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Surface G ranular ow s: Two R elated Exam ples
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G ranular surface ow sare com m on In lndustrialpractice and naturalsystem s, how ever, theoretical
description of such ows is at present incom plte. Two prototype system s Involving surface ow
are com pared: heap fom ation by pouring at a point and rotating cylinders. C ontinuum m odels for
analysis of these ows are reviewed, and experin ental resuls for quasi2d system s are presented.
E xperim ental results in both system s are well describbed by continuum m odels.

I. NTRODUCTION

G ranular ow s have been the sub gct of considerable
recent work [L-5] driven by both technological needs
E, :_7.] and the recognition that m any aspects of the ba-
sic physics are poorly understood i{j’]. Surface ows of
granular m aterials, that is ows con ned to a surface
layer on a static granular bed, are In portant in indus—
trial practice and nature. Industrial exam ples appear in
the trangportation, processing and storage ofm aterials in
system s such as rotary kilns, tum bling m ixers, and feed—
Ing and discharge of silos. Exam ples in nature include
the form ation of sand dunes, lava ow, avalanches, and
transport of sedin ents in rivers. A fhough considerable
progresshasbeen m ade, theoreticaldescription of surface

ow s is iIncom plete at present. Severalapproaches, based
on di erent assum ptions about the physics of the ows,
have been proposed [P-19]. A fow experimn ental studies
are also available [9,19-33]. M ost work is focussed on
two system s: heap ow and rotating cylinder ow shown
schem atically in F ig.'],.

An in portant feature of surface granular ows is the
Interchange ofparticlesbetween the ow ing layerand the

xed bed. In the case of a rotating cylinder the inter—
change rate is determ ined by kinem atics since the veloc—
ity of the xed bed at the bed-layer interface is known.
The situation in the case of heap ow is more com pli-
cated. Bouchaud et al. E[Z_i] proposed a phenom enologi-
calmodel BCRE model) In which the interchange rate
is detem ined by the local surface anglke. A variation
of this m odel proposed by Boutreux et al. i_l-_d] BRAG
m odel) has been broadly validated by continuum m odels
t_l-gl, :_l-S_i] and experin ents I_l-i_i], as we show below. Con—
tinuum m odels developed previously, for both heaps and
rotating cylinders, are all based on depth-averaged hy—
drodynam ic equations and di er prin arily in the consti-
tutive equationsused. A llthem odels contain param eters
which must be evaluated from experin ents, but in m ost
cases, these param eters have not been determ ined.

Here we present here a common continuum based
fram ew ork for the analysisofboth heap ow and rotating
cylinder ow . The treatm ent closely follow s that given
n refs. {_l-,c_}] and [_3:9] M odel predictions are com pared
to experim ental results and to predictions of previous
m odels. T he general continuum m odel is presented rst.
Resuls forthe heap form ation and rotating cylinder ow
are given next followed by conclisions.

II. GENERALCONTINUUM M ODEL

Consider a owing layer on the surface of a granu-—
larbed assum ing the ow isnearly unidirectionalin the
layerand curvature e ectsare am all. T he depth averaged
continuity equation and the x-m om entum balance equa—
tion are sin pli ed using the follow ing assum ptions. T he
bulk density in the layer ( ) isnearly constant (since the
dilation ofthe ow ing particles isnot too large in the rel-
atively slow ow sbeing considered). T he velocity pro ke
In the Jayer is linear and ofthe form [B1,32]vy = 2u y= ),
where u (x;t) is the depth averaged velocity in the layer
and isthe layerthickness. Slow plastic deform ation [33]
jsng_gllected. T he shear stress at the Interface is taken to
be 30]

T
xy =0 = () ay g cos tan g 1)

w here d isthe particle diam eterand tan ¢ isthee ective
coe cient of dynam ic friction, wih ¢ taken to be the
static angle of repose. T he stress is sensitively dependent
on the localbuk density and based on recent em pirical

evidence Bl we take £() = c=dwih ¢ 15. The
goveming equations then reduce to
@ @
—+ — = ; 2
@t @x () @
4 2 i
@—(u)+—@— W o= 4odu—+gM;(3)
Qt 3@x cos ¢

where isthe ux from the layer into the bed. Further,
assum ing the static friction forces at the heap-layer inter-
face to be fully m obilized, the M ohr< oulom b criterion
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FIG .1l: Schem atic view of surface ow system s: (@) Heap ow (b) Rotating cylinder ow . (c) Coordinate system used in the

analysis.

