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A bstract The behavior of an ultrasonic shot peening
process is observed and analyzed by using a m odelof in—
elastic hard spheres In a graviational eld that are u-
idized by a vbrating bottom wall (sonotrode) in a cylin—
drical cham ber. A m arked heterogeneous distribution of
In pacts appearsw hen the collision betw een the shot and
the side wallbecom es inelastic w ith constant dissipation.
Thise ect isone order ofm agniude largerthan the sin —
ple heterogeneity arising from boundary collision on the
cylinder. Variable restitution coe cients bring the sim -

ulation closer to the general cbservation and allow s the
Investigation ofpeening regin esw ith changing shot den-
sity.W e com pute w ithin thism odelother physical quan—
tities (In pact velocities, in pact angle, tem perature and
density pro k) that are In uenced by the number N of
spheres.

1 Introduction

Tt is well known that the introduction of residual com —
pressive stresses In m etallic com ponents leads to reduce
fatigue strength {!:]. T herefore, m any engineering tech—
niques nvolve surface treatm ent to allow either surface
hardening (py eg. niriding or vapor deposition) or fa—
tigue life Im provem ent .g] through laser shock peening
or shot peening. For the latter, a high velocity stream of
steel particles is pro fcted at a m aterial surface produc-
ing at and below it com pressive residual stresses w ith a
pea_krvalue being reached at som e depth below the sur-
face [q’].A particularm echanical treatm ent derived from

conventional shot peening is called ulrasonic shot peen—
ing, ultrasonic is a reference to the frequency ofvibration
ofthe sonotrode (see below ) . It has received attention in
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the recent years E] since i could be a prom ising tech—
nique for obtaining surface treatm ent of m etallic sur-
faces.

Here, a piezoelkctric generator produces the vibra—
tion ofa sonotrode that pro cts upon contact steel shot
In a cham ber closed by a coverw hich is the sam ple to be
peened. T he shot isusually m ade of sm all steel particles
whose diam eter is between 1 and 3 mm and the fre—
quency is about 20kH z. Several param eters can also be
changed, allow ing one to controlofthe overallshot veloc—
iy and thus the shot peening intensity. P ossbl tuning
param eters for optin izing the peening process inclide
the shot diam eter, the height of the cham ber, the am —
plitude and/or the frequency of the sonotrode. B asic ap—
plications of this technology are found In autom otive or
aerospatial industry.

If the perform ance of this process is closely related
to the appropriate choice of param eters, i becom es nec—
essary to understand how the peening intensity or the
peening distribution on a given sampl is a ected by
changes of m echanical or electrical characteristics of the
system . Furthem ore, as som e of the physical quantities
nvolved in the peening process are hard F_: to m easure
In a reaktin e experim ent (velocity, acoeleration, ::: ),
m ainly for safety reasons (the in pact of steelbeads are
so strong that the chamber is a closed box), num erical
sin ulation can be a powerfil tool for investigating the
In uence of these quantities under various situations.

In paralk], there has been great activity during the
last ten years in the study of granular gases ES; -'_6;::1]. In
particular, system s of vibro— uidized glass beads In an
cylinder has som e sin ilarities w ith the device used for
the shot peening i_?.;:g]. Them ain di erence w ith the ex-—
perin ental setup used In ulrasonic shot peening is the
absence of the cover and a low er frequency of vibbration.
In the latter series of experin ents, it was shown that the
nelastic sphere m odel provides an accurate description
ofm icroscopic quantities E[(_i, :_l-]_]] (localgranular tem per—
ature, localm ean velocity, local density, ...) which en-

B Here, it is a realtin e experin ent.
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courages us to perform am olecular dynam ics of nelastic
hard spheres.

The systam is represented by a collection of inelas-
tic hard spheres colliding w ith each other and w ith the
boundaries (cham ber, the shot, and sonotrode) . For the
sake of sin plicity, collisions are rst characterized by a
constant nom alcoe cient of restitution.W e perform an
event-driven M olecularD ynam ics that is as close aspos—
sible to the experim ental setup by using the geom etrical
features of the cham ber, sonotrode and the cover. In or—
der to obtain an in proved description of the m odel, we
also consider a m odelof inelastic hard soheres w here the
restitution coe clent depends on the relative velocity of
the In pact.

