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A bstract The behavior ofan ultrasonic shot peening

processisobserved and analyzed by using a m odelofin-

elastic hard spheresin a gravitational�eld thatare 
u-

idized by a vibrating bottom wall(sonotrode)in a cylin-

dricalcham ber.A m arked heterogeneousdistribution of

im pactsappearswhen thecollision between theshotand

thesidewallbecom esinelasticwith constantdissipation.

Thise�ectisoneorderofm agnitudelargerthan thesim -

pleheterogeneity arising from boundary collision on the

cylinder.Variable restitution coe�cientsbring the sim -

ulation closerto the generalobservation and allowsthe

investigation ofpeeningregim eswith changingshotden-

sity.W ecom putewithin thism odelotherphysicalquan-

tities(im pactvelocities,im pactangle,tem perature and

density pro�le)thatare in
uenced by the num berN of

spheres.

1 Introduction

It is wellknown that the introduction ofresidualcom -

pressivestressesin m etallic com ponentsleadsto reduce

fatigue strength [1].Therefore,m any engineering tech-

niquesinvolve surface treatm entto allow eithersurface

hardening (by e.g.nitriding or vapor deposition)or fa-

tigue life im provem ent [2]through laser shock peening

orshotpeening.Forthelatter,a high velocity stream of

steelparticlesisprojected ata m aterialsurfaceproduc-

ing atand below itcom pressiveresidualstresseswith a

peak value being reached atsom e depth below the sur-

face[3].A particularm echanicaltreatm entderived from

conventionalshotpeening iscalled ultrasonic shotpeen-

ing,ultrasonicisareferencetothefrequency ofvibration

ofthesonotrode(seebelow).Ithasreceived attention in
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the recent years[4]since it could be a prom ising tech-

nique for obtaining surface treatm ent of m etallic sur-

faces.

Here,a piezoelectric generator produces the vibra-

tion ofa sonotrodethatprojectsupon contactsteelshot

in a cham berclosed by a coverwhich isthesam pleto be

peened.Theshotisusually m adeofsm allsteelparticles

whose diam eter is between 1 and 3 m m and the fre-

quency isabout20kH z.Severalparam eterscan also be

changed,allowingonetocontroloftheoverallshotveloc-

ity and thusthe shotpeening intensity.Possible tuning

param eters for optim izing the peening process include

the shot diam eter,the height ofthe cham ber,the am -

plitudeand/orthefrequency ofthesonotrode.Basicap-

plicationsofthistechnology arefound in autom otiveor

aerospatialindustry.

Ifthe perform ance ofthis process is closely related

to theappropriatechoiceofparam eters,itbecom esnec-

essary to understand how the peening intensity or the

peening distribution on a given sam ple is a�ected by

changesofm echanicalorelectricalcharacteristicsofthe

system .Furtherm ore,assom e ofthe physicalquantities

involved in the peening process are hard 1 to m easure

in a real-tim e experim ent (velocity,acceleration,::: ),

m ainly forsafety reasons(the im pactofsteelbeadsare

so strong that the cham ber is a closed box),num erical

sim ulation can be a powerfultoolfor investigating the

in
uence ofthese quantitiesundervarioussituations.

In parallel,there hasbeen greatactivity during the

lastten yearsin the study ofgranulargases[5;6;7].In

particular,system s ofvibro-
uidized glass beads in an

cylinder has som e sim ilarities with the device used for

theshotpeening [8;9].Them ain di�erencewith theex-

perim entalsetup used in ultrasonic shotpeening is the

absenceofthe coverand a lowerfrequency ofvibration.

In thelatterseriesofexperim ents,itwasshown thatthe

inelastic sphere m odelprovidesan accurate description

ofm icroscopicquantities[10;11](localgranulartem per-

ature,localm ean velocity,localdensity,...) which en-
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couragesusto perform a m oleculardynam icsofinelastic

hard spheres.

The system is represented by a collection ofinelas-

tic hard spherescolliding with each otherand with the

boundaries(cham ber,the shot,and sonotrode).Forthe

sake ofsim plicity,collisionsare �rstcharacterized by a

constantnorm alcoe�cientofrestitution.W eperform an

event-driven M olecularDynam icsthatisascloseaspos-

sibleto theexperim entalsetup by using thegeom etrical

featuresofthecham ber,sonotrodeand thecover.In or-

derto obtain an im proved description ofthe m odel,we

alsoconsidera m odelofinelastichard sphereswherethe

restitution coe�cientdependson therelativevelocity of

the im pact.

