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F irst norm al stress di erence and crystallization in a
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The rst nom alstressdi erence (N 1) and the m icrostructure in a dense sheared
granular uid of am ooth inelastic hard-disks are probed using event-driven sin ula—
tions. W hil the anisotropy in the second m om ent of uctuation velocity, which isa
Bumett-order e ect, isknown to be the progenior ofnom alstress di erences in di—
lute granular uids, we show here that the collisional anisotropies are responsible for
the nom al stress behaviour in the dense lin . A s In the elastic hard-sphere uids,
N 1 rem ains positive (if the stress is de ned in the com pressive sense) for dilute and
m oderately dense ow s, but becom es negative above a critical density, degpending on
the restitution coe cient. This sign—reversal of N ; occurs due to the m icrostruc—
tural reorganization of the particles, which can be correlated w ith a preferred value
of the average collision angke ., = =4 =2 In the direction opposing the shear.
W e also report on the shear-induced crystalform ation, signalling the onset of uid-
solid coexistence In dense granular uids. D i erent approaches to take into account
the nom al stress di erences are discussed In the fram ew ork of the relaxation-type
rheological m odels.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In the last decade, a ot of research activity took place to unveil the properties of granular
m aterdals'??, prin arily because of their industrial in portance, but also due to their fascinat—
Ing properties. This has unraveled m any Interesting and so far unresolved phenom ena (for
exam ple, clustering, size-segregation, avalanches, the coexistence of gas, liquid and solid,
etc.) . Underhighly excited conditions, granularm aterialsbehave asa uid, w ith prom inent
non-N ewtonian properties, like the nom al stress di erences . W hile the nom al stress dif-
ferences are of In nitesim alm agniudes in a simpl uid (eg.air and water), they can be of
the order of its isotropic pressure in a dilute granular gas’. From the m odelling view point,
the presence of such Jarge nom alstressdi erences readily calls for higher-order constitutive
m odels’”® even at them inim allevel.

Studying the non-Newtonian behaviour is itself an in portant issue, since the nomm al
stresses are known to be the progenitors of m any Interesting and unique ow-features (eg.
rod—clinbing or W eissenberg-e ect, die-swelling, secondary ows, etd) in non-N ew tonian

uids. A lso, nom al stresses can support additional instability m odes (for exam ple, In
polymeric uids and suspensions ', which m ight, In tum, explain some ow—features of
granular uids. For exam ple, particleclisterind® 1 has recently been explained from the
instability-view point using the standard N ew tonian m odel fr the stress tensor?141°

T he kinetic theory of Jenkins & Richm an'® rst showed that the anisotropy in the second
mom ent ofthe uctuation velocities, due to the nelasticity ofparticle collisions, is responsi-
bl for such nom al stress behaviour. T hey predicted that the rst nom alstressdi erence
de ned asN; = ( xx yy)=P, where ., and , are the streamw ise and the transverse
com ponents of the stress deviator, resgpectively, and p is the isotropic pressure, see section
IB) ismaximum in the dilute lim i, decreases In m agnitude w ith density, and eventually
approaches zero in the dense lin it. G oldhirsch & Sela* later showed that the nom al stress
di erences appear only at the Bumettorderdescription of the Chapm an-Enskog expansion
of the Boltzm ann equation. T heir work has clarly established that the origin ofthise ect
(In the dilute lim i) isuniversalin both atom ic and granular uids, w ith nelasticity playing
the role of a magni er and thusm aking it a sizeable e ect in granular uids. W hile the
source of the nom al stress di erences in the dilute lin it has been elicidated both theo—
retically and by sin ulation, its dense counterpart has not received sin ilar attention so far.
This is an in portant lin it sihce the onset of dilatancy (volum e expansion due to shear'’#8),
crystallization, etc. occur in the dense regin e, which in tum would In uence the nom al
stress di erences.

P revious hard-sphere sim ulations'®??! did Jook at the nom alstress di erences, but they
did not probe the dense lim it in a system atic way. These sin ulations showed that the rst
nom alstressdi erence vanishes In the dense 1im it, In line w ith the theoretical predictions of
Jenkins & R ichm an’®. O n the other hand, the soft-sphere sin ulations of W alton & Braun?®,
w ith frictional particles, showed that this quantity can change sign in the sam e lin it. Our
work w ith am ooth Inelastic hard-disks unequivocally dem onstrates that N ;, indeed, changes
its sign at som e critical density in the dense regin e, due to the sign-change of its collisional
com ponent at a critical density, which depends on the value of the coe cient of restitution
). M ore In portantly, we show that the origin ofN ; In the dense Iin it isdistinctly di erent
from that in a dilute granular gas. At the m icrostructuraHevel, certain topological changes
In the anisotropic structure of the ocollision-angle distribution w ith density are responsble
for the cbserved sign-reversal ofN ;.



W e use the fam iliar sn ooth hard-disk m odel or an event-driven sinulation?' of the
uniform shear ow con guration, focussing m ainly on the nom al stress behaviour and the
m icrostructure form ation as functions of the density and inelasticity. The details of the
sin ulation technique and the relevant m acroscopic quantities are described in section .
The sinulation results on the rstnom alstressdi erence, the radial distribution fiinction,
the collision angle distrbution and the crystalline-structure are presented in section [IT.
Possbl m odelling approaches to incorporate the nom al stress di erences are discussed in
section [[V]. Th section V] we summ arize our ndings, with suggestions for possbl fiuture
work.

II. SIMULATION METHOD

W e consider a collection of am ooth Inelastic hard-disks in a square box of size I under
uniform shear ow | et % and y be the stream w ise and transverse directions, respectively,
w ith the origih of the coordinate-fram e being positioned at the centre of the box. The
snapshot of a typical sim ulation, w ith non-din ensional coordinates, is shown in Fig. 1 @).
N ote that the dim ensional quantities are denoted by tildes, and the reference length, tin e
and velocity scales for non-din ensionalization w illbe speci ed later in this section.