yields
xyP=0= g cos tan g ; (@)

where tan , isthe e ective coe cient of static friction.
U sing eg. @:) and the assum ptions given above, eJ. @)
yields

u= _=2; ®)
w ith the shear rate given by

. 1=2
_ gos sin(n &) ©
- adcos , COS ¢ )

A sin flar analysis is given by D ouady et al. [18]w ith the
di erence that no stress constitutive equation such as
eq. @) is used and instead the shear rate in the ow ing
layer is assum ed to be constant.

III. HEAP FORMATION

Consider a quasisteady ow (@ =@t;@u=@t 0)anda
slow Iy varying interface angle @ =@x 0) during heap
form ation. T he continuiy equation (eq.:_Z) togetherw ith
. ("5'1') then reduces to

@
- = ; 7
—ox (7)
and the m om entum balance equation (eg. :_3) together
with eq. () sinpli es to

& _ gs(a ),

8
@x oS n ©
Combining egs. () and @) yieds = gsin(n
)=_CO0S n , which, for the case when , reduces
to
Vi )i 9)

where V.= g=_cos , . Thus, the continuum m odel
yields a source temm sim ilar to the BRAG m odel; the
scaling of V is also sin ilar to the BRdG m odel.

W e further sin plify the above equations for two dif-
ferent geom etries of heap form ation: closed, as shown
in Fjg.-'}'a, and open iIn which the end wall E, Fjg.:_]:a)
is rem oved. In the open system at steady state, all the
m aterial entering the system Jleaves at the far edge of
the heap and no particles are absorbed or eroded. This
Implies that = 0, which on substituting into eg. ('E_J:)

= n constant. U sing these results in egs. :_(:7) and
(:_8) ow s that the average velocity () and thickness ( )
of the owing layer are also constant In open system s.
Themass ow rate In the system isgvenbym = u T,
where T is the width of the layer. This expression, to—
gether w ith eq. @), gives the Dllow ing relationship be-
tween the layer thickness and m ass ow rate

= pu= )17%: 10)

E xperim ental results f_l-g%'] based on ow wvisualization
studies validate the above predictions, and sam ple resuls
are given below . F ig. :_Za show s the variation ofthe m ax—
Inum angle of repose with mass ow rate in the system
for2mm steelballs in an open heap system ( lled sym —
bols). Thedata indicate that , , and thusthe coe cient
of static friction at the heap-layer interface (tan , ), is
not a constant but ncreasesw ith the Iocal ow rate. An
Increase in surface anglew th ow rate was also reported
by Lem jeux and D urian f_2-€_j] Fig. :ﬁb show s the varia—
tion of the layer thickness ( ) wih mass ow rate. The
solid line is a tted curve ofthe orm  / m '™. This
ndicates agreem ent w ith theoretical predictions (eq.110)
ifthe product _ is independent ofm ass ow rate.

In a closed system (Fig.ila), at steady state we must
have constant for the heap to rise uniform Iy. In-
tegrating eq. (:2:), the layer thickness pro le is obtained
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FIG .2: Variation ofthe (@) m axinum angle ofrepose ( n ) and () layer thickness ( ) with mass ow rate (m ) or2mm steel

balls. Filled sym bols: open heap system [19].

lne in (b) isabest tofthe orm / m '™
as
- 2i2@ x=_" a1)
where ; is the layer thickness at the end of the layer,
x = L,and L isthe length ofthe interface Fig.ia). The
rise velocity is related to them ass ow rate by
=m=(TL ); 12)

and the interface anglk is calculated from eq. (9).

