arXiv:1903.10807v2 [cond-mat.soft] 18 Jun 2019

Intruders in disguise: Mimicry effect in granular gases

Antonio Lasanta,^{1, a)} Francisco Vega Reyes,^{2, b)} Vicente Garzó,^{2, c)} and Andrés Santos^{2, d)} 1)Gregorio Millán Institute of Fluid Dynamics, Nanoscience and Industrial Mathematics, Department of Materials Science and Engineering and Chemical Engineering, Universidad Carlos III de Madrid, 28911 Leganés, Spain 2)Departamento de Física and Instituto de Computación Científica Avanzada (ICCAEx), Universidad de Extremadura, 06006 Badajoz, Spain

(Dated: 19 June 2019)

In general, the total kinetic energy in a multicomponent granular gas of inelastic and rough hard spheres is unequally partitioned among the different degrees of freedom. On the other hand, partial energy equipartition can be reached, in principle, under appropriate combinations of the mechanical parameters of the system. Assuming common values of the coefficients of restitution, we use kinetic-theory tools to determine the conditions under which the components of a granular mixture in the homogeneous cooling state have the same translational and rotational temperatures as those of a one-component granular gas (“mimicry” effect). Given the values of the concentrations and the size ratios, the mimicry effect requires the mass ratios to take specific values, the smaller spheres having a larger particle mass density than the bigger spheres. The theoretical predictions for the case of an impurity immersed in a host granular gas are compared against both DSMC and molecular dynamics simulations with a good agreement.

I. INTRODUCTION

Graeme Austin Bird was a gigantic figure in the field of rarefied gas dynamics. He developed an intuitive and original stochastic algorithm—the direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) method—that obtains exact numerical solutions of the Boltzmann equation.^{1,2} The DSMC method boosted a fruitful new area of research with many important applications in science and engineering alike.^{3–8} This technique was later imported into the field of granular gas dynamics (gases of macroscopic particles that undergo inelastic collisions), where the total kinetic energy associated with translational and rotational motion is not preserved. Due to the flexibility of the DSMC method, its adaptation to granular gases is relatively straightforward, even if rotational motion of grains is taken into account. The present work is a sincere tribute to G. A. Bird’s long-lasting influence and accomplishments.

One of the most intriguing phenomena displayed in granular gases (and not present in its monatomic molecular gas counterpart, where collisions are elastic) is the absence of energy equipartition among the different degrees of freedom, even in homogeneous and isotropic states.^{9,10} In particular, for systems of mechanically different grains (granular mixtures), the mean kinetic translational and rotational energies of each component are in general different.^{11–13} The lack of energy equipartition is also present in the special cases of one-component rough granular gases^{14–26} and smooth granular mixtures.^{27–33} It must be noticed that the meaning of inelastic collisions used throughout this paper should be distinguished

a)Electronic mail: alasanta@ing.uc3m.es b)Electronic mail: fvega@unex.es c)Electronic mail: vicenteg@unex.es d)Electronic mail: andres@unex.es

from the one commonly used in polyatomic molecular gases, where collisions make the translational energy to be converted to rotational and vibrational energies or even lead to dissociation or ionization. See, for instance, Refs. 34–39

A simple but realistic way of accounting for the effect of inelasticity in the translational and rotational degrees of freedom is by means of a model of inelastic and rough hard spheres. In this model, collisions between spheres of components i and j are characterized by two independent constant coefficients of normal (α_{ij} ) and tangential (β_{ij} ) restitution.^{14,40} While the coefficient 0 < α_{ij} ≤ 1 characterizes the decrease in the magnitude of the normal component of the relative velocity of the points at contact of the colliding spheres, the coefficient −1 ≤ β_{ij} ≤ 1 takes into account the change of the tangential component of the relative velocity. Except for α_{ij} = 1 and either β_{ij} = −1 (perfectly smooth spheres) or β_{ij} = 1 (perfectly rough spheres), the total kinetic energy is not conserved in a collision for this model. An interesting feature of the model is that the rotational and translational degrees of freedom of the spheres are coupled through the inelasticity of collisions.^{25}

Since the study of energy nonequipartition in gas mixtures of inelastic rough hard spheres is in general quite complex, it is convenient to consider simple nonequilibrium situations in order to gain some insight into more general problems. In this paper, we consider the so-called homogeneous cooling state (HCS), namely a spatially uniform state where the (granular) temperature monotonically decays in time.^{41}

As mentioned before, one of the novel features arising from inelasticity is that the partial temperatures (measuring the mean kinetic translational and rotational energies of each component) are in general different. More specifically, for a granular mixture one generally has T^{rot}_i ≠ T^{tr}_i for any component i, and T^{tr}_i ≠ T^{tr}_j and T^{rot}_i ≠ T^{rot}_j for any pair i and j. Here, T^{tr}_i and T^{rot}_i refer to the translational and rotational temperatures, respectively, of component i. The HCS conditions for determining the dependence of the temperature ratios T^{rot}_i /T^{tr}_i , T^{tr}_i /T^{tr}_j , and T^{rot}_i /T^{rot}_j on the set of coefficients of restitution ({α_{ij} } and {β_{ij} }), the concentrations, and the mechanical parameters of the mixture (masses, diameters, and moments of inertia) were obtained in Ref. 11 by neglecting (i) correlations between translational and angular velocities and (ii) deviations of the marginal translational velocity distribution from the Maxwellian. In spite of those approximations, the theoretical results for the temperature ratios have been recently shown^{12,13} to present a general good agreement with computer simulations in the tracer limit (a binary mixture where the concentration of one of the components is negligible).

And yet, the fact that energy equipartition is in general violated in granular mixtures does not preclude that, under certain conditions, partial or total equipartition might be present. To simplify the analysis, we consider here mixtures with common coefficients of restitution (α, β) and reduced moment of inertia (κ). Thus, the goal now is to explore whether a particular choice of concentrations, masses, and diameters of the mixture components leads to partial energy equipartition, namely T^{tr}_i = T^{tr} and T^{rot}_i = T^{rot} (for all i), so that the common rotational-to-translational temperature ratio T^{rot}/T^{tr} coincides with that of a one-component gas of inelastic rough hard spheres.^{17,20} We can think of this phenomenon by imagining that a number of intruder spheres are added to a one-component granular gas and their partial temperatures mimic the corresponding values of the host gas.^{42,43} Our results show that in fact there are regions in the parameter space of an scomponent system displaying this mimicry effect. More specifically, for given values of the s − 1 concentration parameters and the s − 1 diameter ratios, there are s − 1 conditions whose solution gives the s−1 mass ratios such that partial equipartition (in the sense described before) exists.

