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C ollision R ates in C harged G ranular G ases
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The dissipation rate due to inelastic collisions between equally charged,insulating particles in a

granular gas is calculated. Itis equalto the known dissipation rate for uncharged granular m edia

m ultiplied by a Boltzm ann-likefactor,thatoriginatesfrom Coulom b repulsion.Particlecorrelations

lead to an e�ective potentialthat replaces the bare Coulom b potentialin the Boltzm ann factor.

Collisionalcooling in a granular gas proceeds with the known t
�2 -law,untilthe kinetic energy of

the grainsbecom es sm aller than the Coulom b barrier. Then the granulartem perature approaches

a tim e dependence proportionalto 1=lnt. Ifthe particles have di�erentcharges ofequalsign,the

collision rate can always be lowered by redistributing the charge,untilallparticlescarry the sam e

charge. Finally granular
ow through a verticalpipe isbrie
y discussed. Allresultsare con�rm ed

by com putersim ulations.

PACS num bers:PACS num bers:45.70.-n,05.20.D d,82.20.Pm

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theparticlesin m ostgranularm aterialscarry a netelectricalcharge.Thischargeem ergesnaturally dueto contact

electri�cation during transportorisarti�cially induced in industrialprocesses.Itiswellknown [1,2,3],forinstance,

thatparticlesalwaysgetcharged when transported through a pipe.In industry,contactelectri�cation isused fordry

separation ofdi�erentplasticm aterialsorsalts[4],which tend to getoppositely charged and hencearede
ected into

opposite directions when falling through a condensor. Another application is powder varnishing,where uniform ly

charged pigm entparticlesareblown towardstheobjectto bepainted,which isoppositely charged.O ppositecharges

are also used to coverone kind ofparticleswith sm allerparticlesofanotherkind in orderto reduce van-der-W aals

cohesion e.g.forinhalabledrugs.

W hereasthedynam icsofelectrically neutralgrainshasbeen studied in greatdetail,littleisknown aboutwhatwill

change,ifthe grainsare charged. In this paper we presentthe answerfor collisionalcooling,a basic phenom enon,

which is responsible for m any ofthe rem arkable properties of dilute granular m edia. By collisionalcooling one

m eans that the relative m otion ofthe grains,which lets them collide and can be com pared to the therm alm otion

ofm oleculesin a gas,becom esweakerwith every collision,because energy isirreversibly transferred to the internal

degreesoffreedom ofthe grains.

In 1983 Ha� [5]showed,thattherate,atwhich thekineticenergy oftherelativem otion ofthegrainsisdissipated

in a hom ogeneousgranulargas,isproportionalto T 3=2,where T isthe so called granulartem perature.Itisde�ned

asthe m ean square
uctuation ofthe grain velocitiesdivided by the spacedim ension:

T = h~v
2
� h~vi

2
i=3: (1)

A consequence ofthisdissipation rate isthatthe granulartem perature ofa freely cooling granulargasdecayswith

tim e ast� 2.W e shalldiscuss,how these lawschange,ifthe particlesareuniform ly charged.

Dueto theirreversibleparticleinteractionslargescalepatternsform in granularm edia,such asplanetary rings[6]

or the cellular patterns in vertically vibrated granularlayers[7,8,9]. This happens even without externaldriving

[10,11,13],where one can distinguish a kinetic,a shearing and a clustering regim e. The regim es depend on the

density,the system size and on the restitution coe�ciente n = � v0n=vn,which isthe ratio ofthe norm alcom ponents

of the relative velocities before and after a collision between two sphericalgrains. The T 3=2 cooling law holds,

provided therestitution coe�cientm ay beregarded asindependentofv n [19],and thesystem rem ainsapproxim ately

hom ogeneous [12]. The latter condition de�nes the kinetic regim e,which is observed for the highest values ofthe

restitution coe�cient,whereas the two other regim es are m ore com plicated because ofthe inhom ogeneities. Such

inhom ogeneitiescan only occurastransients,ifallparticlesareequally charged,becausethe Coulom b repulsion will

hom ogenizethe system again.
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In order to avoid additionaldissipation m echanism s due to eddy currents within the grains we consider only

insulatingm aterials.Unfortunately,up tonow,noconsistentm icroscopictheoryforcontactelectri�cationofinsulators

exists [14]. In powder processing two types ofcharge distribution are observed [3]: A bipolar charging,where the

charges ofthe particles in the powder can have opposite sign and the whole powder is alm ost neutral. The other

case is m onopolar charging,for which the particles tend to carry charges ofthe sam e sign and the countercharge

is transferred to the containerwalls. Itdepends largely on the type ofprocessing,whetherone observesbipolaror

m onopolar charging,which m eans,that the m aterialofthe container,the m aterialofthe powder and other m ore

am biguousthings,likeairhum idity orroom tem peratureareim portant[14].

Theoutlineofthisarticleisasfollows:Thenextsection speci�esthem odelweareconsidering.A sim plederivation

ofthe dissipation rate in dilute charged granular m edia based on kinetic gas theory is given in Sec.III. Sec.IV

com paresthe analyticresultswith com putersim ulations.W e �nd thatin non-dilute system sthe Coulom b repulsion

ise�ectively reduced.Thisreduction willbe explained,and wedeterm ineitsdependence on the solid fraction ofthe

granulargas. Then we apply these results to collisionalcooling in Sec.V. Sec.VIaddressesseveralaspectswhich

are im portant for the applicability ofthe results for the dissipation rate: Are they valid locally in inhom ogeneous

system s,e.g.in thepresenceofcontainerwalls? W hataretheim plicationsforgranular
ow through a verticalpipe?

