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8 Collision of Adhesive Viscoelastic Particles
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Abstract

The collision of convex bodies is considered for small intpatocity, when plastic deforma-
tion and fragmentation may be disregarded. In this regiraectintact is governed by forces
according to viscoelastic deformation and by adhesion. Vikeoelastic interaction is de-
scribed by a modified Hertz law, while for the adhesive intéoms, the model by Johnson,
Kendall and Roberts (JKR) is adopted. We solve the generahcbproblem of convex vis-
coelastic bodies in quasi-static approximation, whichliegthat the impact velocity is much
smaller than the speed of sound in the material and that soesity relaxation time is much
smaller than the duration of a collision. We estimate theshold impact velocity which dis-
criminates restitutive and sticking collisions. If the iagb velocity is not large as compared
with the threshold velocity, adhesive interaction becomgsortant, thus limiting the validity
of the pure viscoelastic collision model.

8.1 Introduction

The large set of phenomena observed in granular systenggngainom sand and powders on
Earth to granular gases in planetary rings and protoplandtscs, is caused by the specific
particle interaction. Besides elastic forces, common foletular or atomic materials (solids,
liquids and gases), colliding granular particles also erésipative forces. These forces
correspond to the dissipation of mechanical energy in thle dfuthe grain material as well
as on their surfaces. The dissipated energy transform&meagy of the internal degrees of
freedom of the grains, that is, the particles are heated. dnynapplications, however, the
increase in temperature of the particle material may becoted (see, e.gl_:[6]).

The dynamical properties of granular materials dependtsesig on the details of the dis-
sipative forces acting between contacting grains. Theeefthoosing the appropriate model
of the dissipative interaction is crucial for an adequatecdption of these systems. In real
granular systems the particles may have a complicated ploerisal shape, they may be non-
uniform and even composed of smaller grains, kept togethedhesion. The particles may
differ in size, mass and in their material properties. In tfbows we consider the contact
of granular particles under simplifying conditions. Wewasg that the particles are smooth,
convex and of uniform material. The latter assumption aflas to describe the particle de-
formation by continuum mechanics, disregarding their mali@ structure.

It is assumed that particles exert forces on each other sixely via pairwise mechanical
contact, i.e., electromagnetic interaction and grawtadl attraction are not considered.
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8.2 Forces Between Granular Particles

8.2.1 Elastic Forces

When particles deform each other due to a static (or quascytontact they experience an

elastic interaction force. Elastic deformation implieatihafter separation of the contacting

particles, they recover their initial shape, i.e., themdgplastic deformation. The stress tensor
) describes the-component of the force, acting on a unit surface which ismadito

the direction] (i;7 = £x;y;zg). In the elastic regime the stress is related to the material

deformation

1
i ) = 2 ; (8.1)

@Xj @x;

whereu (¢) is the displacement field at the poinin the deformed body, via the linear relation

S pun) + Ez june): (8.2)

GE)=E1 ue) 3

Repeated indices are implicitly summed over (Einstein eatien). The coefficients ; and
E, read
Y Y

= ; = —; 8.3
E; Tt ) E2 (8.3)

whereY is the Young modulus and is the Poisson ratio. Let the presswrex;y) act on
the surface of an elastic semispage; 0, leading to a displacement field in the bulk of the
semispace,[18]:
77
uj = Gu & £y V¥iz)Pr &%y" dx’dy°; (8.4)

whereG i (x;y;z) is the corresponding Green function. For the contact proldddressed
here we need only the.component of the displacement on the surfaee 0, that is, we need
only the component

1 2 1 1 )1
G, &jy;jz= 0)= ( )P -4 )1 (8.5)

of the Green functior{[18].

Consider a contact of two convex smooth bodies labeled ad 2. awe assume that only
normal forces, with respect to the contact area, act bettieaparticles. In the contact region
their surfaces are flat. For the coordinate system centardgmimiddle of the contact region,
wherex = y= z = 0, the following relation holds true:

B1x? + Boy? + Up K;y) + Upp ®5y) = ; (8.6)

whereu,; andu,, are respectively the-components of the displacement in the material of
the first and of the second bodies on the plane 0. The sum of the compressions of both
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bodies in the center of the contact area defineéBhe constants ; andB , are related to the
radii of curvature of the surfaces in conta,'pt_'-[18]:

2B1+ B,) = . 02
U7 Ry R, RYRY
4@, By 1 2+ o 2+ 2oos2 —
- = 2 N os2! -
v R, R, R? R R, R,

o
Lol

o
vol

(8.7)

