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Velocity correlations in the dense granular shear ow s:
E ects on energy dissipation and norm al stress
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W e study the e ect of pre-collisional velocity correlations on granular shear ow by m olecular
dynam ics sin ulations of the inelastic hard sphere system . C om parison of the sim ulations w ith the
kinetic theory reveals that the theory overestin ates both the energy dissipation rate and the nom al
stress In the dense ow region. W e nd that the relative nom al velocity of colliding particles is
an aller than that expected from random collisions, and the discrepancies in the dissipation and
the nom al stress can be adjusted by Introducing the idea of the collisional tem perature, from
which we conclude that the velocity correlation neglected in the kinetic theory is responsible for
the discrepancies. O ur analysis of the distrdbbutions of the pre-collisional velocity suggests that the
correlation grow s through m uliple Inelastic collisions during the tin e scale of the inverse of the
shear rate. A s for the shear stress, the discrepancy is also ound in the dense region, but it depends

strongly on the particle inelasticity.

PACS numbers: 47.57G¢c,45.70M g,4745Ab,83.10R s

I. NTRODUCTION

Granularmedia can ow lke a uid under a certain
situation. In the case of the rapid granulbr ow, where
the density is relatively low and interactions are dom i-
nated by the instantaneous collisions, the kinetic theory
ofdense gases ] isextended to the inelastichard spheres
to derive the constitutive relations [Z]. In the theory, the
density correlations is taken into account to som e extent
but not the velociy correlations in m ost ofthe cases. A s
the ow gets denser, however, the m olecular chaos as-
sum ption becom es questionable. In addition, the inter—
actionsm ay no longer be approxin ated by the instanta-
neous collisions but enduring contacts take place around
the random closed packing fraction. T he com prehensive
granular rheology including the rather com plicated dense
regin e has not been established yet.

D uring the last several years, careful experin ents and
largescale m olecular dynam ics sin ulations have been
done on the dense granular ows E, @, E, B]. One of
the In portant m odel system s that has been intensively
studied isthe steady ow down a slope under the graviy,
w here we can controlthe ratio ofthe shear stress S to the
nom alstress N by changing the inclination angle . In
this system , it has been found that the packing fraction

In the buk ofthe ow is constant and is determ ined
sokly by the inclination angle ; in otherwords, isin—
dependent ofthe total ow hight H and/orthe roughness
of the slope E,E].

T his Interesting feature has been qualitatively under—
stood by using the Bagnold Scaling ﬂ], which states the
shear stress S is proportional to the square of the shear

P em anent address.

rate
A() % @)

Here, m is the particle m ass, and is the particle di-
am eter. T his scaling can be understood by din ensional
analysis of the rigid granular ow, where the inverse of
the shear rate _ ! is the only tin e scale in the system .
This scaling applies to the nom al stress N also, which
gives

B () 2: 2)

In the slope ow under gravity, the force balance gives

S=N = tan .Thuswe nally have
S A()
—=_—_——=tan ; 3)
N B ()

ie., the packing fraction
tion angle

T hisdin ensionalanalysis doesnot hold when thetim e
scales other than _ ! come Into the problem, eg. the
tin e scales of the particle defom ation ], but not only
the constant density pro I but also the Bagnold scal-
ing itself hasbeen found in the num erical sin ulations of
dense steady ow down a slope for hard enough parti-
cles [E].

In the slope ow sin ulations, the value of the packing
fraction has been shown to Increase upon decreasing
the inclination angle , and eventually the ow stopsat
a nite angle qp;namely, A ( )=B ( ) is an decreasing
function of in the dense region ,E]. O ne can Interpret
the transition at gop as the jamm ing transition ,@].

The theoretical analysis of the functional form of
A ( )=B () has been done by Louge |Ld] ushg the ki
netic theory, but he found the opposite dependence in the
dense region, nam ely, the theory gives Increasing packing
fraction upon increasing inclination angle asshown in

is determm ined by the inclina—


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611397v2

055 L oy s k- K RKERE
[ . f e,=0.70
0.4 L] . B
< i ep:0.92 L n
» 0.3 .

0.2 ¢=0.98
L s 0 © o
DR s e HOOERX
01 1 1 1 1
0.4 0.5 0.6
Vv

o 000000

FIG.1: (color online) The ratio of the shear stress to the
nom al stress S=N versus the packing fraction from the
sin ulation data (g, = 0:70 ( ), 0:92 (), and 0:98 ( )) and
the plot of Eq. [20)) from the kinetic theory (g, = 0:70 (

connected by dashed line), 0:92 (+ connected by dashed line),

and 0:98 ( connected by dashed line). For the sinulation
data, the average nom al stress N = %(NX + Ny, + N;) is
used.