O ur resultsboth theoreticaland experim entalshow

thatthepeening distribution on thesam pleisnothom o-

geneous.Theheterogeneityofthepeeningdistribution is

strongly in
uenced by thevalueoftheparticle-sidewall

coe�cientofrestitution c w .Thisresultgoesfarbeyond

the intuitive view that heterogeneity should sim ply re-

sultfrom the boundary collisionson the side walls.The

increased energy dissipation along the side walls favors

particleaccum ulation thusincreasingthegas(shot)den-

sity on the borderofthe cham ber.This leadsto an in-

creaseoftheim pactfrequency on theborderofthesam -

ple.W ithin the m odel,wecom puteim pactvelocity and

im pactangleoftheshotand show alsoachangingbehav-

iorwith theshotdensity,ranging from thediluteK nud-

sen lim itto a m ore dense situation where inter-particle

collisionsdom inate.Both quantitiesdisplay m arked dif-

ferences between the border and the center ofthe top

wall(sam ple).

2 Inelastic hard sphere m odel

2.1 Sim ulation details

W e �rst consider the m odelclose to the experim ental

setup (see below). The cylinder has a radius of R =

35 m m which contains N = 200 hard spheres repre-

senting the shot ofdiam eter 3m m .The latter are sub-

jectto a constantgravitationalforce.Theenergy issup-

plied by vibratingthebottom wallfollowingasym m etric

saw-tooth pro�lewith am plitude A and period T which

m im ics in the sim ulation the sinusoidalpro�le of the

sonotrode2.O neshould notethatthechoiceofthispro-

�lehasno m ajorim pacton theresults[12],sincetheam -

plitude ofthe harm onic n ofthe saw-tooth pro�le falls

asodd n� 2.W em ention also thateven though theelec-

tricalexcitation ofthe sonotrode is sinusoidal,because

2
By using a saw-tooth pro�le the tim e of a collision

between a particle and the base is obtained analytically ,
whereas with a sinusoidalpro�le,the collision tim e is given
by an im plicitequation which requiresa m ore expensive nu-
m ericalcom putation.

ofthe elastic deform ation ofthe sonotrode,the velocity

applied to the shotiscertainly notpurely sinusoidal3.

The spherescollide inelastically and instantaneously

with each other,with thecylindricalsidewalls,with the

top walland with thesonotrode.Thecorrespondingcon-

stantcoe�cientsofrestitution aredenoted c,c w ,cb and

ct.Thedi�erentcollision rulesaregiven by thefollowing

expressions:

v
0

i;r = vi;r � (1+ cw )(vi;r:̂ri;r)̂ri;r (1)

v
0

i;z = vi;z � (1+ cb)(vi;z � vS) (2)

v
0

i;z = � (1+ ct)vi;z (3)

v
0

i;j = vi;j �
1+ c

2
[(vj � vi):̂n]̂n (4)

where the prim e quantities denote the post-collisional

quantities;vi;r and r̂i istheunitposition vectorofpar-

ticleiarethevelocityand theposition oftheparticleiin

thehorizontalplanerespectivelyand cw thenorm alcoef-

�cientofrestitution fora collision between a sphereand

thecham ber.Theparticle-bottom (sonotrode)wallresti-

tution coe�cientc b is�rsttaken asunity which am ounts

torescalingtheam plitudeofthevibration.vS isthever-

ticalvelocity ofthe sonotrode ;vi;z isthe verticalcom -

ponent ofthe velocity ofparticle i and ct the norm al

coe�cientofrestitution fora collision between a sphere

and the cover;�nally,v0i;j denote the velocities ofior

j particle,n̂ isthe unitcenter-to-centervectorbetween

the colliding pairiand j and cisthe norm alcoe�cient

ofrestitution for a sphere-sphere collision.O ne should

notethattherearetwo rulesalong thez axis(equations

(2)and (3))dependingon which wallthespherescollide:

bottom (sonotrode)ortop (sam ple).Between collisions,

the spheresfollow parabolictrajectoriesdue to the con-

stant gravitational�eld (viscous dam ping with the air

contained in the cham berisneglected).