Herer;, R, andR?, R are respectively the principal radii of curvature of thetfard the
second body at the point of contact ands the angle between the planes corresponding to
the curvature radik ; andr 9. Equations(8,6), (8.7) describe the general case of theacon
between two smooth bodies (séei[18] for details). The paysieaning of |(816) is easy to
see for the case of a contact of a soft sphere of a rali(&; = R, = R) with a hard,
undeformed planer(? = RJ = 1 ). Inthis cases; = B, = 1=R, the compressions of the

sphere and of the plane are respectively (0;0) = andu,, = 0, and tt_wg surface of the
sphere before the deformation is givenbi;y) = &* + y?)=R. Then [8.6) reads in the
flattened area,; x;vy) = z (x;y), that is, it gives the condition for a poiatx;y) on the

body’s surface to touch the plage= 0.
The displacements,; andu,, may be expressed in terms of th_e_normal presBurg;y)
which acts between the compressed bodies in the plane. Using (8.4) and, (8}5) we rewrite

®.8) as
22

1 1 2 1 2 P 0; 0
- 1, 2 2 Xy )dX
Y3 Y2

Cay® = Bix? By’ ; (8.8)

p . Lo
wherer=" (x )2+ (y )% and integration is performed over the contact area. Equa-
tion (8.8) is an integral equation for the unknown functionx;y). We compare this equation
with the mathematical identity [i18]
Z7 r— zZ
dx %dy? 1 x02 02 ab %2 v? - dt
r a? 2 a2+t P+t T @+t ot

(8.9)

where integration is performed over the elliptical asféd=a® + y*>=> = 1. The left-hand
sides of both equations contain integrals of the same typiethe right-hand sides contain
quadratic forms of the same type. Therefore, the cogtaetiamn ellipse with the semi-axes
a andband the pressure is of the for (x;y) = const 1 ®¥=a® ¥=k*. The constant
may be found from the total elastic forgg,; acting between the bodies. Integrating(x;y)
over the contact area we obtain

r
3F 1 x?  y?

1 = = 8.10

2 ab a? r ( )
We substitute(8.10) into, (8.8) and replace the double fatéan over the contact area by
integration over the variablg according to the identity (8§.9). Thus, we obtain an equmatio

P, (X;Y) =
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containing terms proportional t&?, y* and a constant. Equating the corresponding coeffi-

cients we obtain
Z 1

FoD FoD N
== o _FDN (8.11)
9 @+ 19+ Dt b
FeD 1 FeD M
B, = el L (8.12)
7 @+t @+ e+ ot a’b
FeD 1! dt FeD M (1=
B, = el o  _FOM A=) (8.13)
0 PP+ @+ bHEF+ pt al?
where
2 2
b 3L 1,1 2 (8.14)
4 Y Y,

andx &= is the ratio of the contact ellipse semi-axes.iIn (8.11}3Bwe introduce the
short-hand notatiods
Z 1
dt
N &)= P (8.15)
0 1+ xHd+ Dt
' dt

o 1+t a+0Da+ xot

M ()= (8.16)

From these relations will follow the size of the contact arga, and the compressionas
functions of the elastic force.; and the geometrical coefficiergs ands ;.

The dependence of the for@g; on the compression may be obtained from scaling
arguments. Ifwerescak¥ ! a2, ¥ ! b2, ! andr .; ! 37?F., with constant,
Egs. (8.11)-(8.13) remain unchanged. That is, whehanges by the factor the semi-axis
a andb change by the factor!=2 and the force by the factor®=2,i.e.,a  '2,b 172
and

Fe1= const >72: (8.17)
The dependence (8.17) holds true for all smooth convex baulieontact. To find the constant
in (8.17) we divide(8.13) by (8.12) and obtain the transeenal equation

By _ P v (1=x) (8.18)
B1 M (x) '

for the ratio of semi-axes. Letx, be the root of Eq.i(8.18), thes? = x,&* and we obtain

_ FeD N (o) (8 19)
5 .
_ FeD M (o)
B, = —k (8.20)

1Thq functionN (x) andM (x) may be expressed as a combination of the Jacobian ellipictiinsE (x) and

K (x) [].
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whereN (xo) andM (xo) are pure numbers. Equations (8.19), (8.20) allow us to fied th
semi-axe$ and the elastic force.; as functions of the compressionHence we obtain the
force, i.e., we get the constant in (8.17):

M (xo) = 3=2

- — 3=2 ,
Feal 5 7B1XON ! Co : (8.21)

For the special case of contacting sphetes (b), the constants ; andB , read

1 1 1 11
Bl_BZ_E R—1+R—2 _ERe : (822)
Inthis casexo = 1,N (1) = ,andM (1) = =2, leading to the solution of{(8.19) (8.20):
a’ = R® (8.23)
. =2, 2y Po—
Fel= ; 5 ) R ; (8.24)

where we use the definition (8,14) of the constant This contact problem was solved by
Heinrich Hertz in 1882:1]_14]. It describes the force betweknric particles. For inelastically
deforming particles it describes the repulsive force indtagic case.