Let the diam eter and the m ass of the partick be ~ and v, regoectively. The pre—and
post-collisional particle velocities of particke 1 are denoted by ¢; and &, repectively. Hence,
the velocity ofparticle 2 relativeto 1 isey; = & ;. Let ky; = k be the unit vector directed
from the center of particle 2 to that of particle 1 at contact. T he pre-and post-ocollisional
velocities are related by the expression:

ke)y= eken) 1)

where e isthe coe cient ofnom alrestitution,wih O e 1;notethatwe restrict oursehres
to perfectly an ooth particles. T he expression for the collisional in pulse is

IT=mE& ) = m?<1+ &) k en)k; @)

directed along k..

A . M odelsystem and algorithm

The system is periodic in x-direction, ie. a particke crossing the left/right boundary
reenters the system through the opposite boundary at the sam e vertical position w ith
unchanged velocities. To In pose a uniform shear rate (~ = U=L) in the y-direction, the top
and bottom in age boxes, bounding the centralbox, are sest In m otion w ith velocities U=2 and

U=2, regoectively, In the stream w ise direction. T his is the standard approach to attain the
state ofuniform shear ow (USF) by Inpartingm cm entum transfer by shearing, originally
introduced by Lees & Edwards’®. O verall, this system represents an extended doubly-periodic
system where the periodicity in the transverse direction is in the local Lagrangian fram e.
In a typical sinulation, the disks are Initially placed random Iy in the com putational box,
and the initialvelocity eld is com posed ofthe uniform shear and a an allG aussian random
part. An event-driven algorithm is then used to update the system in tin e, the details of
which may be ound in Alam & Luding®>#*.



To ascertain whether the system has reached the statistical steady-state, the tin e evolu—
tion ofthe average uctuation kinetic energy (Yranular’ energy, de ned in the next section)
ismoniored, see Fig. 1 (). D ue to the balance between the shear work and the ocollisional
dissjpation under hom ogeneous shear deformm ation, the granular energy attains a constant
value at the steady state. D epending on the value of the coe cient of restitution and the
num ber of particles, it takes about thousand collisions per particle to reach such a statisti-
cal steady-state { the lower the value of e, the m ore quickly the system reaches the steady
state and vice versa. The simulation is then allowed to run for another 15000 collisions per
particle to gather data to calculate the m acroscopic quantities. A few longer runs (30000
collisions per partick) were also checked, w ith no signi cant change on the m easured quan-—
tities. A nother quantity which was sin ultaneously m onitored, along w ith granular energy,
is the linearity of the stream w ise velocity pro I across the C ouette gap, and we found that
the calculated shear rate (ie.the slope ofthevelocity pro k) uctuated around the in posed
shear rate by at m ost 1% at densities where crystallization is not evidenced.

B . M acroscopic quantities

WihIT,~?!,~I, and m, used as the reference length, tin e, velocity, and m ass, respec—
tively, the relevant din ensionless quantities are:
~ 1 P T

= —; (c;u;C)= ~—(€;UI;C); P=—=i T=—F5i
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where u is the hydrodynam ic’ velocity, C = ¢ u the uctuation (peculiar) velocity of
particles, ~ the m aterial density ofparticles, P the stress tensor, and T the granular energy.

T he m acroscopic stress, as m easured in discrete particle sim ulations, is a byproduct of
the particleJlevel m echanian s of m om emtum transfer. A s In the hard-core m odel of dense
gases, the stress is the sum of its kinetic and oollisional com ponents. The fom er arises
from the transport of m om entum as the particles m ove through the system carrying their
m om entum , while the Jatter is due to the direct interparticle ocollisions. T he hom ogeneity
of the uniform shear ow allows us to calculate the stress by averaging it over the whole
com putationalbox®?3724

T he stress, de ned in the com pressive sense, m ay be decom posed In the standard way:

P=PFK+P°=pl+ ; 4)

wherep isthepressure, thepressuredeviatorand 1 theunittensor. From theo -diagonal
com ponents of the pressure deviator, we can calculate the shear viscosity which relates the
rate of strain to the shear stress:

du

xy:@ : (5)

For the steady uniform shear ow, thus, the dim ensionless shear viscosity can also be in—
terpreted as the shear stress due to our adopted scaling, du=dy = = 1. The diagonal
com ponents of the pressure deviator can be non—zero, giving rise to nom al stress di er—
ences. The rst nom alstressdi erence isde ned as

NIZM: 6)
P



N ote that we have scaled this quantiy by pressure to ascertain its relative m agniude w ith
respect to pressure. Fora standard Newtonian uid, N; = 0 and thusN ; is an indicator of
the non-Newtonian character ofthe uid. N; can be decom posed into kinetic and collisional
parts:

(% };y)+ (% ;Y):
p p

N ote that the sign of N ; crucially depends on the convention used to de ne the stress
tensor. For exam ple, in the rheology literature, stress is typically de ned in the tensik
sense’. A positive N; fr the com pressive case is equivalent to its negative value fr the
tensile case and vice versa. Thispont should be kept .n m Ind while m aking any com parison
w ith data in the rheology literature.

From the trace of the kinetic stress tensor, P ¥, one can calculate the granular energy,
w #

X
CiCy ; 8)

N,=N+NS= (7)
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which is a m easure of the random m otion of the particles w ith respect to the m ean m otion.

T here are two din ensionless control param eters: the volum e fraction ofparticles ( ) and
the coe cient ofnom alrestitution (e). T he shear rate is also a controlparam eter, how ever,
due to nom alization we have = ~=~ = 1, and changihg the value of ~ doesnot In uence
the reported resuls; the in posed shear rate  is thuskept xed at unity. The sin ulations
are carried out for the whole range of solid volum e fractions, varying from the dilute to the
dense 1m it, over a large range of values for the coe cient of restitution €= 0:3{0:299). For
m ost of the sin ulations, the number of particles are xed to N = 1024, and increasing the
value of N by fourfold W = 4096) did not a ect the reported quantities noticeably; for
exam ple, the change in N; was about 4:3% and 5:1% at = 03 and 0:75, respectively, for
a restitution coe cient of e = 0:9. W e note here that the system —size dependence of the
rheologicalquantities (pressure and viscosity) is known to be strong only fora an allnum ber
of particles (N < 100)1#24i25

For the typical sinulation in Fig. 1(@), at steady-state, after 2 10’ collisions, the
param eter values were = 05, N = 1024 and e = 0{7. The varations of the granular
energy T and the calculated shear rate 1 with tine are shown In Fig. 1 (), along w ith
corresponding nitial variations In two insets. (T he data represent the instantaneous values
of T and ; sampled at a regular nterval of 400 oollisions { no tin e averaging is involred
here.) Note that 1 was computed by binning the system into 20 equaksize bins in the
transverse direction and taking averages over all particles In each bin. It is cbserved that
the granular energy reaches its steady value (T = 06121 0:022) quickly after the niial
transients and the calculated shear rate uctuates around its inposed valuie ( = 1) by
about 1% .The uctuationsinboth T and ,; at steady-state are due to the nitesize of
the system and din inish w ith increasing num ber of particles asN =2 .