F ig [dl, w here curves from a kinetic theory [11]is shown by
sym bols connected by dashed lines for the various resti-
tution coe cientse .

Several explanations for this discrepancy have been
proposed, such as the enduring contact [10,[12], the Bur-
nett order (the second order of the spatial gradients) ef-
fect [L3], and the particle roughness [L3] etc., but the
sub Ect is still under debate.

R ecently, the present authors [6] have m ade a detailed
com parison between the sin ulation resuls of the dense
slope ow and the kinetic theory by Jenkins and R ich-
man [L4]. In contrast with the rather good agreem ent
for the stresses, it has been found that the kinetic the—
ory overestin ate the energy dissipation rate , and this
discrepancy is responsble for the contradicting behavior
In the kinetic theory, ie. A ( )=B ( ) Increases w ith the
packing fraction

T he authors conctured that the discrepancy in the
energy dissipation rate should be caused by the veloc-
ity correlations enhanced by the nelastic collisions; the
decrease of the relative nom al velocity through the in—
elastic collisions results In reduction of the energy loss
per collision. Such an e ect hasbeen noticed in granular
gas sin ulations w ithout shear [L5,[17], and the velocity
correlations has been investigated analytically [1§,[19].

However, the situation is rather com plicated under
shear, because the shear tends to break the correlations.
T he spatial velocity correlations in granular ow under
shear has not been carefully studied so far 20].

In this paper, we study the velocity correlation in the
sheared granular ow, focusing is e ects on the energy
dissipation rate and the stress. W e adopt the sinple
shear ow ofthe inelastichard spheresasam odelsystem ,
In accordance w ith m ost of the kinetic theory analysis.
N ote that the enduring contacts isnot allow ed In the hard
soherem odel, whose e ects are often under debate in the
soft-sphere m odel sin ulations of the slope ow [5,l€].

T his paper is organized as llows. In section [O, we

brie y summ arize the inelastic hard sohere m odel and
the constitutive relationsbased on the kinetic theory. W e
sum m arize our sin ulation m ethod and present the resuls
in section[II. T he discussion and the sum m ary are given
in section [IV].

II. INELASTIC HARD SPHERE MODEL AND
THE KINETIC THEORY

T he inelastic hard sphere m odel is one of the sim plest
and w idely-used m odelsofgranularm aterials [2,/122]. The
particles are in niely rigid, and they interact through
Instantaneous two-body collisions. W e adopt the sin —
plest collision rule for the m onodisperse sm ooth hard
soheres with diam eter , massm , and a constant nor—
m al restitution coe cient e , In three dim ensions as -
low s: The particke i at the position r; with the veloc—
ity c; collides with the particle j if i 5j= and
r: 1) fc g) < 0, and their post-collisional veloci-
ties c; and cy are given by

1+ e
2
+

C;, = Ci

hiy & g)lnyy; 4)

1t s

cy+ > hiy & g)lniy; )
respectively. Here, n;j is a unit vectorde ned asn jj =

(ri 1)=¥i 1nJ The collision iselasticwhen e, = 1,
and nelastic when 0 < g, < 1. In the hnelastic case, the
particles lose the kinetic energy every tim e they collide,
thus extemaldrive is necessary to keep particles ow ing.

W e com pare the sin ulation results ofthe nelastichard
soheres w ith the constitutive relations ocbtained from the
Chapm an-Enskogm ethod [I], which hasbeen developed
In the kinetic theory of gases. In this paper, we en ploy
those by G arzo and Dufty [L1], who have im proved the
previous studies [2,114,123], that is lin ited to the weakly
nelasticcase (1 g) 1), to Inclide the case w ith any
value of the restitution constant g, under the assum p-—
tion that the state is near the Jocalhom ogeneous cooling
state R4].