8.2.2 Viscous Forces

When the contacting particles move with respect to eachratee the deformation changes
with time, an additional dissipative force arises, whicksdan the opposite direction to the

relative particle motion. The dissipative processes aauyiin the bulk of the body cause

a viscous contribution to the stress tensor. For small dedition the respective component
of the st{ess tensor is proportional to the deformation tafer ), according to the general

relation [8]:

Zt Zt

Ciljis(r;t)= E; d 1 ) wyg @ ) Hun@; ) +Ex d ot ) un @ ) ;
0 0

Wl

(8.25)

where the (dimensionless) functionsg ) and , () are the relaxation functions for the dis-
tortion deformation and , (t) for the dilatation deformation.
In many important applications the viscous stress tensgrbeasimplified significantly.
If the relative velocity of the colliding bodies is much stealthan the speed of sound in the
particle material and if the characteristic relaxatione#f the dissipative processes,; -,
are much smaller than the duration of the colliston
Z 1
vis;1=2 1=2 ()d i (8.26)
0
the viscous constants and , may be used instead of the functions(t) and , ). Thus
Z 1

1=2 = B122 vigi1—2 = B 1=2 ()d (8.27)
0
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and the dissipative stress tensor reads (._s'ee [8] for details

- pun@; ) + 2 ayun@; ) (8.28)

fﬂs(f;t)= 1 Wiy () 3

It may be also shown that the above conditions are equivatetite assumption of quasi-
static deformation:jS;_W]. When the material is deformedsinstatically, the displacement
field u ) in the particles coincides with that for the static casge ), which is the solution
of the elastic contact problem. The field, ), in its turn, is completely determined by the
compression, which varies with time during the collision, i.e1¢; = we; ¢2; ). Therefore,
the corresponding displacement rate may be approximated as

() / —@Euel(f; ) (8.29)

and the dissipative stress tensor reads, respectively

;e
1 _ el el el
dis= 5 1 Yy 3 uYn t o2 yup (8.30)

From (8.30) and|(8!2) follows the relation between the &lamtd dissipative stress tensors
within the quasi-static approximation,
5. Cug s s ; 8.31
dis= g o &1 17E2 2) i (8.31)
where we emphasize that the expression for the dissipanat may be obtained from the
corresponding expression for the elastic tensor aftertgutisg the elastic constants by the
relative viscous constants, and application of the operater .
The component Z} of the elastic stress is equal to the normal pressurat the plane
z = 0of the elastic problem, Eq; (8.10)

22 @u, E; @Quy @Quy Qu,
el ®iyi0)=E; e + Ez Y a +@—+ a
z x z
r Y (8.32)
3Fe1 x?  y?

1 :
2 ab a2

Now we compute the total dissipative force acting betweenhibdies. Instead of a direct
computation of the dissipative stress tensor, we employrtathod proposed ini [8, 7]: We
transform the coordinate axes as

x= x%y= y%z=2° (8.33)
with
1 E, + 2F 1
_ 2 3 1 2 ; 1 _ (e 311) (8.34)
2t 31 Ex 3E2 E2 3E1)

a= a’ b= b’: (8.35)
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and perform the transformations

Quy, 1 @uy Quy, Qu,
1 T — + —= +
Qz 3 @x Qy Qz
Qu, E, @uy @u, Qu,
= E + E — — 8.36
1 @ZO 2 3 @XO @yo @ZO ( )
r r
_ 3Fea 1 x02 y02 _ 2 Fel x? y2 .
2 a% a%  p”2 2 ab a2

Applying the operator@=@ to the last expression on the right-hand side we obtain the di
sipative stress tensor. Subsequent integration over thiacarea yields, finally, the total
dissipative force acting between the bodies:

@

Fdjs = A _@_Fel( ) H (837)
where
103 )2 ' 12 2 )#
A 2 =z=2 1 : (8.38)
3B+ 27) Yy 2

Using the scaling relations for the elastic force, Efq: :(m.amd for the semi-axes of the contact
ellipse, we obtain

CFer _ EF_El; Ga _ }f; G _1b, (8.39)

@ 2
Then from (8.3p) and: (8.21), the distribution of the distigapressure in the contact area
may be found:

3A ACy P - 1 x?  y? .
4 ab a? v ’
where the constart, is defined in (8.41).

We wish to stress that, to derive the above expressions, sugreesl only that the surfaces
of the two bodies in the vicinity of the contact point befohe tdeformation, are described
by the quadratic forms; = 'xixjandz, = @xix; (13 = x;v;2), where [ are
symmetric tensors_'[jLS]. Therefore, the relations obtaaredvalid for a contact of arbitrarily
shaped convex bodies. For spherical particles of identikerial, {8.37) and: (8.24) yield
8,41

P (xjy) = (8.40)

Fais= =A — (8.41)
with as defined ini(8.24). Hence, the total force acting betwestoeiastic spheres takes
the simple form{[8,.7]

j
F = =24 gA - (8.42)
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The range of validity of i(8.42) for the viscoelastic forcedstermined by the quasi-static
approximation. The impact velocity must be significantlyedler than the speed of sound. On
the other hand, the impact velocity must not be too small deoto neglect adhesion. We
also neglect plastic deformation in the material.

