z (we w ill retum
to thispoint below .) W e arem easuring the depth ofthe pik z from the free surface, at which
z= 0.

If .,/ z/ @,v)?, then sihce vy, = 0 at thebase z= H ifthe boundary pinsthe ow,
we Inm ediately obtain

j o
@ vx = ABag Zy )

de ning the coe clent Ag .4, Or
2A g ag
3

W hilk there have been a variety of authoritative experim ental studies of chute ow :_IB], as
wellas Intricate theoretical discussions of the rheologies to be expected on generalgrounds [4],

H2 277 ®6)

vk (z) =
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w e have been particularly ingoired by the recent work ofP ouliquen E]. P ouliquen studied the
behaviorofchute owsasa function of inclination angle and height ofthe ow H . He found
that for an allvaliesof orheight H ,no ow took place.

W ih the Increase of etther or H such that an angl of repose line r H ) was passed,
a region of steady-state ow was entered. Finally, for values of above amaxinum y , the

ow s continuously accelerated, and no steady-state ow was cbserved.

T he dom inant cbservational fact about the steady-state ow sisthe \Pouliquen ow rulk,"
w hich connects the vertically averaged velocity u ofa ow ofheight H wih the height Hgtop
atwhich ow ceases fora chute ofthat nclination . [[he angl ofrepose g #H ) isthe inverse
ofthe function H g¢op ( ).] ThePouliquen ow rule givesa scaling form for the average velocity
u ofthe ow,

1 Ze
u — vy (z)dz; 7
T, (z) (7)
of
- 2 ®)
gT Hstop’

and acoounts well for experim entaldata wih = 0:136.

The scalingu / H *?2 in the Pouliquen ow rule is consistent w ith the B agnold rheology.
ButthePouliquen ow rule also connectsthe coe cientfg.4 () with the thickness of the pike
at that inclination kelow which ow arrests, which would not be expected from the Bagnold
point of view .

N ote that we would have obtained din ensionally the Bagnold result for the rheology had
we clain ed that the stress should obey

xz = @V R2 @, vy )2; 9)

w here we havem ade the substitution forthe viscosity R 2@, vy on groundsthat a granular
ow hasno other obvious local length or tim e scales than R for the length scale and (@ vy) 1
forthe tim e scale. T he heart ofthe B agnold approach thus lies in the assum ption that these are
iIn fact the only local scales. Note that the gravitational constant g does not  gure directly
in either of these scales. However, the Pouliquen ow rule inplies that this rheology does
depend both upon g and upon the thickness of the arresting pile H ¢top, which is hardly local
Inform ation. ThusthePouliquen ow rule appearsto be inconsistent w ith any assum ption ofa
purely localrheology com parable to that ofa granulargas igi]. T his, and other considerations,

have m otivated som e authors to build non-localm odels for the rheology Ej].

T he broad features ofP ouliquen’s conclusionshavebeen con  m ed by a serdes ofnum erical
studies in which these authors have participated l_ld] For relatively thin piles, the Bagnold
rheology breaks down (as also seen In experim ent, g]), but the thicker piles show a Bagnold
rheology and obey the Pouliquen ow rule, abei wih a slightly larger value of (The
crossover is exam ined num erically in i_é]) . H ow ever, the assum ption ofthe Bagnold or granular
gas approach that the stress ism ostly transmn itted through collisions seem s not to be true In
these num erical studies; stress seem s Instead to be transm ited prim arily through relatively
long-lived contacts between particles. T he density in the interior of the piles is independent
of depth, consistent w ith the assertion m ade in Eq.@) .

In this treatm ent, we eschew granular gas approaches, and we do not assum e the exis-
tence of any rheology independent of the gravitational character of the ow . W e show that
gravitation com bined w ith particle inelasticity is able to dissipate a signi cant fraction ofthe
systam ’s kinetic energy over tin e scales short com pared to the nverse strain rate. G iven this
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fact, it isnaturalto posit the existence of \granulareddies," gravitationally collapsed netw orks
of particles, which m ove coherently and whose properties determ ine the ow rheology. The
rheology that ollow s from this picture agrees w ith the Pouliquen ow rule, and also gives a
sim ple explanation for the di erent ow regin es observed by Pouliquen.

