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Abstract

Starting from the balance equations of mass, momentum and energy we formulate
an integral 1D model for a poly-disperse mixture injected in the atmosphere. We write
all the equations, either in their most general formulation or in the more simplified,
taking particular care in considering all the underlying hypothesis in order to make clear
when it is possible and appropriate to use them. Moreover, we put all the equations
in a non-dimensional form, making explicit all the dimensionless parameters that drive
the dynamics of these phenomena. In particular, we find parameters to measure: the
goodness of the Boussinesq approximation, the injected mass flow, the column stability
and his eventual collapse, and the importance of the atmospheric stratification, the initial
kinetic energy and the gravitational potential energy. We show that setting to zero some
of these parameters, it is possible to recover some of the existing jet and plume models
for single-phase flows. Moreover, we write a simplified set of equations for which it is
possible to find analytical solutions that can be used to describe also the dynamics of
multiphase “weak-plumes”.

Starting from the paper [I1] the study on jets and plumes has been carried out by
a lot of different researcher involved in a variety of disciplines. Indeed, these kind of
phenomena are quite ubiquitous in nature...

1 The main assumptions.
In order to use the Dusty Gas model we have to assume:
e Local equilibrium.

e All the phases, either solid or gaseous, move with the same velocity field
u(x,t). [9) shows that this assumption it is valid even for the solid phase if

the Stokes time 7, = g—s fg‘y is small compared to the smallest time scale of the
g

evolution problem.

e All the phases, either solid or gaseous, have the same temperature field T'(z, t).
[9] shows that this assumption it is valid even for the solid phase if the thermal
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2 The multiphase Dusty-Gas equations. 2

relaxation time 774 = ’J;CS % s small compared to the smallest time scale of
g

the evolution problem.

Here we are interested in the mean behavior of a turbulent buoyant plume. Writing
that solution we will use the following assumptions (see [11], 10, 16} 8, 12} 17, [5, [7)
0, 13]):

e Reynold number is big enough and turbulence is fully developed, so that will
be possible to disregard thermal conduction and shear dissipation.

e Pressure is constant in horizontal section.

e The profiles of mean vertical velocity and mean density in horizontal sections
are of similar form at all heights.

e The mean velocity field outside and near the plume is horizontal. We will need
to make additional assumption on the dependence of the rate of entrainment
at the edge of the plume to some characteristic velocity at that height.

e Stationary flow.

e Radial symmetry around the source.

2 The multiphase Dusty-Gas equations.

Using the hypothesis given in the previous section, the Dusty-Gas model [9]
simplifies:

pr/'—l—v-(piu):() i€l (2.1a)
9y +V - (pju) =0, jed (2.1b)
Dipm+ V- (pmu) =0, (2.1¢)
M+V~(pmu®u+pﬂ) =NV-"T+ png, (2.1d)
W—FV- [(mem—l—p) u} :W+ PmlU-g. (2.1e)

As suggested in [17], it is convenient to use the specific enthalpy hy, = ey, + pim =

(Cm+ Rim)T instead of the specific energy e,,. We define the specific heat at constant
pressure of the mixture consequently:

Copm = Cim + R =D _[4:(Cs + R)] + > _(y,;C (2.2)

i€d Jj€d

so that hy, = Cp T In this way, Egs. (2.1) reduces to:

V- (piu) = e (2.3a)
V- (pju) = jed (2.3b)
V- (pm'u,®'u,+pll) = pmg (2.3¢)
% [p (|'u,| )u} =pnuU-g. (2.3d)
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3 The Buoyant Plume Solution.

Coherently with hypothesis of Section , we will look for a solution of Egs. ([2.3))
in the following form:

1, if r>b(z)and k =1
~ JYa(z), ifr<b(z)and k=1
welriz) = it > b(2) and k # 1 (3-1)
Yi(z), ifr<b(z)and k #1
) B(z), if0<r<b(z)
p(r, 2) = {a(z), ifr > b(2) (3.2)
+U(z)Z, if 0 <r<b(z)
—U(z)7, ifr=>5(z)
w(r, z) = —ue(r,z)7, ifr>b(z) (3.3)
ue = Ue if r — b(z)
ue — 0 if 7 > b(z)
p(r,z) = p(z) (3.4)
_JTs(2), if0<7r<b(z2)
T(r,z) = {Ta(z)’ i > b() (3.5)

where k = ¢ = 1 is the phase index corresponding to the atmospheric gas, while
k # 1 is the generic index of a phase ejected by the plume vent. Here we used the
so called purely “Top Hat” auto-similar profile. In general — as shown in [I0] — it is
possible to use better profiles. Experiments show (see e.g. [12]) that the auto-similar
Gaussian profile best fit data for a wide range of velocity measurements. Moreover,
experiments are better reproduced choosing two different plume radius (say b(z)
and Ab(z)) for the density and the velocity profile; the temperature profile should
be determined by the equation of state of the fluid. Nevertheless, even if these
modification could be done in Egs. 7, here we decided — for simplicity —
to use the “Top Hat” profile. MISS(add comments to introduce Eq. and
the comments on entrainment, aggregation and settling that are included in the
paper. Moreover, add something pointing out that we are neglecting the presence of
humidity in the atmosphere)
Here U, is an entrainment velocity. We shall write it as

Ue=xUn, (B/a) (3.6)

where s is a dimensionless entrainment coefficient and 7),, is an arbitrary function
of the density ratio (see e.g. [5]). When 7,, = 1 we have the model of [11], if
n.(x) = \/x we get the model [14].