8.2.3 Adhesion of Contacting Particles
Models of Adhesive Interaction

The Hertz theory has been derived for the contact of nonsadh@articles. Adhesion be-
comes important when the distance of the particle surfgmeaches the range of molecular
forces. Johnson, Kendall and Roberts (JKR)' [17] extendedHbrtz theory by taking into
account adhesion in the flat contact region. They show tlettmtact area is enlarged by
the action of the adhesive force. Therefore, they introdareapparent Hertz load; which
would cause this enlarged contact area. To simplify thetimstawe consider the contact
of identical spheres. The contact area is then a circle afisad which corresponds to the
compressiony for the Hertz loadry; . In reality, however, this contact radius occurs at the
compression which is smaller thany . In the JKR theory it is assumed that the difference
between the Hertz compression and the actual one, may be attributed to the additional
stress

Fy T
2 a? L2 !

Py (X;y) = (8.43)

©

which is the solution of the classical Boussinesq problg'@]L[ZBhis distribution of the normal
surface traction gives rise to a constant displacementaeecular region of an elastic body.
The displacement; corresponding to the contact radiuand the total loads are related by
.= 2pke, (8.44)
3 a
where the constanmt is defined in¥(8.14).

The value of; < 0mimics the additional surface forces, such that the pressyositive
(compressive) in the center of the contact area, while iegsative (tensile) near the boundary
[.‘_l"_ﬁ]. Hence, the shape of the body is determined by the aofibmo effective forcegy and
Fy . The total force between the particles is their differerice; Fy Fs . Johnsoret al.
assumed that the elastic energy stored in the deformedesph®y be found as a difference
of the elastic energy corresponding to the Hertz fargeand that due to the foraes [:_L'7_:].
Using

U,= & (8.45)

for the surface energy, where> 0is twice the surface free energy per unit area of the solid
in vacuum or gas, and minimizing the total energy, we ft_nfd [17]

; (8.46)
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and, thus, the contact radius corresponding to the toteéfor
0 s 1
1 3 3 2
a3=5DR@F+5 R+ 3 RF+ - R A (8.47)

and also the compression

_ = : (8.48)

The first term |n_£8 48) is the Hertz compressign which coincides with! (8 23) for® !
R=2. Equation (8.47) may be solved to express the total forcefasation of the contact
radius:

r
2a° 6 5,
F @)= ﬁ Ta H (849)

For vanishing applied load the contact radiyss finite:

3
a8=—D RZ:

= (8.50)

For negative applied load the contact radius decreasesarabndition for a real solution of
(8.4T) yields the maximal negative force which the adhefsores can resist,

R ; (8.51)

1w

corresponding to the contact radius
3 1
a3 = éD R 2= Zag : (852)

For a larger (in the absolute value) negative force, thergsteeparate. For spheres of dissim-
ilar radii, in (8.47)—{8.52R should be substituted B8R ® .

Another approach to the problem of the adhesive contact weaslaped by Derjaguin,
Muller and Toporov (DMT). They assumed that the Hertz prajii¢he pressure distribution
on the surface stays unaffected by adhesion and obtainguitheff forceFo, = 2 R*®
[H]. The assumption of the Hertz profile allows one to avoiel $mgularities of the pressure
distribution {8.43) on the boundary of the contact zonec&ithe experimental measurement
of is problematic, it is not possible to check the validity of ttKR and DMT theories, i.e.,
to resolve their disagreement.

In later studies}[20, 21] a more accurate theoretical aislyas been performed. The
elastic equations have been solved numerically for a sfieglmicroscopic model of adhe-
sive surfaces with Lennard—Jones interaction. Within thisroscopic approach, the relative
accuracy of different theories has been estimated for a veidge of model parameters. It
was found that the DMT theory is valid for small adhesion amdsimall, hard particles. JKR
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theory is more reliable for large, soft particles with lamghesion forces, which, however,
should be short-ranged.
In [.'_Z] the Lennard—Jones continuum model of solids was etlidiThe adhesive forces
between the surfaces then read
H zg
6 h3 ht

Ps )= 1: (8.53)
HereP. ) describes the forces acting per unit area between the sgrfac- h (r) is the
actual microscopic distance between themis the Hamaker constant, characterizing the van
der Waals attraction of the particles in a gas or vacuumzgnsl the equilibrium separations
of the surfaces. The surface energy in this model is defined by

H

= : 8.54
16 z? ( )

It was observed iri_[2] that the accuracies of different tieovary depending of the value of
the Tabor parameter [29]

q

3-2 g D Re =z: (8.55)
In agreement Withlqu_,- _‘21] it has been sho@in [2] that small@alof (small hard particles
with low surface energies) favor the DMT theory € 10 2) while for 1-10 the JKR

theory proves to be rather more accurate. Both JKR and DMTfdailarge when the
strong adhesion is combined with the soft material of theatting bodies. In this limit, the
surfaces jump into contact, which corresponds to a spoateneon-equilibrium transition
(see e.g. |[47]). Similar analysis has been performed I4tE; vhere the author concluded
that the DTM theory generally fails, both in original and immted forms. One of the main
conclusions of’-_EZ:,_-]_ll] is that the JKR theory, albeit simgiees relatively accurate predictions
for basic quantities in the range of its validity ( 1-10).