In the ollow ng, we brie y sum m arize the kinetic the—
ory to derive the constitutive relations. The hydrody—
nam ic variables are the num ber density eld n (r;t), the
velocity eld u (r;t), and the granular tem perature eld
T (r;t),de ned in term softhe single-particle distribution
function f (r;c;t) as

Z

n(;t) = f (r;c;t)dc; (6)
1 Z

u@;t) = — cf (r;c;tdc; (7)
ooy
m

T (;t) = — (€ uff (rjc;bde: ®)
3n

T he hydrodynam ic equations for these variables are given



TABLE I:The din ensionless functions In the constitutive re—
lations from Ref. [11].
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gvhere is the stress tensor, g is the heat ux, and

E is the symm etrized velocity gradient tensor: E 5 =

%ui) . Note that the energy dissipation rate

% (@L;:luj' + @

in Eq. (1Il) appears due to the energy loss through the
Inelastic collisions, which gives peculiar features to the
granular hydrodynam ics. ;

T he constitutive relations for , g, and are deter-
m Ined by the sinhgleparticke distribution f (r;c;t). Its
tin e evolution depends on the tw o-particle distribution
fiinction £@ (rq;r,;c1;0,;t) through the two-partick
collision; the n-particle distribution fiinction depends on
the (0 + 1)-particle distrbution function. This is known
asthe BBGKY hierarchy R3].

In the Enskog approxin ation, the two-particle distri-
bution at collision is approxin ated as

2
£ @im + najciiceit)

= go( )E@mic;HE @+ naijcoit) 12)

to close the BBGKY hierarchy at the single-particle dis—
tribution [, |11]. Here, gy ( ) is the radial distrbution
function at distance , and depends on the packing frac—
tion = % 3n. Thetem gy ( ) representsthepositional
correlations, and the actual procedure to determ ne the
fiinctionalom ofgy ( ) ispresented in subsection[IIIB 1.
T he correlations In the particle velocities are neglected
under the m olecular chaos assum ption.

T he constitutive relations for the hydrodynam ic equa—
tions have been obtained in ref. [11] by the Chapm an—
E snkog m ethod w ith the approxin ation [12) up to the
N avierStokesorder (ie. the rstorderofthe spatialgra—
dients). In the sin pl steady shear ow with constantn,
constant T, and u (r) = (_z;0;0), the nonzero term s are
the pressure, or the nom al stress

N ;=N (;T)= 2£()T; 13)

the shear stress

_ p—
S xz= x=S(;T)=m'? £() T @14)
and the energy dissipation rate

= (;T)=m 7 T 15)
T he dim ensionless functions f; ( ) are listed in Tablkl[l.
In the sinple shear ow, Egs. {9) and [10) are auto—
m atically satis ed w ith the constant nom alstressN and
the constant shear stress S . T he energy balance equation

1) gives
1e)

because there is no heat ux g. Equation {I6) means
that the granular tem perature is locally determ ined by
the balance between the viscous heating and the energy
disspation. Equation [16) with Egs. [[4) and [I9) gives

2f2( ) 2,
f3()

T=m @7)

Substituting Eq. [I7) into Egs. [13) and [14), we get

L £ ()5 ( )_2; 18)
f3()

B O,
fF5 (VP27

N
19)

w hich are exactly what wehave anticipated from theBag—
nold scaling Egs. ) and [2).

T he above derivation of the Bagnold scaling by the
kinetic theory gives the de nite expression PrEq. (3),

P £

iz 2 ()3 ( ); 20)

N £.0)
asa function ofthe packing fraction . Thisisplotted In
F ig.[llby sym bols connected by lines, along w ith the sim -
ulation data. O ne can see clear discrepancy between the
theory and the sim ulation especially in the higher den—
sity region. T he kinetic theory gives increasing finctions
S=N of ,which m eansthat the ow down stesper slope
is denser.

ITII. SIMULATIONS

In this section, we com pare the expressions Egs. [13)—
[[3) with the sinulation results of sin ple shear ow of
Inelastic hard spheres.