ITT. RESULTS

For detailed results on the quantities pressure, shear viscosity and granular energy, and
for their com parison w ith kinetic theory predictions, we refer to our recent study?*. Here,
we willm ainly focus on the behaviour of the rst nom al stress di erence and its kinetic



and collisional com ponents. W e also present resuls on the pair distrdbution function and
the collision angle distribution to characterize m icrostructures. Lastly we will present re—
suls on crystatfom ation at high densities, signalling the coexistence of uid and solid,
com plem enting recent results in non-sheared system 77,

A . N om alstress di erence

Figure 2 @) shows the varation of the st nom al stress di erence N) wih densiy
for two values of the coe cient of restitution. It is observed that N, ismaximum at the
dilite lim i and decreases thereaffter with . The overall variation ofN; w ith density looks
sin ilar at other values of the coe cient of restitution, with a di erence in the m agniude
0ofN ;. The inset In Fig. 2 @) show s that N ; decreases quite sharply In the dense lim it and
becom es negative at som e density ( = ). Increasing the value of the restitution coe cient
decreases this crtical density ~— . The arrow s on the keft-ordinate indicate the asym ptotic
values of N ; for a two-din ensional granular gas in the dilute lim it :

N;,= 104481 €&°): ©)

The anisotropy in the second m om ent of the uctuation velocity is prim arily resoonsible
rthe nite nom alstress di erence in the dilute lin #?® and this show s up only at the
Bumett-order of the Chapm an-Enskog expansion?. W e should m ention here that the lin it
e ! 1 isshgularand thenom alstressdi erence surviveseven in the elastic lim i aspointed
out by G oldhirsch & Sela*. The corresponding expression ©rN; i a m olecular gas is:

2%
where " is them ean free path and hu?i is the m s of the velocity —uctuations. H owever, be—
cause of s extram ely an allm agniude under nom alconditions, the nom alstressdi erence

isnotmeasurabk n amokcular uid.

P revious hard-sphere sin ulations of C am pbell and cow orkers’® are in variance w ith our
result In that they found N; ! 0 as ! Lax. However, the soft-sphere sinulations
of W alon & Braun?’, with frictional particles, support our observation that N; indeed
undergoes a sign-reversal. To better understand what is responsibl for the sign-reversal of
N ;, we Jook at the kinetic and oollisional com ponents of the rst nom al stress di erence.
Figure 2 (b) show s the variations of N [ and N { with density at e = 0:7. W e cbserve that
N f ismaximum at the dilute lin it and decreasesm onotonically to zero as ~ approaches the
packing lin it. Except for the dense lim it, the overall behaviour of N f represents that of
the totalnom al stress di erence. The collisional com ponent, N;°, show s a non-m onotonic
variation with density: N is zero in the dilute Ilim it, Increases w ith Increasing , rem ains
aln ost constant for intemm ediate densities, and then decays sharply in the dense lim it.
Interestingly, N © becom es negative at som e crtical density ( = ~ ) beyond which the
behaviour of N {° m irrors that of N; (see Inset). Thus the nom al stress behaviour in the
dense regin e is clearly due to the anisotropy in the collisional stress.

Recall that the kinetic theory of Jenkins & R ichm an'®?® predicts that N; ! 0 in the
dense Iim it. The predictions of the revised Enskog theory of Santos et al?® are in line w ith
that of Jenkins & R ichm an, even though their kinetic m odel is clain ed to be valid even in
the crystallinephase. Since the source of nom al stress di erences In all these theordes is



linked to the anisotropy in the second m om ent of velocity uctuations which vanishes as

max ), they are unable to predict the correct behaviour of nom al stresses in the dense
Iin it. W e would lke to stress here that, asm entioned in the Introduction, m any fascinating
non-Newtonian e ect$ are prin arily detemm ined by the rst nom al stress di erence and
its sign. For exam ple, the rod—clinbing e ect can occur in a granular uid ifN < 0, ie.
only in the dense lin it (@ssum ing that the second nom al stress di erence is negligble).
Furthem ore, having a constitutive m odel w hich reproduces the correct sign of N; is also
In portant, since it iswellknown in the rheology literature that the odd sign forN ; lkadsto
the instability of the rest state™® .

T he sign-reversal ofN ;° can be succihctly presented asa phase-diagram in the ( ;e)plane
by pltting the zeros of N | as a function of the coe cient of restitution, see Fig. 3. Below
the solid line, N  is positive, and negative above it. A lso pltted In this gure is the lne
for the zeros of N; which, as expected, lies slightly above. Thus, the rst nom al stress
di erence is zero along the solid lne which m ay be called the sym m etry-line. It is observed
that decreasing the coe cient of restitution increases the crtical density (7) at which N
changes sign. A s we approach the elastic lin i, ~ depends strongly on the value ofe. W e
further note thatase! 1, 0:62 which iswellbelow the freezing-point density ofa 2D
hard-disk uid, ; 0:70%7%.

W e need to m ention here that the sign—change of N; is not uncomm on in other non-
Newtonian uids. For exam ple, In non-B rownian viscous suspensions, N; changes sign at
high Peclet number’'”?. However, the reason for this e ect is quite di erent in granular

ulds aswe show below .

B . M icrostructural features

To understand the m icrostructural m echanisn for the origin of the rst nom al stress
di erence and its sign-reversal, here we probe ssveral m icrostructural features of a dense
granular uid.

1. Radialdistribution function

T ypical shapshots of the system in the dense regin e are shown In Fig. 4 at ourdi erent
densities with e = 0:7. Note that the density for the subplot 4(c) is = 0:725 for which
N 0. Looking at the corresponding distriboution of granular energies (not shown here
for breviy), we could nd signatures of clusters (group of particles) with lower energies
surrounded by particles w ith higher energy. To understand the ow-m icrostructures and
their energetics at such high densities, we need to probe the pair distribution fiinction and
sin ilar m easures for the structure of the packing.