Among the theories developed to cover the DMT-JKR transitagimes [20; 41, 11, 29,
16,19] the theory by Maugig [19] is the most frequently ustids based on a simplified
model of adhesive forces. The adhesive force of constaensity P, is extended over a
fixed distancen, above the surface, yielding the surface tensienp , hy . The description
of a contact in this model is based on two coupled analytigahions which are to be solved
numerically. The recently developed double-Hertz mopi) fii3] constructs the solution for
the adhesive contact as a sum of two Hertzian solutions,hwiigke the theory analytically
more tractable than the Maugis model. Combining, in the setbmanner, the successful
assumptions of the JKR and the modified DMT model, a genedbnalytical theory for the
adhesive contact has been propog'e_'d [26].

Inwhat follows we assume that the parameters of our systéan@éo the range of validity
of the JKR model, 1 10, and will use this simple analytical theory to describe the
adhesive contacts between spheres. Moreover, we assutrtbdtedhesive force is small.
To estimate the influence of the adhesive force, we apprdgima 2#=R in (B.48) and
substitute it into(8.49) to obtain (see al§0i[28]),

3=4 34

| S —
F 3=2 6 =D R® (8.56)
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Viscoelasticity in Adhesive Interactions

The adhesive forces between particles cause the additief@mation in the contacting bod-
ies as compared to a pure Hertzian deformation, hence inotinesponding dynamical prob-
lem an additional deformation rate arises. Therefore, ibsightive forces must have an
additional component attributed to the adhesive intevasti The adhesive contact of vis-
coelastic spheres has been studied numerically in}[28, Ib3[5] the quasi-static condition
for the colliding viscoelastic adhesive spheres was usddaaranalytical expression for the
interaction force has been derived for the JKR model. Simtdathe case for non-adhesive
particles, it was assumed that in the quasi-static appratam, the deformation field may
be parameterized by the value of the compressiofiNote that this assumption neglects the
possible hysteresis which can happen for the negative forize [_2]). Performing the same
transformation which lead to the expression (8.37) for thsecof non-adhesive contact, and

using the approximation (8.56) we obtain the estimate ferdissipative forces 5]

3 p- 3 P = _
Fyis = 5A -+ ZB 6 =D RS . _ 1 (8.57)
B _ B2 )Y . (8.58)
30+ )@ 2)

Note the singularity in the second term of (8.57) at 02. Itis attributed to the quasi-static
approximation for JKR theory and physically reflects thet that the adhesive particles can
jump into contactll@'?] with the discontinuous change of tbenpression. Consider now
how the above forces determine the particle dynamics.

8.3 Collision of Granular Particles

8.3.1 Coefficient of Restitution

Based on the patrticle interaction forces discussed so fartuw now to the description of
the particle collisions. It is assumed that the collidingtistes do not exchange tangential
forceﬁ, hence, only normal motion is considered. Let the partiblespheres of the same
material, which start to collide at time= 0 at relative normal velocity (impact rate). The
time-dependent compression then reads

©=R:+R; E@O =@OI; (8.59)

wherez; (t) and =5 (t) are positions of the particle centers at timésee Figure_'f_i';l). The
relative normal motion of particles at a collision is equérd to the motion of a point particle
with the effective mass

m jm 4

m® = ———: (8.60)

mi+mj

R
2This is a weak or integrable singularity, thatis =% d 3=4 1 ofor ! 0. Hence for practical
applicatioln of (8.517) one can use> , where may be very small but a finite number.
3See 1_6] for a discussion of the consistency of this assumptio
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Figure 8.1: Head-on collision of identical spheres. The time-depenhdéate is characterized by the
compression (t) 2R ¥ &) = ()jand the compressionratgt) = v &) v ().

For the moment let us neglect adhesion and consider thesicalldf viscoelastic particles

interacting via the force (8.42). The equation of motion #rainitial conditions read

_ 3 P
I - = 0;-0)=g; 0= 0: (8.61)

+

m e

When granular particles collide, part of the energy of tHatie motion is dissipated. The
coefficient of (normal) restitution quantifies this phenome:

"= _)=—0)= —t)=g; (8.62)

where —(0) = gis the pre-collision relative velocity and is the duration of the collision.
In general," is a function of the impact velocity. It can be obtained byegrating '(8_.(_31)
numerically [15; 8y 7] or analytically [24].