How doesthe dissipation rate change,ifthe particlescarry di�erent chargesofequalsign? Finally,in Sec.VIIwe

sum m arizeourresults.In appendix A we explain the sim ulation m ethod wedeveloped forthisinvestigation [47].

II. T H E M O D EL

In thispaper,weconsiderm onopolarcharging,which istheusualcaseifinsulatorsaretransported through a m etal

pipe [2,3].Forsim plicity we assum e,thatallparticleshavethe sam epointchargeq centred in a sphereofdiam eter

d and m assm .No polarization and no chargetransferduring contactwillbe considered.The particle velocitiesare

assum ed to be m uch sm aller than the velocity oflight,so that relativistic e�ects (retardation and m agnetic �elds

due to the particle m otion) can be neglected. The electrodynam ic interaction between the particles can then be

approxim ated by the Coulom b potential:

�ij = q
2
=rij; (2)

whererij isthe distancebetween the centersofparticlesiand j.

W econsiderthecollisionsasbeing instantaneous,which isa good approxim ation forthedilutegranulargas,where

the tim e between collisionsism uch longerthan the duration ofa contactbetween two particles. Asthe incom plete

restitution (en < 1)isthe m ain dissipation m echanism in granulargases,Coulom b friction willbe neglected in this

paper.Also,the dependence ofthe restitution coe�cienton the relativevelocity [18,19]willbe ignored,so thatthe

constanten isthe only m aterialparam eterin ourm odel.

The particles are con�ned to a volum e V = L 3 with periodic boundary conditions in allthree directions. The

pressure in the system hastwo positive contributions,one kinetic and one due to the Coulom b repulsion. Although

thereareno con�ning walls,thesystem cannotexpand becausetheperiodicboundary conditionsm ean topologically,

thatthe particlesare restricted to a hypertorusof�xed volum e. Aswe are going to show in Sec.VIA,the periodic

volum ecan be thoughtofasa su�ciently hom ogeneoussubpartofa largersystem ,which iskeptfrom expanding by

re
ecting walls.

Forvanishing particlediam eterthism odelcorrespondsto the O neCom ponentPlasm a (O CP)[15].In the O CP a

classicalplasm aism odelled bypositivepointcharges(theions)actingviatheCoulom b potential,whereastheelectrons

areconsidered to behom ogeneously sm eared outoverthewholesystem .In theO CP theelectron background cannot

be polarised,i.e.Debyescreening doesnotexist,asisthe casein ourm odel,too.

In orderto take the periodic im agesofthe sim ulation cellinto accountwe used an Ewald sum m ation. Itis only

possible for the forces { which is allone needs in a m olecular dynam ics sim ulation.[49]W e checked that for our

sim ulation param etersonly the nearestperiodic im agesofa particle contribute noticably to the force,so thatm ost

ofourdata could be obtained with the sim ple m inim um im ageconvention instead ofthe Ewald sum m ation.

III. A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S FO R D ILU T E SY ST EM S

In thissection wederivean approxim ateexpression forthe dissipation ratein a dilute system ofgranularspheres,

which interact with a purely repulsive,rotationally invariantpair potential. The reasoning is a sim ple adaptation

ofthe kinetic theory ofa hard sphere gas with inelastic collisions [22,23]. In particular we assum e that the pair

potentialis su�ciently wellbehaved that correlationsofthe particles are unim portantin the dilute lim it,that the
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particle density rem ains uniform and that the velocity distribution rem ains approxim ately G au�ian in spite ofthe

nonstationarity due to the collisionalcooling process.

Itisoneofthesurprising resultsofthecom putersim ulationspresented in thenextsection thattheseassum ptions

givethecorrecthigh tem peraturebehavioureven fortheCoulom binteraction,which isknown nottobe\wellbehaved"

in the above sense because ofits long range [20]. O ne reason for the applicability is that the hard core repulsion

sets an upper bound on the Coulom b interaction �ij � q2=d. Hence,ifthe kinetic energy ofthe particlesis m uch

largerthan thisvalue,the collision rate willbe approxim ately the sam e asin the uncharged case. Thisisa crucial

sim pli�cation com pared to charged pointparticles.Using the analyticform ofthedissipation ratein the dilutelim it

derived here,we willdiscuss the dissipation in a non-dilute system ,where correlations are im portant,in the next

section.

W estartwith calculating thecollision frequency ofa �xed particleiwith any oftheotherparticlesj.Ifthey were

notcharged,twoparticleswould collideprovided therelativevelocity ~u pointsintothedirection ofthedistancevector

~r= ~rj � ~ri connecting theparticlecenters,~u� ~r> 0,and theim pactparam eterb= j~r� ~uj=u issm allerthan thesum

ofthe particle radii,b� bm ax = d. Ifthe particlesrepeleach other,the m axim um im pactparam eterbm ax becom es

sm allerthan d.By the conservation lawsforangularm om entum and forenergy one gets:

b
2
m ax = d

2

�

1�
2E q

�u 2

�

; (3)

where � = m =2 is the reduced m ass. E q denotes the energy barrier which m ust be overcom e to let two particles

collide in the dilute lim it. It is the di�erence ofthe potentialenergies at contact and when they are in�nitely far

apart.Eq.(3)isindependentoftheactualform ofthepotential,aslong asithasradialsym m etry.(Notethatenergy

isconserved aslong asthe particlesdo nottouch each other.)

Im agine a beam ofparticles,allhaving the sam e asym ptotic velocity ~u far away from particle j. Allparticles

within an asym ptotic cylinder ofradius bm ax around the axis through the center ofj with the direction of~u will

collide with particle j.There willbe �b2m ax un such collisionsperunittim e,wheren = N =V isthe num berdensity.