Figure 5 (@-d) show s the radial distribution finction g (r) at four densities, w ith param e
ter values as In Fig. 4. The thin, dotted lines are data from a non-sheared, hom ogeneous,
elastic system 2%%7, whereas the thick, solid lines represent a sheared situation with rather
strong dissipation e = 0:7. N ote that the elastic distrdoution function has been m easured
under non-sheared periodic boundary conditions; also for e som ewhat an aller than unity,
the sam e resuls were cbtained as long as the system ram ains hom ogeneous.) W e cbserve
that the weak di erence at Iow density = 06 grows with Increasing density, conceming
two aspects:



(i) The peak value of contact In the sheared systam s is always Jarger than that in a hom oge-
neous system ofthe sam e density, and the di erence increases strongly w ith density, another
indicator for clustering™> .

(i) Thepeaksand valleys, which allow to distinguish between di erent lattice structures, are
di erent in the sheared case when com pared to the non-sheared situation. In the fom ercass,
peaks at = = 1;2;3;::: are cbserved, f;k;glaﬂjng shell-form ation about any test-particle.

In the latter case, the peaksat r= = 1; 3;2;:::Indicate a crystallization transition and

the developm ent of a trangular lattice.

The peaks In the sheared situation, eg.at r= = 2;3, becom e sharper as the density
is increased, but the one at r= = 4 isnot welkde ned even at = 0:75; higher order
peaks are aln ost Invisbl, ndicating longrange disorder due to the shearing in contrast
to the Jongrange order that evolves In the non-sheared system . The com parison between
the sheared and non-sheared cases suggest that the structure—fom ation ismuch slower in
a sheared uid which, n tum, In plies that, as expected, the freezingpoint density of the
form er would be larger than that of the latter. T he splitting of the second-peak In the non—
sheared case corresponds to the onset of freezing transition®!; w ith increasing density this
Folitting becom es m uch m ore prom nent, w ith sin ilar structural-features appearing at the
successively higher-order peaks. For the sheared system , how ever, we do not cbserve sin ilar
olitting, rather we see a sharp second-peak. This also occurs or a highly inelastic sheared

uid at a much lower density®; hence, a sharp second peak is a signature of short-range
ordering due to the dissipative particleclustering. The higherorder peaks in the sheared
case becom e prom nent only if we go beyond = =4, which corresponds to the 1 it of
perfect squarepacking, but it is di cul to m aintain hom ogeneocusshearing at such high
densities, because the system spolits into two parts, a dense, cold, crystalline area and a
dilute, hot, uid area { see below for details.

Figure %shows the variations of the pressure and viscosity functions (f, = p= T and
f = = T, resoectively) with density at a restitution coe cient e = 0:57. W e cbserve
that both increase m onotonically with density, much beyond = 0:7001, and we did not

nd the hysteretic van-derW alls Joop In ourpressure data upto = =4, another indication
that the crystallization is hindered/delayed by shear. T hese observations, together w ith our
resul that in the elastic 1im it N ; changes sign at am udh lower density ( 062, ecFig. 3)
than the corresponding freezing-density, suggest that the sign-reversal of N ; is not related
to the freezing-transition.

2. Collision angk distribution

A ssociated w ith the sign-reversalof the rst nom alstress di erence is a change in the
relative m agnitudes of the nomn al stress com ponents (P4, and Py, ). Subtle changes In the
direction and m agnitudes of the collisionalm ode of m om em tum transfer could in uence
the ndividual com ponents of the stress tensor. In order to test this hypothesis, we focus
on the collision angl distribution function, C ( ), which isde ned such that C ( )d is the
probability of collisions occuring at an anglke lying between and + d , wih the angle
being m easured in the anticlockw ise direction from the positive x-axis (see Fig. 13). Fora

uid In equilbbrium , all collisions are equally lkely, and hence C ( ) isa uniform function of

yle. C ()= 1= 0:318309. For a non-equilbbrium system (eg. shear ow), however,
preferred collisions are dictated by the nature of the extemal eld, leading to an anisotropic
distrbution for C ( )*® 3 . Following Savage & Je rey® and Campbell & Brennen®’, an



explicit expression forC ( ; ;e) can be derived forthe case ofuniform shear ow asdetailed
In the Appendix. Note that the angular dependence of C ( ; ;e) willbemodi ed by both
the density and the restitution coe cient.

Figure 7 show s the com parison of our sin ulation data on C ( ) with the theoretical pre-
dictions of equation [B9d) ortwo di erent values of the restitution coe cient at a density

= 0:6. It is cbserved that the probability of collisions is higher on the upstream —-faces of
the colliding partickes, ie. for 2 [ =2; Jand 2 [ =2;0] (ie. the hatched-areas on the
testparticle n Fig. 13). This is a consequence of the in posed shear- eld which com presses
the ow-structure along the 3 =4-direction and stretches it along the =4-direction. Re—
garding the com parison w ith theory, there is, ckarly, a phassdi erence between theory and
sim ulation, and the overall agreem ent is only qualitative.

Note In Fig. 7 that the probability of collisions on the upstream -faces increases further
as the restitution coe cient Increases. This, in tum, suggests that particke m otion be-
com es m ore stream lined (ie. along the stream w ise direction) w ith increasing dissipation
levels, which will naturally lead to a reduction in the transverse com ponent of the uctu-
ation velocities of the particles. Thus, the m acroscopic m anifestation of such m icroscopic
stream lined-m otion would be an increase In the m agniude of the kinetic com ponent of the

rst nom al stressdi erence ().

Tuming our attention to the range of densities where N ; undergoes a sign-reversal, we
show the oollision angle distributions C ( ) in Fig. 8 as polar plots wih e = 0:7; the
corresponding densities are as In the subplots of Fig. 4. It is cbserved that the anisotropic
structure ofC ( ) gets furtherm odi ed in thisregin e, w ith distinct peaksappearingnear =
Oand 2 =3 (seesubplbtb). W hilethepeak at = 0 corresoondsto head-on collisionsbetween
particles in the sam e-layer, the one at = 2 =3 clearly signals the onset of triangular-
structure form ation . A nothernotew orthy point isthat the collisions on the dow nstream —faces
ofthe colliding particles are rare at these densitiesand hence C ( ) can be approxin ated sokely
by its contrbutions from the sscond-and fourth-quadrants ( 2 [ =2; Jand 2 [ =2;0],
respectively) .