O ur results both theoretical and experin ental show
that the peening distribution on the sam ple isnot hom o—
geneous. T he heterogeneity ofthe peening distrdbution is
strongly in uenced by the value of the particle-side wall
coe cient of restitution ¢, . This result goes far beyond
the intuitive view that heterogeneity should simply re—
sult from the boundary collisions on the side walls. The
Increased energy dissipation along the side walls favors
particle accum ulation thus increasing the gas (shot) den—
sity on the border of the cham ber. This lads to an in—
crease of the in pact frequency on the border ofthe sam —
plke.W ihin the m odel, we com pute in pact velocity and
In pact anglk ofthe shot and show also a changing behav-
lorw ith the shot density, ranging from the dilute K nud-
sen Iim it to a m ore dense situation where interparticle
collisions dom inate. Both quantities digplay m arked dif-
ferences between the border and the center of the top
wall (sam ple).

2 Inelastic hard sphere m odel
2.1 Sinulation details

W e st consider the m odel close to the experim ental
setup (see below ). The cylinder has a radius of R =
35 mm which contains N = 200 hard soheres repre-
senting the shot of diam eter 3m m . T he latter are sub—
“ct to a constant gravitational force. T he energy is sup-—
plied by vibrating the bottom wallfollow Ing a sym m etric
saw -tooth pro le w ih am plitude A and period T which
m In ics in the sinulation the shusoidal pro ke of the
sonotrode -'f: -0 ne should note that the choice ofthis pro-
lehasnomajprinpacton the resu]tsf_lz_i], since the am -
plitude of the ham onic n of the saw -tooth pro e f2lls
asoddn ?.W emention also that even though the elec-
trical excitation of the sonotrode is sinusoidal, because

2 By using a saw-tooth pro le the tine of a collision

between a particle and the base is obtained analytically ,
whereas w ith a sinusoidal pro le, the collision tin e is given
by an in plicit equation which requires a m ore expensive nu—
m erical com putation.

of the elastic deform ation of the sonotrode, the velocity
applied to the shot is certainly not purely sjnusojdalE:.

T he spheres collide Inelastically and instantaneously
w ith each other, w ith the cylindrical side walls, w ith the
top walland w ith the sonotrode. T he corresponding con—
stant coe cients of restitution are denoted ¢, ¢, , @, and
G . The di erent collision rules are given by the follow ing
expressions:

Vg,.r = vy 1+ G) (Vi i) i 1)
Vi = Vip 0+ @) Wiz Vs) @)
Vi, = 0+ Qv @)
V= Vi l; c[(vj vi) A n @)

where the prin e quantities denote the post-collisional
quantities; v, and £; is the unit position vector of par-
ticle i are the velocity and the position ofthe particle i in
the horizontalplane respectively and ¢, the nom alcoef-

cient of restitution for a collision between a sphere and
the cham ber. T he particlebottom (sonotrode) wall resti-
tution coe cient cyp is rst taken asunity which am ounts
to rescaling the am plitude ofthe vbration.vs isthe ver-
tical velocity of the sonotrode ; vi;, is the vertical com —
ponent of the velocity of particle i and ¢ the nom al
coe clent of restitution for a collision between a sphere
and the cover; nally, vio;j denote the velocities of i or
j partick, 1 is the unit centerto-center vector between
the colliding pair i and j and c is the nom alcoe cient
of restitution for a sphere-sphere collision. O ne should
note that there are two rules along the z axis (equations
@) and (:_3)) depending on which wallthe spheres collide:
bottom (sonotrode) or top (sam ple). B etween collisions,
the spheres ollow parabolic tra gctories due to the con—
stant gravitational eld (viscous dam ping with the air
contained In the cham ber is neglected).