E xperin entalresu]rs tl9] for closed system s show that
the rise velocity ( ) varies near]y linearly with m ass ow
rate in agreem ent with eq. C12 ), and the buk den
which is ound to be constant, is = 32 g/am 3. Fjg.-j
show s the variation ofboth interface angle ( ) and layer
thickness () wih length along the bed-layer interface
L x) ora xed mass ow rate. The solid line in
Fig.do isa tofeq. {I1). There isa good m atch betw een
the tted line and the experin entaldata, which suggests
that the shear rate, _, is constant. Sim ilar results are
obtained for all ow rates studied. U sing experim ental
results for the rise velocity () and the interface length
L), weobtain _= 20 2 s’ from eq. (1), where the
standard deviation indicated is calculated forall10 ow
rates studied. Using the value of the buk density ob-
tained above, we nd from eg. ({10) that the shear rate
for the open system is _ = 22 3 s!'. The valie of
the shear rate predicted from eg. (@) is _= 20 5 s’
for the range of mass ow rates considered. Thus the
shear rates for the open and closed system s are the sam e
w ithin experin ental error, and predictions of theory are
In reasonable agream ent w ith experin entalvalies.

IV. ROTATING CYLINDER

T he sin plest case correspondsto rotating cylinder ow
for50% ILfraction. A ssum Ing a nearly at interface, the

O pen symbols: rotating cylinder system for three cylinder sizes [30]. T he solid

source term is given by = !x. Substiuting into the
continuity equation (eq.-_i) and integrating we obtain
|
u == 1. ¥
2
U sing eq. {_2) the m om entum balance equation (eq. :_3)
sim pli esto

13)

u@= 3g sin ( s) 3odu2+ ! xu

dx 4 oS 2

14)

W e consider two di erent lim ting solutions to egs. C_l-
and {14) below .

F irstly, consider the case when shear rate () anear]y
constant. U sing eg. 6) the ux equation (eq. 13) gives
the layer thickness pro ke as

P 1=2
= = L2 }g ;

15)

which is symm etric forall rotationalspeeds (! ). Eq. {15)
corresponds to the m odel of M akse f_l-j], In which the
shear rate is assum ed to be a tting param eter. In the
present case the shear rate is obtained from eq. (E) and
the m ean velocity JS gJyen by u = _=2. Substiuting
these results in eqg. (l4| and using the M ohr€ oulom b
condition (eq.:ff) vieldseq. @)wjth = Ixand 4 .
This allow s for calculation of the angle ( ) along the in—
terface. T hus the assum ption of a constant shear rate is
consistent w ith the m odel, and gives a com plete descrip—
tion of the ow. However, i is not apparent from the
analysis, under w hat conditions the solution is valid.

C onsider next the case when the shear rate is not con—
stant along the layer, but when the acceleration (du=dx)
issn all. E Im Inating usihg eq. C13) the scaled m om en—
tum balance becom es

du 3 sin( s) u 2 v

u— = — 21 9peg
d 4Fr cos s a2
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ow of2mm steelballs in a closed system . Sym bo]s are experim entaldata and error bars indicate the standard deviation over

six m easurem ents. Solid lne In (@) isa tofeq.

whereu= u=!L, = x=L and the din ensionless param —
eters are the Froude number, Fr= ! 2L=g, and the size
ratio, s = d=L. The st term on the right hand side
of eq. C_l-é) is the net driving force, that is the gravia-
tional force less the frictional resistance to ow, and is
Independent of the ow velocity (u). The second tem
is the Viscous' resistance due to collisional stresses, and
the third term arises as a resut of n— ow and out- ow
of particles from the layer. Both these tem s depend on
the ow velocity. T ypical experin ental Froude num bers
for experin ents in rotating cylinders are In the range
0 @103%) to O (10 2). Tn these cases the driving Hrce
term (1=F r)) ism uch largerthan the acceleration term
© (= E:) based on eq.:_ﬂ), particularly near the m id—
point of the Jayer ( = 0). The collisional stress tem is
ofthe sam em agniude as the net driving force term since
tl@eﬂvebc:ity Increases to balance the two. Thus for
F r=s 1 the acceleration term m ay be neglected.