Since the m om entum transfer occurs m ainly due to collisions In the dense regin g, the
stress tensor can be approxin ated by

P &k k) ()d;

where k is the unit vector pining the Iline of centres of the two colliding disks. A ssum ing
now that all the ocollisions would occur at som e average collision angle ., sothatC ( ) =
C ( av),and recalling that C ( ) iswell represented in this regin e by restricting only in the
second—and fourth-quadrants, the expression for the rst nom alstressdi erence sinpli es
signi cantly to

N: [k ki & kyl_  C(a): 10)
Tt is trivial to check that N; = 0 at ., = =4, From our sinulation data, we have
calculated ., by averaging C ( ) over the second- and fourth-quadrants, whose variation
w ith density isplotted In F ig. 9 fortwo restitution coe clents. Ik isobserved that ., crosses
through =4 (ie. 3 =4) at around the criticaldensity =~ for all restitution coe cients. For
example, av 4516 and 4504 at™ = 0:725 and 067, respectively, where N; changes
sign. Thus, the m icrostructural signature of the sign—reversal of N | is directly correlated
w ith the average collision anglk being greater or less than =4 (or3 =4).



C . Crystallization: F luid-solid coexistence

Figure 10 (@) show s a snapshot of the system at the steady state w ith param eter values
beingsstto = 08 and e= 09. Tt is observed that a solid—-layer coexistsw ith two  uidized
zones on either side of . A closer ook Into the solid-layer reveals that the particles are
arranged in a trangularpadcking, representing a crystal, and thus we have a clear evidence
for uid-solid coexistence. The corresponding instantaneous stream w ise velocity pro Ik at
t= 390 (le. the mm ageboxes have m oved 390 strain units from their origihal position) is
shown In Fig. 10 (); the coarssegraining is done by binning the system into 20 equalsize
bins in the transverse direction and then taking averages over all the particles in each bin.
C karly, the shearing is inhom ogeneous across the C ouettegap: the crystal is aligned along
the stream w ise direction and hence we call it a layered-crystal; the shearrate in the uidized
regin es on either side of the crystal is aln ost uniformm . N ote that the asym m etric nature of
the velocity pro X also signals the breakdown ofthe LeesF dwards boundary condition as a
m otor for the hom ogeneous shear. T he form ation and the tin e-evolution ofthis crystal can
be ascertained from Fig. 10 (c) which show s the corresoonding evolution of the stream w ise
velocity at early tines. W e observe that the crystal has fully formed at t = 76, and the
velocity pro Il rem ainsantisymm etricabouty = 0 tillt= 150.W ith furthertin eevolution,
how ever, the crystaldoes not rem ain stationary in the transverse direction, rather it m oves
slow Iy w ith particles di using across the uid-solid interface. The overall lifetim e of this
crystal is several orders of m agnitude larger than the extermal tinescale !, inposed by
the shear. The corresponding collision-angle distrloution C ( ) In Fig. 10(d) show s three
distinct peaks at = 0, =3 and 2 =3. Note that the peak at = =3 does not exist
in the uid phase (refer to Figs. 8a), and this provides evidence that the particles in the
crystallinephase are arranged in the trangularpadcking structure. The large area of the
crystalline phase as well as its relatively large value of solids fraction (hence, an allm ean
free tin e) further suggest that m ost of the collisions occurred in the crystallnephase.

W e should rem ark here that, at such high densities, the inelastic collapse® ' would
eventually term inate the evolution ofthe system . W e used the T C-m odel’® to avoid inelastic
collapse, but could not altogether elim inate it w ithin the crystal after som e tin e. But the
In portant point to note is that the crystallnephase can be m aintained for a long period of
tine (£> 100 strain units), and hence the reported resuls are not transient e ects.

Analogous plots for a nearly elastic system (€= 0:99) are shown in Fig. 11 @{c) for the
sam e density = 0:8. The overall features are sin ilar to that ore= 09, but the width of
the crystalline zone is a little lJarger. By decreasing the dissppation-level to e = 0{7, we did
not cbserve crystal form ation, w ith other param etersbeing xed; by Increasing the system —
size to N = 4096, however, we ocbserved layered crystalat e = 0:7. Thus, the form ation of
such layered-crystalline structure depends crucially on the system size and the dissipation
Jevel: the larger the system —size and/or the weaker the dissipation, the m ore susceptibke the
system is to crystallize.

Note that even if we are well below the lim it of perfect squarepacking (o = =6
0:785), the system oould crystallize if the dissipation—Jevels are low; for exam ple, we ob—
served layered crystalline structuresat = 075 wih e= 099 and N = 4096. D ecreasing
the coe cient of restitution to e = 09, the ow- eld ram ained hom ogeneous. Thus, our
layered crystalline structures appear to be tied to a ongwave nnstability of the elastic
hard-sphere  uids®. Since our results are not driven by the inelastic dissipation, they are
distinctly di erent from the layered shearbanding pattems, as predicted by the kinetic the-
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ory m odels'®#?#3  in granularCouette ows. Having said that we need to m ention that such
dissipative layering pattems (ie. those which becom e stronger w ith increasing dissipation
levels'®) were also found in sinulations of a dilute sheared granular uid®, but the sinula—
tions were allowed to evolre from an unsheared mnitial con guration with a special kind of
boundary condition. In contrast, allour sin ulations started from a uniform shear condition.
In the present contribution, we have m ainly focussed on the non-dissipative layering in the
dense Im it, and the related issues of dissipative layering are relegated to a future study.