T he param eters of the m odelused in the sin ulation
are obtained from experin ent F igure :}:) . The vibration
frequency is 20kH z and the am plitude of the sonotrode
is25 m .The chamberheight is40mm .In the rstpart,
we carry outm ost ofthe sin ulations w ith the restitution
coe clentsc= c = 0:91 corresponding to the usual ex—
perin ental values for steel shot in the velociy range of
Interest f_l-;i'] and lkaving as an adjustable param eteronly
the side wall restitution coe cient ¢, .This is in orderto
highlight the strong In uence of the side-wall collisions
on the in pact heterogeneity.W e stress how ever that the
overall observed behavior of the m odel does not depend
on the precise values given for ¢ and c and severaladdi-
tional runs w ith di erent c. and c have been perform ed
to check the robustness of our conclusions. T he station—
ary non-equilbrium state is achieved by a prelim nary
sim ulation of typically 5000 collisions per particle which
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There can be a di erence in am plitude of the sonotrode
on the border and on the center.
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Fig. 1 Sketch of the experim ental setup that is used as
sin ulation box in the inelastic hard sphere m odel.

corresponds to a peening tin e of about 1m s. The colli-

sion tin e estin ated as1 s from H ertz theory tl4]Jsm uch

lower. T he statistical analysis of the quantities of inter—

est has been accom plished for a total sin ulation tin e of
26 s corresponding to 5 10° collisions.

2 2 Velocity dependent restitution coe cient

In a second part (section 52), the present m odel ism ade
m ore realistic by taking into acoount velocity dependent
nom alrestitution coe cientsthat depend on thenom al
Im pact velocity. This dependence is rather well known
ti9;:16; i #;18;19] and was rst reported in the 1920’s.
P Jasti cation under high velocities (typically when v
5m s ') has also been reported. In the high velociy
lin it, experin entalm easurem ents suggest {_l-l_lu'] a power—
law behavior of the orm : ¢ / v ™ whereas in the
low velociy range, the deform ations are supposed to be
elastic and dissipation described by visco-elasticity bad;
2]1] For the latter, it has been obtained fZO ] a slightly
di erent powerdaw which is like (1 Y/ v 0.

T he behavior of restitution coe cjents w ih respect
to som e easily m easurable param eter is, how ever, a m uch
desper problem that can certainly not be encoded in the
sin ple aforem entioned pow er-law s.E xperim entshave in—
deed shown that gy could depend on the sphere density
ﬁ22 the sphere diam eter or the thickness ofthe Im pacted
surface 23 or even the im pact angk {24, .25‘;] Beyond
the details of a given m aterial, studies on the restitu-
tion ocoe cient all suggest a generic threshold between
a regine at low velocity and low dissipation where gy
depends weakly i_Z_d, 22:] on the im pact velocity, and a
m ore dissipative regin e Induced by plasticity (or even
Sactuzing) B8 23],

Recently, sin ulations of inelastic hard spheres have
been perform ed using variable restitution coe clents [3_0_]I
and have shown the necessity of the latter to accurately
describe experim ents. Speci cally, pressure e ects as a
function of the density of spheres could be recovered
by sinulation for a dilute and dense vibrated granular

Im pacted m aterial i &% vy [ /s]
Sonotrode (titanium ) b 091 12
Spheres (steel) s 091 12

Sam ple (@lum inum ) t 0.6 012

Side walls (@lum inum ) w 0.6 012

Table 1l Param eters forthe inelastic hard spherem odelw ith
variable restitution coe cient.

m edium . Tthasbeen shown also that the unphysicalclis-
tering tendency was reduced w ith the use ofvelocity de-
pendent restitution coe cients.
In section ITIB, we w illuse a threshold m odel for the
nom al restitution coe cient de ned by:
. Coe v
w) = . 1=4 .
% Q if v v

Vo

®)

w herevé isa threshold velociy, ql) isthe constant nom al
restitution coe cient at low velocity and i= b;t;w ;s o
low Ing the nature of the in pacted surface (pottom , top,
wall, sopheres).P aram eters are given in Table I.0 ne ex—
pects indeed that softerm aterials such as the alum inum
sidewallsorthe sam plew illhave a Iow er threshold veloc—
ity and a lower ¢y as com pared to the titaniuim sonotrode
or the steel spheres.