It useful to notice that inside the plume, the dusty gas constant R,, and specific
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heat at constant volume C,, can be written:

I
Ry =Y,R, +Z (Y;R;) +Z (Y;R;) = YoRa + > _(YiR)), (3.7)
=2 =2
Cys YCW+Z (Y;C;) +Z (Y;C;) (3.8)
=2

where R, and C, , are respectively the gas constant and the specific heat at constant
volume for the atmosphere. We also define the specific heat at constant pressure of
the atmosphere and of the plume:

Co =Cha+ Ra, (3.9)

Cg—Cvg—l-Rg—YC +Z C+R>) Z(Y;C]) (310)

=2 dJ

3.1 The mean conservation equations.

For each altitude z € [0, L], we choose a control volume defined as the cylinder
of fixed radius B > b(z centered above the source C = {(r,2) € [0, B] X [z, z+0z]}.

Using Eqgs. - - and (| ., and the Gauss theorem, we find:

i€ J€d

= BUTb* |45, — BUTH?|, — au (B, )21 Bdz .

Now, dividing for ¢z, sending it to 0 and then B — b(z), we get total mass flux
conservation:

d.(Q) = d.(BUV?) = 2abU. . (3.11)

In the general case, the source eject solid phases that are not in the atmosphere and
some gaseous phase that is not included in the ambient composition. Identifying
such a phases, respectively, with the index ¢ € [2;]] and j € J = [ + 1;1 + J], and

using again Eqs. (2.3al), (2.3b)), (3.2) and (3.3]), we find that the following mass
fluxes are conserved (we are neglecting particle aggregation and fallout):

d.(Q;) = d.(Y;8Ub) =0, Viel[2]], (3.12)
d.(Q;) = d.(Y;8U) =0, Vjeq, (3.13)

while for the atmospheric phase i = 1 = a:
d.(Qa) = d.(Y,BUb?) = 2abU. . (3.14)

Since the mass flow rate of the erupted gases and particles are conserved, it is useful
to define their mass flow rate and mass fraction (respectively Q. and Yo s):

I I I I
QeEZQi,OZZQi:ZEBUbQZQZY;EQY;H (3.15)
i=2 i=2 i=2 i=2
Q=) Qo= Q;=> Y;pU =Q > Y; =QY., (3.16)
d d d dJ
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Putting together Eqs. (3.11)), (3.12)), (3.14) and

1 1+J
Yo+ D> Vi+ D) V=Y, +Y.+Y. =1, (3.17)
i=2 j=I+1

we obtain a relationship giving the mass flow rate Q,(z) as a function of only vent

conditions (Q;(0) = Q,0, @Q;(0) =Q;o) and Q(2):
Qa(2) = Q(2) — (Z Qi(z) + ZQJ'(Z)) =Q(2) = (Qe — Qs) - (3.18)
i=2 7

By dividing Eq. (3.15)), (3.16]) and (3.18]) by () we obtain a relationship giving us

all the mass fraction as a function of only vent conditions (Q.s) and the total mass
flow rate:

e )
}/:3(2) - Q(z) ’ (319 )

_ G

Qo+ )
Vo(z) =1 0w (3.19¢)

Dealing with the momentum, the vertical component of Eq. (2.3c) and Egs.

vields:

1 1
*/ —Bg = —mfgh’ — mag(B® —b?) = */ V- (6 U, —|—p2> =
0z Jc zJc
;7 [(BUK + pB?).1s. — (BU? + pB?).| == d.(wBUH?) + 7 B*d.p.
(3.20)
Again, we take the limit B — b(z), obtaining
d.(BU%?) = (o — B)gb*. (3.21)

Here we used d,p = —ag, stated by Eq. (2.3c) together with p(r, z) = p(z) and
u — 0 when r > b(2).
Turning to the energy balance (2.3d|) and using the same techniques, we find:

d, [b%U <U; + hﬁﬂ = 2abU. (%Z + ha> — gBUV?, (3.22)

where hy = CgTs and h, = C,T,. We neglect the term proportional to U?, to
be compared to that proportional to U?, because the entrainment velocity U, is
typically one order of magnitude smaller than U.

Eq. (3.22) could be written in different ways using (3.11]) and (3.21]):

d. (BUY’ CsTp) = (CaTw) do(BUD?) + U;dz(ﬂUb?) — gaUb?, (3.23)
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that is equivalent to Eq. (8) in [17], or
2
@(5U§«1Jg—cgﬂg):—ﬂdeAc;Qy+%<hwa)—gﬂw2,@2@

where the dependence on the buoyancy flux and ambient stratification is highlighted.