To assess the accuracy of our approximate theoretical predictions, a comparison with computer simulations has been carried out. In particular, we have numerically solved the Boltzmann kinetic equation via the DSMC method.^{1,2} In addition, event-driven molecular dynamics (MD) simulations for very dilute systems have also been performed. While the DSMC results assess the reliability of the approximate solution (statistical independence of the translational and angular velocities plus Maxwellian translational distribution), the comparison against MD can be considered as a stringent test of the kinetic equation itself since MD avoids any assumption inherent to kinetic theory (molecular chaos hypothesis). The simulations have been performed in the simple case of a binary mixture (s = 2) where one of the components (say i = 1) is present in tracer concentration (i.e., n_1/n_2 → 0, n_i being the number density of component i). This problem is equivalent to that of an impurity or intruder immersed in a granular gas of rough spheres (component 2).^{44,45}

This implies that (a) the state of the excess component is not perturbed by the presence of the tracer particles (so that its velocity distribution function f_2 obeys the closed Boltzmann equation for a one-component granular gas) and, additionally, (b) collisions among tracer particles can be neglected in the kinetic equation for the distribution function f_1 (Boltzmann–Lorentz equation). In this limiting case, the three relevant temperature ratios (namely T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 , T^{rot}_1 /T^{tr}_1 , and T^{rot}_2 /T^{tr}_2 ) are in general functions of α, β, κ, the mass ratio m_1/m_2, and the diameter ratio σ_1/σ_2. As we will see, the conditions for mimicry (i.e., T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 = 1, T^{rot}_1 /T^{tr}_1 = T^{rot}_2 /T^{tr}_2 ) stemming from our approximation turn out to be independent of α, β, and κ.

The paper is organized as follows. The kinetic theory for multicomponent granular gases is briefly summarized in Sec. II. Section III deals with the explicit determination of the so-called production rates when the marginal translational distribution is approximated by a Maxwellian distribution. Starting from these general expressions, the conditions for the mimicry effect are obtained in Sec. IV for an s-component mixture and, next, particularized to a binary mixture (s = 2). Section V focuses on the comparison between the approximate results and computer simulations performed in the tracer limit for some representative systems. The paper is closed in Sec. VI with a brief discussion of the main results reported here.

II. BOLTZMANN EQUATION FOR GRANULAR MIXTURES OF ROUGH SPHERES

We consider an s-component gas of inelastic rough hard spheres. Particles of component i have a mass m_i, a diameter σ_i, and a moment of inertia I_i = κ_im_iσ^2_i /4. The reduced moment of inertia κ_i ranges from κ_i = 0 (mass concentrated in the center) to κ_i =^2_3 (mass concentrated in the surface). If the mass of a particle of component i is uniformly distributed, then κ_i =^2_5 . The inelasticity and roughness of colliding particles are characterized by the set of coefficients of normal (α_{ij} ) and tangential (β_{ij} ) restitution. Those coefficients of restitution are defined by the collision rule ^σ · w^′_{ij} = −α_{ij} ^σ · w_{ij} , ^σ × w^′_{ij} = −β_{ij} ^σ × w_{ij} , (2.1) where w_{ij} and w^′_{ij} are the pre- and post-collisional relative velocities of the points at contact of two colliding spheres of components i and j, and ^σ is the unit vector joining their centers. As said before, while the coefficient α_{ij} ranges from α_{ij} = 0 (perfectly inelastic particles) to α_{ij} = 1 (perfectly elastic particles), the coefficient β_{ij} runs from β_{ij} = −1 (perfectly smooth particles) to β_{ij} = 1 (perfectly rough particles). Except if α_{ij} = 1 and |β_{ij} | = 1, kinetic energy is dissipated upon a collision ij.

At a kinetic level, all the relevant information is contained in the velocity distribution function f_i(v, ω; t) of each component, where we have particularized to homogeneous states. Here, v and ω denote the translational and angular velocities, respectively. From the knowledge of f_i one can obtain the number density and the so-called translational and rotational (partial) temperatures of component i as

n_i = ∫ dv ∫ dω f_i(v, ω; t), (2.2a)

T^{tr}_i (t) = m_i 3n_i ∫ dv ∫ dω v^2f_i(v, ω; t), (2.2b)

T^{rot}_i (t) = I_i 3n_i ∫ dv ∫ dω ω^2f_i(v, ω; t). (2.2c)

As a measure of the total kinetic energy per particle, one can define the total temperature as T = s∑ i=1 n_i 2n ( T^{tr}_i + T^{rot}_i ) , (2.3)

where n = ∑_s i=1 n_i is the total number density.

In the low density regime (n_iσ^3_i ≪ 1), the velocity distribution functions obey a closed set of coupled Boltzmann equations,^{9–11}

∂_tf_i(v, ω; t) = s∑ j=1 J_{ij} [v, ω; t|f_i, f_j ], (2.4)

where

J_{ij} [v_1, ω_1; t|f_i, f_j ] = σ^2_{ij} ∫ dv_2 ∫ dω_2 ∫ d^σ × Θ(v_{12} · ^σ)(v_{12} · ^σ) [ 1 α^2_{ij} β^2_{ij} f_i(v^{′′}_1 , ω^{′′}_1 ; t)f_j (v^{′′}_2 , ω^{′′}_2 ; t)

− f_i(v_1, ω_1; t)f_j (v_2, ω_2; t) ] (2.5)

is the collision operator. Here, Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function, σ_{ij} ≡ (σ_i + σ_j )/2, v_{12} = v_1 − v_2 is the relative translational velocity, and the double primes denote precollisional velocities. Note that Eq. (2.4) describes a freely cooling (or undriven) granular gas, so that the total kinetic energy decays monotonically in time.^{10,41,46} The evolution equations for the partial translational (T^{tr}_i ) and rotational (T^{rot}_i ) temperatures can be obtained by multiplying Eq. (2.4) by m_iv^2 and I_iω^2, respectively, and integrating over the velocities. The results are

∂_tT^{tr}_i = −ξ^{tr}_i T^{tr}_i , ∂_tT^{rot}_i = −ξ^{rot}_i T^{rot}_i , (2.6)

with

ξ^{tr}_i = s∑ j=1 ξ^{tr}_{ij} , ξ^{rot}_i = s∑ j=1 ξ^{rot}_{ij} . (2.7)

Here,

ξ^{tr}_{ij} ≡ − m_i 3n_iT^{tr}_i ∫ dv ∫ dω v^2J_{ij} [v, ω; t|f_i, f_j ], (2.8a)

ξ^{rot}_{ij} ≡ − I_i 3n_iT^{rot}_i ∫ dv ∫ dω ω^2J_{ij} [v, ω; t|f_i, f_j ] (2.8b)

are energy production rates.