A . Sim ulation setup

T he sin ulation is done under the constant volum e con—
dition with a uniform shear In a rectangular box of the



size Ly L, I,. The shear is applied by the Lees—
E dw ards shearing periodic boundary conditions in the z
direction RE€]; The periodic boundary condition is em —
plyed In the x and y directions. W e em ploy the event
driven m ethod, using the fast algorithm developed by
Isobe R7].

A steady shear ow wih the mean velocity u (r) =
(_z;0;0) is prepared as ollow s. First, a random con g-—
uration is prepared by the com pressing procedure pro—
posed by Lubachevsky and Stillinger RE8] In the elastic
system w ithout shear under the periodic boundary con—
dition. Secondly, the initial shear ow is constructed
from the above random con guration by giving the ini-
tialm ean velocity u (r) = (_z;0;0) and setting the ni-
tial tem perature T 100m ?_2. Lastly, the steady
shear ow ofthe inelastic system is obtained by relaxing
the niial ow underthe LeesE dwards shearing periodic
boundary condition R9].

W ih the present param eter and system size, the nal
steady state isthe sin ple shear ow w ith uniform packing
fraction = o and mean velocity u = (_z;0;0) IBAd].
A 11 the follow ing data are taken In the steady state, and
averaged over the space and tine (typically over 10,000
collisions per particle) unless otherw ise noted.

In the ollow ing, all the quantities are given in the di-
m ensionless form with the uni m assm , the unit length

, and the unit tine _ ' . M ost of the data are from
the sinulations w ith system size Ly = 20, L, = 10,
and L, = 40. Several sin ulations has been done w ith
Ly =Ly, =L, = 40 to check the system sizee ect. We
m easure the tem perature T, the nomn al stress N , the
shear stress S, and the energy dissipation rate forvari-
ousvalues ofthe packing fraction . T hese are com pared
with Egs.[I3)-[I9) from the kinetic theory.

B . Simulation results
1. The radialdistribution fiinction

For the constitutive relations with Tablk [J, we need
to know the radial distribution fiinction at the particle
diam eter, gp ( ), as a function of the packing fraction.
For elastic hard spheres (g, = 1) in equilbrium , the well
known expression of gp ( ) is the C amahan-Starling for-
mula R25]

Jocs ()= (21)

@ ¥

for0< < ¢,where ¢ isthe freezing packing fraction
and ¢ 049 84]. Torquato [B4] proposed the form ula
that include the higherpacking fraction up to the random
closed packing fraction . 064 as

(
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FIG .2: (color online) (@)T he radial distrdbution functions for

= 058 with ¢, = 0:7 (dashed line), 0:92 (dotted line), and
0:98 (solid line). T he peak values of contact are 136 (out of
range), 30.6 (), and 174 () for ¢,=0.70, 0.92, and 0.98,
respectively. T he theoretical value at contact, go;r (0:58), is
shown by an arrow. () Plot of go;n ( ) versus the packing
fraction fore, = 07 ( ),0:92 (), and 0:98 (). go;r () is
shown by a solid line.

A s for the inelastic hard spheres under shear, a gen-—
erally accepted form of gp ( ) does not exist, but it has
been found in several sin ulations that gy ( ) is larger for
stronger inelasticity [L5,/1€]. F jgureIZ @) show sthe radial
distrdbution g (r) averaged overthe alldirections obtained
from our shear ow sinulation with the packing fraction

= 058 for various values of g,. The spatialmesh to
m easure g (r) was taken as 0:001, and the peak values of
g(r) around r = 1 (at the distance of the particle diam —
eter) arem arked by symbols fore, = 0:98 and 0:92. W e
can see that the peak value strongly increases for sm aller
&, and can be much larger than the value from Eq. [22)
(@o;r (0:58) shown by an arrow). It is quite di cul to
evaluate the precise value of gy ( ) from this direct m ea—
surem ent of g (r) because ofthe strong Increase ofg (r) in
the lmitofr! +1.