The param etersofthe m odelused in the sim ulation

areobtained from experim ent(Figure1).The vibration

frequency is20kH z and the am plitude ofthe sonotrode

is25�m .Thecham berheightis40m m .In the�rstpart,

wecarry outm ostofthesim ulationswith therestitution

coe�cientsc= c t = 0:91 corresponding to the usualex-

perim entalvaluesforsteelshotin the velocity range of

interest[13]and leavingasan adjustableparam eteronly

thesidewallrestitution coe�cientc w .Thisisin orderto

highlightthe strong in
uence ofthe side-wallcollisions

on theim pactheterogeneity.W estresshoweverthatthe

overallobserved behaviorofthe m odeldoesnotdepend

on theprecisevaluesgiven forct and cand severaladdi-

tionalrunswith di�erentct and c have been perform ed

to check the robustnessofourconclusions.The station-

ary non-equilibrium state is achieved by a prelim inary

sim ulation oftypically 5000 collisionsperparticlewhich

3
There can be a di�erence in am plitude ofthe sonotrode

on the borderand on the center.
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BOTTOM WALL (sonotrode)

TOP WALL (sample)

f=20kHz, a=25 microns

Chamber (H=40mm, R=35mm)

Shot

Fig. 1 Sketch of the experim entalsetup that is used as
sim ulation box in the inelastic hard sphere m odel.

correspondsto a peening tim e ofabout1m s.The colli-

siontim eestim ated as1�sfrom Hertztheory[14]ism uch

lower.The statisticalanalysisofthe quantitiesofinter-

esthasbeen accom plished fora totalsim ulation tim eof

26 s corresponding to 5� 106 collisions.

2.2 Velocity dependentrestitution coe�cient

In asecond part(section 3.2),thepresentm odelism ade

m orerealisticby taking into accountvelocity dependent

norm alrestitution coe�cientsthatdepend on thenorm al

im pact velocity.This dependence is rather wellknown

[15;16;17;18;19]and was�rstreported in the 1920’s.

Plasti�cation underhigh velocities(typically when v �

5 m :s� 1) has also been reported.In the high velocity

lim it,experim entalm easurem entssuggest[14]a power-

law behavior ofthe form :cN / v� 1=4 whereas in the

low velocity range,thedeform ationsaresupposed to be

elastic and dissipation described by visco-elasticity [20;

21].For the latter,it has been obtained [20]a slightly

di�erentpower-law which islike(1� cN )/ v� 1=5.

The behaviorofrestitution coe�cients with respect

tosom eeasily m easurableparam eteris,however,am uch

deeperproblem thatcan certainly notbeencoded in the

sim pleaforem entioned power-laws.Experim entshavein-

deed shown thatcN could depend on thespheredensity

[22],thespherediam eterorthethicknessoftheim pacted

surface [23],or even the im pact angle [24;25].Beyond

the details ofa given m aterial,studies on the restitu-

tion coe�cient allsuggest a generic threshold between

a regim e at low velocity and low dissipation where cN
depends weakly [26;27]on the im pact velocity,and a

m ore dissipative regim e induced by plasticity (or even

fracturing)[28;29].

Recently,sim ulations ofinelastic hard spheres have

been perform ed usingvariablerestitution coe�cients[30]

and haveshown thenecessity ofthe latterto accurately

describe experim ents.Speci�cally,pressure e�ects as a

function of the density of spheres could be recovered

by sim ulation for a dilute and dense vibrated granular

Im pacted m aterial i c
i

0 v
i

0 [cm /s]

Sonotrode (titanium ) b 0.91 1.2
Spheres(steel) s 0.91 1.2
Sam ple (alum inum ) t 0.6 0.12
Side walls(alum inum ) w 0.6 0.12

Table 1 Param etersfortheinelastichard spherem odelwith
variable restitution coe�cient.

m edium .Ithasbeen shown alsothattheunphysicalclus-

tering tendency wasreduced with theuseofvelocity de-

pendentrestitution coe�cients.