Integrating overallrelative velocities~u givesthe collision frequency ofa single particle in the granulargasin m ean

�eld approxim ation:

f = �n

Z

u� u0

d
3
uub

2
m ax(u)p(u): (4)

u0 =
p
2E q=� is the m inim alrelative velocity at in�nity,for which a collision can occur overcom ing the repulsive

interaction. W e assum e that the particle velocity distribution is G au�ian with variance 3T (see (1)),so that the

relativevelocity willhavea G au�ian distribution p(u)aswell,with

hu
2
i= 6T : (5)

Hence,the totalnum berofbinary collisionsperunittim e and perunitvolum eisgiven by:

_N g = 1=2fn = 2
p
�n

2
d
2
p
T � exp

�

�
E q

m T

�

: (6)

Thefactor1=2 avoidsdoublecounting ofcollisions.Thiscorrespondsto textbook physicsforchem icalreaction rates

ascan be found forexam plein Present[21].

Now wecalculatethe dissipation rate:The energy lossdue to a singleinelasticcollision is:

�E (u;b)=
�

2

�
1� e

2
n

�
u
�

n

2
; (7)

where u�n m eansthe norm alcom ponentofthe relative velocity ~u� atthe collision. Itcan be calculated easily from

u�n
2
= u�

2
� u�t

2
:Thetangentialcom ponentisdeterm ined by angularm om entum conservation,

�ub= �u
�

td ; (8)

and energy conservation gives

u
�2 = u

2

�

1�
2E q

�u 2

�

= u
2

�
bm ax

d

� 2

: (9)
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Thisyields

u
�

n

2
= u

2b
2
m ax � b2

d2
: (10)

The energy lossin onecollision istherefore:

�E (u;b)=
�

2

�
1� e

2
n

�
u
2 b

2
m ax � b2

d2
: (11)

Assum ing a hom ogeneousdistribution ofparticles,weelim inate the b-dependenceby averaging overthe area �b2m ax:

�E (u) =
1

�b2m ax

bm axZ

0

db2�b�E (u;b) (12)

=
�

4
u
2
�
1� e

2
n

�
�

1�
2E q

�u 2

�

: (13)

Thedissipated energy perunittim edueto collisionswith relativevelocity u isthen thenum berofsuch collisionsper

unitvolum e,1=2n2�b2m ax u,tim esthe energy loss�E ,Eq.(13).

Finally we get the dissipation rate per unit volum e in the dilute lim it (� ! 0) by integration over the relative

velocity distribution:


 =
�

2
n
2

Z

u� u0

d
3
ub

2
m ax u�E (u)p(u)

= 2
p
�n

2
d
2
m

�
1� e

2
n

�
T
3=2

� exp

�

�
E q

m T

�

: (14)

The dissipation rateofan uncharged granularsystem in the dilute lim itin the kinetic regim eisgiven by [5]:


0 = 2
p
�n

2
d
2
m

�
1� e

2
n

�
T
3=2

: (15)

Thusthedissipation rate(14)in a dilute granulargaswith repulsivepairinteractionsand theoneforthe uncharged

case di�eronly by a Boltzm ann factor,
 = 
0 � exp(� Eq=m T).Thisisthe m ain resultofthe analytic treatm entin

thissection.

Ifallgrainscarry the charge q,the potentialbarrierisE q = q2=d. O ursim ulation results,Fig. 1,show that(14)

isapplicable in the dilute caseatleastforE q=m T < 10.Forsm allergranulartem perature,however,we expectthat

correctionsto (14)due to the long rangeofthe Coulom b potentialbecom eim portant.

IV . D ISSIPA T IO N R A T E FO R D EN SE SY ST EM S

In ordertodiscussthedissipation rate
in anon-dilutesystem ofcharged granularm atter,letusrecalltheanalytic

form of
 in an uncharged non-dilute system .The derivation isbasically done by using the Enskog expansion ofthe

velocity distribution function fordense gases[22]. O ne �ndsthat(15)underestim atesthe collision rate (hence also

the dissipation rate)because itdoesnottakethe excluded volum einto account.Thecorrected dissipation ratefora

non dilute uncharged system is:


= 
0 � ghs(�); (16)

where 
0 is given by Eq.(15) and ghs(�) > 1 is the equilibrium pair distribution function ofthe non-dissipative

hard-sphere
uid atcontact.Itonly dependson the solid fraction � = �nd 3=6:

ghs(�)=
2� �

2(1� �)3
(17)

(Carnahan and Starling [24],Jenkinsand Richm an [23]).
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O ur system consists of dissipative charged hard-spheres (CHS). The Boltzm ann factor in Eq.(14) is just the

equilibrium pairdistribution function atcontactin thedilutelim itforaCHS-
uid,lim �! 0 gchs(�;q)= exp(� Eq=m T).

So itisplausible,thatthe dissipation ratefora dense system ofdissipativeCHS should be


= 
0 � gchs(�;q): (18)

Unfortunately the literatureislacking a satisfying analyticexpression forgchs.In 1972 Palm erand W eeks[25]did

a m ean sphericalm odelforthe CHS and derived an analytic expression forgchs,butthisapproxim ation ispoorfor

low densities. M any m ethods[26]give gchs asa resultofintegralequations,thatcan be solved num erically. W e do

notusethoseapproxim ations,butm akethe following ansatzforgchs:

gchs(�;q)� ghs(�)� exp

�

�
E e�(�)

m T

�

: (19)

Asin thedilute caseweassum ethatthelong rangeCoulom b repulsion m odi�esthepairdistribution function ofthe

uncharged hard sphere gasby a Boltzm ann factor. Note thatthe granulartem perature entersthe pairdistribution

function only through thisBoltzm ann factor.Thehard corerepulsion isnotconnected with any energy scale,so that

thepairdistribution function ghs cannotdepend on T.Thee�ectiveenergy barrierE e� m ustapproach E q = q2=d in

the dilute lim it.Hence the ansatz(19)containsboth the uncharged and the dilute lim it,(16)respectively (14).