The way we determ ine gp ( ) from the smmulation is
through the expression of the collision frequency !, B3,
36] from the kinetic theory [11,137],

P— 1,
o (3T)= 24 () T 1 —c

32 @3

&)

where ¢ (g,) isgiven in Tabk[l. By measuring !g and T
foreach from the sinulation, we can evaluate

!Op_

Jom ( 5T;'t0) (24)

o)

241 cE)=32) T

Jom ( ;T ;!o) isplotted versus for various values of g,
inFig.2@),whereqgyr () in Eq. B2) is shown by a solid
Ine for reference. gom ( ;T;!o) show s stronger Increase
upon increasing the packing fraction aseg, gets am aller;
by com paring i with Fig.[2(@@), we see that this indirect
estim ate gives an reasonable g, dependence of gy ( ). In
the ollow ing, we use gom ( ;T;'0) asgo( ) n Tabk[d
unless otherw ise noted.
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FIG . 3: (color online) The energy dissipation rate (@) and
the nom al stress N (o). The sinulation data for e, = 0:98
(),0:92 (),and 0:70 ( ) are com pared w ith the values from
the kinetic theory ( ( ;T) and N ( ;T)) shown by symbols
connected by dashed lines fore, = 098 (), 092 (+), and
070 (). (iTcon) and N ( ;Tcon) With gom ( ;Tconi!o) are
denoted by the solid lines, which agree w ith the sim ulation
data (see text).

2. The energy dissipation rate and the nom al stress as
functions of the packing fraction

In Fig.[3d, the energy dissipation rate (@) and the
nom alstressN (o) are shown for various values of the
packing fraction and the restitution coe cient e, . For
the nom al stress, we nd in the simnulation that N de-
pendson thedirection ,butthe di erencesam ong them
are atm ost 10% in the plotted region and are not signif-
icant com pared to the di erence from the kinetic theory
that we will study in the follow ing. Thus, here we plot
the average N Ny + N, + N,)=3.

The value from the kinetic theory are shown in
Fig.[3(@@) and (o) by sym bols connected by dashed lines.
We see n Fig.[d@) that the energy dissipation rate is
overestin ated by the theory in the dense region, and the
disagreem ent is Jarger for sm aller ,. T he nom al stress
in Fig.[3®) also shows a sim ilar tendency, although the
relative disagreem ents are am aller than those In the en—
ergy dissipation rate

3. The pre-ocollisional velocity correlation e ects and the
collisional tem perature

a. The energy dissipation. W e rst focuson the dis—
crepancy In the energy dissipation rate . From the col
lision rule Eq. [{), the energy dissipated per collision is
given by

1
E = ( {g)zcﬁ;ij; @5)
where ¢, ;45 (@ g) plisthe relhtivenom alveloc-
ity of colliding particles just before the collision. Thus,
is given by

=< E i3>con

I

1
En!o= @ %) <C§;j_j>co]l EH!O:

(@6)

FIG .4: (coloronline) T he tem perature T and \the collisional
tem perature" Teon vs. the packing fraction . T and Teon
are denoted by and wih the dashed lines ore, = 077,
respectively, and by and + with the dashed lines for e, =
0:92. The inset shows T and Teon for e, = 0:98 represented
by and wih the dashed lines.

Here, < A > .o denotes the average of a quantity A
over all collisions; if the valie of A is Ay at the k-th
collision, < A >con  p 3 A= con, where N oo is the
totalnum ber of collisions. N ote that E g. [28) isthe exact
expression for

O n the otherhand, the expression [I5) from the kinetic
theory w ith Eq. [24) gives

1+ 3c (&)=32

(;T)= @ &) L

1

-n! ;T): (27
Shto (3T): @27)
To Interpret this expression, ket us consider the random
collision of particles whose velocity uctuation is given
by theM axwellian. In thiscase, + < & ,;; > con= T , then
Eq. [26) gives

1
=a eé)TEn!O: 28)

The di erence between this and Eq. (27) com es from
the deviation of the velocity distrbution from the
M axw ellian, but the di erence is found to be an allin the
param eter region studied in the present paper. There-
fore, from the com parison of the exact expression [28)
w ith the kinetic theory expression Eq. [27), we conclude
that the deviation ©ound in Fig.[3@) com es from the fact
that § < Gy >con T

b. The oollisional temperature. To ocon m this
dea, we de ne \the collisional tem perature" T.on <
q?x;ij > on=4.Figure[d shows Teonn and T as functions of

. One can see that Teon is substantially an aller than T
for > 035 as is concluded above.