Before m oving further, we m ake a qualitative com parison w ith the earlier simulation
work of Campbell & Brennen®’ on the bounded Couette ow of inelastic, frictional hard
disks. They also reported sin ilar layered-m icrostructure but due to the an all system -size
N = 40) and boundary-e ects (they considered a shear- ow bounded by frictionalwalls),
the distinct shearband fom ation that we have reported is not evident in the snapshots of
their sim ulations. Nevertheless, we believe that our results are akin to that reported by
Campbell & Brennen. One of the referees has drawn our attention to the recent work of
C am pbell** who probed the dense lim it ofa three-din ensionalC ouette shear ow using soft—
sohere sin ulations. He was abl to m aintain uniform shearing even at a density of = 062,
but beyond that he reported shearband fom ation in that the ow- eld degenerates Into
sheared and non-sheared zones in the gradient direction. This sinply suggests that one
can m aintain uniform shearing in a three-din ensional geom etry even beyond the analogous
squarepacking lini ( = =4 0:52) since the partickes have now an additional degree
of freedom , orthogonal to the shear plane, to rearrange them selves. M oreover, m ost of
C am pbell’s sim ulations were done w ith 1000 particlks (equivalently, 100 particles In 2D ) at
a restitution coe cient of0:7. W ith these param eter values, we did not nd layered crystals
at = 08 In twodin ensions (see discussion in the next section).

1. Shear-induced ordering and Reynold’s dilatancy

O ne of the referees has drawn our attention to the recent work of Lutsko®® who studied
the shear-nduced ordering In a low -density ( 026) elastichard-sohere uid. T he earliest
sin ulations of E rpenbeck®® on 3D elastic hard-sphere  uids showed that at high shear rates
the system breaks down into orderded (solid) and disordered ( uid) phases in the direction
of the mean vorticity (ie. nom al to the shearplane). This nduces a longrange two-—
din ensional ordering, called a stringphase, in the shearplane. M ore im portantly, such
ordering occurs only for a range of shearrates{ the lower the density, the Jarger this shear-
rate nterval. H owever, the latterwork ofEvansand M orriss'’ showed that the disorder-order
transition of E rpenbeck arises due to the pro lebiased-them ostat’ sihce the stringphase
vanishes com pletely when a pro Jleunbiased-them ostat’ isused. T hus, the shear-induced-
ordering in elastic hard-sohere uids appears to depend on the choice of the them ostat.
N ote further that all the above w orks probed m oderately dense system s only, wellbelow the
corresoonding square-packing lin it. Now to com pare these results w ith our cbservations in
granular uids,we rstneed tode nean equivalent shear rate since the granular energy and
the shear rate are dependent on each other for the Jatter systam . From the energy balance
equation, it is trivialto show that the granular energy has the follow ing fiinctional relation
w Ith the shear rate and the restitution coe cient:




where = =1 &) isde ned as the reduced shear mte. In the quasklastic lim it
! 1) the reduced shear rate (@and hence the granular energy) approaches In  nity, which
is equivalent to the high sheartate lim it of an elastic hard-sphere  uid. Since we cbserved
layered crystalline structures only in the quasielastic lin it, we m ay thus conclude that such
structures would also persist n elastic hard-disk uids at large shear rates.

It is Interesting to ask whether the layered crystallne-structures of Figs. 10 and 11
are, In any way, related to the concept of the Reynold’s dilatancy’’?® which is explained
schem atically in Fig. 12. The top two sketches depict the classical constant-bad?® shear-cell
experin ent (in two-din ensions) In which them aterial is sub cted to a constant nom alload.
Fig. 12 (@) corresponds to an ideal situation of B axinum packing, with the particles being
arranged in a trangular lattice ( = o = =2 3). Clearly, in this situation the top and
the bottom plates of the shear cell will sin ply slide over the m aterial, w ithout deform ing
it. However, if one of the plates is allowed to m ove In the vertical direction and thereby
allow Ing the particles to rearrange them s=lves, eg. as in Fig. 12 (o), the m aterdial can be
deform ed even hom ogeneously (if sp = =6). This is the shear-coupled volum e change,
comm only known as the Reynold’s dilatancy. Note, however, that our simulations m i ic
constantvolum e experin ents, since the volum e of the com putationalbox rem ains xed (see
Figs. 12c and 12d); but, of courss, now the pressure (ie. nom alload) can vary in respponse
to particle m otions inside the shear cell. For this case also, the uniform shearing ispossble
ifand only ifthe overalldensity rem ainsbelow the squarepacking Iim it ( < ). However,
fordensitiesabove thisvalue ( o < < ), the shearing can be started only ifwe allow the
particles to rearrange them selves. This is possble if a part of the system becom es denser,
allow Ing free volum es to the rest of the system which is nothing but Reynold’s dilatancy
too. Hence, we willend up with a crystallnephase coexisting with a uid phase, a typical
exam ple of which is shown scheam atically in Fig. 12 (d). T hus the phenom enon ofReynold’s
dilatancy, for densities o, < < , would m ake the ordering transition, as depicted In
Figs. 10 and 11, m ore prom Inent, and thise ect would bem uch stronger In tw o-din ensions.

Iv. CONSEQUENCESFOR THE CONSTITUTIVE MODELING :
RELAXATION M ODELS

H ere w e attam pt to describoe the nom alstressbehaviourofa granular uid using the stan-—
dard relaxation-type m odels. P ror literature on the densegas kinetic theory, which formm s
the foundation of theoretical developm ents of granular uids in the mmpid-shear regin e, n—
dicates that such a stress relaxation m echanisn does also exist in granular uidé® °* . The
relaxation-type m odels are routinely used to describe the non-N ew tonian behaviour of vis—
ooelastic/viscoplastic m aterials, and hencem ight be apt forgranular uids in thedense Iim it
as well. The recent work of Zhang & Rauenzahn® 3 clearly shows that such viscoelastic
stress relaxation m echanian exists in dense granular ow s. Follow Ing a rigorous statistical
m echanical procedure, they derived an evolution equation for the collisional stress tensor
which boils down to a fram esdndi erent viscoelastic m odel, w ith the Jaum ann derivative
appearing directly w ithout appealing to ob fctivity argum ents.

Let us oconsider the viscoelastic relaxation approxin ation suggested recently by Jin &
Slem rod®! to reqularize the Bumett order equations of Sela & G oldhirsch® for a low -density
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granular uid. Their proposed equation for the pressure deviator, .n our notation, is

D
+ — L7 L $tr L)1
1 51 st )
+ 2 S + Sitr( s)1= (11)
where
e = 2 S ( r U.)l+ 2+ 3;
S=3L+L" @ ul;
@U.j_
L = (ru)T = ;
@Xj
2
= a );
1= 03211 -— ’
p
2 = 058775 —
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Here ; and , are relaxation tim es, d the dim ensionality of the system , L is the velocity
gradient, S the deviatoric part of the rate of strain tensor, the shearviscosity, thebuk
viscosity and 1 the identity tensor; , and 3 are higher order tem s, explicitly w ritten
down in Jin & Slem rod™. Note that both relaxation tin es are proportional to the ratio of
the shear viscosity and the pressure, and hence proportional to the m ean free tine. In the
Imitsof ;, ! O0Oand ,, 3! 0, we recover the standard Newtonian m odel for the
Stress tensor.