8.3.2 Dimensional Analysis

The analytical solution:ng] requires considerable effgnere we give a simplified derivation
which is based on a dimensional analysis of the equation dbm¢8.61) [23]. This method
was employed beford_'L’sl] to prove that the frequent asswmpti= const. is inconsistent
with mechanics of materials. For the dimensional analykis elastic and dissipative forces
are represented in the more general form

Fa= m®€ D 1 iF qiss = m© D, — 7 (863)

with D ;_, being material parameters. With these notations the emuafimotion for collid-
ing particles reads

+D; +D, —=0;-0)=g; 0)=0: (8.64)

For the case of pure elastic deformation,(= 0) the maximal compression is obtained by
equating the initial kinetic energy, © g?=2 and the elastic energy® D, ,*'=( + 1):

1=+ )

t1 P (8.65)

2D,
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We chose , as the characteristic length of the problem. The time ne¢al@dver the dis-

tance o when traveling at velocityy defines the characteristic timeg 0=g. Thus, the
dimensionless variables read
" =0;" =g;"= =9 : (8.66)

In dimensionless formy (8.51) reads

A+{A¢+l+2 " =0;%0=1;"0=0 (8.67)

with

1+ 1+ )=@1+ )

2D

gL omar e (8.68)

None of the terms in:(?]i?) depends either on material ptigsesr on impact velocity, except
for {. Therefore, if the motion of the particles depends on maiterioperties and on impact
velocity, it may depend only vid , i.e., in the combination of the parameters as given by
@:6:8). Hence, any function of the impact velocity, inchulithe coefficient of restitution
must be of the formt @) = "[{ )] Asimilarresultfor! 0, = 1and = 3=2has been
obtained in [10].

Hence, if the coefficient of restitution does not depend amithpact velocityg, it is
implied that

2 )+ @1+ )=0: (8.69)
For small —a linear dependence of the dissipative force on the velseigms to be realistic,
i.e., = 1. Then"=const. holds true for the following cases:
For the linear elastic force; / , (i.e. = 1) condition (8.69) implies the linear

dashpotforceys / —( = 0).

For the Hertz law for 3D-spheres (B.24), (i.e= 3=2), condition:(8.69) requires;; /
— 174, ( = 3). Asfar as we can see there is no physical argument to juttify
functional form of the dissipative force.

Therefore, we conclude that the assumptioa const. is in agreement with mechanics of
materials only in the case of (quasi-)one-dimensionaksyst For three-dimensional spheres
it disagrees with basic mechanical laws.

For viscoelastic spheres, according to (B.42), the coefftsiare = 3=2, = 1, and
= 1=2. From (8.68) it follows that
3=5 2=5
35 € 1=5
== = A — 8.70
{ 2 4 m g ( )
and, therefore,
" #
e 2=5
"= n q1=5 : (871)
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If we assume that the functioh(g) is sufficiently smooth and can be expanded into a Taylor
series, and with (0) = 1, for small impact velocity the coefficient of restitutiorags

"=1 GA g+ c,a? g oo (8.72)
where
5=2 3=2 p
3 3 Y R®©
- > = = - - - . 8.73
2 me 2 me @1 2) ( )

The coefficients |, C,;::: are pure numbers which are given analytically:_Trj [24]. Heee w
give a simple derivation of these coefficients (which is eotiforc, andc, and approxi-
mately correct foc ; andc 4, using the method proposed thZS]).

8.3.3 Coefficient of Restitution for Spheres

Small Inelasticity Expansion

Usingd=d = “d=d”the equation of motion for a collision adopts the form

q — A
d 1.2 1. A~ dE N A
— =T+ e - = "= i ) ; 0)=0;"0)=1; (8.74)
a’ 2 2 d
where we introduce the mechanical energy
12 1la,
E ==+ 272, (8.75)
2 2

The first stage of the collision starts at= 0 and ends in the turning point of maximal
compressior,. During the second stage, the particles returfi4o 0. The energy dissipation
during the first stage is given by
Z q
0 dE A 0 A A LA
—d = { = a”: (8.76)

o d 0

For the evaluation of the right-hand side of (8.76), the depace™= =(") is needed. In
the case of an elastic collision where the maximal compoessi , = 1 (according to the
definition of the dimensionless variables) from energy eovetion, it follows that

2N= 1 "2, (8.77)
i.e., “vanishes at the turning point= 1. For inelastic collisions, . 1, therefore,

= 1 (=72 (8.78)
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Using (8.78) the integration in (8.76) may be performeddjiey

1 As—2

1
20 2
where we take into account

- (B (8.79)

R 1 rsep 1,2 1
E - = GEO)= =2 0)= = 8.80

Co)= 3" O=370= 2 (8.80)

and introduce the constant
Z p—
I —
b P x 1 ®2dx= _ 6= : (8.81)
0 5 (21=10)

Let us define thénverse collision, the collision that starts with velocityg and ends with
velocity g. During the inverse collision, the system gains energy.marimal compressiof,

is naturally the same for both collisions, since the invexsision equals the direct collision,
except for the fact that time runs in the reverse directiemde,