In ordertocheck theansatz(19)wedid com putersim ulationsusing theM D algorithm asdescribed in theappendix

[47].Testsystem sofvaryingsolid fraction �and particlenum berrangingfrom N = 256toN = 1024wereprepared at

a starting tem perature T0.Assoon asthe sim ulation starts,the granulartem peraturedropsbecauseofthe inelastic

collisions. W e m easured the dissipation rate 
 and the granular tem perature during this evolution. According to

Eq.(19)and Eq.(18)the dissipation rateis
= 
0 ghs(�)� exp(Ee�(�)=m T).An Arrheniusplot(ln(
=
0 ghs)versus

E q=m T)should giveastraightlinewhosenegativeslopeisthee�ectiveenergy barrierE e�.Fig.1showstwoexam ples

ofthese sim ulations. The Arrheniusplots are linearto a very good approxim ation. This con�rm sthe ansatz (19).

System swith high densitiesshow slightdeviationsfrom linearity.

The negative slopesE e�=E q in Fig.1 aresm allerthan 1,which m eans,thatthe e�ective energy barrierissm aller

than in thedilute system .The explanation isthattwo particleswhich areaboutto collidenotonly repeleach other

butarealso pushed togetherby being repelled from allthe othercharged particlesin the system .

Fordim ensionalreasonsthee�ectiveenergy barrierto beovercom e,when two particlescollide,m ustbeoftheform

E e� =
q2

d
�
q2

‘
f(d=‘); (20)

where‘> d isthetypicaldistancebetween thecharged particlesand f isa dim ensionlessfunction.The �rstterm is

theCoulom b interaction E q ofthecollision partnersatcontact.Thesecond term takestheinteraction with allother

particlesin the system into account. Itis negative,because the energy barrierforthe collision is reduced in dense

system s.

O bviously,fora dense packing,‘! d,the energy barrierfora collision m ustvanish,i.e. E e�jd= ‘ = 0. M oreover,

ifone takes a dense packing and reduces the radiiofallparticles in�nitesim ally,keeping their centers in place,all

particlesshould be force free forsym m etry reasons.Therefore,the energy barrierm ustvanish atleastquadratically

in (‘� d),i.e.@Ee�=@djd= ‘ = 0.Forthe function f thisim plies

f(1)= 1 and
df(x)

dx

�
�
�
�
�
x= 1

= � 1: (21)

Ifthe particle diam eterd ism uch sm allerthan the typicaldistance‘between the particles,the function f(d=‘)m ay

be expanded to linearorder,

f(x)= c0 + c1x + ::: (22)

In linear approxim ation the coe�cients are determ ined by (21): c 0 = 2 and c1 = � 1. This determ ines the energy

barrier(20).

In 1969Salpeterand Van Horn [27,33]pointed out,thatinsideastronglycoupled O CP ashort-rangebody centered

cubic(BCC)orderingwillem erge.In theBCC latticethenearestneighbourdistance‘isrelated tothevolum efraction

� by

d

‘
=

2
p
3

�
3

�
�

� 1=3

� 1:14�1=3: (23)
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Assum ingaBCC structureand usingthelinearapproxim ation forf(x)in (20),thee�ectiveenergybarrieristherefore

given by

E e� = E q

�

1�
d

‘

� 2

= E q

�

1� 2:27�1=3 + 1:29�2=3
�

(24)

To test Eq.(24) we sim ulated system s with densities ranging from � = 0:001 to � = 0:216 and determ ined the

ratio E e�(�)=E q asin Fig.1. The resultsare plotted in Fig.2. The agreem entofthe theoreticalform ula (24)with

the sim ulationsisexcellent.O ne can see,thatin the dilute lim itthe e�ective energy barrierextrapolatesto E q.W e

cannotsim ulatesystem swith very low density,because collisionsaretoo unlikely.

Forthehighestdensitiesonecannotexpectthatthelinearapproxim ation(22)rem ainsvalid.Also,thedensepacking

ofspheresisachieved with an FCC (facecentered cubic)ratherthan a BCC ordering.Thism ay beresponsibleforthe

system atic slightdeviation from the theoreticalcurve in Fig.2.A m ore re�ned analysis[48]ofthe pairdistribution

function leadsto d=‘� 1:20�1=3 instead of(23).This�tsthe data forlarge� in Fig.24 slightly better.

Thereduction oftheCoulom b repulsion wasalso found in theO CP,when itwasapplied to densestars[27].There

the analogue ofthe second term in (20) is called the \screening potential" (som ewhat m isleadingly,as there is no

polarizablecounterchargeand hencenoscreening).M onteCarlosim ulations[29]oftheO CP wereinterpreted in term s

ofa linear\screeningpotential" [28],which correspondsto (22),and theanalogueoftheconditions(21)also occursin

theplasm a context[30],although based on a di�erentphysicalreasoning.Correctionsto thelinearapproxim ation are

the subjectofcurrentresearch [31]. However,applying these m ore sophisticated form softhe \screening potential"

ofthe O CP m odelto dense charged granulargasesseem s arguable asforhigherdensitiesthe in
uence ofthe hard

spheresbecom e m ore and m ore im portantand so the analogy to the O CP m odel,which usespointcharges,doesno

longerhold.