To dem onstrate that the discrepancy is actually re—
solved by Teon, Wwe plt ( ;T) of Eq. (I8) with
Jom ( iTi'o) of [24) in f3( ) replacing T by Teon (the
solid lines in Figl@)); This is equivalent to replace T
in Eq. 27) with Teon and use the m easured value of the
collision frequency for ! . T he agreem ent is quite good.

c. Nomal stress. Now, we consider the e ect of
Teon < T on the nom al stress N . The value of ;45
should also play an in portant role in the collisionalcom —
ponent of the nom al stress N .1, because G, ;35 directly
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FIG .5: (color online) T he distrbution of relative nom al ve—
locity just before the collision ¢, . Pan () and Pinterval (G )
are com pared along with Prang (G ;Tcon) @and Prang (& ;T) or
e = 092with = 040 (@) and = 0358 (o). W eseethatthe
dierence between Pan (@) () and Pinterva1 (@) () issmall
for = 0:40,but for = 058, the P,y (¢ ) has sharper distri-
bution. The solid lines show Pyang (G ;Tconn) and the dashed
lines show Pyang (€ ;T ). See text for details.
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FIG.6: (colronline) The precollisional relative nom al ve—
locity distributions Pan(cn) () and Pintervar(@) () com -
pared a]ong With Prand (Cn ;Tco]_l) (SO]Jd ]Jne) and Prand (Cn ;T )
(dashed line), respectively, ore, = 0:70 with = 0:358.

determm nesthem om entum transfer from the particle ito

the particle j through a collision: p 5 G g)= [a+
€ )=2]1Ch;i3N0 45 = Pi. Thus, weexpect thatN con isap—
proxin ately proportionalto < jpi> n! ¢/ = Teoun'!o-

In addition, the collisional part N oo;1 is dom Inant in the
dense region.

In Fig.3®), N ( ;Ten) of Eq. [I3) is plotted by the
solid lines, where gym ( ;Tcons!o) IsSused asgp( ). We
see that the solid lines show reasonably good agreem ent
w ith the data for the whole density region.

4. O rigin of the pre-collisional velocity correlation

O ne of the possible origins of the pre-collisional veloc—
ity correlation that m akes Toopnp < T is the inelasticity,
which m akes the relative nom al velocity sm aller upon
collision. In this subsection, we exam ine how the pre-
collisional velociy correlation develops in the shear ow .

Tt is expected that the correlation grow sw hen particles

collide with sam e colliding partners nelastically m any
tin es w thin a short period of tin e. Under the shear,
how ever, this correlation w illbe lost when they are forced
to pass each other and collide w ith new partners. The
typicaltim e scale that a pair of particles pass each other
is the uni tine, ie., _ ' . This argum ent explains the
an aller T, In the denser region, because particles collide
m ore frequently w ith sam e partners before they m ove far
apart [3€].

This argum ent tells that the collision does not have
m em ories of the previous collisions earlier than the uni
tine _ ' .Tocon m this, we com pare the Hllow ng two
distrbbutions of the pre-collisional velocity: @DPan (G ),
w hich isthe distribution of g, ;i for all collisions between
all pairs of particles, and (i) Pinterva1 (), which is the
distribution ofg, ;i ofthe collisions w hose colliding pairs
ofparticles did not collide w ith each other during the last
unit tine _ ! . If the velocity correlation m ainly com es
from themuliple collision w ith sam e partnersw ithin the
unit tin e scale, then P jterval (@) should have the w idth
determ ined not by T.on but by the average tem perature
T.

Theresultsare shown n Fig.[Hore, = 0:92with =
040 (@) and 0558 ), whereP 11 () isdenoted by  and
Pinterval () Isdenoted by . W e see that Piterval (&) IS
w ider than P,1 (¢, ) for the denser case ().