Binary collisions produce two main effects.^{47,48} On the one hand, a certain energy transfer exists between the two components involved and also from rotational to translational (or vice versa) kinetic energy. On the other hand, part of the total kinetic energy of both particles is dissipated and goes to increase the internal agitation of the molecules the grains are made of. Thus, as said before, in the absence of any external driving, the total granular temperature T monotonically decays with time (Haff’s law^{41}). However, after a certain transient stage lasting typically less than 100 collisions per particle,^{25} a scaling regime is reached (the so-called HCS) such that all the time dependence of the distributions f_i occurs through T .^{25,49} This implies ∂_t(T^{tr}_i /T ) = ∂_t(T^{rot}_i /T ) = 0 for all i, and hence

ξ^{tr}_1 = · · · = ξ^{tr}_s = ξ^{rot}_1 = · · · = ξ^{rot}_s . (2.9)

It must be stressed that the energy production rates ξ^{tr}_{ij} and ξ^{rot}_{ij} are in general complex functionals of the distribution functions f_i and f_j , so that the set of Eqs. (2.6) is not closed and Eq. (2.9) cannot be solved exactly, unless an approximate closure is assumed.

III. MAXWELLIAN APPROXIMATION

In order to determine the production rates ξ^{tr}_{ij} and ξ^{rot}_{ij} in terms of the partial temperatures T^{tr}_i , T^{rot}_i , T^{tr}_j , and T^{rot}_j , we assume that the velocity distributions in Eqs. (2.8) can be approximated by considering that (i) the translational and rotational velocities are statistically independent and (ii) the marginal translational distribution is a Maxwellian function. More specifically,

f_i(v, ω) → ( m_i 2πT^{tr}_i )_{3/2} exp ( − m_iv^2 2T^{tr}_i ) f^{rot}_i (ω), (3.1)

where f^{rot}_i (ω) is the marginal rotational distribution function. By inserting Eq. (3.1) into Eqs. (2.8), and after some algebra, one obtains the explicit expressions^{11,47,48} ξ^{tr}_{ij} = 2m^2_{ij} ν_{ij} 3m_iT^{tr}_i [ ( α_{ij} + β_{ij} ) 2T^{tr}_i m_{ij} − ( α^2_{ij} + β^2_{ij} ) ( T tr_i m_i + T^{tr}_j m_j ) − β^2_{ij} ( T^{rot}_i m_iκ_i + T^{rot}_j m_j κ_j )] , (3.2a)

ξ^{rot}_{ij} = 2m^2_{ij} ν_{ij} β_{ij} 3m_iκ_iT^{rot}_i [ 2T^{rot}_i m_{ij} − β_{ij} ( T^{tr}_i m_i + T^{tr}_j m_j + T^{rot}_i m_iκ_i + T^{rot}_j m_j κ_j )] , (3.2b)

where we have introduced the quantities α_{ij} ≡ 1 + α_{ij} , β_{ij} ≡ κ_{ij} 1 + κ_{ij} (1 + β_{ij} ) , (3.3a)

m_{ij} ≡ m_im_j m_i + m_j , κ_{ij} ≡ κ_iκ_j m_i + m_j κ_im_i + κ_j m_j

, (3.3b)

and the effective collision frequencies

ν_{ij} ≡ 2 √ 2πn_j σ^2_{ij} √ T^{tr}_i m_i + T^{tr}_j m_j . (3.4)

In summary, in an s-component mixture, insertion of Eqs. (3.2) into Eq. (2.9) provides a closed set of 2s − 1 coupled algebraic equations for the 2s − 1 independent temperature ratios, which in general must be solved numerically.

It must be remarked that, due to the inelastic character of collisions, the HCS distribution is known to deviate from the simple form (3.1). First, the translational distribution function presents fat high-velocity tails^{50,51} and the velocity cumulants are not negligible;^{25,52–55} second, statistical correlations between translational and angular velocities have been predicted theoretically and confirmed by simulations.^{25,26,55–57} However, the impact of those limitations of Eq. (3.1) on the evaluation of the granular temperatures is not strong.^{25} Thus, despite the simplicity of the approximation (3.1), numerical results obtained from the DSMC and MD methods for a binary mixture with a tracer component compare very well with the theoretical results derived from Eqs. (3.2).^{13} The parameter space in an s-component mixture is made of s^2 + 5s − 3 quantities: s(s + 1)/2 coefficients of normal restitution, s(s + 1)/2 coefficients of tangential restitution, s − 1 mole fractions, s − 1 mass ratios, s − 1 diameter ratios, and s reduced moments of inertia. To illustrate the impact of both mass and size on the temperature ratios, let us consider a binary mixture (s = 2) with common coefficients of restitution and common reduced moments of inertia (i.e., α_{ij} = α, β_{ij} = β, and κ_i = κ). Without loss of generality we assume that n_1 ≤ n_2. Otherwise, the size ratio σ_1/σ_2 and the mass ratio m_1/m_2 are arbitrary.