W e showed that(18)and (19)also hold in two dim ensionswith [41,42]



2D
0 =

p
�n

2
dm

�
1� e

2
n

�
T
3=2

;

g
2D
hs (�)= (1�

7

16
�)=(1� �)2 and (25)

E e� = E q(1� d=‘)2 asin threedim ensions:

V . T IM E D EP EN D EN C E O F T H E G R A N U LA R T EM P ER A T U R E

Theresultsforthedissipation ratesuggestthatonem ustdistinguish two asym ptoticregim esforcollisionalcooling

in a charged granulargas:Aslong asthegranulartem peratureofthe granulargasisso high thatthe kineticenergy

ofthe grains is m uch larger than the Coulom b barrier E e�,the charges can be neglected. The collisionalcooling

then proceedsinitially like in the uncharged case,i.e. the granulartem perature decreasesas t� 2. However,as the

kinetic energy approachesE e� the chargesbecom e m oreand m ore im portant.Electrostaticrepulsion suppressesthe

collisions,so thatthe collisionalcooling slowsdown dram atically.Thiswillbe calculated in thissection.

Ifoneassum esthatthe dissipation ofenergy essentially changesonly the kinetic energy,itfollowsthat:

d

dt
E kin=V = � 
(T(t)) (26)

W ith E kin=N = 1:5m T thisgivesa di�erentialequation fordT=dt:

dT

dt
= �

2

3
m

� 1
n
� 1

(T(t)) (27)

Thisgiveswith (15),(18)and (19):

dT

dt
= �

4

3

p
�nd

2(1� e
2
n)T

3=2
� ghs� exp

�

�
E e�

m T

�

(28)

Asthetotalnum berofcollisionsisan increasingfunction in tim e,wecan choosethenum berofcollisionsofparticles,

c:= collisions=N ,asa m easureoftim e.Thissubstitution isknown from uncharged granularcooling [40].W e get

dT

dc
=
dT

dt
=
dc

dt
= �

2

3

�
1� e

2
n

�
T(c) (29)
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wherethe derivative

dc

dt
= 2

p
�nd

2
p
T � ghs� exp

�

�
E e�

m T

�

(30)

isderived from (6),(17)and (19).Thisgivesthe solution

T(c)= T0 � exp

�

�
2

3

�
1� e

2
n

�
c

�

(31)

whereT0 isthe tem perature,wherethe counting ofcollisionsstarts.

Fig.3 showsthe free cooling ofa testsystem . The dashed line correspondsto the approxim ative solution ofthe

theory given above,and the solid curveisthe resultofa com putersim ulation.The agreem entbetween (31)and the

sim ulation is very good. This m eans thatthe change ofthe overallpotentialenergy can be neglected com pared to

the changeofthe kinetic energy forhigh tem peratures.

An analyticalsolution of(28)isobtained by substituting

u =

r
E e�

m T
and � =

 

2

3

p
�nd

2(1� e
2
n)ghs

r
E e�

m

!

t: (32)

Thisgives

du

d�
= exp(� u

2) (33)

with the initial condition u(0) =
p
E e�=m T0. W ith the integralI(u) =

Ru
0
exp(v2)dv, which is related to the

probability function �(x)= (2=
p
�)
Rx
0
exp(� �2)d� by

I(u)=

p
�

2i
�(iu); (34)

the tim e t(T;T0)during which the granulartem perature dropsfrom T0 to T isgiven by

t(T;T0)=

 

I

 r
E e�

m T

!

� I

 r
E e�

m T0

! ! ,

C

r
E e�

m
(35)

with the constant

C =
2

3

p
�nd

2(1� e
2
n)ghs: (36)

For granulartem peratures which are large com pared to the Coulom b barrier,T0 > T � E e�=m ,the righthand

sideof(35)m ay beapproxim ated asI0(0)(T � 1=2� T
� 1=2

0 )=C .W ith I0(0)= 1 thisreducesto thewellknown equation

forthefreecooling ofan uncharged,hom ogeneousgranulargas.Forlargeinitialgranulartem perature,T0 ! 1 ,one

obtainsa powerlaw

T � (C t)� 2: (37)

Thispowerlaw isonly valid fort� tc = (E e�C
2=m )� 1=2.Attc,the granulartem peratureT dropsbelow

p
E e�=m .

Then the repulsion between the chargeson the particlesbecom esim portant. Using I(u)� exp(u2)forlarge u one

obtainsfort� tc

T �
E e�

m

1

ln(t=tc)
: (38)

V I. A FEW A P P LIC A T IO N S T O H ET ER O G EN EO U S SY ST EM S

A . In
uence ofw alls

Due to the long range of unscreened Coulom b interactions, m onopolarly charged granular system s are always

inhom ogeneousin reality,because the in
uence ofcontainerwallsis not restricted to their vicinity. Therefore itis
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an im portantquestion,whetherresultsobtained forhom ogeneoussystem swith periodicboundary conditionscan be

applied locally.

W echecked thisfora two dim ensionalcharged granulargascon�ned in x-direction by walls,which areassum ed to

beuniform ly charged and unpolarizableforsim plicity sothattheirelectrical�eld insidethebox iszero.In y-direction

periodicboundary conditionswereim posed so thatthe system istranslationally invariantin thisdirection.

The box wasdivided into equallayersparallelto the walls,and the propertieswereaveraged overthese layers.In

thisway thesolid fraction shown in Fig.4 wasobtained.Asexpected,theparticleconcentration increasestowardsthe

walls,because there isno Coulom b repulsion from particlesoutside the container. Asscreening isabsentinside the

box the solid fraction pro�le for�xed globalsolid fraction,� = 0:186 (averaged overthe entire container),depends

approxim ately only on the scaled variable x=W ,where W is the distance between the walls,with sm alldeviations

due to the excluded volum einteraction.

Sim ilarly we recorded the local granular tem perature Tloc(x=W ) (not shown) and the local dissipation rate,


loc(x=W ). Allthese pro�les depend on the globalgranular tem perature,T(t),which decreases due to collisional

cooling. However,in orderto getgood statistics,we setthe coe�cientofrestitution equalone in thissim ulation so

that E q=m T = 1:7 rem ained constant. Hence the localpro�les ofthe solid fraction and the granulartem perature

could be averaged overtim e. The localdissipation rate was calculated by taking for each collision the energy into

account,which would havebeen dissipated ifthe coe�cientofrestitution had been zero.