In this report, we rst analyze the phenom enon ofgravitationalcollapse for inelastic parti-
cles. W e then introduce the granular eddy picture, and relate the eddy sizeto ow properties.
W e specialize to the case of chute ows, detem ining the rheology, and accounting for the
principal features of the observed phenom enology of these ows.

G ravitational collapse. { Consider an inelastic ballw ith a coe cient of restitution of ,
bouncing on a rigid horizontal surface. It is elem entary to show that if its nom alvelocity at
rst in pact is v, then aftera nitetime 4. i willcom e to rest, w ith
= ﬁ —: (10)
gl
(A sin ilar resul obtains if we take a m ore realistic ballw ith a H ertzian contact force and a
visco-elastic dissipation; here we restrict ourselres to the sim plest case.)

Now consider a particle in a granular ow . Suppose that 4. is short com pared to the
tin e scales for its neighboring particles to rearrange them selves. T his lJatter tin e scale is the
nverse ofthe localshearrate _; orchute ow _= @,vy . In this short \collapse tin e" regin e,
an ndiridualparticle w ill rapidly com e to rest upon the particlk or particles beneath it in the

ow ; it m ay then roll about, possbly arriving in a stable con guration with three particles
beneath it. However, its m otion is strongly constrained by is gravitational collapse, and is
m otion is strongly correlated w ith that of the particles w ith which it is in contact.

Thus we can envision large aggregations of particles com Ing into existence,cach of whose
m otions w ith respect to its neighbors is at m ost of a rolling kind. In uenced by pictures of
turbulence as a superposition of eddies, we term these aggregations \granular eddies" (see
Fig.il).

gc

G ranular eddy size. { Consider an eddy of scale ', whose center ofm ass is at a position
zp . The local average velocity can be expanded as

1
Vi @)= Vi 20)t @ 38k (20) + S (2 %)° Q@ vy (o) + 1)

W hile the rst and second tem s can be m atched by an eddy whose center ofm assm oves
at a velocity vy (zg) and which rotates at an angularvelocity ! = @,y (), the third term in
this serdes is incom patible w ith the rigid-body rotation ofan eddy. W e w rite this lncom patible
velocity at the eddy boundary as

1
Vie = 5 V@i 12)

Supposing this incom patibility is relieved by intemal strains of the eddy on the scale ‘ of
the eddy itself, the tim e scale corresponding to variation of these \incom patibility strains" is

\ \ 1

ic = — @z vy : 13)
Vic 2

On this tin e scale the environm ent of particles at the boundary of an eddy w ill inevitably
change as that eddy conform sw ith the surrounding ow .

Since the radiis “ detem ines the location of the outer perin eter of the eddy, then we
anticipate that particles associated w ith neighboring eddies will typically be colliding w ith
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the eddy w ith relative velocities com parable to v = 2! ‘. The characteristic gravitational
collapse tin e associated w ith these collisions w illbe

B 2V, 14)
gc g 1
so that the criterion for the particles at the eddy surface to be able to gravitationally collapse
before their environm ent is altered by incom patibility strains is

4'd,v, N
where a is an unknown num erical constant ofO (1). The m axin um value of ‘ consistent w ith
this relation is determ ined by

YR, @) = ag : 1e)

W e expect that thism axinum value w ill set the scale of the eddies, since eddies am aller
than this size w ill tend to grow asm ore and m ore particles collapse onto their perim eters, and
eddies larger than this sizew ill lose particles from their perim eters.