Let us first suppose that m_1/m_2 = 1 and qualitatively analyze the influence of the diameter ratio σ_1/σ_2 on the component-component temperature ratios T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 and T^{rot}_1 /T^{rot}_2 . According to Eq. (3.4), if σ_1/σ_2 < 1 component 1 collides less frequently than component 2 and

FIG. 1. Plot of the temperature ratios T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 (thick red lines) and T^{rot}_1 /T^{rot}_2 (thin blue lines) for the extreme concentrations n1/n2 = 0 (solid lines) and n1/n2 = 1 (dashed lines). In panel (a) the temperature ratios are plotted vs the size ratio σ1/σ2 at equal masses (m1/m2 = 1), while in panel (b) the temperature ratios are plotted vs the mass ratio m1/m2 at equal sizes (σ1/σ2 = 1). In both cases, α = 0.8 and β = 0.

hence it dissipates less kinetic energy. Therefore, one may expect T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 > 1 and T^{rot}_1 /T^{rot}_2 > 1. The opposite can be expected if σ_1/σ_2 > 1. This qualitative analysis is confirmed by Fig. 1(a) for a representative case, where it can be observed that the temperature ratios T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 and T^{rot}_1 /T^{rot}_2 monotonically decrease with increasing σ_1/σ_2, regardless of the value of the concentration. As for the influence of the mass ratio (assuming now σ_1/σ_2 = 1), it is less straightforward than the influence of the size ratio.

If initially all the temperatures are equal, Eqs. (3.2) and (3.4) show that the more massive particles have a smaller cooling rate. As a consequence, once the asymptotic HCS is reached, one expects the more massive spheres to have a larger temperature. This is confirmed by Fig. 1(b), which shows a monotonic increase of both T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 and T^{rot}_1 /T^{rot}_2 with increasing m_1/m_2, again with independence of the concentration.

Typically, the bigger spheres are also the heavier ones and, therefore, whether the ratios T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 and T^{rot}_1 /T^{rot}_2 are smaller or larger than unity results from the competition between both mechanisms exemplified by Fig. 1. Thus, it might be possible that a certain coupling between σ_1/σ_2 and m_1/m_2 leads to T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 = 1 and T^{rot}_1 /T^{rot}_2 = 1. As mentioned in Sec. I, this is what we refer to as the mimicry effect.

IV. MIMICRY EFFECT

Let us consider again an s-component mixture particularized to the case of equal coefficients of restitution and reduced moments of inertia, i.e., α_{ij} = α, β_{ij} = β, and κ_i = κ. The question we want to address is under which conditions the mixture exhibits partial equipartition in the sense that T^{tr}_i = T^{tr} and T^{rot}_i = T^{rot}, even though T^{tr} ≠ T^{rot}, the ratio T^{rot}/T^{tr} being the same as that of a one-component granular gas.^{17,20} If that is the case, we can say that the mixture mimics a one-component gas in the above sense.

By setting T^{tr}_i = T^{tr} and T^{rot}_i = T^{rot} in Eqs. (3.2), one obtains

ξ^{tr}_{ij} = X_{ij} √ T^{tr}F^{tr}(θ), (4.1a)

ξ^{rot}_{ij} = X_{ij} √ T^{tr}F^{rot}(θ), (4.1b)

where θ ≡ T^{rot}/T^{tr} and X_{ij} = 4 √ 2π 3 √m_{ij} n_j σ_{2ij} m_i , (4.2a)

F^{tr}(θ) = α(2 − α) + β(2 − β) − β^2 κ θ, (4.2b)

F^{rot}(θ) = β κ^2θ [ (2κ − β)θ − βκ ] . (4.2c)

Here, according to Eqs. (3.3), α = 1 + α and β = (1 + β)κ/(1 + κ). It is noteworthy that in the factorizations (4.1) the quantity X_{ij} is the same in ξ^{tr}_{ij} and ξ^{rot}_{ij} , and depends only on the concentrations, masses, and diameters of the spheres. In contrast, the functions F^{tr}(θ) and F^{rot}(θ) only depend on the temperature ratio θ and the mechanical parameters α, β, and κ.

The HCS conditions (2.9) decouple into

X_1 = · · · = X_s, X_i ≡ s∑ j=1 X_{ij} , (4.3)

and F^{tr}(θ) = F^{rot}(θ). From the latter equality, one easily gets θ = √ 1 + h^2 + h, (4.4a)

h = (1 + κ)^2 2κ(1 + β)^2 [ 1 − α^2 − (1 − β^2) 1 − κ 1 + κ ] . (4.4b)

For a general s-component mixture, Eq. (4.3) gives s − 1 conditions for the 3(s − 1) density, mass, and diameter ratios. In the particular case of a binary mixture (s = 2), the single condition on n_1/n_2, m_1/m_2, and σ_1/σ_2 is

n_1 n_2 = (1 +^{σ1}_{σ2} )^2 √_{m2} m_1 − 4 √_{m1+m2} 2m_2

(1 +^{σ1}_{σ2} )^2 √_{m1} m_2 − 4 σ^2_1 σ^2 √_{m1+m2} 2m_1

. (4.5)

Equation (4.5) is equivalent to a quadratic equation for σ_1/σ_2 and a quartic equation for m_1/m_2. In the special tracer limit (n_1/n_2 → 0), the quartic equation for the mass ratio reduces to a quadratic equation whose solution is m_1 m_2 = 1 2 √ 1 + 1 2 ( 1 + σ_1 σ_2

)_4 − 1 . (4.6)

In this tracer limit, m_1/m_2 has a lower bound μ_−(0) = ( √ 3/2 − 1)/2 ≃ 0.11 (corresponding to σ_1/σ_2 → 0) but it does not have any upper bound. However, for finite concentration (n_1/n_2 ≠ 0), an additional finite upper bound (corresponding to σ_1/σ_2 → ∞) exists, namely μ_−(n_1/n_2) ≤ m_1/m_2 ≤ μ_+(n_1/n_2), where

μ_−(x) = 2 √ 2 √ 3 + x − x − 4 8 − x^2

, μ_+(x) = 1 μ_−(x^{−1}) . (4.7) The dependence of μ_−(n_1/n_2) and μ_+(n_1/n_2) on the concentration parameter n_1/n_2 is shown in Fig. 2. We observe that μ_−(n_1/n_2) presents a very weak dependence on the concentration. On the other hand, μ_+(n_1/n_2) increases rapidly as one approaches the tracer limit, diverging at n_1/n_2 = 0. The mimicry effect is possible only inside the shaded region of Fig. 2; outside of that region, Eq. (4.5) fails to provide physical solutions for σ_1/σ_2.