A q —
& f b (2 o= o) = 0 (8.82)
d
This suggests an approximative relation for the inversksgarn,
g -
= 1 (5052 (8.83)

with the additional pre-factor, which is the initial velocity for the inverse collision.
Integration of the energyain for the first phase of the inverse collision (which equals, up

to its sign, the energy loss in the second phase of the diodiigion [,'_2'1_1]) may be performed

just in the same way as for the direct collision, yielding

n2

oz 3=+wb?% (8.84)

where agait () = 7 °=2andE (0) = "=2is used. Multiplying (8.79) by and summing
it with (8.84), the maximal compression'is= ;~*. Substituting this intoi(8.79) we arrive at

an equation for the coefficient of restitution

"+ 2{ b= 1: (8.85)
The formal solution to this equation may be written as a ewrttus fraction (which does not
diverge inthe limitg ! 1 ):

"= 1+ 2{b@+2{b@+ =5y =) (8.86)
For practical applications the series expansiort af terms of { is more appropriate. We
return to dimensional units and define the characteristacity g such that

1=5

19 7, (8.87)
°)

2b
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with b being defined ini(8:81). Using, moreover, the definition §8 ®gether with (8.42),
which provides the values af ; andD ,, the characteristic velocity reads
P—
1=5 _ (3=5) 3 =
G) T Jisss  pi=10) 20 me . (8.88)

With this new notation the coefficient of restitution adoptsimple form:
"=1 a g + a; g & g + ag g ; (8.89)

with a; = 1, a; = 3=5,a3 = 6=25= 024, a, = 7=125 = 0:056. Rigorous but elaborated
calculations:f2_§4] show that, while the coefficieatsanda, are exact, the correct_c_osefficients
as anday are: a3 0:315anda 0:61. The coefficients:; of the expansion (8.72) can
be obtained via

C;= aiCi' = aj (g ) = H (890)
In particular,
P -
(3=5) 3,
Ci= ;Co= =C 8.91
o215 1=10) 1 ¢ 5 ° (8.91)
and respectivel\g s 0:483, G 0285. The convergence of the series is rather slow,

and accurate results can be expected only for small engsgh

Let us briefly mention a complication of the quasi-staticragpnation (QSA). During the
expansion phase it may happen that the repulsive force @iogao {8:42) becomes negative,
i.e., seemingly the particles attract each other. For ttezation of non-cohesive particles we
had, however, excluded attractive forces. This is an aite$ince in reality the particles lose
contact already, before completely recovering their siphkshape, i.e., beforé = 0 (see
[g'g] for a detailed explanation of this problem). This effémwever, is not in agreement with
the QSA. Obviously,'(8.42) which is a result of the QSA, dedvn [8], is not appropriate
to describe the very end of the particle contact. Taking éfffisct into account we obtain a
larger coefficient of restitution as compared with the pnése computation:jz_iS]. For small
dissipation, the correction is rather small. This smaltection is neglected here.

Padé Approximation

For practical applications, such as molecular dynamicsikitions, the expansiov_r'] ZEE,'89) is of
limited value, since it diverges for large impact velodtig ! 1 . Itis possible, however,

to construct a Padé approximant fyrbased on the above coefficients, which reveals the
correct limits," 0) = 1and" (@ ) = 0. The dependence df(g) is expected to be a smooth
monotonically decreasing function, which suggests thataider of the numerator must be
smaller than the order of the denominator. The 1-4 Padéesappant

1=5
" 1+dG=g) (8.92)

1+ @=9)' 7+ ds @=9 )"+ ds g=g )"+ ds (g=g )"
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|
|
| ) o
051\ — Padé approximation

N - Experiment by Bridgeer al. (1984)
w0.4-

0.3-

3
g (cm/s)

Figure 8.2: Dependence of the coefficient of normal restitution on theaat velocny for ice particles.
The dashed I|ne is expenmentaﬁ [4], the solid line is theePaxbroxmatlon (8. 92) with the constants
given by {_8 98) and with the characteristic velocity forige= 032 cms*

satisfies these conditions. Standard analysis ('(_a'.g. [Bisthe coefficients, in terms of the
coefficientsay

do=as 23 &+3a 1 (8.93)
d=01 a+ta Z2a+ @ 1)Ba 2&)]=dy 2:583
k=l a)l 2a) al= 3583
ds= az+ajl@ 1) al@x+ 1) =d 2:983
A= ales D+ @& ale; 2a) = 1:148
ds= 26 alls aa) @ &° a@ &) =db 0:326

Using the characteristic velocity = 0:32cms?! forice at very low temperature as a fitting
parameter, we compare the theoretical predictiort @), given by (8' 92) with the exper-
imental results.[4] see Flgune B.2. The discrepancy withékperimental data at smajl
follows from the fact that the extrapolation expressivg, 0:32=9°23¢ used by 141 to fit the
experimental data has an unphysical divergencg at 0 and does not imply the failure of
the theory for this region. The scattering of the experirakdata presented b'y: [4] is large
for small impact velocity, according to experimental coivgions, therefore the fit formula
of [gl.'] cannot be expected to be accurate enough for velsditiat are too small. For very
high velocities the effects, such as brittle failure, ftmetand others, may contribute to the
dissipation, so that the mechanism of the viscoelastiebssuld not be the primary one.
In the region of very small velocity, other interactionsrthascoelastic ones, e.g., adhesive
interactions, may be important.