Phenom enolgy of chute ow. { Let ususe dimensional analysis to de ne an e ective
\viscosity length scale" ' by hverting the Bagnold scaling relation given by Eq.@) after
substituting this new length scale nstead ofR . This yields

Xz ¥ @uvx)?: arn

For chute ow, this can be com bined w ith EqJ(#) to give

s
gz sin
V= —: 18)
@, vk )?
W enow m akea di erent scaling assum ption than that ofBagnold, which isthat the length
scale appearing in Bagnold’s argum ent should be set by the eddy size . Instead ofthe particle
sizeR, ie.,

Y= 14 b—R + ; 19)
e N 7
e

w here the unknown num erical constant B accounts for the leading order nite-size corrections
due to the existence of the particle size R . In other words, we are assum ing that W ith the
exception of these corrections in R ), this length scale is the unique length scale determm ining
the buk rheology of the granular dispersion. Then % and @,vyx are Ppintly detemm ined by
sin ultaneous solution of Egs. (16),{18) and {19).

If the angle of inclination is too am all, there is no solution, n particular, for

L1 1
< R sin a (20)
For > g,wehave
R sin
Bb—= — 1; 21)
e sSm r
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which xesthe eddy size &. Finally, we nd

P_
@, vk = Agag Z (22)
w ith
gsin pgs:in sin
Apag= ———— = e 1 @3)
e R SN r

W e have up to now ignored the question ofthe density ofthe ow . Let us suppose that the
eddies them selves have a  xed density o, independent of their size. Then the mediim asa
whole can have a density that di ers from this (\free volum e") only due to a presum ably lower
density in the regions, of typicalscale R, that separate di erent eddies from one another. W e
conclude that

R
= o 1 e+ @4)
e
or
0 c sin
.- 1 @5)
0 B sm g

w here e is yet another unknown num erical constant. N ote that for chute ow, the eddy size
‘e given by Eq.{_é]_:)js independent of depth (z), consistent w ith the assum ption of a depth-
Independent density

O f course, the eddy size ¢ is not entirely unrestricted. W hen the eddies get too large to
be accom odated w ithin the height H ofthe ow , ie., for & H=2,we expect ow arrest
to occur since all particles in the ow becom e connected to the bottom surface through the
contact network. This gives the thinnest ow ing pik at a given angle in tem s of a new
constantd 1,

sin
Hstop()zd‘e()=bdR

: 1 26)
SN r

or, equivalently, the lowest possbl angl of stable ow at a given pik height H ,
L1 . R
r @)= si s g l+5d’H— : 7)

O n the other hand, graviational collapse ceases to stabilize the ow when R, corre-
soonding to an upper lim it of stability

1

M = sih” (esin(r)); @8)

which is independent ofthe ow height H . Here e 1 is a further unknown proportionality
constant. N ote that we can now re-interpret r asthe lim ing value ofthe anglk of repose as
the thicknessofthe ow H ! 1 .

Since this is a scaling theory, it isnot possible to m ake a quantitative com parison between
these predictions and num erical results such as those ofRef. Ii(_]'] H owever, for R 1,
the dependences on tilt angle for a thick ow # R) such as @vx = Agag z with
Apag / ( r),and o /| r ) are bome out by these num erical results. A Iso, the
Pouliquen ow rule Eq.:_(B) is recovered w ith
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Fig.2 { The granular eddy picture predicts that the angle of repose line separating the region of no
ow from that of stable ow depends on H . The angl of repose line approaches a xed angke x
asH ! 1 .Themaxinum angl of stable ow v doesnot depend on H in this picture, except at

gn allvalues of H where the stable ow regin e disappears.

24P —
= ? SN r - (29)

Finally, the form of the phase boundaries (see Fig. :-2) is In agreem ent w ith both num erical
and experin ental results.

In this Letter we have addressed the form of the buk rheology for chute ows; our con-—
clusions regarding this rheology should hold in portions of the pile for which the com puted
eddy scale ‘' is less than the distance to the boundaries. C learly there will be both upper
and lower boundary layers In which this is in possible. W e have not addressed the structure
of these boundary layers. A lthough chute ow does seem to have a bulk-rheology dom nated
regin e, thism ay not be the case with all ow geom etries. In some ow s the structure of the
boundary layersm ay dom inate in determm ining the characteristics ofthe ow.

W e are gratefulto P M .Chaikin, J.Landry, and L. Sibert for helpfiil discussions.
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