Finally, we have that Eqgs. (3.1)—(3.5)) are one mean solution of (2.3)) if

dz(Qe) = 07

dz(Qs) = Oa

d.(BUV?) = 2abU, (3.25)
d.(BU) = (a — B)gb?

d, (BUB? (CsT — CuTy)) = —BU A, (CoTy) + L d.(BUB?) — galUb? .

By noting again that ), and ()¢ are conserved and that Egs. hold, here the
unknowns are 3(z), U(z), b(z) and Tjs(z), provided the knowledge of the ambient
density «, the ambient temperature T, and the dependence of U, on the other
unknowns (the entrainment model). We are still lacking in one condition. The
equation of state of the various phases together with the full expanded plume
hypothesis — p(r, z) = p(z) — will give us that last needed condition.

4 The Gas-Particle Plume model.

In order to close the latter system of equations, we can use solution f
with the constitutive law for the dusty gas pressure. Since in Eq. we have
assumed p(r, z) = p(z), we have that — at a given height — the pressure inside the
plume is the same of that outside the plume:

b= BRﬂTﬂ = aR,T, . (41)
Thus, we can rewrite the plume internal-external enthalpy differential as follows:
R.C
B(CsTs — CuTo) = aCoTa =22 — BC,T, . (4.2)
RpC,

We define the thermodynamic properties of the ejected gas and of the particles as
follows

1 I

Ro=— > YiR;, (4.3)
Y; =2
1 I

Ce = 5 ZY; (CZ -+ Rl) 5 (44)
Y; =2
1

Co= Y Y0, (4.5)
Y5

noticing that all these quantities are — coherently — conserved along zﬂ In this
way thermodynamic properties of the mixture can be written in terms of the
thermodynamic properties of the three components, for example:

Cy = YoCo + YoCo + Y.C. (4.6)

Tt is sufficient to multiply both numerator and denominator of the right hand sides by Q,
and notice that Y,Q = Qi = Q0.
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Using these definitions plus s = c%’ Xe = , e = gz, and Egs. (3.17), (3.15)),
(3.16)), we can write in a convenient form Eq.(4.2)):

XSQS + (Xe - QZ}e)CQe

B(CsTy — C, Ty, :CaTa[a—ﬁ + « 4.7
(Gl Gl R (R E R0 0
Now, defining the relative flux of enthalpy
XSQS + (Xe - we)Qe ‘| 2
F=|la-p)+a Ub 4.8
TG G+ - Da, )
equation (3.24) can be rearranged
, d(CT,)  U?*Q  agUb?

F=—(F+Q) CT. ot T O (4.9)
It is useful to define

Qw = —Qs + (¢e - 1)Qe ) (410)

Qx = (Xs - 1)@8 + (Xe - 1)@67 (4-11>
which are constants along z, so that

F=|(la—B)+a Q= Qv g2 (4.12)

Q+ Qy

This expression for I’ represents a modification of the buoyancy flux for a dusty-
gas plume in the general non-Boussinesq case (cf. [3]). It takes the classic form
(o — B)UB* ([B], [7]) for a single-component gas plume (in such a case @, = 0 and
Qy = 0). For this reason we will refer to the relative flux of enthalpy F' as the
dusty gas buoyancy fluzr, a generalization for the multiphase case of the standard
buoyancy flux.

This new quantity F, together with the mass flux Q = SUb? and the momentum
flux M = BU?b? allow us to close problem in their terms:

o aQ(F +Q)(Q + Qy)

Q' = 2U. (o, Q, M, F)J 0+ O (4.13a)
,_ 9FQ (F'+ Q) (Qy — Qy)

M =" [1 ~ T ot 0] ] (4.13D)
, (CaTa) | M*Q" g(F+Q)(Q+Qy)

F'==(F+ Q)G+ ek A AR NI (4.13¢)

M _ [ QF+Q)(Q+Qy) _ QIQ+Q«]
where U = G, b=/~ Grgroy - ad B = amgigran
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5 Non-dimensionalization.

It is useful to transform the latter problem in dimensionless form. We choose
Q(2) = Quq(C), M(2) = Mym(C), F(z) = Fof(¢) and z = £o¢ (bg = JO%JWO)’ where
()o refers to the vent height. In this way, we have ¢(0) = m(0) = f(0) = 1. It
is worth noting that ( = 0 can correspond to the actual vent elevation as to any
height above the vent (cf. [3]). The model in non-dimensional form then is

R A CH R UR ) N
oy 4y Ot

T (f h (q+qx)> (o-10)
, vy ata) , ¢ m’q .