Finally, we also use the sin plest possible m odel to
take into account the transverse dissipation that leads
to a tangential restitution coe cient ¢t . To our know -
edge, only a very few studies have been reported on the
sub Fct (see however _Bl:, :_32:]) . The total loss of trans—
lational kinetic energy can usually be describbed by the
total restitution coe cient c= 2 cog + & sin® }72
where  is the Inpact angle. Conservation of im pulse
and m om entum and an additional condition of rolling
prior to departure from the In pacted surface lkeadsto a
value of o = 5=7 (the factor 5=7 com es from the m o—
mentum of Intertia). Here, it is assum ed that the loss
In kinetic energy m ostly arises from the sphere rotation
during the in pact. O ne m ay also assum e that slip con—
tinues throughout contact which will in this case lead
to:ror = 1 1+ ¢y )oot .But thiswould de ne an
additional param eter corresoonding to the Coulom —
bic friction coe cient of the im pacted surface. E xperi-
m ental m easurem ents of steel spheres bouncing on  at
alum inum plates show P4] that the constant value of

= 5=7 ism ostly valid at sm all in pact angles and un-
der certain conditionsup to ’ 55°.However, a m ore
detailed analysis that should inclide the deform ations
and velocities associated w ith the elastic deform ations
of the surfaces is clkarly beyond the scope and ob gc—
tives of this paper. Since we are handling instantaneous
In pacts, e ects of friction or peculiarm aterialproperties
can only be taken into account via an e ective velocity
dependence of the restitution coe cients. Furthem ore,
we stress that this will not a ect the general observed
behaviorw ith shot density.



3 Resuls
3.1 O rigih of the in pact heterogeneity

Figure :2: show s the di erent in pact pro Ils that appear
on the top wallofthe chamberafter 1 s sin ulation tine
for two di erent values of the side wall restitution coef-

cient ¢, .Forg, = c¢c= & = 0:91, one has an alm ost
hom ogeneous distrdbution of in pacts Fig ;_Z.’a) whereas
heterogeneity sets In when ¢, is lowered to 020 Figure
::a’b) . The present resuls have to be contrasted w ith the
observed pro les obtained on the In pacted alum inium
sam ple affer 1 s or on the sonotrode. It clearly shows
that the inelastic sphere collision w ith the side wallare
relevant for understanding the heterogeneous shot peen—
Ing which ism anifested by an increased in pact num ber
on the border of the sam ple. N onelastic collisions on the
side wall originate the In pact pro I that is experin en—
tally observed (eg.on the sonotrode (pbottom wall), Fig
::a’c) and recovered from the sinulation. The sam e pro—

les are obtained for the top wallw ith a sim ilar im pact
frequency (see below ).

The In uence ofthe sphere-wallcoe cient of restitu—
tion is quantitatively observed by m onitoring the in pact
frequency per surfaceuni N w ith respect to the radiisR
ofthe cham ber (Fjg.:_j) .t resultsthat when the shot has
a pure elastic collision on the side walls (g, = 1:0), then
the num ber of surface In pacts slightly increases from the
center to the radius of the cham ber, whose values are in
the range N = 06 08 Impactmm 2?3 '.W hen g,
decreases, a sin ilarbehavior is observed w hen the radial
distance is lower than a typicalvaluile Rg’ 30mm .For
R > Ry signi cantdi erencesappear,eg., forc, = 0:60,
the num ber of surface in pacts ism ultiplied by aln ost a
factor 10 betw een the center and the border of the cover
and this Increase is even m ore dram atic for the ultin ate
value of g, = 020.