Figure 3 plots the values of m_1/m_2 vs σ_1/σ_2 exhibiting the mimicry effect for two extreme concentrations, i.e., n_1/n_2 → 0 (tracer limit) and n_1/n_2 = 1 (equimolar mixture). The curves corresponding to intermediate concentrations lie in the region between those two lines. While a weak influence of the concentration can be observed if σ_1/σ_2 ≲ 2, the influence becomes very

FIG. 2. Plot of μ−(n1/n2) (lower curve) and μ+(n1/n2) (upper curve) vs the concentration parameter n1/n2. The mimicry effect is possible only in the region μ−(n1/n2) ≤ m1/m2 ≤ μ+(n1/n2).

strong if σ_1/σ_2 is very large. In particular, in the limit σ_1/σ_2 → ∞, the mass ratio m_1/m_2 tends to its asymptotic value μ_+(1) ≃ 10.657 in the equimolar case, but it diverges as m_1/m_2 ≈ (σ_1/σ_2)^2/2 √ 2 in the tracer limit.

Given a value of n_1/n_2, the locus m_1/m_2 vs σ_1/σ_2 splits the plane into two regions. In the points below the locus curve, T^{tr}_1 < T^{tr}_2 and T^{rot}_1 < T^{rot}_2 as a consequence of the competition between the size and mass effects previously discussed in connection with Fig. 1. Alternatively, T^{tr}_1 > T^{tr}_2 and T^{rot}_1 > T^{rot}_2 in the points above the locus curve. It is interesting to note that the curve representing equal particle mass density, m_1/m_2 = (σ_1/σ_2)^3, lies below the mimicry curve if σ_1 < σ_2 and above it if σ_1 > σ_2. Thus, if the mass density of both types of spheres is the same, the bigger spheres have a larger (translational or rotational) temperature than the smaller spheres. On the other hand, the mimicry effect requires the bigger spheres to be less dense than the smaller spheres.

Since the mimicry conditions (4.3) are independent of the values of α, β, and κ, they are the same conditions as for equipartition in the smooth-sphere case (β = −1), where only the translational temperatures are relevant. In the rough-sphere case, however, complete equipartition is not fulfilled since T^{tr} and T^{rot} are, in general, different. Full energy equipartition (i.e., T^{tr} = T^{rot}) is achieved if F^{tr}(1) = F^{rot}(1), i.e., α^2(1 + κ) = β^2(1 − κ) + 2κ.

V. COMPARISON WITH COMPUTER SIMULATIONS

The theoretical predictions discussed in Sec. IV for the mimicry effect are based on the simple ansatz (3.1). On the other hand, previous results^{25,55,56} show that statistical correlations between the translational and angular

FIG. 3. Phase diagram in the plane m1/m2 vs σ1/σ2. The solid (dashed) curve represents the locus of mimicry in the tracer (equimolar) limit n1/n2 → 0 (n1/n2 → 1). Panel (a) shows the region 0 ≤ σ1/σ2 ≤ 2, 0 ≤ m1/m2 ≤ 2, while panel (b) shows (in logarithmic scale) the region 1 ≤ σ1/σ2 ≤ 100, 1 ≤ m1/m2 ≤ 100. In panel (b), the horizontal dotted line is the asymptote m1/m2 → μ+(1) ≃ 10.657 corresponding to the limit σ1/σ2 → ∞ in the equimolar case.

velocities, as well as cumulants of the translational distribution, can be observed. Therefore, it is important to assess the reliability of the theoretical results based on Eq. (3.1) by comparison with computer simulations.

For the sake of simplicity, we consider here an intruder (component 1) immersed in a one-component granular gas (component 2). This is equivalent to a binary mixture in the tracer limit (n_1/n_2 → 0). In addition, α_{12} = α_{22} = α, β_{12} = β_{22} = β, and κ_1 = κ_2 = κ. Two representative cases are studied: a small intruder (σ_1/σ_2 =^1_2 ) and a big intruder (σ_1/σ_2 = 2). The masses of the intruders are taken as the values for which, according to Eq. (4.6), a mimicry effect is expected. More specifically, m_1/m_2 = √_{113}

28 −^1_2 ≃ 0.440 and m_1/m_2 =

√_{83} 8 −^1_2 ≃ 2.721 for σ_1/σ_2 =^1_2 and σ_1/σ_2 = 2, respectively. Thus, the

FIG. 4. Plot of the simulation results for (a) T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 and (b) T^{rot}_i /T^{tr}_i (i = 1, 2) vs the coefficient of tangential restitution β at α = 0.9 and κ =^2_5 . In panels (a) and (b) the (red) down triangles correspond to a small intruder with σ1/σ2 =^1_2 and m1/m2 = 0.440, while the (blue) up triangles correspond to a big intruder with σ1/σ2 = 2 and m1/m2 = 2.721. In panel (b) the (black) circles represent the temperature ratio T^{rot}_2 /T^{tr}_2 of the host gas, while the solid line is the one-component theoretical prediction. The filled symbols at β = −0.75, −0.25, 0.25, 0.75 represent DSMC data and the open symbols at β = −0.5, 0, 0.5, 1 represent MD data. The error bars are of similar size as the symbols.

small intruder is (m_1/σ^3_1 )/(m_2/σ^3_2 ) = 3.52 times denser than a particle of the host gas, while the big intruder is (m_2/σ^3_2 )/(m_1/σ^3_1 ) = 2.94 times less dense than a particle of the host gas.

In the simulations, the values of the coefficient of tangential restitution are β = −0.75, −0.25, 0.25, 0.75 (DSMC) and β = −0.5, 0, 0.5, 1 (MD), while the coefficient of normal restitution in both sorts of simulation is chosen as α = 0.9. Figure 4 displays the simulation values of the three independent temperature ratios T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 [panel (a)], T^{rot}_1 /T^{tr}_1 , and T^{rot}_2 /T^{tr}_2 [panel (b)]. One can observe from Fig. 4(a) that the translational temperatures of both the small and big intruders are indeed very close to that of the host gas. The larger deviation of T^{tr}_1 /T^{tr}_2 from unity (about 5%) appears at β = 1, but even in that case T^{tr}_1 is practically the same for the small and big intruders. As a complement, Fig. 4(b) exhibits a rather good collapse of the rotational-to-translational temperature ratio for the small and big intruders and the host gas. On the other hand, the simulation data show a tendency of that ratio to be slightly smaller (larger) for the small (big) intruder than for the host gas. Apart from that, the theoretical prediction (4.4) for T^{rot}_i /T^{tr}_i agrees well with the simulation results, although it tends to overestimate them. In summary, Fig. 4 shows that the simulation data confirm reasonably well the theoretical prediction of the mimicry effect. Interestingly, at |β| = 0.75, the DSMC results exhibit a high degree of full equipartition, in agreement with the theoretical expectation at |β| =

√_{167} 300 ≃ 0.746.