In section IIIB,wewillusea threshold m odelforthe

norm alrestitution coe�cientde�ned by:

c
i
N (v)=

(
ci
0
; v � vi

0
;

ci
0

�
v

vi
0

�� 1=4
v � vi

0

(5)

wherevi
0
isathreshold velocity,ci

0
istheconstantnorm al

restitution coe�cientatlow velocityand i= b;t;w;sfol-

lowing the natureoftheim pacted surface(bottom ,top,

wall,spheres).Param etersaregiven in TableI.O ne ex-

pectsindeed thatsofterm aterialssuch asthealum inum

sidewallsorthesam plewillhavealowerthreshold veloc-

ity and alowerc0 ascom pared tothetitanium sonotrode

orthe steelspheres.

Finally,we also use the sim plest possible m odelto

take into account the transverse dissipation that leads

to a tangentialrestitution coe�cientc T .To ourknowl-

edge,only a very few studieshavebeen reported on the

subject (see however [31;32]).The totalloss oftrans-

lationalkinetic energy can usually be described by the

totalrestitution coe�cientc= [c 2

N cos2 � + c2T sin
2
�]1=2

where � is the im pact angle.Conservation of im pulse

and m om entum and an additionalcondition ofrolling

priorto departure from the im pacted surface leadsto a

value ofcT = 5=7 (the factor 5=7 com es from the m o-

m entum ofintertia).Here,it is assum ed that the loss

in kinetic energy m ostly arisesfrom the sphere rotation

during the im pact.O ne m ay also assum e thatslip con-

tinues throughout contact which willin this case lead

to:cT = 1� �(1 + cN )cot�.But this would de�ne an

additionalparam eter � corresponding to the Coulom -

bic friction coe�cient ofthe im pacted surface.Experi-

m entalm easurem ents ofsteelspheres bouncing on 
at

alum inum plates show [24]that the constant value of

cT = 5=7 ism ostly valid atsm allim pactanglesand un-

der certain conditions up to � ’ 55o.However,a m ore

detailed analysis that should include the deform ations

and velocities associated with the elastic deform ations

ofthe surfaces is clearly beyond the scope and objec-

tivesofthispaper.Since we arehandling instantaneous

im pacts,e�ectsoffriction orpeculiarm aterialproperties

can only be taken into accountvia an e�ective velocity

dependence ofthe restitution coe�cients.Furtherm ore,

we stress that this willnot a�ect the generalobserved

behaviorwith shotdensity.
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3 R esults

3.1 O rigin ofthe im pactheterogeneity

Figure2 showsthedi�erentim pactpro�lesthatappear

on thetop wallofthecham berafter1 s sim ulation tim e

fortwo di�erentvaluesofthe side wallrestitution coef-

�cient cw .For cw = c = ct = 0:91,one has an alm ost

hom ogeneous distribution ofim pacts (Fig 2a) whereas

heterogeneity setsin when cw islowered to 0:20 (Figure

2b).The presentresultshave to be contrasted with the

observed pro�les obtained on the im pacted alum inium

sam ple after 1 s or on the sonotrode.It clearly shows

thatthe inelastic sphere collision with the side wallare

relevantforunderstanding theheterogeneousshotpeen-

ing which ism anifested by an increased im pactnum ber

on theborderofthesam ple.Nonelasticcollisionson the

side walloriginatethe im pactpro�lethatisexperim en-

tally observed (e.g.on the sonotrode(bottom wall),Fig

2c) and recovered from the sim ulation.The sam e pro-

�lesareobtained forthe top wallwith a sim ilarim pact

frequency (see below).

Thein
uenceofthesphere-wallcoe�cientofrestitu-

tion isquantitatively observed by m onitoringtheim pact

frequencypersurfaceunitN with respecttotheradiusR

ofthecham ber(Fig.3).Itresultsthatwhen theshothas

a pureelasticcollision on thesidewalls(cw = 1:0),then

thenum berofsurfaceim pactsslightly increasesfrom the

centerto theradiusofthecham ber,whosevaluesarein

the range N = 0:6 � 0:8 im pact:m m � 2:s� 1.W hen cw
decreases,a sim ilarbehaviorisobserved when theradial

distance islowerthan a typicalvalue R 0 ’ 30 m m .For

R > R 0 signi�cantdi�erencesappear,e.g.,forcw = 0:60,

the num berofsurfaceim pactsism ultiplied by alm osta

factor10 between thecenterand theborderofthecover

and thisincreaseiseven m oredram aticfortheultim ate

valueofcw = 0:20.