Intuitively, one expects that the im pact distribution
should be heterogeneous even In the case of elastic side
w all collisionsbecause ofthe lateralbounce on the cylin—
der wall. The sin ulation show s that this e ect clearly
seen from Fjg.:;”)' when ¢, = 10 isweak as com pared to
the e ect arising from the decrease ofc, .Boundary col-
lisions produce an increase of the surface Im pacts from
" 05mm “:s ! in the center to about 08 mm 25 !
on the border for elastic side wall collisions whereas the
e ect of lower side wall restitution coe cients e€g.c =
0:6) leadstoN = 18mm 2: ! on theborderofthe top
wall, compared to N = 025mm 2: ! on the center.
T he present resuls do not depend crucially on the val-
ues taken for the other restitution coe cients as sin ilar
trends for the surface In pact frequency are ocbtained for
Iowered c and ¢ .For nstance, when c= ¢ = ¢, = 0%,
the trend w ith R observed is rather close to the one dis-
played n Fig. 3 with g, = 0:6, except that N ranges
now from 0:1 to 17 mm 2:s ! between the center and
the border of the sam ple.

Fig. 2 D istrdbution of in pacts on the top wall (sam plk). a)
ce = 091.b) ¢ = 020. c) Sonotrode after several hours of
use. See text for details.
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Fig. 3 Surface Im pact frequency w ith respect to the radial
distance R for di erent side wall restitution coe cients c

(sym bols). The broken line corresponds to the pure elastic
side wall collision (¢, 1). The distance R is used below

(see text).

Beyond the num erical details, the origin of the het—
erogeneity becom es clear. W ith increased dissipation on
the side walls, the spheres have a reduced velocity and
are \adsorbed" on the side walls w ith an upward heli-
coidaltra fctory arising from the in pulse ofthe sonotrode.
A s a resul, the density and the granular tem perature
(kinetic energy per partick) of the granular gas appear
to be also strongly in uenced by the dissipation.

32 Com parison w ith observation

A um inum sam ples have been peened during 1 sec and
the in pact distrbution displays a weak heterogeneity.
T he average roughness betw een the border and the cen—
terofthe sam ple isrespectively 4 m and 74 m .In gen—
eral, the obtained roughness reveals the degree of Im pact
on a sam pl. It provides therefore an indirect evidence
that m ore shot has been in pacting the border. T he het—
erogeneity can be quanti ed n a m anner sim ilarto Fjg.rg:
by sam pling circularly the frequency of in pacts N per
unit surface w ith respect to the radiis of the sam ple.N
varies from 0:65 at the centerofthe sam pleto 0:95 on the
border. T he sam e tendency is obtained w ith rectangular
sam pling, ie.one cbtainsN = 125 0:12 at the center
of the sam pl, and N 166 039 at the border. The
presence of polym er adhesive stripes on the side walls
that induce an Increased dissipation, leads to a lowering
of the respective im pact frequencies, In ham ony w ith
the cbserved trends displayed in Fig.d. Re nement of
the m easurem ents is currently under consideration.

33 Selkctive shot peening

O nce the origin of the heterogeneity is identi ed, we In—
vestigate the e ect ofthe sphere densiy (or sphere num —

~N=50
e
[ o—a N=, _
0.02 s N=200
< N=600
I «N=1000] |
0.01, |
| | | |
% 20 0 80

4 60
Impact angle [deg]

Fig.4 Impactangledistribution on the top wallfordi erent
num berof spheresN .A lldistributions are nom alized to one.

berN ) in the cham ber on the peening statistics.W ihin
the inelastic hard sphere m odel using now the "realis—
tic" restitution coe cientsofEq. (5_}, one has indeed the

luxury to investigate features appearing w ith the pro—
gressive am m Ing of the system , starting from the very
dilute 1im it, and characterize the deeper origin of the
obtained pro ls.