8.3.4 Coefficient of Restitution for Adhesive Collisions

For very small velocities, when the kinetic energy of thatige motion of colliding particles
is comparable with the surface interaction energy at theaodnthe adhesive forces play an
important role in collision dynamics — they may change thefficient of restitution quali-
tatively. Indeed, as described above, adhesive partinlesitact are compressed even for
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vanishing external load, i.e., a tensile force must be agpl separate the particles. There-
fore, at the second stage of the collision, the separatirticfgs must overcome a barrier due
to the attractive interaction, which keeps them togethére Work against this tensile force
reduces the kinetic energy of the relative motion after thlsion, that is, it reduces the ef-
fective coefficient of restitution. For small impact veliycihe kinetic energy of the relative
motion may be too small to overcome the attractive barrier, the particles stick together
after the collision, corresponding to= 0.

From these arguments it follows that the description ofiplartcollisions by pure vis-
coelastic interaction has a limited range of validity, nolydfor large impact rate when plastic
deformation becomes important, but also for small impaet dae to adhesion. A simplified
analysis of adhesive collisions is presented_in [5] to estinthe influence of adhesive forces
on the coefficient of restitution. It allows to estimate thage of validity of the viscoelastic
collision model.

We assume that the JKR theory is adequate for the given syséeameters. We also
assume that the adhesion is small and that the adhesivadtiters may be neglected when
the force between the particles is purely repulsive. Heweetake into account the influence
of adhesive interaction only when the total force is ativagtthat is when the force is mainly
determined by adhesion. This happens at the very end of tlisi@o. We also neglect the
additional dissipative forces, which arise due to the aglbdateraction and assume that all
dissipation during the collision may be attributed to theceielastic interactions.

At the second stage of a collision, when the particles mowvayainom each other they
pass the point where the contact areasisind the total force vanishes. As the particles move
away further, the force becomes negative, until it reaciies= a.,, the maximum negative
valueF = F, Eq. (8.51). At this point the contact of the particles isrgrated and they
separate. According to our assumption, the work of the leeifigice which acts against the
particles, separation reads

Z (@sep ) Z Asep d
Wo= F()d = F (@)

(@o) ag

—da: 8.94
= (8.94)

Using (8.49) for the total force (a), (8.48) for the compression, which allows one to obtain
d =da, and (8.90),!(8.92) fos, andas,,, we obtain the work of the tensile forces,

Wo=q ° °D2RY (8.95)
with the constant
@ = * 2133 1 373 (8.96)
0 : .

Close to the end of the collision, just before the tensiledsrstart to act, the relative velocity
is g°= "qg. The final velocityg®, when the particles completely separate from each othgr, ma
be found from the conservation of energy:

1
-m® @) Em € (goo)Z =Wy: (8.97)
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From the latter equation we obtain the coefficient of resititufor the adhesive collision'yg,

p
@ w2 2 e
@F o=
e = = 99 o=, (8.98)
g g

where" (g) is the coefficient of restitution without the adhesive iatdion. Hence we obtain
the condition for the validity of the viscoelastic collisionodel,

r

2W o

me

"@9g (8.99)

The threshold impact velocitys. which separates the restitutivg ¥ g..) from the sticking
(g < gg) collisions, may be obtained from the solution of the ecrati

1

Em e pn2 (g)gZ =W 0t (8100)

Using (8:7:2) we obtain for viscoelastic spheres, in theilegarder approximation, with re-

spect to the small dissipative parameter

r " #
2W a5 2W g

1+ C1A
m© m©

Ot = (8.101)

For head-on collisions (vanishing tangential componerthefimpact velocity) the colliding
particles stick together i < gg. In this case, after the collision, the particles form afoin
particle of mass ; + m 5.

8.4 Conclusion

We have considered the collision of particles in granulatenavith respect to viscoelastic and
adhesive interaction. Thus, the elastic contribution dubé classical Hertz theory is comple-
mented by the simplest model for dissipative material daefiion, where the viscous stress
is linearly related to the strain rate. Moreover, quasiis@pproximation was assumed, i.e.,
the impact velocity is much smaller than the speed of sounikdémmaterial and the viscosity
relaxation time is much smaller than the duration of theisiolh. Using these approxima-
tions, we obtained the general solution for the contactlerolfor convex viscoelastic bodies.
The validity of this model is violated for large impact veitycdue to plastic deformations
and also for very small impact velocity due to surface foré®s have discussed the available
models of adhesive interaction. For the model by Johnsond&éand Robert{[i[?] which
has been shown to be accurate in a range of parameters ofcptacterest, the additional
dissipation arising due to adhesive forces have been dstim&rom the comparison of the
force contribution due to pure viscoelastic interactiod &me contribution due to adhesion,
we have estimated the range of validity of the viscoelastideh For head-on collisions we
have also estimated the marginal value of the impact velogtiich discriminates restitutive
and sticking collisions.
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