F= 2 or e (o - ) 2L (5.10)

where 7,, — defined in Eq. (3.6)) — is the entrainment function, potentially depending
on the other variables and parameters; a(¢) = a(€o()/ag, ta(C) = Toa(loC)/Tao,

¢ = Fo/Qo, qp = Qu/Qos a4 = Qx/Qo, Ve = QX%O%, 0(¢) = =5 5ta(C) and

Vg = 25 (5.2)
gFoQolo  Pglo .
Uy = iV = 02 = Ri (5.3)
gQolo gl glo _gly  Ec

f— p— p— —_— — T g . 504
o FoCoTho  ¢CTuo  CpoTso— CoTno  Ahg  Fr? (5.4)

We call these last three parameters the rate of variation respectively of ¢, m, f.
In Eq. (5.3), we have given a modified definition of the Richardson number Ri =
$glo/UZ, because ¢g = ¢’ in the monophase case (¢’ being the reduced gravity). In
Eq. we used the definition of the Froude number Fr = U3 /gy and of the Eckert
number UZ/Ahg, where Ahy = Cp,0130—CoT,p is the enthalpy anomaly at the vent.
Moreover, we have used Egs. (4.7)), implying ¢CoToo = Cs0T50 — CoTno - It
is also useful to rewrite the physical variables as a function of these new parameters:

U= g‘j? (5.5)
~, alef + g+ qp)

b= EOJ o Py (5.5b)
_ q(q + )

P=o G+ 0+ ) (5:5¢)

Ty =T, (ZJ; J;j (5.5d)

Vi =~ (5.50)

It is worth noting that ¢, g, > —1 because the specific heats and gas constants
are positive (., ©. > 0) and the sum of the initial mass fraction is smaller than
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1 (cf. definition of gy, g, in Tab. [5.1). Moreover, ¢ > —1 because Cg T30 > 0.
Even if these are the general conditions for such parameters, in Tab. there are
summarized the possible ranges for volcanic eruptions.

Using d,p = —ag and the ideal gas law it is possible to obtain the density
stratification as a function of the temperature:

(6 =10 e (g [Crehac) (5:6)

a,0

For example, if the non-dimensional atmospheric thermal gradient 6 = 6,¢,/T, ¢ is
constant, we have t,(¢) =1 — 6¢ and:

a(¢) = (1 — 6¢)mara ", (5.7)

and 9f(C)Z(9fZ@/"Uf¢. .
It is also useful to define the Brunt-Vaisalla frequency N. Recalling that the
potential temperature is

R

tpa(C) = ta(C) (a()ta(C)) " Cx (5.8)
we obtain

2 9 N 'S 1—04(C)

N* = bo In(tp.q)"(C) = CoToo ta(0) (5.9)

This frequency depends on the height z, but it can be approximately be considered
as a constant because it vary slowly in our atmosphere: ~ 10 % of variation in the
troposphere. In what follows we call N its constant approximation. Using standard
average conditions for the troposphere, we find Ny ~ 1.13 % 10~2 Hz. Studying
plumes in a stratified atmosphere (cf. Sec. , it is useful to define

Ufl—ef _ €0N2 ~ goNg :i,,Eva
ta dg og ol

showing that the new parameter vy, can be recovered by knowing the enthalpy
anomaly ¢ and the non-dimensional stratification length scale ¢ = ¢/ N ly. In other
words, the more vy increases the more the vent dimensions corrected with the
enthalpy anomaly are comparable with the stratification length scale.

All these non-dimensional parameters characterize the multiphase plume and give
us the possibility to classify through them all the possible regimes. We summarize in
Tab. six of them, which are the independent non-dimensional parameters
sufficient to characterize a multiphase plume. In order to fix ideas, we show
there the range of variability of those independent parameters for Strombolian to
Plinian volcanic eruptions.

Indeed, the knowledge of these parameters and of the thermodynamic properties
of the atmosphere allows us to retrieve the physical dimensional parameters. We

(5.10)
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parameter explicit form range of variability description

s CsTs0— CoThp 0.3 = 5 enthalpy anomaly
CoTap T (non-Boussinesqness)

. mass flux anomaly
T ~Yoo+ (Ve = 1)¥eo —ied due to gas constants

. mass flux anomaly
x (O = D¥so + (Xe = DYoo —iel due to specific heats
. entrainment

Vg/2 * 0.05+0.3 coefficient

g .
. <Z5g20 10-4 = 10 . modified

Us Richardson number
i 9 102 = 10° stratification
NEly length-scale

Tab. 5.1: Independent parameters for a multiphase plume in a stratified atmosphere.

report here all the inversion relationships needed:

Y
O N

see footnotd?

- %J (L+6)(1+4q,)

1+ gy
1+ qy

fo =«
TN+ 01+ qy)
[gopl
Uy = Jefalay
Um,
1+
T,B,O = Ta,O 1 (b
+ qX
Qo = BoUob;
My = BoUgbs
Fy = ¢Qo
qx — Gy
Y= T
0
v~ 9l
! QbOozTa,O
L
£,0 = ¢£
Y:a,(] _ 5% + (XS - 1)q¢

(e = 1) + (xs — D(¢he — 1)
Ysp = W}e -

1)Yeo — qy

Yoo=1-Y50—Yepo-

see footnotd?
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In Cerminara et al. [3], we have used these inversion relationships to obtain the
vent condition of a real volcanic eruption occurred at Santiaguito (Santa Maria
Volcano, Guatemala).