F jgure:_ll show s the In pact angle distribution on the
top wall (the sampl) for various number of spheres.
O ne can observe that the nature of the in pacts can be
very di erent follow ng the very dilute 50, den-
sity o= 325 10 “mm 3)ormoredense N = 1000,

o= 650 10 ‘mm 3) siuation.At low densiy, the
In pact is alm ost nom alw ith a very sharp distribution
centered around the im pact angle = (°.Here one sees
that the spheres w ill m ostly bounce back and forth be-
tween the top and the bottom wallsw ith a rather sm all
num ber of Interparticle collisions. A s a resul, the sur-
face In pact frequency N w ith respect to the radius F ig.
-'5) israther at and startsonly to grow close to the side
walls. W ith increasing N , these sinpl (m ostly linear)
tra ctordes tend to disappear asm ore and m ore sohere—
sohere collisions are now involved.F inally, the distriou—
tion becom es very broad at high N and centered around
35 and there is not much di erence between the
system wih N 600 and N 1000 spheres. Addi-
tional spheres do not change the obtained distrdbution.
T his show s also that In them ore dense situation, nom al
In pacts are very rare on the top wall, ie. the probabil-
ity of having 0 is alm ost zero. Noteworthy is the
system wih N = 200 spheres which digplays an angu-
lar distrbution that contains a rem iniscent signature of
the very dilute 1m i, ie. show ing a shallow peak around

= 5° which disappearswhen N is increased from 200 to
400. It suggests that in this Interm ediate situation, som e
spheres succeed In m oving upw ards through the granular
gas w ithout any sphere-gohere collision.
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Fig. 5 Surface Inpact frequency N on the top wall as a
function of the radius of the cham ber for di erent num ber of
spheres.

30

20

10

; :
Velocity [m/s]

Fig. 6 Vertical im pact velocity distribution on the top wall
for di erent num ber of spheres N . A 1l distributions are nor-
m alized to one.

F igure§ show san additionalinteresting featurewhich
is the occurrence of a Jocal order produced by the accu—
mulation of the spheres on the side walls. W ih increas-
ing N , m ore and m ore spheres are trapped on the side
walls, sim ilarly to the result of the constant restitution
coe cientm odel F igure fi_i . Thisproduces an increased
pmm Ing in the viciniy of the side wallwhich does not
allow otherarriving spheresto reach it.A sa resul, these
soheres w ill stay at a distance of the order of the diam e-
ter ofthe spheres. This is re ected in the quantity N
by an in pact frequency peak at aboutR = 30mm and
even a secondary peak for high densities N = 600 and
N = 1000) between the latter value and the border of
the sam ple.

F inally, we note that for a Jarge num ber of soheres
NN = 1000), the surface I pact frequency decreases from
the center of the sam ple to the st inpact frequency
peak at R = 30 mm . W ith the Increased n},lmberof

soheres, the in pact velocity distribution E ig. @A) re nes

-~ BOTTOM [sonotrode]
— TOP [sample]

I
o
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|

o
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Surface impact frequency [mm‘z.s‘l]
o o
N =

20
Radius [mm]

Fig.7 Surfage inpact frequency N on the top (solid lines,
sam e as Fig. _) and the bottom (roken lines) walls as a
function of the radius of the cham ber.

and converges to a M axw ell-B oltzm ann-like distribbution
that can be tted by v, exp( vZ) wih a mean velcity
that is of about 0:8 m =s and which is close to the m ea—
sured velbcities for this kind of system [13]. Note that
for a sn all num ber of spheres, the in pact velocity dis—
tribbution is broad and ranges from 1 m=s up to large
velocities of about 6 m =s corresponding to spheres that
have been optin ally accelerated by the sonotrode. O nce
the system densi es, the dissipation due to sphere-sphere
collisions low ers the overall in pact velocities.