Intuitively,one expectsthatthe im pactdistribution

should be heterogeneouseven in the case ofelastic side

wallcollisionsbecauseofthelateralbounceon thecylin-

der wall.The sim ulation shows that this e�ect clearly

seen from Fig.3 when cw = 1:0 isweak ascom pared to

thee�ectarising from thedecreaseofcw .Boundary col-

lisions produce an increase ofthe surface im pacts from

’ 0:5 m m � 2:s� 1 in the center to about 0:8 m m � 2:s� 1

on the borderforelastic sidewallcollisionswhereasthe

e�ectoflowersidewallrestitution coe�cients(e.g.c w =

0:6)leadstoN = 1:8m m � 2:s� 1 on theborderofthetop

wall,com pared to N = 0:25 m m � 2:s� 1 on the center.

The presentresultsdo notdepend crucially on the val-

uestaken fortheotherrestitution coe�cientsassim ilar

trendsforthesurfaceim pactfrequency areobtained for

lowered c and ct.Forinstance,when c= ct = cw = 0:6,

thetrend with R observed israthercloseto theonedis-

played in Fig.3 with cw = 0:6,except that N ranges

now from 0:1 to 1:7 m m � 2:s� 1 between the centerand

the borderofthe sam ple.

-20 0 20

-20

0

20

-20 0 20

-20

0

20

a

b

Fig.2 D istribution ofim pactson thetop wall(sam ple).a)
cw = 0:91.b)cw = 0:20.c)Sonotrode after severalhoursof
use.See textfordetails.
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Fig.3 Surface im pact frequency with respect to the radial
distance R for di�erent side wallrestitution coe�cients c w

(sym bols).The broken line corresponds to the pure elastic
side wallcollision (cw = 1).The distance R 0 is used below
(see text).

Beyond the num ericaldetails,the origin ofthe het-

erogeneity becom esclear.W ith increased dissipation on

the side walls,the spheres have a reduced velocity and

are \adsorbed" on the side walls with an upward heli-

coidaltrajectoryarisingfrom theim pulseofthesonotrode.

As a result,the density and the granular tem perature

(kinetic energy perparticle)ofthe granulargasappear

to be also strongly in
uenced by the dissipation.

3.2 Com parison with observation

Alum inum sam ples have been peened during 1 sec and

the im pact distribution displays a weak heterogeneity.

Theaverageroughnessbetween the borderand the cen-

terofthesam pleisrespectively4�m and 7:4�m .In gen-

eral,theobtained roughnessrevealsthedegreeofim pact

on a sam ple.It provides therefore an indirect evidence

thatm oreshothasbeen im pacting theborder.Thehet-

erogeneity can bequanti�ed in a m annersim ilarto Fig.3

by sam pling circularly the frequency ofim pacts N per

unitsurfacewith respectto theradiusofthesam ple.N

variesfrom 0:65atthecenterofthesam pleto0:95on the

border.Thesam etendency isobtained with rectangular

sam pling,i.e.oneobtainsN = 1:25� 0:12 atthe center

ofthe sam ple,and N = 1:66� 0:39 atthe border.The

presence ofpolym er adhesive stripes on the side walls

thatinducean increased dissipation,leadsto a lowering

ofthe respective im pact frequencies,in harm ony with

the observed trends displayed in Fig.3.Re�nem ent of

the m easurem entsiscurrently underconsideration.

3.3 Selectiveshotpeening

O ncethe origin ofthe heterogeneity isidenti�ed,wein-

vestigatethee�ectofthespheredensity (orspherenum -

0 20 40 60 80
Impact angle [deg]

0

0.01

0.02

N=50
N=100
N=200
N=400
N=600
N=1000

Fig.4 Im pactangledistribution on thetop wallfordi�erent
num berofspheresN .Alldistributionsarenorm alized toone.

berN )in thecham beron thepeening statistics.W ithin

the inelastic hard sphere m odelusing now the "realis-

tic" restitution coe�cientsofEq.(5),onehasindeed the

luxury to investigate features appearing with the pro-

gressive jam m ing ofthe system ,starting from the very

dilute lim it,and characterize the deeper origin of the

obtained pro�les.