In this thesis, we will study only two of all the possible entrainment models
introduced in the literature:

e Morton et al. [I1], where n,, = 1

e Ricou and Spalding [14], where 1, = n..(8/a) = ((q +q§>qf;r(;]ﬁ q )) 5
P

More complex models have been studied in volcanology and fluid dynamics. One
example can be found in [I] where 7,, depends on the local Richardson number.

It is worth noting that the mass flux ¢(¢) is a strictly increasing function as
long as 7k is positive, while the sign of m’({) depends on the buoyancy sign:

sign(buoyancy) = sign (f — %m> , (5.12)

because v,,, ¢, m are strictly positive. For an analysis on the plume buoyancy
behavior see Sec. 5.4l In Sec. we will study in detail the evolution of the plume
variables under the Boussinesq approximation. However, something can be noted
even at this point of the analysis by looking at the full system : 1) the mass
flow ¢(z) is a strictly increasing function because the entrainment models we are
using are positive functions; 2) the momentum flux m(z) has derivative equal to zero
when the buoyancy become zero. It can be due to two causes, buoyancy reversal
or neutral buoyancy level. We denote () the neutral buoyancy level; 3) when
m(z) = 0 system encounters a singularity. In that point the plume reaches

its maximum height (ax; 3) the enthalpy flux is a strictly decreasing function,
q+ay

because usually in applications the term containing (0 £ (C) — o

negative.

In the next sections we discuss some of the approximations applicable to problem
. In particular we find that . is the parameter related to the column instability
—if 4. > 1 then the volcanic column will collapse — and that ¢ is the parameter
measuring the non-Boussinesqness of the mixture — if ¢ < 1 then the Boussinesq
approximation holds. Moreover, ¢, and ¢, are the parameters measuring the
multiphaseness of the mixture — if |gy| =~ |¢,| < 1 the plume can be considered as
a single phase one.

In this thesis we will study three different volcanic eruption and one experimental
plume that we denote, from the weaker to the stronger: [forcedPlume], [Santiaguito],
[weakPlume], [strongPlume]. We report in Tab. all the parameters for these
volcanic eruptions, respectively: 1) the physical parameters at the vent — radius,
density, temperature, velocity and mass fractions; 2) the mass, momentum and
enthalpy flows; the non-dimensionalization length scale and the multiphase Morton

) is dominant and

2When stratification is disregarded, no reference length scales are present in the non-
dimensional system, thus by must be given and ¢y can be recovered from Eq. .

3Tn order to have the mass fraction of ejected gas and solids, their thermodynamic properties
must be known: namely their specific heat and the gas constant of the ejected gas.
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length scale (see below); 3) the six independent non-dimensional parameters; 4) the
non-dimensional dependent parameters; 5) the non-dimensional plume maximum
and neutral buoyancy level height, as obtained from system (5.1)) with Ricou and
Spalding [14] entrainment model [}

5.1 Monophase plume.

If the thermodynamic properties of the ejected fluid are similar to them of the
ambient fluid then |g,| =~ |¢,| < 1. In this case, model (5.1)) becomes:

R BN G ') a
q = qnﬂ\/ ()=, (5.13a)
m:%% (5.13b)
)V ¢ m?q
F= s |er + 06 -1+ 50T (5.13¢)
where
e =1 ([1)

B q
”%—M¢f+q ([14]).

It is worth noting that in the single phase case Cs = C, and Rg = R,. Thus,
the initial enthalpy anomaly reduces to the initial thermal anomaly or equivalently
to the density anomaly:

_ Tgo—Tao _ ATy Qg — Bo

= = 5.14
Ta,O Ta,O BO ( )

¢

Consequently the reduced gravity becomes ¢’ = ¢g.

5.2 Jet regime

In the jet regime — defined as the one where m = f = 1 — Woods [17] pointed
out that the Ricou and Spalding [I4] model can be used. In this case, Egs. (5.1)
simplify a lot, becoming:

q =, m' =0 f =0, (5.15)

with the easy solution ¢(¢) = v, ¢ + 1.
Substituting this solution in Egs. (5.1)) and proceeding with the dimensional
analysis, it is possible to find ¢;;, the dimensionless transition length scale between