For negligbl acceleration (du=d O), the scaled

mean ow velociy is obtaned from eg. le ) as

1=2 h 1105

1 2 _
+ (24 9csA=F r)'7? ;poan

12cs

where A = sin ( s)=00s . Ushhgeq. {_ié),thesca]ed
layer thickness pro ke is

3cs( 2?) 1=

= ; 18
+ (2+ 9csA=F r)'=2 )

where = =L.Theabovesolition isvalid only ifA > O,
that isif > 4. For sy wehaveu = = 0, thus
there is no steady ow possble if the interface anglk is
Jess the static angle of repose. This is consistent w ith
the de nition ofthe static angle of repose. N ote that the
layer pro le is not symm etric about = 0, and for any

> Owehave ( )> (), that is, the upper part of
the Jayer ( < 0) is thicker than the lower part. The

(9«) and in (o) is the prediction ofeq. (L 1_')

source of the asym m etry is the in— ow /out— ow term in
the m om entum balance (third term on the right hand
side of eq. 16). Tn the upper part of the layer ( < 0)
the ow is retarded by m aterdal entering the layer from

thebed ( < 0) and the reverse is true in the lower part
ofthe Jayer. T hus, the layer is thicker In upper part be-
cause of the lower velocity relative to the lower part of
the ]ayer ( > 0), resulting In a skewed pro le. Further,
. C18 Indicates that the pro le becom es m ore skewed
w ith increasing Froude num ber  r) and decreasing size
ratio (s). In the lim it, F r=s 1, the scaled layer thick—
ness pro kbecomes = (csFr=A)" (1 2)1=2  which
is identical to the result obtained assum ing a constant
shear (eq.115) when eq. (@) isused to caloulate the shear
rate. This inplies that a pro ke symm etric about the
layer m dpoint ( = 0) is obtained at very low Froude
num bers and relatively high size ratios, and in this lim it
the shear rate is nearly constant.

The interface angle pro ke ( ()) is obtaihed from
eq. @), using = !x and eg. (6) as
h i
F _T1=2
()= w —22m 4 (24 9esA=F )t

3cs
19)

In sin p]Jiang the preceding equation we assume
. Eq. {l9) indicates that the interface angk de-
creases m onotonically with distance along the interface
and at = 0, = 4 . Thus in the rotating cylinder
ow the maximum angle of repose can be experin en—
tally obtained by m easuring the Interface anglk at the
m idpoint of the layer. For  r=s) su ciently large and
> 0, weget < 0, that is, or sm all size ratios and
large Froude num bers the layer pro ke may tum up at
the end. Conversly, when F r=s) 1, 9. ('_l-_Q) yields
n s and the interface pro ke is nearly at. Ne-
glecting tem s O ( F r=s), which is consistent wih the
approxin ation in the m om entum balance equation, we
getA = (n s)=C0S 5.
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di erent froude numbers Fr): Fr= 2 103,4 Fr= 22

and dashed lines are the predictions of the m odel of K hakhar et al. [13].

10%, Fr=64 10°.

Solid lines are predictions of eq. {_1@)
T he error bars give the standard deviation over 6

m easurem ents and the bar indicates the scaled diam eter of a particle (s= d=R).

C onsidernext a com parison ofthe theoretical resultsto
experim entaldata. A few key numbers are reported, as
they convey a sense of qualitative agreem ent. H ow ever,
for fiull details the reader is referred to B0]. The m odel
param eters required are 5, n and c.Data ofO e and
K hakhar [30] for the rst two param eters are shown in
Fig. :_Za (open symbols) for 2 mm steelballs in rotating
cylinders of 3 sizes and for di erent rotational speeds of
the cylinders. The data correlates reasonably well w ith
them ass ow rate at them idpoint ofthe layer calculated
from m = !L°T=2,where T isthe cylinder length and
the sam e density as In the heap expermments ( = 32
g/an®) is used. Data spanning nearly two decades of

ow rate allon a single curve, although w ith som e scat—
ter. The maxinum angl of repose Increases w ith m ass
ow rate, and the m easured values are sim ilar to those
from heap experin entswhich are also shown in the sam e

gure. T he static angle of repose is the angleatm = 0.