VI. DISCUSSION

It is well known that in a multicomponent gas of inelastic and rough hard spheres the total kinetic energy is not equally partitioned among the different degrees of freedom. This implies that the translational and rotational temperatures associated with each component are in general different.

It is of physical interest to find regions of the system’s parameter space where a certain degree of energy equipartition shows up (effect that we denote as mimicry). Here, we have focused on the HCS of systems with common values of the coefficients of normal and tangential restitution (i.e., α_{ij} = α, β_{ij} = β), as well as of the reduced moment of inertia (i.e., κ_i = κ), and have addressed the question of whether all the components of the mixture mimic a one-component system in the sense that they adopt the same rotational and translational temperatures as the latter.

From a simple approximation, where (i) the statistical correlations between the translational and angular velocities are neglected and (ii) the marginal translational distribution function is approached by a Maxwellian, we have determined the conditions (4.3) for the mimicry effect. Interestingly, those approximate conditions are “universal” in the sense that they are independent of the values of α, β, and κ. In fact, they are the same conditions as for equipartition in the case of smooth spheres (β = −1). For a mixture with an arbitrary number of components, and given the mole fractions and the diameter ratios, those conditions provide the mass ratios for which mimicry is present. In the particular case of a binary mixture, there is a single condition given by Eq. (4.5). As can be seen from Fig. 2, the mass ratio has lower and upper bounds, which depend on the concentration. This means that if the mass ratio is outside of the above interval, no mimicry effect is possible, no matter the value of the size ratio.

To assess the theoretical predictions, computer simulations have been carried out in the tracer (or impurity) limit, where the mimicry condition becomes quite simple, as can be seen from Eq. (4.6). Both DSMC and MD simulations present a good agreement with the theoretical results, as shown in Fig. 4. While the DSMC results gauge the reliability of the assumptions (i) and (ii) described in the preceding paragraph, the MD results go beyond that, since they are free from the molecular chaos assumption. Therefore, the agreement between the kinetic theory approximations and the MD data can be considered as a relevant result of the present paper.

The simplicity of the theoretical analysis for mimicry carried out in this work is heavily based on the assumption that the coefficients of normal and tangential restitution and the reduced moment of inertia of the impurity are the same as those of the particles of the host gas. This seems to be at odds with the fact that the mimicry effect requires the smaller spheres to have a higher particle mass density than the bigger spheres. A way of circumventing this problem is by tailoring the impurity particles with a nonuniform mass distribution made of three concentric shells, so that the external shell is made of the same material as that of the host particles. This is worked out in the Appendix.

While in this paper our focus has been mainly academic and driven by purely scientific interest, the mimicry effect discussed here might find some practical applications. For instance, the translational and rotational temperatures of a granular gas could be probed by introducing in the gas a few bigger tracer particles with appropriate particle mass densities.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This paper was dedicated to the memory of María José Ruiz-Montero, who pioneered the application of Bird’s DSMC method to granular gases. This work has been supported by the Spanish Agencia Estatal de Investigación Grants (partially financed by the ERDF) Nos. MTM2017-84446-C2-2-R (A.L.) and FIS2016-76359-P (F.V.R., V.G, and A.S.), and by the Junta de Extremadura (Spain) Grants Nos. IB16013, IB16087, and GR18079, partially funded by the ERDF, (F.V.R., V.G., and A.S.). A.L. thanks the hospitality of the SPhinX group of the University of Extremadura, where part of this work was done. Use of computing facilities from Extremadura Research Center for Advanced Technologies (CETA-CIEMAT), funded by the ERDF, is also acknowledged.

Appendix: Tailoring the moment of inertia and mass of a sphere

Consider a sphere of mass m_1 and radius R_1 =^1_2 σ_1 with a nonuniform radial distribution of mass. More

FIG. 5. (a) Sketch of a sphere with a nonuniform mass distribution of average density ρ1 and a reduced moment of inertia κ =^2_5 . In this case, ρB < ρ1 < ρA = ρ2, so that RA/R1 ≃ 0.61 and RB /R1 ≃ 0.90. (b) The same, except that ρB > ρ1 > ρA = ρ2. (c) Sphere with a uniform mass distribution of density ρ2 and reduced moment of inertia κ =^2_5 . Panels (a) and (b) represent intruders with σ1/σ2 = 2 and^1_2 , respectively, while panel (c) represents a particle of the host gas. If (a) m1/m2 = 2.721 and (b) m1/m2 = 0.440, then ρB /ρ2 = 0.32 and 6.04, respectively.

specifically, we assume that the sphere is made of an inner core of density ρ_A and radius R_A, a spherical shell of density ρ_B and radii R_A and R_B , and finally an outer spherical shell of density ρ_2 and radii R_B and R_1 [see Fig. 5(a)]. The total mass of the sphere is

m_1 = 4π 3 [ ρ_AR^3_A + ρ_B (R^3_B − R^3_A) + ρ_2(R^3_1 − R^3_B ) ] , (A.1) so that the average density is

ρ_1 = m_1 4π 3 R^3_1

= ρ_Az^3_A + ρ_B (z^3_B − z^3_A) + ρ_2(1 − z^3_B ), (A.2)

where z_A ≡ R_A/R_1 and z_B ≡ R_B /R_1. Note that 0 < z_A < z_B < 1. Equation (A.2) expresses ρ_1 as a weighted average of ρ_A, ρ_B , and ρ_2, Obviously, min{ρ_A, ρ_B , ρ_2} ≤ ρ_1 ≤ max{ρ_A, ρ_B , ρ_2}.