4While for [forcedPlume], [Santiaguito], [weakPlume] we have used a constant atmospheric
thermal gradient, for [strongPlume] the atmospheric temperature profile is a little bit more complex,
because we have included in it the presence of the tropopause [cf. 4].
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parameter [forcedPlume] [Santiaguito] [weakPlume] [strongPlume]
by [m] 0.03175 22.9 26.9 703
Bo [kg/m?] 0.622 1.05 4.87 3.51
ap [kg/m?] 1.177 0.972 1.100 1.011
Tso [K] 568 375 1273 1053
Too [K] 300 288 270.92 294.66
Uy [m/s] 0.881 7.29 135 275
R, [m?/s?K] 287 287 287 287
C, [m?/sK] 1004.5 998 1004 1004
Ve - 1.61 1.61 1.61
Xe - 1.866 1.803 1.803
Xs - 1.102 1.096 1.096
Yoo 0 0.196 0.03 0.05
Yao 0 0.410 0.97 0.95
Yao 1 0.394 0 0
N, [Hz] 1141072 143%1072 140%1072  2.14%1072
Qo [kg/s] 1.74%107%  1.26 % 10* 1.5 % 100 1.5 % 10°
My [kg m/s?] 1531072  9.19%10*  2.02%10°  4.12 % 10"
TFy [kg/s| 1.55%107%  7.28%10°  6.35 % 10° 4.56 % 10°
{o [m] 0.02308 23.8 56.6 1310
Ly [m] 0.0854 18.4 352 4070
¢ 0.893 0.58 4.25 3.04
G 0 -0.290 -0.952 -0.920
@y 0 0.212 0.117 0.131
Vg 0.28 0.659 0.2 0.2
U 0.261 2.54 0.129 0.517
/ 3.29 % 106 2020 886 16.4
Ye 0 0.869 0.252 0.345
Vg 841 %1077  1.41%107%  4.81%107* 1.43%1072
vt 3401077 858%107*  2.66x107*  2.01 %1072
Cnax 1665 23.98 160.6 20.68
Canae/ Cab 1.318 1.306 1.354 1.523

Tab.

5.2: Relevant parameters of the plumes studied in this thesis.
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the jet and the plume regime. It is the length scale for which the momentum
variation becomes important. From the momentum equation we find:

=
b

from which, back to dimensional units:

2) \ 3
Ly = (Uog‘)) . (5.17)

[NIE

~ U (Vg + 1) X vl = Uy = (VgUm) " 2, (5.16)

2x¢pg

This quantity became equivalent to that defined in Morton [10] when ¢, = ¢, =0
and § ~ a.

The typical length scale of stratification /g for a jet can be found by using a
similar dimensional analysis for Eq.

1 _1

% =v50(@+ 1+ vls) 2vpgvls = lg = (vgv50) 2, (5.18)
or

ES Um % ng

b () oo g (519

gM Uf70 UUN

This parameter is comparing the rate of variation of m and f. We have that if §; < 1
than stratification have a role in the jet-like part of the plume, on the contrary,
if ; > 1 stratification is important just in the plume-like part of the plume. We
will comment better this length scale in the section below dedicated to the plume
height.

Usually in jets, atmospheric stratification is not important because of their
limited height (§; > 1). We want to explore now when the kinetic correction term
could be important. Contrarily to the last two terms, the second term in square
brackets in Eq. become less important as ¢ grows. In particular it decreases
with ¢’/q* o< (2. Defining the typical length scale for this term {x, we have:

1 ¢vaq 1 vaf wa ’
SN — () e (2 1)
U 20,(1 4 vlK)? =l Vg <4vm 4v,, ’

(5.20)
admitting a positive solution if and only if
4v,, _ 2Ahg <
o U g g O T (521)

v Ahg ovy Ug
2040, "~ 43xAhg

>1.

Thus, the kinetic correction can be important just near the vent or very far from
it and only when Ahy < UZ (Ec > 1). In other words, this correction can be
important for “cold and fast” jets and far from the jet center. Generally, in volcanic
plumes the Ec number is small, thus the kinetic correction can be disregarded.
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5.3 Non stratified plume regime

If stratification and the last term in square brackets of Eq. (5.1c) can be
disregarded, f = 1 and model (5.1]) becomes

N N CR [CR ) N

q = qn%J q(q+qx) (5.22 )
R O R C )

m=vm (1 Ve Gt qx)> (5.22Db)

f=0. (5.22¢)

This ordinary differential equation has a first integral of motion]’] U in both the
considered cases for 7,,. We found respectively for the entrainment models of
Morton et al. [I1] and Ricou and Spalding [14]:

_ (9 +4q) q(q + qy) _Avg 5
thwrr = 2/ (1 e (q+qx)> J (¢ +a)(qg+qp) da B (5.232)
Urs = ¢*(1 =) = 27(¢ — ax) [a — ax In(lg + ¢, )] — ::qu‘r’/? : (5.23b)

Using this first integral of motion in Eq. (5.22a]) it is possible to find an implicit
solution for the height of the form ¢ = ((¢). For the Ricou entrainment model,
defining

(q) = ¢*(1 =) = 27(¢ — @) [a — ax In(lg + )] (5.24)
and substituting the corresponding first integral of motion found in Eq. (5.23b)
=Ugrs(1,1) =1(1) —

U —l(q) -
RS (Q7 m) (Q) . 5'Um )

into Eq. (5.22al), we found the following implicit solution:

Avg Avg

(5.25)

5

5V,
/ dz l%q (I(z) uRS)] . (5.26)
Using this solution it is possible to find the height at which the Boussinesq approxima-
tion starts to hold: ¢ = (pou. We choose the value ¢ = gpon = 10 max(|¢|, |gy|, |qu|)-
In Tab. are reported the value we obtain for the examples considered in this
thesis. By comparing those values with (., reported in Tab. it is possible to
have an idea of the part of the plume where the Boussinesq regime holds.