If the particles w ith the M axw ellian velociy distridou-—
tion w ith tem perature T° collide am ong them selres ran—
dom Iy, the distrdbution of g, is given by

& exp i : (29)

Prang & T) = —
2T 4T

In Fig.[8, Prana ©;T) and Prang @ ;Teon) are shown
by the dashed and solid lines, respectively. They are
indistinguishable or = 040 in Fig.[B@), but show
clear dierence or = 058 :n Fig.[Hp). We nd
thatPrang & 7iT) tSPinterval (@), and Prang (G iTeon) ts
P.un(@ ), which further con m s that colliding partners
are correlated in the way characterized by Teor1-

For an aller e,, the shape of the distributions devi-
ates from Eqg. 29) based on the random collision. Fig—
ure ld shows P,on(G,) and Pinterval (Gn) com pared along
With Prang (G iTeon) and Prang (& ;T), respectively, for
e = 070 with = 0:58. P,u(c) has sharper distrdbu-
tion than Pinterva1 (G ), but neither of them twellw ith
Prand (G i Teon) NOX Prang (G 7T ). This suggests stronger
correlation than the case ofeg, = 0:92.

5. The spatial correlation in the velocity uctuation

To understand the the velocity correlations in m ore
detail, we study the spatial velocity correlation fiinction
de ned as

P
() _ < i;a)l:e;ie iJ R j(ri rj) ej]>

cC. R)= F .

’ < IR 30 1) 91>
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FIG.7: (color online) The spatial velocity correlation finc-
tions fore, = 0:92 and = 0:55. (@) The correlations in the

x direction C (’:) R ). One sees that the longitudinal com po-

nent C QXQ R ) (solid line) hasthe larger am plitude than others
(shown by dashed lines). (o) T he longitudinal velocity corre—
lationsC , R) for = x (solid line), y (dashed line), and z
(dotted line).

where , , and take x;y or z, € ;4 € u ),
< > denotes the tin e average, andepresents the
unit vector in the  direction. R T e) is one
when R ¥ gj< 005and ¥ ej< 01 or °6 ,
and i is zero otherw ise. W e calulated C .’ R) r the
system wih e, = 0:92, both for the sn all system w ith
Ly = 20;L, = 10;L, = 40 and the large system wih
Ly = 40;L, = 40;L, = 40. W e nd that the correlation
extends over the whole system in the case of the small
system , but it goes to zero for the large system . In the
follow ing, we present the spatial correlation m easured In
the large system , but we con m ed that the hydrody-
nam ic quantities presented in the previous subsections
did not show any di erences.

InF jg.IjI(a), the various com ponents of the correlation

in the x-direction C (f) R) are shown. W e nd that the

Iongiudinal correlation in the x-direction, Cx(x; R ), has
larger am plitude than other com ponents; this tendency
is also found in the y—and z-direction (data not shown).
T he Iongitudinal correlation at the particle diam eter dis-
tance R = 1) is positive, which is consistent w ith the
fact that Teon < T . Ik is evident that the correlation
show s an oscillation, whose wavelength is order of the
particle diam eter, which w illbe discussed in section [I7].

T he longiudinal com ponents in x, y and z directions
are shown in Fig.[l®). A llof them show oscillations in
the particle diam eter scale. W e also found that the lon—
giudinal correlation show s lJarger am plitude for am aller
restitution coe cient e, and/or larger packing fraction
(data not shown).

6. The packing fraction dependence of the shear stress

W e nd thatthe shearstressS show sm ore com plicated
packing fraction dependence than those of the energy
dissipation rate and the nomalstressN . In Figl§,

T T T T T T T 1
120F € =0_985imulation o Sk
P theory <
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80l p tl".neory . o
n _ simulation m !
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FIG . 8: (color online) The shear stress S vs. the packing
fraction . The sinulation data are plotted for e, = 0:98
(),092 (), and 0:70 ( ). The kinetic theory constitutive
relations S ( ;T ) isshown by the sym bols connected by dashed
lines ( ore, = 098, + for 092, and fore, = 0:70).

the sin ulation data of the shear stress S are denoted by
symbols, and S ( ;T) from the kinetic theory E€q. [I4)
with Tablk[l) are denoted by symbols w ith the dashed
Ines. We nd that, for e, = 0:98, the shear stress is
underestim ated by the theory, whilke for e, = 0:92 and
0:70, the shear stress is overestin ated.

A ctually, in the case ofthe elastic (g, = 1) hard sphere
system , the Enskog theory is known to underestin ate
the shear viscosity in dense region R5,140], and this ten-
dency is seen in the result fore, = 0:98. The results for
& = 0770 show s that the inelasticity reduces the shear
stress to the value an aller than the one expected from
the kinetic theory, but we do not understand the reason
ofthis reduction yet. R ather good agreem ent in betw een
for the case of g, = 0:92 seem s to be accidental.