The moment of inertia of a spherical shell of density ρ_B and radii R_A and R_B is^{8π}_{15} ρ_B (R^5_B − R^5_A). Thus, the moment of inertia of our sphere is

I_1 = 8π 15 [ ρ_AR^5_A + ρ_B (R^5_B − R^5_A) + ρ_2(R^5_1 − R^5_B ) ] , (A.3) its reduced value being κ = I_1 m_1R^2_1 = 2 5 [ ρ_A ρ_1 z^5_A + ρ_B ρ_1

(z^5_B − z^5_A) + ρ_2 ρ_1

(1 − z^5_B ) ] . (A.4) Therefore, given ρ_A/ρ_1, ρ_B /ρ_1, ρ_2/ρ_1, and κ, Eqs. (A.2) and (A.4) allow one to obtain z_A and z_B.

Henceforth, we assume that the particle mimics a sphere with a uniform mass distribution, i.e., κ =^2_5 . In that case, Eqs. (A.2) and (A.4) can be rewritten as

1 = Y_{B2}z^3_B − Y_{BA}z^3_A = Y_{B2}z^5_B − Y_{BA}z^5_A, (A.5) where Y_{B2} ≡ ρ_B − ρ_2 ρ_1 − ρ_2 , Y_{BA} ≡ ρ_B − ρ_A ρ_1 − ρ_2

. (A.6)

It can be checked that the condition 0 < z_A < z_B < 1 implies 1 < Y_{B2} < 1 + Y_{BA}, which yields ρ_A < ρ_1 < ρ_B and ρ_B < ρ_1 < ρ_A for ρ_1 > ρ_2 and ρ_1 < ρ_2, respectively. For simplicity, let us choose the same density for the inner core and the outer shell, i.e., ρ_A = ρ_2. In that case, Y_{BA} = Y_{B2} = Y and Eq. (A.5) yields 1 Y = z^3_B − z^3_A = z^5_B − z^5_A. (A.7)

In particular, if one chooses Y = 2 the solution is z_A = 0.605 907, z_B = 0.897 293.

In the case of a (big) intruder with σ_1/σ_2 = 2 and m_1/m_2 = 2.721 [see Fig. 5(a)], then ρ_1/ρ_2 = m_1σ^3_2 /m_2σ^3_1 = 0.34 and (1 − ρ_1/ρ_2)^{−1} = 1.52, so it is possible to choose Y = 2. In such a case, the density of the middle shell is ρ_B /ρ_2 = 1 − 2ρ_1/ρ_2 = 0.32.

Alternatively, for a (small) intruder with σ_1/σ_2 = 1 2 and m_1/m_2 = 0.440 [see Fig. 5(b)], ρ_1/ρ_2 = m_1σ^3_2 /m_2σ^3_1 = 3.52. If we again choose Y = 2, the density of the middle shell is ρ_B /ρ_2 = 2ρ_1/ρ_2 − 1 = 6.04.

1G. A. Bird, Molecular Gas Dynamics and the Direct Simulation of Gas Flows (Clarendon, Oxford, UK, 1994).

2G. A. Bird, The DSMC Method (CreateSpace Independent Publishing Platform, 2013).

3M. A. Gallis, J. R. Torczynski, and D. J. Rader, “An approach for simulating the transport of spherical particles in a rarefied gas flow via the direct simulation Monte Carlo method,” Phys. Fluids 13, 3482–3492 (2001).

4M. A. Gallis, J. R. Torczynski, S. J. Plimpton, D. J. Rader, and T. Koehler, “Direct simulation Monte Carlo: The quest for speed,” AIP Conf. Proc. 1628, 27–36 (2014).

5R. Gatignol and C. Croizet, “Asymptotic modeling of thermal binary monatomic gas flows in plane microchannels—Comparison with DSMC simulations,” Phys. Fluids 29, 042001 (2017). 6A. Rebrov, M. Plotnikov, Y. Mankelevich, and I. Yudin, “Analysis of flows by deposition of diamond-like structures,” Phys. Fluids 30, 016106 (2018).

7A. K. Chinnappan, R. Kumar, V. K. Arghode, and R. S. Myong, “Transport dynamics of an ellipsoidal particle in free molecular gas flow regime,” Phys. Fluids 31, 037104 (2019). 8A. Alamatsaz and A. Venkattraman, “Characterizing deviation from equilibrium in direct simulation Monte Carlo simulations,” Phys. Fluids 31, 042005 (2019).

9K. K. Rao and P. R. Nott, An Introduction to Granular Flow (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, England, 2008).

10V. Garzó, Granular Gaseous Flows. A Kinetic Theory Approach to Granular Gaseous Flows (Springer Nature, Switzerland, 2019).

11A. Santos, G. M. Kremer, and V. Garzó, “Energy production rates in fluid mixtures of inelastic rough hard spheres,” Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 184, 31–48 (2010).

12F. Vega Reyes, A. Lasanta, A. Santos, and V. Garzó, “Thermal properties of an impurity immersed in a granular gas of rough hard spheres,” EPJ Web Conf. 140, 04003 (2017).

13F. Vega Reyes, A. Lasanta, A. Santos, and V. Garzó, “Energy nonequipartition in gas mixtures of inelastic rough hard spheres: The tracer limit,” Phys. Rev. E 96, 052901 (2017).

14A. Goldshtein and M. Shapiro, “Mechanics of collisional motion of granular materials. Part 1. General hydrodynamic equations,” J. Fluid Mech. 282, 75–114 (1995).

15M. Huthmann and A. Zippelius, “Dynamics of inelastically colliding rough spheres: Relaxation of translational and rotational energy,” Phys. Rev. E 56, R6275–R6278 (1997).

16S. McNamara and S. Luding, “Energy nonequipartition in systems of inelastic, rough spheres,” Phys. Rev. E 58, 2247–2250 (1998).

17S. Luding, M. Huthmann, S. McNamara, and A. Zippelius, “Homogeneous cooling of rough, dissipative particles: Theory and simulations,” Phys. Rev. E 58, 3416–3425 (1998).

18R. Cafiero, S. Luding, and H. J. Herrmann, “Rotationally driven gas of inelastic rough spheres,” Europhys. Lett. 60, 854–860 (2002).

19I. Goldhirsch, S. H. Noskowicz, and O. Bar-Lev, “Nearly smooth granular gases,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 068002 (2005).