Under the same hypothesis of this section, the monophase case becomes
equivalent to the model studied in Fannelgp and Webber [5]:

q' = vgn.. W (5.27)
4

m = vm (5.28)

f =0, (5.29)

5A first integral of motion is a quantity remaining constant along the motion described by the
differential equation. It is also called constant of motion.
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For the entrainment models of Morton et al. [I1] and Ricou and Spalding [14] the
first integral of motion are respectively:

e = (- 50) Vala+ o)+ 560 (Vi+fa+0) - =2bw? - (5.30)

4u
Urs = ¢° — 5—qm5/2. (5.31)

m

5.4 Buoyancy reversal and plume stability

In this section, we consider the plume model behavior near the vent, where it
is not possible to use the approximation ¢ > |¢|, |gy|, |gy| (see next section) but
f ~ 1 as done in the previous section. Here we will use the Richou entrainment
model because we are near the vent, however the present analysis is independent
from the entrainment model used since the sign of the buoyancy does not depend
on 7. In model (5.22)), the sign of the buoyancy force is determined by:

M) — sign(l'(q)). (5.32)
(¢+ay)
Here, [(g) is the first integral function defined in Eq. (5.24). When I'(¢) < 0,
the plume is negatively buoyant and m decreases. If we arrive to the condition
l[(q) = Ugs then m — 0 because the first integral Urg must be constant. Thus the
plume stops (or collapses) and it is not able to reverse its buoyancy.

We can better understand the behavior of the non-stratified multiphase plume
by analyzing all the possible configurations. For this purpose, it is useful to define

1 To.a P —
* + qX — L , Qmin = 7’7 ¢ qX R (533)
140  Toy I
where I'(¢min) = 0. We enumerate the following situations for ¢ > 1 (recall that
¢(¢) > 1 because it is a strictly increasing function and ¢,, ¢ > —1) by denoting
“C” the cases when the plume collapses and by “B” the cases when the plume can

reach and sustain the condition of positive buoyancy:

sign(buoyancy) = sign (1 — Ve

Y

1B) positive buoyant. If v <1 A . <~*
then I'(q) >0 Vg > 1 and the plume rises indefinitely.

2B) zero, then immediately positive buoyant. If v, =~7* <1 (= ¢ > qy)
then I'(¢) >0 Vg¢>1, U'(q)=0 if ¢g=1

3B) jet with zero buoyancy. If v =~v* =1 (= ¢ =qy)
then I'(¢) = 0 and the plume behaves as a jet.

4BC) from negative to positive buoyancy. If v* <~v. <1 (= ¢ > qy)

then I'(q) <0 when ¢ < @uin, the minimum of I(g) is reached in ¢ = guin
and I'(¢q) > 0 when ¢ > ¢un- In this case inversion of the buoyancy
sign can be possible if the minimum value of {(g) is above the first integral:
[(gmin) — Urs > 0. In the opposite situation [(¢nin) — Urs < 0 the plume
is not able to invert its buoyancy and it collapses when m = 0, thus when

l(q) = uRs.
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parameter  [forcedPlume] [Santiaguito] [weakPlume] [strongPlume]

CBou 15.77 7.07 82.2 53.9

Ve 0 0.869 0.252 0.345

7 0.528 0.768 0.213 0.280

(min - 2.22 1.27 1.40
I(Gumin) — Ugrs = 0.0388 1.19 0.214
a, 0.860 1.59 1.65 0.473

Tab. 5.3: Column stability parameters for the plumes studied in this thesis.

5C) from positive to negative buoyancy. If 1 <. <~v* (= ¢ < ¢y)

then I'(¢) >0 when ¢ < @uin, the maximum of I(g) is reached in ¢ = guin
and '(¢) <0 when ¢ > gmin. In this case the plume always collapses going
from positive to negative buoyancy.

6C) zero, then immediately negative buoyant. If v =~*>1 (= ¢ < qy)
then I'(¢) <0 Vg¢>1, U'(q)=0 if ¢g=1

7C) negative buoyant. If v > 1 A . > ~*

then I'(¢) < 0 Vg > 1 and the plume collapses being always negative
buoyant.

Thus, we can summarize that: 1) if 7. > 1 the plume starts or becomes negative
buoyant and collapses; 2) v* must be compared with =, to know the initial buoyancy
of the plume: if 7. < v*(>) then the plume is initially positive (negative) buoyant;
3) if 7. < 1 then the plume is or can become positive buoyant, buoyancy reversal
occurs if [(gmin) — Urs > 0. In Tab. we report all of these parameters for the
plumes studied in this thesis. While [forcedPlume] is positive buoyant, the other
three plumes are initially negative buoyant. For all of them, buoyancy reversal
occurs.