N eglecting the higher-order tem s, an expression forthe rstnom alstressdi erence can
be ocbtained for the steady uniform shear ow:

4
N, = — - > o0: 12)
201+ )+ @+ 4 2) P

This quantity is always positive, as In our sinulation resuls for dilute ows, if the two
relaxation tin es are of the sam e order.

It is In portant to note that the above evolution equation does not satisfy the principke of
m aterial fram e iIndi erence M F I) which statesthat the constitutive law s should be invariant
under rigid-rotation’®. The scalar eld ,thevector eldv andthetensor el arecalled
fram e-indi erent or cbctive if the follow ing relations hold for all t:

'x%P) = x;0); 13)
vPx%Y) = 0 v x;D); (14)
‘%% = 0 ®DQ ©F; (15)

where ,v& and %v’& Carede ned intwo di erent framesF and F, respectively,

and Q (t) is a proper orthogonaltensor. Here F °2 E F ), with E (F ) denoting the set of all
fram es cbtanabl from a given fram e F by observer transform ations. T hat the stresstensor
in a granular gas isnot a fram e-independent quantity (@s in the hard-sphere gas’**°) iswell-
known. Since the kinetic com ponent of the st nom al stress di erence rem ains positive
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at all densities, the kinetic stress tensor can be m odelled using a non-ob fEctive equation
as discussed above. For the collisional stress tensor, one can postulate a sin ilar evolution
equation as in Egqn. (11), but ; must be multiplied by a factor which must change sign
at the critical density. H owever, this equation would ram ain fram edependent even in the
dense lim it. T hus, if one has to recover the B oltzm ann-lin it of relaxation-type equations, a
fram e-indi erent approach does not appear to work.

A question now arises as to the possbility of m odelling nom al stress di erences using
the standard fram e-indi erent relaxation typem odels. The sin plest way is to use either the
Jower-convected or the upper-convected equations for the pressure deviator:

D
toGie L* + Litr( L)1 = 2s (r ul; (6
D T. 2
+ ( ;e) s L + L Str( L)L = 28 (r ul; @7
respectively. Here ( ;e) is an empirical constant, dependent on both the density and
restitution coe cient. Forboth cases, the st nom alstressdi erence is
N, = 2 (18)
' 1+ 22 p

Clearly, if ( ;e) is obtained from sinulation, its sign—reversal would also correspond to
the sign—reversal ofN ; . C om paring the Jin-Slem rod equation w ith is corresponding fram e
Indi erent analog (lower-convected m odel), we conclude that the loss of fram e-indi erence
show s up as a sign—change of the rst nom al stress di erence. It would be interesting to
investigate w hether one could relax the Sela-6 oldhirsch equations® using a fram e-<indi erent
approach w ithout violating the entropy inequaliy®™:.

Sin ilarly, one could postulate evolution equations using other ob fctive derivatives. In
this regard, the corotationalJe rey’sm odel seem s to be the ideal choice:

. D . DS
+ 1(,e)D—t— 2 S+2—(r u)1+2(,e)a 19)

w ith D =D t being the Jaum ann derivative’ . The corresponding st nom alstressdi erence

is

P L 20)
1+ 7 P

which ispositive/negative depending on whether ; is less/greaterthan ,. Thus, the fram e-

Indi erent relaxation m odels are abl to predict positive and negative rst nomn al stress

di erences. (For the steady hom ogeneocus shear ow, one can also m odel positive/negative

nom alstressdi erencesby postulating a general orthonom albasis, generated by the nilpo-

tent basis tensors, which satis es the ob gctivity requirem ent; for related issues, the reader

is referred to G oddard®.)

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
W e have probed the non-New tonian behaviour and the incipient crystallnephase in a

sheared, m onodisperse, two-din ensional granular uid. The standard event-driven tech-
nigue is used to sinulate a box of hard-disks under hom ogeneous shear defom ation. The
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Inform ation about the stress tensor is obtained by deocom posing it in the standard way:
P = pl+ , where p is the pressure and the pressure deviator. The non-New tonian
behaviour isquanti ed in tem softhe rstnom alstressdi erence: N= ( 4 vy )=P.

The granular uid is non-Newtonian wih a measurabl rst nom al stress di erence
N ;) which is positive (if the stress is de ned in the com pressive sense) in the dilute lim it.
Interestingly, however, N | changes from positive to negative at a criticaldensity In the dense
regin e. By deocom posing N ; into the kinetic and collisional contributions, N; = N lk + N7,
we found that while N [ is alvays positive and decays to zero in the dense lim i, N { has a
non-m onotonic variation wih density. In particular, N © increases from zero in the dilute
lin it as Increases, reaches a maxinum at som e value of and then decreases, eventually
becom Ing negative In the dense limit. The density at which N = 0 ( ~ ) depends
crucially on the level ofm icro-scale dissipation; In particular, ~ increases asthe coe cient of
restitution decreases. W e have constructed a phase-diagram in the ( ;e)-planeby identifying
the regions where N ; is positive/negative.

W e have shown that the origin of the st nom al stress di erence, in the dense Iim i,
is tied to shear-induced collisional anisotropies. The underlying m echanisn is distinctly
di erent from that is known fr a dilute granular gad”® where the anisotropy in the second
moment of the uctuation velcoity, which is a Bumettorder e ect, gives rise to nom al
stress di erences.

At the m icrolevel, the particles undergo reorganization as the densedmm it is ap-
proached. T he signatures of m icrostructuralreorganization have been captured by probing
the oollision-angle distrlbution, C ( ), which is anisotropic due to the presence of the m ean
shear. In particular, we have found that the topology of the anisotropicstructure of C ( )
changes, w ith ocollisions occurring at certain preferred angles on the upstream —faces of the
colliding pairs. The sign-reversal of N ; is correlated w ith a preferred value of the average
collision angle, ., = =4 =2, averaged over the upstream -faces of the colliding particlkes.