Fig.5 showsthelocaldissipation ratein unitsof
hom ,thedissipation ratefora hom ogeneoussystem with thesam e

globalsolid fraction and the sam e globaltem perature. It agreesvery wellwith the theoreticalprediction obtained

from (18),(19)and (25),ifone insertsthe localsolid fraction,�loc (see Fig.4),and the localgranulartem perature,

Tloc.Apartfrom the im m ediate neighborhood ofthe wallthe system islocally hom ogeneousenough thatthe results

from the previoussectionsm ay be applied.

B . P ipe 
ow

The 
ow ofgranularm atterthrough a verticalpipe dependsstrongly on whetherornotthe particlesarecharged.

Firstwerecalltheresultsfortheuncharged case[43,44].Steady state
ow isreached,when gravitationalacceleration

and friction atthe wallsbalance each other. In this case,\friction" is due to collisionsofgrainswith the wall,by

m eansofwhich m om entum istransfered and theparticlesarerandom lyscattered back.Hencethewallsareperm anent

sourcesofgranulartem perature,which are balanced by the collisionalcooling within the pipe. Fig.6 showstypical

steady statepro�lesoflocalvolum efraction and localgranulartem peratureacrossa pipe:Thegranulargasisdilute

closeto thewalls,wherethegranulartem peratureishigh,and getscom pressed towardsthem iddleofthepipe,where

the granulartem peratureislow.Forthisinhom ogeneity the pipe m ustnotbe too narrow.

Com paring thiswith Fig.4,itisobvious,thatelectrostaticrepulsion counteractsthedilation nearthewalland the

com pression in theinteriorofthepipe:Ifallparticlescarry chargesofthesam esign,thesolid fraction pro�lewillbe


atterthan in theuncharged case.Theincreased concentration nearthewallswilllead to m ore\friction" atthewall.

Hence charged m atter
owsm oreslowly through a verticalpipe and m ay even getstuck forstrong charging [45].

C . D i�erently charged particles

In a realsystem theparticleswillcarry di�erentcharges,even ifthey areequalin allotherrespects.Thecharging

processm ay determ inethe sign ofthecharges,buttheam ountwillin general
uctuate.Thereforeitisim portantto

discuss how the dissipation rate depends on the width ofa charge distribution,ifthe totalcharge ofthe system is

�xed.

First we consider that halfofthe particles carry a charge 10 tim es larger than the other half: qB = 10qA . The

energy barriersforcollisionsbetween two A-particles,an A-and a B-particle,ortwo B-particlesarenow di�erent:

E A A =
q2A

d
< E A B =

qA qB

d
< E B B =

q2B

d
: (39)

AsA-particlesrepelleach otherm uch less,oneexpectsthem tocollidem orefrequentlythan B-particles.Rem arkably

thegranulartem peratureoftheA-particlesand theB-particlesrem ained thesam ein oursim ulations:A-particlesthat

havelostpartoftheirkineticenergy in a collision arestirred up by thestrongly charged particles.Theredistribution

ofkineticand potentialenergy happensso quickly thattheweakly and thestrongly charged particlesdo notdecouple

therm ally.Thisisin contrastto uncharged system s[46].
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Based on theresultsforuniform ly charged particleswepostulatethatthedissipation ratedueto collisionsbetween

particles�and � (A orB)isapproxim ately given by


�� = 
0 � ghs� p�� � exp

 

�
E ��

m T

�

1�
d

‘

� 2
!

; (40)

where pA A = c2A ,pA B = 2cA cB and pB B = c2B with the concentration cA = 1� cB ofA-particles(in oursim ulation

cA = cB = 1=2). Fig.7 showsa com parison of(40)with sim ulation resultsfora two dim ensionalsystem with solid

fraction � = 0:09 and coe�cientofrestitution e n = 0:97.The agreem entforhigh granulartem peraturesisexcellent.

Forlow granulartem peraturesthere are slightsystem atic deviations.These deviationsare probably due to the fact

thatthe Ansatzforthe e�ective Coulom b barrierE ��

�
1� d

‘

�2
in (40)istoo naiv.

Now weapply (40)to com parethedissipation rates
= 
A A + 
A B + 
B B forsystem swith generalbim odalcharge

distributions,whereallchargeshaveequalsign.Two independentparam eterscharacterizethechargedistribution for

given totalchargeN �q in thesystem with N particles.Thesearetheconcentration cA oftheweakly charged particles

and theircharge,qA .The concentration and chargeofthe strongly charged particlesaregiven by

cB = 1� cA ; qB =
�q� cA qA

cB
: (41)

Asthe physicsdoesnotdepend on the sign ofthe charges,aslong asitisthe sam e forallparticles,wem ay assum e

in the following that0 � qA � �q.The concentration param eterisrestricted to the interval0 � cA < 1.

W e now show,that

@
(cA ;qA )

@cA
� 0 (42)

and

@
(cA ;qA )

@qA
� 0: (43)

Sinceuniform ly charged system scorrespond to thelowerboundary oftheconcentration interval,cA = 0,ortheupper

boundary ofthechargeinterval,qA = �q,repectively,(42)and (43)im ply thatfora given averagecharge �q thelowest

collision rate(ordissipation rate)isreached,ifallparticlescarry the sam echarge,barq.