A oom parison between the surface in pact frequency
of the top and the bottom walls F igure :_72) show s that
the in pact regin e can be rather di erent but still con—
sistent w ith previous ndings. For a very sn all num ber
of spheres N = 50), the result on the surface im pact
frequency is consistent w ith ourprevious ndings, ie.N
is identical between the top and the bottom , n agree—
ment wih the conclision drawn from the Inpact an-—
gl distrbution Fig. 4), ie. quasinom al tma fctories
for the spheres which collide alm ost only between bot-
tom and top. For an increased num ber of spheres, dif-
ferences em erge which can becom e very pronounced as
suggested by the value of the im pact frequency on the
center of sample or N = 1000. For the top wall, it is
Pund N = 050mm?s ! whereasN = 026 mm?s !
for the bottom wall, ie. there is alm ost a factor of two
betw een the two colliding walls. In order to infer the ori-
gin ofthe peening di erence ofthe two surfaces, we have
com puted the m ean velocity eld for the system of in—
elastic spheres in the R ;z) plane. The eld is averaged
over the azin uthalangle and 5 10° collisions.F jgure:_é
show s the velocity eld for the corresponding num ber of
soheres used in Fig. -j ForN = 200, a toroidal convec—
tion roll is clearly present in which the particles ow, on
average, up from the border and down the center. This
kind of convection roll has been found both In simula—
tions and experin ent for open vibrated granular m edia
g; :_l-C_i] at vbration frequencies of 50 H z. The convec—
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Fig.8 M ean velocity eld ofthe inelastichard spheresin the
(r,z) plane for three di erent num bers of soheres. a) N= 50,
b) N=200, c) N=1000.
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Fig.9 A snapshotoftheN = 1000 shot inside the cham ber
show ing the density di erence close to the top and close to
the bottom wall. An average has been perform ed over the
azin utal angle, which explains observed overlaps discs. For
clarity, the size of the spheres has been reduced. T he broken
lines serve to de ne the regions used in the discussion (see
text) and in Fig.10.

tion roll is m aintained (ut weaker by about an order
ofm agniude in intensity) fora lower number (N = 50)
of spheres. However, one sees that for N = 1000, the
convection rollbreaks up and spheres ow from the side
wall either upwards to hit the top of the cham ber, or
dow nw ards to the sonotrode.

T his tends to separate the cham ber into two parts
(Fjg.:_‘jl).A rst part @t z > zp wih zg /¥ 20 mm)
that connects to the top wallwhere the density is large
( =812 10 ®>mm 3 and a packing fraction of0:115).
On the other hand, the Iower part of the cham ber cor-
resgoonds to a much m ore dilute situation ( = 4:87
10 > mm 3 and a packing fraction of 0:069). Conse—
quently, the upper in pact angle distrdbution is radically
di erent. The in pact angl of the spheres bouncing on
themoredensemedia at z > zg isvery coseto = (°.
This contrasts w ith the in pact angle distribution of the
upper part € ig.10).

4 Sum m ary and conclusion

Sin ulations on inelastic hard sphere m odels using con—
stant restitution coe cients clearly show that the nelas—
ticity of the side-wall collisions plays a key role in the
In pact pro e ofthebottom and the top wallsofa peen-—
Ing chamber. W ith increased dissipation, an increased
heterogeneity of the In pacts arising from the accum ula—
tion of the spheres on the side walls is found. T he cor-
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Upper in pact angle distrbution for spheges be-
longing to region I (z > 2z, solid line, same as Fig. 4) and
region II (z < zp, R < Rg broken line) for N 1000. Both
distributions are nom alized to one.

resoonding surface frequency of im pacts show s that the
latter e ect is one order of m agnitude larger than the
heterogeneity produced sim ple by oblique collisions aris—
Ing from the side walls.
A model using variable restitution coe cients per-

m is us to study In more detail the e ect of the shot
density (or number N of spheres) in the chamber. Tt
show sthat di erent peening regin eson the top walltake
place w ith changing N that range from nom al in pacts
for dilute granular gases, to oblique in pactsw ith a well-
de ned m ean im pact velocity. D ens cation close to the
side walls produces the occurrence of a local order at
a distance of about the sphere diam eter from the side
walls.

T hese results suggest that elastic control of the side
walland a carefiil selection of the shot density w ill per—
m it us to tune peening regin es for the shot and allow
various kinds of surface treatm ents. The high density
observed in the vicinity of the side walls is associated
w ith a downwards helicoidal tra gctory of the spheres.
W e believe that the use of a very rough surface on the
side wall could kad to the reinfction of the spheres in
the bulk. Further consideration in this direction along
w ith deeper experin ental characterization of the hetero—
geneity is currently under consideration.
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