Figure 4 showsthe im pactangle distribution on the

top wall (the sam ple) for various num ber of spheres.

O ne can observe thatthe nature ofthe im pactscan be

very di�erent following the very dilute (N = 50,den-

sity �0 = 3:25� 10� 4 m m � 3)orm oredense(N = 1000,

�0 = 65:0� 10� 4 m m � 3)situation.Atlow density,the

im pactisalm ostnorm alwith a very sharp distribution

centered around the im pactangle � = 0o.Here one sees

thatthe sphereswillm ostly bounce back and forth be-

tween the top and the bottom wallswith a rathersm all

num berofinter-particle collisions.Asa result,the sur-

faceim pactfrequency N with respectto theradius(Fig.

5)israther
atand startsonly to grow closeto theside

walls.W ith increasing N ,these sim ple (m ostly linear)

trajectoriestend to disappearasm oreand m oresphere-

sphere collisionsare now involved.Finally,the distribu-

tion becom esvery broad athigh N and centered around

� = 35o and there is not m uch di�erence between the

system with N = 600 and N = 1000 spheres.Addi-

tionalspheres do notchange the obtained distribution.

Thisshowsalsothatin them oredensesituation,norm al

im pactsare very rare on the top wall,i.e.the probabil-

ity ofhaving � = 0 is alm ost zero.Noteworthy is the

system with N = 200 spheres which displays an angu-

lardistribution thatcontainsa rem iniscentsignatureof

thevery dilutelim it,i.e.showing a shallow peak around

� = 5o which disappearswhen N isincreased from 200to

400.Itsuggeststhatin thisinterm ediatesituation,som e

spheressucceed in m ovingupwardsthrough thegranular

gaswithoutany sphere-spherecollision.
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Fig.6 Verticalim pactvelocity distribution on thetop wall
for di�erentnum berofspheres N.Alldistributions are nor-
m alized to one.

Figure5showsan additionalinterestingfeaturewhich

isthe occurrenceofa localorderproduced by the accu-

m ulation ofthe sphereson the side walls.W ith increas-

ing N ,m ore and m ore spheresare trapped on the side

walls,sim ilarly to the resultofthe constantrestitution

coe�cientm odel(Figure3).Thisproducesan increased

jam m ing in the vicinity ofthe side wallwhich doesnot

allow otherarrivingspherestoreach it.Asaresult,these

sphereswillstay ata distanceoftheorderofthediam e-

ter� ofthe spheres.Thisisre
ected in the quantity N

by an im pactfrequency peak ataboutR = 30 m m and

even a secondary peak forhigh densities(N = 600 and

N = 1000) between the latter value and the border of

the sam ple.

Finally,we note that for a large num ber ofspheres

(N = 1000),thesurfaceim pactfrequencydecreasesfrom

the center ofthe sam ple to the �rst im pact frequency

peak at R = 30 m m . W ith the increased num ber of

spheres,the im pactvelocity distribution (Fig.6)re�nes
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Fig.7 Surface im pactfrequency N on the top (solid lines,
sam e as Fig. 3) and the bottom (broken lines) walls as a
function ofthe radiusofthe cham ber.

and convergesto a M axwell-Boltzm ann-likedistribution

thatcan be �tted by vz exp(� v
2

z)with a m ean velocity

thatisofabout0:8 m =s and which isclose to the m ea-

sured velocities for this kind ofsystem [13].Note that

for a sm allnum ber ofspheres,the im pactvelocity dis-

tribution is broad and ranges from 1 m =s up to large

velocitiesofabout6 m =s corresponding to spheresthat

havebeen optim ally accelerated by thesonotrode.O nce

thesystem densi�es,thedissipation duetosphere-sphere

collisionslowersthe overallim pactvelocities.