20A. Zippelius, “Granular gases,” Physica A 369, 143–158 (2006). 21J. Talbot, R. D. Wildman, and P. Viot, “Kinetics of a frictional granular motor,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 138001 (2011).

22A. Santos, “A Bhatnagar–Gross–Krook-like model kinetic equation for a granular gas of inelastic rough hard spheres,” AIP Conf. Proc. 1333, 41–48 (2011).

23P. Villemot and J. Talbot, “Homogeneous cooling of hard ellipsoids,” Granul. Matter 14, 91–97 (2012).

24G. M. Kremer, A. Santos, and V. Garzó, “Transport coefficients of a granular gas of inelastic rough hard spheres,” Phys. Rev. E 90, 022205 (2014).

25F. Vega Reyes, A. Santos, and G. M. Kremer, “Role of roughness on the hydrodynamic homogeneous base state of inelastic spheres,” Phys. Rev. E 89, 020202(R) (2014).

26F. Vega Reyes and A. Santos, “Steady state in a gas of inelastic rough spheres heated by a uniform stochastic force,” Phys. Fluids 27, 113301 (2015).

27V. Garzó and J. W. Dufty, “Dense fluid transport for inelastic hard spheres,” Phys. Rev. E 59, 5895–5911 (1999).

28R. D. Wildman and D. J. Parker, “Coexistence of two granular temperatures in binary vibrofluidized beds,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 064301 (2002).

29K. Feitosa and N. Menon, “Breakdown of energy equipartition in a 2D binary vibrated granular gas,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 198301 (2002).

30S. R. Dahl, C. M. Hrenya, V. Garzó, and J. W.

Dufty, “Kinetic temperatures for a granular mixture,” Phys. Rev. E 66, 041301 (2002).

31A. Barrat and E. Trizac, “Lack of energy equipartition in homogeneous heated binary granular mixtures,” Granul. Matter 4, 57–63 (2002).

32J. M. Montanero and V. Garzó, “Monte Carlo simulation of the homogeneous cooling state for a granular mixture,” Granul. Matter 4, 17–24 (2002).

33J. J. Brey, M. J. Ruiz-Montero, and F. Moreno, “Energy partition and segregation for an intruder in a vibrated granular system under gravity,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 098001 (2005).

34T. Abe, “Inelastic collision model for vibrational-translational and vibrational-vibrational energy transfer in the direct simulation Monte Carlo method,” Phys. Fluids 6, 3175–3179 (1994).

35P. Vijayakumar, Q. Sun, and I. D. Boyd, “Vibrationaltranslational energy exchange models for the direct simulation Monte Carlo method,” Phys. Fluids 11, 2117–2126 (1999).

36A. Frezzotti and T. Ytrehus, “Kinetic theory study of steady condensation of a polyatomic gas,” Phys. Fluids 18, 027101 (2006).

37R. Yano, K. Suzuki, and H. Kuroda, “Formulation and numerical analysis of diatomic molecular dissociation using Boltzmann kinetic equation,” Phys. Fluids 19, 017103 (2007).

38C. Zhang and T. E. Schwartzentruber, “Inelastic collision selection procedures for direct simulation Monte Carlo calculations of gas mixtures,” Phys. Fluids 25, 106105 (2013).

39E. Kustova, M. Mekhonoshina, and A. Kosareva, “Relaxation processes in carbon dioxide,” Phys. Fluids 31, 046104 (2019).

40J. T. Jenkins and M. W. Richman, “Kinetic theory for plane flows of a dense gas of identical, rough, inelastic, circular disks,” Phys. Fluids 28, 3485–3494 (1985).

41P. K. Haff, “Grain flow as a fluid-mechanical phenomenon,” J.

Fluid Mech. 134, 401–430 (1983).

42A. Santos, “Interplay between polydispersity, inelasticity, and roughness in the freely cooling regime of hard-disk granular gases,” Phys. Rev. E 98, 012804 (2018).

43A. Megías and A. Santos, “Driven and undriven states of multicomponent granular gases of inelastic and rough hard disks or spheres,” Granul. Matter (2019), in press.

44F. Vega Reyes, V. Garzó, and N. Khalil, “Hydrodynamic granular segregation induced by boundary heating and shear,” Phys. Rev. E 89, 052206 (2014).

45L. Staron, “Rising dynamics and lift effect in dense segregating granular flows,” Phys. Fluids 30, 123303 (2018).

46N. V. Brilliantov and T. Pöschel, Kinetic Theory of Granular Gases (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2004).

47A. Santos, “Homogeneous free cooling state in binary granular fluids of inelastic rough hard spheres,” AIP Conf. Proc. 1333, 128–133 (2011).

48A. Megías and A. Santos, “Energy production rates of multicomponent granular gases of rough particles. A unified view of hard-disk and hard-sphere systems,” arXiv:1809.02327 (2018).

49J. W. Dufty, “Statistical mechanics, kinetic theory, and hydrodynamics for rapid granular flow,” J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 12, A47–A56 (2000).

50S. E. Esipov and T. Pöschel, “The granular phase diagram,” J. Stat. Phys. 86, 1385–1395 (1997).

51T. P. C. van Noije and M. H. Ernst, “Velocity distributions in homogeneous granular fluids: the free and the heated case,” Granul. Matter 1, 57–64 (1998).

52V. Garzó and J. W. Dufty, “Homogeneous cooling state for a granular mixture,” Phys. Rev. E 60, 5706–5713 (1999).

53J. M. Montanero and A. Santos, “Computer simulation of uniformly heated granular fluids,” Granul. Matter 2, 53–64 (2000).

54A. Santos and J. M. Montanero, “The second and third Sonine coefficients of a freely cooling granular gas revisited,” Granul. Matter 11, 157–168 (2009).

55A. Santos, G. M. Kremer, and M. dos Santos, “Sonine approximation for collisional moments of granular gases of inelastic rough spheres,” Phys. Fluids 23, 030604 (2011).

56N. V. Brilliantov, T. Pöschel, W. T. Kranz, and A. Zippelius, “Translations and rotations are correlated in granular gases,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 128001 (2007).

57W. T. Kranz, N. V. Brilliantov, T. Pöschel, and A. Zippelius, “Correlation of spin and velocity in the homogeneous cooling state of a granular gas of rough particles,” Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. 179, 91–111 (2009).