The tin e evolution of the sheared granular uid lads to crystallization in the dense
Iin it, signalling the coexistence of uid and solid. T he particles are arranged In a triangular-
padking inside the crystal, and itm ovesasa lyer In the stream w ise direction. T he form ation
of such layered-crystalline structure depends crucially on the system size and the dissipation
level: the larger the system -size and the weaker the dissjpation, the m ore susceptible the
system is to crystallize. T his appears to be related to a Jong-wave instability®® of the elastic
hard-sphere uids.

T he present work clearly show s that the availabl kinetic-theory-based rheologicalm odels
for granular uids are not adequate to predict the behaviour of the st nomn al stress
di erence in thedense lim it. Certain m icrostructuraHeatures, like the preferred distribution
of collisions which eventually lads to crystalform ation, should be incorporated Into the
theory. At such high densities, m any-body e ects (pooth positionaland velocity correlations)
are in portant’’*! and the appropriate kinetic description is the BBGK Y -hierarchy®’. To
hoorporate the cbserved nom alstressbehaviour into the fram ew ork ofplausible constitutive
m odels, we showed that the standard fram e-indi erent relaxation type m odels can be used
to m odelboth positive and negative st nom alstressdi erences. In this regard, the two—
param eter Je rey’sm odel appears to be the ideal choice; however, we are unable to recover
the corresponding Bolzm ann 1im it which is known to be non-ob fctive. On the whole, we
believe that a Iot rem ains to be done for a better understanding of the dense-phase rheology
ofgranular uidseven in the hard-sphere lim i.
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APPENDIX A:SHEAR-INDUCED ANISOTROPY AND THE COLLISION
ANGLE DISTRIBUTION

Here we are interested in the shear-induced anisotropy of the collision angle distribution
of an nelastic hard-disk uid. Follow ing Savage & Je rey?, an expression for the collision
angle distribution C ( ) is derived, which is com pared w ith the sim ulation data n IIB 2.

To calculate the probablility of collisions at a speci cangke ,we Pcuson Fig. 13 wih
two particlkes colliding at r. Note that ism easured anticlockw ise from the positive x-axis.
For oollisions to occur In a tine t, the center of particke 1 must lie inside the volum e

ki k) t, where g = 1c ¢, is the relative velocity of the colliding pair. Thus the
expected total num ber of collisions (per unit tin e and unit area) w ith the line of centres k
Iying between k k=2 and k + k=2 isgiven by

Z

£9 ciimicim) @ k)k n)dkdde,; @1)

where £@ () is the twopartice distrbution finction which is de ned so that
£f@ (c1;1;0;51,) doide,drdr, is the number of pairs of particles such that the particle
i is Jocated In an area elem ent dr; about r; wih its velocity in the interval dc; about ¢
while particke j is located in an area elem ent dr, about r, with its velocity In the interval
dc, about ¢, . To progress further, we have to nvoke the assum ption ofm olecular chacs and
hence the expected num ber of collisions is
Z

goin)fY Crimiu@NEY @inu@) @ k)&  n)dkdds; @2)
where g (r; ;1) is the pairdistribution function. For the steady uniform shear ow,g(x;n)
is calculated from the relation?”7¢7% ;

Z

29.( )
g ;n) = gn2 £fY emu@mNE® (@iniu ))dede; @A3)

q k>0

where g. ( ) is the contact value of the pairdistribution finction and g k > 0 in plies that
the Integration be carried out for In pending collisions.
As a rst approxin ation, the sihgke particle wvelocity distrbution function
£ ;05U (1)) is assum ed to have the M axwellian—fom :
" #
nm m e um)’

; 4
kg T =P 2kg T ®4)

£Y ciimum)) =
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where T is the granular tem perature ( uctuating kinetic energy) and k the usual Bolz—
mann constant. Now transfomm ing the particke velocities (c;, ¢;) to their centerofm ass
and relative velocities, equation [A3) can be integrated to arrive at the follow ing explicit
expression fr the pairdistribution fiinction®®:

2k u@

ety o

gir) = g.( )erfc

where erfc( ) is the com plem entary error function. U sing the above expression for the pair-
distrdoution function and transform ing in tem s of polar coordinates (r; ), the integral for
the nom alized collision angle distribution yields®’

sin® cod g( )sh cos
C()=A(T) exp o7 p? gl ); A 6)

where g ( ) is the angular pairdistribution fiinction given by

g(ri;r) sin  cos
g() ——=efc —p—— AT
g () 2T

and A (T') is a nom alization constant.

For the uniform shear ow, an expression for the granular tem perature, can be obtained
from the energy balance equation, by equating the energy production due to shearwork
w ith the energy loss due to ocollisions:

2

du

— =D

dy

) T = £ ()= ( je) ®.8)

j o
where = , f () T isthe shear viscosity and D = ( ,= )fp ( ;e)T°? the collisional
dissjpation rate, w ith
£ () o LI ()1+8
= e - i
8 &()

4 2 2
H(e) =p=0 €) “g.():

Substituting this expression for T, the nom alized collision distribbution function becom es

" s &
Cliiomam ap 20O ©F g me BU® L) gy
2f () £ ()
and the angular pairdistribution fiinction
" s___ &
g(; je)= erfc sin cos 5 (e - @ 10)
2f ()
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Tt is clear that the angular dependence of C ( ; ;e) ismodi ed by both the Inelastic dissi-
pation and the density.
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FIG.1l: (@) A snapshot of the sheared granular system at steady-state. T he arrow s indicate the
displacem ent of the I age boxes. (o) Variations of the granular energy T and the calculated shear
rate o1 wih tine. For an explanation of the system and particle properties, see the text. The
param eters for both subplotsare = 05,e= 07 and N = 1024.
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FIG.4: Snapshots of the sheared system wih e = 0:7 in the dense 1im it f©Or di erent densities:
@ =106,0 =07, = 0725 d) = 0:5.
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FIG .10: Evidence of crystallization in a sheared dense granular uid at = 08 ande= 09. (@)
P article distrdbution and () stream w ise velocity at t = 390; (c) evolution of stream w ise velocity
at early tim es; (d) collision angle distribution.
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