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

A . The shear stress and the anisotropic correlation

In contrast to the energy dissipation rate and the
nom al stress N , the discrepancy In the shear stress
S cannot be understood just by the pre-collisional ve-
lociy distribution averaged over all directions, but the
anisotropy of the pre-collisional correlations in both the
velocity and the position should by important in the
shear stress. These anisotropies are not taken into
account in the kinetic theory employed in the preset
analysis. In fact, for the soft-sphere system n two-
din ensional, sheared ow, it has been found that the
contact force distrbution strongly depends on direction
41]. Our prelin inary results also show a sin ilar direc-
tion dependence In the collisionalm om entum transferper
unit tim e. T he detailed analysis is keft for future studies.



B. The packing fraction dependence of the ratio of
the shear stress to the nomm al stress

Aswe have seen in Fig.[l, S=N in the simulation is a
decreasing function of the packing fraction for larger
packing fraction and/or sm aller restitution coe cient
&, while Eq. [20), from the kinetic theory, S=N alvays
Increases w ith

Kum aran argued that the particle roughness is neces—
sary for S=N to have a decreasing part upon increasing

In the dense region [L3]. H owever, even for the am ooth
particles, the present sim ulations show that S=N has a
decreasing part in the dense region for the inelastic hard
sphere system , although the particle roughnessm ay well
am plify the decreasing part of S=N .

T he present authors have suggested [@] that the origin
that leads the kinetic theory to the increasing S=N on
even for the denser region isthat f3 ( ) In the energy dis—
sipation ofEq. (I5) increases too sharply for larger
In this paper in section[IIIB 3, we showed that the sharp
Increasein can beweaken by using T o11 Instead ofT . Tn
the present treatm ent, however, It is not possble to ex—
tract the -dependence out of ( ;Teon) and to com pare
it directly w ith f3 ( ) because T and T.on1 are determ ined
by and _ in the steady state sin ulations, therefore, the
quantity that correspondsto f3 ( ) in eq. [[8) cannot be
de ned from the sim ulation data.

Finally, ket us comment on the fact that S=N does
Increasew ith 1In a certain param eter range in our sin ple
shear ow sinulation, in contrast to the fact that the
Increasing upon increasing S=N = tan hasneverbeen
observed in thegranular ow down a slope. T his suggests
that the steady ow in this param eter region is unstable
In the slope ow con guration. It is Interesting to study
the relation between the stability of the ow and the
dependence of S=N .

C . O scillation in the spatial velocity correlation

As shown in Fig.[d, the spatial velocity correlation is
found to oscillate in the scale of the particle diam eter.
A Ythough we have not yet understood the origin of this
oscillation, it is plausible that the oscillation com es from

the coupling betw een the density correlation and the ve—
Jocity correlation. A nalysis on the sheared Langevin sys—
tem suggests that the spatial velocity correlation is re—
lated to the radial distribution finction [39], which os—
cillates In the particle diam eter scale. It is lkely that
sim ilar coupling also exists in the granular shear ow .

D. Summary

W e have sin ulated the sim ple shear ow ofthe sn ooth
Inelastic hard sphere system by m olecular dynam ics sin —
ulations. W e have found that the energy dissipation rate

and the nom al stress N are an aller than those ex—
pected from the kinetic theory. W e have showed that the
relative pre-collisional nom al velocity of colliding pairs
of particles, ¢, ;ij, is sn aller than the one expected from
random collisions, and this reduces and N . By exam —
Ining the distributions of G, ;3; for all collisions P a1 (G, ))
and foronly the rstcollisionsofthe new pairsduring the
last period oftine _ ' @ interval (@ )), we have concluded
that the reduction ofthe relative velocity is caused by the
multiple inelastic collisions during the tin e period _ ! .

To understand the velociy correlation in m ore detail,
we have studied the spatial velocity correlation. It has
been found that the longiudinal com ponents of the cor-
relationshave larger am plitude w ith the oscillation in the
scale of the particle diam eter.

T he shear stress S hasbeen found to be overestim ated
for sm aller e,, but underestin ated for larger ¢, by the
kinetic theory.
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