In orderto provethe inequalities(42)and (43)itisconvenientto introducethe norm alized quantities

~
�� = 
�� =
0ghs ; ~q� = (q�=
p
dm T)(1� d=‘) (44)

so that~
�� = p�� exp(� ~q� ~q�).Using (41)oneobtains

@~


@cA
= 2cA e

� ~q
2

A + 2

�

cB � cA � cA cB ~qA
@~qB

@cA

�

e
� ~qA ~qB � 2cB

�

1+ cB ~qB
@~qB

@cA

�

e
� ~q

2

B : (45)

Inserting @~qB =@cA = (~qB � ~qA )=cB thiscan be written in the form

e~q
2

A

2cA

@~


@cA
=

h

1� (1+ ~qA (~qB � ~qA ))e
� ~qA (~qB � ~qA )

i

+
cB

cA
e
� ~qA (~qB � ~qA )

h

1� (1+ ~qB (~qB � ~qA ))e
� ~qB (~qB � ~qA )

i

: (46)

As1+ ~q�(~qB � ~qA )� exp(~q�(~qB � ~qA )),both squarebracketsand hencethewholeexpression (46)arenon-negative,

asasserted in (42).

Sim ilarly onecalculates

@~


@~qA
= � 2c2A ~qA e

� ~q
2

A � 2cA cB (~qB + ~qA
@~qB

@~qA
)e� ~qA ~qB � 2c2B ~qB

@~qB

@~qA
e
� ~q

2

B : (47)

Using @~qB =@~qA = � cA =cB thisbecom es

�
1

2cA

@~


@~qA
= cA ~qA

�

e
� ~q

2

A � e
� ~qA ~qB

�

+ cB ~qB

�

e
� ~qA ~qB � e

� ~q
2

B

�

(48)
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Asboth term son the righthand sideareobviously positivethisproves(43).

Itisnotdi�cultto provealong the sam elinesthat


A B � 
A B 1
+ 
A B 2

; (49)

ifonesplitsup the B-fraction according to cB = cB 1
+ cB 2

and cB qB = cB 1
qB 1

+ cB 2
qB 2

.M oreover,the aboveresult,

thata uniform chargeleadsto a sm allercollision ratethan any bim odaldistribution,im pliesalso


B B � 
B 1B 1
+ 
B 1B 2

+ 
B 2B 2
: (50)

Likewise,the A-fraction can be split up,and the whole procedure can be applied iteratively,so that we reach the

conclusion thatthe collision rateforany chargedistribution ishigherthan forthe case,whereallparticlescarry the

averagecharge.

Itshould benoted,however,thatabroaderchargedistribution with �xed averagecharge�qdoesnotnecessarily lead

to a largercollision rate. In orderto show this,we return to the bim odaldistribution asan exam ple. The variance

ofthe chargedistribution is

�
2(cA ;qA )= cA (qA � �q)2 + cB (qB � �q)2 =

cA

1� cA
(qA � �q)2 : (51)

The partialderivativesof
,(42)and (43),havethe sam esignsasthe corresponding partialderivativesof�2:

@�2

@cA
=

�
�q� qA

1� cA

� 2

� 0;
@�2

@qA
= � 2cA

�
�q� qA

1� cA

�

� 0 : (52)

However,asr 
= (@
=@cA ;@
=@qA )and r �
2 = (@�2=@cA ;@�

2=@qA )arenotparallel,onecan always�nd param eter

changesdp = (dcA ;dqA )such thatd
= r 
� dp and d�2 = r �2 � dp haveopposite signs.

V II. D ISC U SSIO N

W e derived the dissipation rateofa charged granulargas,where allchargeshavethe sam e sign.Com pared to the

uncharged casethedissipation rateisexponentially suppressed by aBoltzm ann factordepending on theratiobetween

the Coulom b barrierand the granulartem perature.

In the derivation we assum ed a G au�ian velocity distribution,although it is known that in the uncharged case

deviations from a G au�ian behaviour em erge due to the inelastic collisions [34]. These deviations,however,were

shown to have little e�ect on the dissipation rate [35]. As the system becom es less dissipative in our case,it is

reasonableto expectthatthe e�ectofdeviationsfrom a G au�ian velocity distribution willbe even weaker.

In adensesystem particlecorrelationsenterthecollision statisticsand hencethedissipation ratein twoways:First

there is the wellknown Enskog correction as in the uncharged case. It describes that the excluded volum e ofthe

otherparticlesenhancestheprobability thattwo particlesarein contact.Second theCoulom b barrierwhich colliding

particlesm ustovercom eisreduced and willvanish in the lim itofa dense packing.

These results were obtained for periodic boundary conditions,so that the system rem ained hom ogeneous. W e

showed,however,that it m ay be applied locally in the case,where walls induce inhom ogeneous solid fraction and

granular tem perature. This inhom ogeneity is opposite to the one induced by 
ow ofuncharged grains through a

verticalpipe.Thereforewecould concludethatthe Coulom b repulsion reducesthe 
ow velocity.

Coulom b repulsion slowscollisionalcooling down from the t� 2-decay to a behaviourlike 1=lnt,when T(t)drops

below Tc = E e�=m ,which m eans that the average kinetic energy ofthe grains does not su�ce to overcom e the

Coulom b repulsion.

Finally we considered a bim odalcharge distribution (both charges ofequalsign),which leads to m ore frequent

collisions am ong the weakly charged particles than am ong the strongly charged ones. Nevertheless the two kinds

ofparticles kept the sam e granular tem perature. W e pointed out,how the dissipation rate for such a system can

be evaluated. Ifthe charge gets redistributed am ong the particles (qA ! qA + �q,qB ! qB � (cA =cB )�q) for �xed

concentrations,then the dissipation rate increases with the variance ofthe charge distribution. In particular the

dissipation rateism inim al,ifallparticleshavethesam echarge.M oregeneralweconcluded thatany deviation from

uniform charging in a system with given totalchargeincreasesthe collision rate.