A com parison between the surface im pactfrequency

ofthe top and the bottom walls (Figure 7) shows that

the im pactregim e can be ratherdi�erentbutstillcon-

sistentwith previous�ndings.Fora very sm allnum ber

ofspheres (N = 50),the result on the surface im pact

frequency isconsistentwith ourprevious�ndings,i.e.N

is identicalbetween the top and the bottom ,in agree-

m ent with the conclusion drawn from the im pact an-

gle distribution (Fig. 4),i.e.quasi-norm altrajectories

for the spheres which collide alm ost only between bot-

tom and top.For an increased num ber ofspheres,dif-

ferences em erge which can becom e very pronounced as

suggested by the value ofthe im pact frequency on the

center ofsam ple for N = 1000.For the top wall,it is

found N = 0:50 m m 2:s� 1 whereasN = 0:26 m m 2:s� 1

forthe bottom wall,i.e.there isalm osta factoroftwo

between thetwo colliding walls.In orderto infertheori-

gin ofthepeening di�erenceofthetwo surfaces,wehave

com puted the m ean velocity �eld for the system ofin-

elastic spheresin the (R;z)plane.The �eld isaveraged

overtheazim uthalangleand 5� 106 collisions.Figure8

showsthevelocity �eld forthecorresponding num berof

spheresused in Fig.7.ForN = 200,a toroidalconvec-

tion rollisclearly presentin which theparticles
ow,on

average,up from the borderand down the center.This

kind ofconvection rollhas been found both in sim ula-

tionsand experim entforopen vibrated granularm edia

[8;10]at vibration frequencies of50 H z.The convec-
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Fig.9 A snapshotoftheN = 1000 shotinsidethecham ber
showing the density di�erence close to the top and close to
the bottom wall.An average has been perform ed over the
azim utalangle,which explains observed overlaps discs.For
clarity,the size ofthe sphereshasbeen reduced.The broken
lines serve to de�ne the regions used in the discussion (see
text)and in Fig.10.

tion rollis m aintained (but weaker by about an order

ofm agnitude in intensity)fora lowernum ber(N = 50)

ofspheres.However,one sees that for N = 1000,the

convection rollbreaksup and spheres
ow from theside

walleither upwards to hit the top ofthe cham ber,or

downwardsto the sonotrode.

This tends to separate the cham ber into two parts

(Fig.9).A �rst part (at z > z0 with z0 ’ 20 m m )

thatconnectsto the top wallwhere the density islarge

(� = 8:12� 10� 3 m m � 3 and a packingfraction of0:115).

O n the other hand,the lowerpartofthe cham bercor-

responds to a m uch m ore dilute situation (� = 4:87�

10� 3 m m � 3 and a packing fraction of 0:069).Conse-

quently,theupperim pactangledistribution isradically

di�erent.The im pact angle ofthe spheres bouncing on

the m ore dense m edia atz > z0 isvery close to � = 0o.

Thiscontrastswith the im pactangledistribution ofthe

upperpart(Fig.10).

4 Sum m ary and conclusion

Sim ulations on inelastic hard sphere m odels using con-

stantrestitution coe�cientsclearly show thattheinelas-

ticity ofthe side-wallcollisions plays a key role in the

im pactpro�leofthebottom and thetop wallsofa peen-

ing cham ber.W ith increased dissipation,an increased

heterogeneity oftheim pactsarising from theaccum ula-

tion ofthe spheres on the side wallsis found.The cor-
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responding surface frequency ofim pactsshowsthatthe

latter e�ect is one order ofm agnitude larger than the

heterogeneity produced sim pleby obliquecollisionsaris-

ing from the sidewalls.

A m odelusing variable restitution coe�cients per-

m its us to study in m ore detailthe e�ect ofthe shot

density (or num ber N of spheres) in the cham ber.It

showsthatdi�erentpeeningregim eson thetop walltake

place with changing N thatrangefrom norm alim pacts

fordilutegranulargases,to obliqueim pactswith a well-

de�ned m ean im pactvelocity.Dens�cation close to the

side walls produces the occurrence ofa localorder at

a distance ofabout the sphere diam eter from the side

walls.

These resultssuggestthatelastic controlofthe side

walland a carefulselection ofthe shotdensity willper-

m it us to tune peening regim es for the shot and allow

various kinds of surface treatm ents.The high density

observed in the vicinity ofthe side walls is associated

with a downwards helicoidaltrajectory ofthe spheres.

W e believe that the use ofa very rough surface on the

side wallcould lead to the reinjection ofthe spheresin

the bulk.Further consideration in this direction along

with deeperexperim entalcharacterization ofthehetero-

geneity iscurrently underconsideration.
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