O mpe and K hakhar [30] had obtained ¢ 15 by t-
ting the theory of Khakhar et al. Q3 ] to experin ental
layer thickness pro les. W e obtain a new estin ate of
the param eter based on the layer thickness at the m id—
point of the ]ayer ( = 0), which, from eq. Cl8),

0)= (csF r=A)™.Fi. -4 show s experin entaldata for

(0) versus (sF r=A ):L 4 for experin ental data or 90 ex—
perin ents com prising steel balls, glass beads and sand
of di erent sizes in cylinders of di erent sizes and for
di erent rotational speeds. The data falls on a straight
line for each m aterdal (although w ith som e scatter) and
a least squares tgivesc= 19 for steelballs, c= 16
for glass beads and ¢ = 14 for sand. Since the m odel
is essentially exact at = 0, the good t inplies that
the proposed constitutive equation for stress is reason—
able, and the shear rate In the layer is welldescribbed by



eq. @) at = 0.
P redictions of the m odel for the layer thickness pro—

X are com pared to experim entaldata in F jg."gJ for sand
particles and steelballs for di erent Froude num bers in
a cylinder of radiis 16 an , using the value of c cbtained
above and experinm entalvalies or , and 5. Theagree-
m ent is good exoept at the highest F r and low s, and the
allthe qualitative features ofthe data are reproduced. At
low F r and relatively high s studied, the pro ke isnearly
symm etric (steelballs at the lowest F r), and the pro s
becom e m ore skewed w ith increasing F r and decreasing
s. Thedeviation at the high Froude num bersand low size
ratio are due to neglect of the acceleration term . Sin ilar
agream ent is obtained for the other cases studied aswell
T he predictions of the m odel of K hakhar et al [13] are
shown in the gureasdashed lines. T hese nearly coincide
w ith the results from the present m odel, exoept for the
highest F' r for sand, indicating that the approxin ations
m ade are reasonable for the param eter values of Interest.
Tt is rem arkable that such a sin ple theory is able to de-
scribe the behavior of the system over such a w ide range
of param eters: m aterials include steel balls, glass beads
and sand; varying shapesw ith steelballsbeing spherical,
glass beads, nearly spherical and sand being irreqularly
shaped; size ratios in the range s 2 (0:005;0:05) and
Froude numbers in the rangeFr2 @ 10°;64 103).
M odelpredictionsofthe interface angle pro kare In rea—
sonable agreem ent w ith experin ents BO]

V. CONCLUSIONS

A theoretical fram ew ork serves to unify the behaviour
of surface ow s for two prototypical system s: heap ow
and rotating cylinder ow. The model is based on a
stress constitutive equation and failire criterion which
contain three m aterial param eters: 5,  and c. Ana-
Iytical results for both system s give a com plete descrip—
tion ofthe system s in termm s ofthe layerthicknesspro les
( X)), average velocity of ow (U (X)) and the interface
angkpro ¥ ( x)). In open heap system sa layer ofuni-

form thickness with a uniform ow velociy is obtained,
whereas in the closed heap system 2 / x. The inter—
face angle is constant and equal to the maxinum an-—
gk of repose In the open system , whereas it decreases
w ith distance from the pouring point in the closed sys—
tem . Results for the rotating cylinder are obtained for
the case wpen the acceleration of particles in the layer
issnall ( Fr=s 1). The layer pro ke is found to
be asym m etric about the m idpoint of the layer ( = 0)
w ith the upper part of the layer ( < 0) being thicker.
T he skew ness Increases w ith increasing Froude num bers
and decreasing size ratios. The scaled shear rate (_=!)
decreases w ith increasing Froude num ber and size ratio.
T he layer Interface angle decreases w ith distance in the

ow direction. Forhigh Fr=sand > 0 the layertums
up, whereaswhen F r=s is analla nearly at interface
is obtained.

Q uasi2d experin ents carried out for open and closed
heaps and rotating cylinders of di erent sizes, by and
large, validate the predictions of the theory. The three
m aterial param eters of the model ( 5, , and c¢) are
all obtained from relatively sin ple m easurem ents. The
m odel equation can thus be applied to m ore com plex
geom etries. D eviations of the m odel from experin ental
data appear in the Interface angle pro ke in the rotating
cylinder ow . This ism ost Ikely due to end walle ects
which are discussed n [30].
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