An im portantquestion,which rem ained open in thispaper,concernsthe in
uence ofchargetransferprocesseson

the collision statistics. In the present investigation allparticles retained their charges,even ifthere was a charge

di�erence.Thereforeourtheory need to be m odi�ed form etallic particles.
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A P P EN D IX A :C O M P U T ER SIM U LA T IO N M ET H O D

Distinct elem ent (orm olecular dynam ics(M D)) sim ulations [17]are usually done with tim e step driven orevent

driven algorithm s[36].None ofthem iswellsuited forinvestigating a charged granulargas.Thereforewe developed

a new sim ulation schem e,which com binesthe virtuesofboth and willbe described in thissection.

W e use a \brute force" M D algorithm ,which issim ple and su�cientforourproblem .M oresophisticated waysof

dealing with thelong rangeinteractions,such asthem ultipolarexpansion [37],theparticle-particle-particle-m esh [38]

orthe hypersystolicalgorithm s[39]should be used,iflargersystem sneed to be studied.

Theeventdriven m ethod forsim ulating them otion ofallparticlesin thegranulargascan beapplied,wheneverthe

particle trajectoriesbetween collisionscan be calculated analytically,so thatthe tim e intervalbetween one collision

eventand thenextcan beskipped in thesim ulation.O bviouslythisisim possiblein asystem with longrangeCoulom b

interactions.However,the idea to avoid the detailed resolution ofa collision eventin tim e isstillapplicable.So the

velocities ofthe collision partners are sim ply changed instantaneously to the new values predicted by m om entum

and angularm om entum conservation and an energy lossdeterm ined by therestitution coe�cient.W eshallkeep this

featureofeventdriven sim ulations.

In thetim estep driven sim ulation m ethod theequationsofm otion ofallparticlesin thegranulargasarediscretized

using a �xed tim estep,which issm allcom pared to theduration ofa collision.Henceeach collision,which ism odeled

asan overlap between particles,istem porally resolved in detail.Thishasthe advantage,thatthe form ation oflong

lasting contacts between particles can in principle be sim ultated realistically. Ifthe particles carry equalcharges,

however,thiswillnothappen,so thatthecollisionsm ay beapproxim ated asbeing instantaneouslikein eventdriven

sim ulations.Apartfrom being m oree�cient,thisautom atically avoidstheso called brake-failureartifact[16],which

ham perstim e-step driven m oleculardynam icssim ulationswith rapid relativem otion.O n the otherhand,weneed a

tim ediscretization oftheparticletrajectoriesbetween collisions,in ordertotakethechangingelectrostaticinteractions

properly into account.

Because ofthe long-range nature ofthe Coulom b potential,we have to include the interactionswith the periodic

im ages ofthe particles in the basic cell. O ne way to do this is by Ewald sum m ation. Details ofthis m ethod can

be found in [17]. Anotherm ethod isthe m inim um im age convention:O nly the nearestperiodic im age istaken into

accountforthecalculation oftheinteractions.Them inim um im agem ethod hastheadvantage,thatitism uch faster

than the Ewald sum m ation.W e checked the validity ofthe m inim um im age m ethod by com parison with the Ewald

sum m ation and found,thataslong asE q=m T < 10 both m ethodsyield indistinguishable results. Thisupperlim it

forthe coupling hasbeen found before in M onte-Carlo sim ulationsofthe O CP [29]. Asoursystem sallsatisfy this

condition,we used the m inim um im ageconvention.
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FIG .2:Thedependenceofthee�ectiveenergy barrieron thesolid fraction.Filled circlescorrespond to com putersim ulations,
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FIG .3:Cooling ofa sytem with density � = 3:375� 10
�3

and en = 0:85.The tem perature isnorm alised by E q=m and c isthe

num berofcollisionsperparticle.The dashed line isgiven by (31).
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FIG .4:Solid fraction ofa charged granulargasin a two dim ensionalbox with con�ning wallsperpendicularto thex-direction

and periodic boundary conditions in the y-direction. The dim ensions ofthe box are W � L with L = 60d and two di�erent

values ofW . Because ofCoulom b repulsion the particle concentration increases towards the wall. Because ofthe absence of

screening the solid fraction pro�le dependsapproxim ately only on the scaled variable x=W ,with sm alldeviationsdue to the

excluded volum e interaction.
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FIG .5:Sam e system asFig.4 with W = 45d. O pen circlesare the localdissipation rates,in unitsofthe dissipation rate in a

hom ogeneous system with solid fraction � = 0:186 atthe average granulartem perature in the box,E q=m T = 1:7. The black

squaresarethedissipation ratescalculated from (25)with thelocalsolid fraction (seeFig.4)and thelocalgranulartem perature.

FIG .6:Localsolid fraction � (left)and rootm ean square
uctuation ofthehorizontalvelocity com ponent(right)forgranular


ow through a two dim ensionalverticalpipe.Thequantitiesareaveraged overlayersparallelto thewallin orderto show their

x-dependence.The diam eterofthe pipe is40 d.From [44].

FIG .7:D issipation rates
�� asa function ofgranulartem perature in convenientunits.There are equalnum bersofparticles

A and B in thesystem ,which di�eronly by theircharges,qA = 0:1qB .Athigh granulartem peraturesthedissipation ratesdue

to A-A,B-B,orA-B collisions,respectively,obey a T 3=2 powerlaw,where
A B islargerby a factorof2 com pared to theother

two curves,because pA A = pB B = pA B =2. For decreasing T �rst the collisions between the strongly charged B-particles are

suppressed.ForE A A =E A B � m T=E A B � 1 only collisionsbetween A-particlesstillcontributeto thedissipation rate.Forstill

sm aller granular tem perature (not shown) also this contribution willbe suppressed. The curves are given by the theoretical

form ula (40).