5.5 Non stratified Boussinesq regime

In the Boussinesq limit, we have that ¢ > [¢|, |gy|, |gy|- It is worth noting that
under this approximation the reduced gravity ¢’ can be written via ¢:

a J—
0 509 =gq. (5.34)
Qo

¢g =~

Moreover, the two entrainment models we are considering become equivalent and
Egs. (5.1)) reduces to:

q =vg/m (5.35a)

=, (1=~ L 5.35b

' = v (1= 7) L (5.35b)

f=0. (5.35¢)
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which is the multiphase version of the celebrated model introduced by Morton et al.
[11]:
q = v,/m (5.36a)
m' = vy~ (5.36b)

m

f=0. (5.36¢)

Thus, we have found that the equations for a multiphase plume in a calm environ-
ment under the Boussinesq approximation are equivalent to the monophase Morton
et al. [IT] model with the following modification:

Um — (1 —7c) . (5.37)

Model (5.35)) has the following first integral:

4v
_ a2 q 5/2
Unrr =Urs = U = ¢ B (1 — %)m (5.38)
U=1—aq, (5.39)
4v,
= 5.40
G 50m(1 —7e)’ (5.40)

The values of a, for the plume examples studied in this thesis are reported in
Tab. 5.3} From this expression and Eq.(j5.35a)), we found the implicit solution:

1
_ |aq|5

5 (5.41)

¢ =<((q) /1qu ‘xz—l—l—aq

Uq

This solution has two branches, depending on the sign of (1 — ~,), thus on the sign
of a,4. If a, < 0, the column is unstable with implicit solution (cf. App. |B|for the
definition of the Gaussian hypergeometric functions §, and &y):

(= M [q&; (1 32%) -3_1 (1 _1%)] : (5.42)

The maximum height is reached when gu.x = — ag:

asso-sy ()] e

In Fig. ﬂ we show the behavior of Hp,x/lo for v, = 0.2 and we compare it with
the following asymptotic expansion (F_1/5(1) ~ 1.150):

1

(—ay)s

vg(1— aq)%

Hmax/go =

Hopas /o = 1 (30 (1) yag—1) +0((~a)?) . (5.44)

5

Thus, the maximum height of a collapsing multiphase plume in Boussinesq regime
behaves approximately as /—a,.
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Fig. 5.1: The height of collapse of a multiphase plume in a non-stratified stable atmosphere as a function of the
parameter aq defined in Eq. (5.40). Here we compare the exact formula Eq. (5.43) with its asymptotic
expansion Eq. (5.44)), in the case vq = 0.2.

On the other hand, if a, > 0, the column is stable, rising indefinitely with this
law (see App. :

5 1 3 1—aq
= —ad 5 1 — 1 (1 — . 4
(= o [itey (1)~ (-0 (5.49

The asymptotic expansion &(z) = 1+O(x) allows us to find the self-similar solution:

5

3 3

q(¢) = ( MCrei(1- aq)) o (3 (5.46a)
bag 7
1/, 5 4

m(¢) = |~ (O = 1) +1| (5. (5.46D)

q
From here it is possible to extract the asymptotic plume radius evolution:
3 1

b(¢) = 1) _ Vgt ag &_1(1—ay). (5.47)

m(¢) ? ’

In this formula, we can recognize the famous result of Morton et al. [I1]: the plume

spread b'(¢) is asymptotically constant and equal to qu = g%. Moreover we found

the initial virtual radius of the asymptotic plume and its asymptotic approximation,

by = ay”° &_1(1 - a,) ~ 0.5012\/a, + 0.6. (5.48)

The virtual plume radius is the intercept between z = 0 and the radius of the

1/5
equivalent plume spreading from a point source at z = z, = —555 (’57%(1 — ay).
q
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Fig. 5.2: a) The virtual radius b, as a function of aq. The virtual radius tends to zero when aqg — 0 and increases
with a square root law as aq increases (cf. Eq. (5.48)). b) Height of the plume radius necking (neck as

predicted by Eq. (5.51).

In Fig. we show the behavior of b,(a,) and of its asymptotic approximation.
Finally, it is worth noting that the derivative of the plume radius has a simple
expression thanks to the first integral (5.38)

3 2(1—
V() = v [5 - W] : (5.49)
from which
b(0) = v, B - 2(15;%)] : (5.50)

is the plume radius slope at ( = 0. Another important property is the necking
height ¢ = Cpeck, Where b'((peck) = 0. It exists only when 0 < a, < 2/5:

3

Cneck = ?)iqaé [(g(l - aq)>m & (g) —6_ 1 (1- aq)] . (5.51)

o=

As shown in Fig. [5.2D] the necking height never exceeds ¢ = 1.

We summarize in Fig. all the possible regimes of model . Ranging from
a, = 07 to a, = 07 passing through a, = oo, we have shown that: 1) (collapsing
regime) when a, < 0 the plume is collapsing, ¢'(0) > v,, and its height increases
as aq decreases (cf. Fig. 5.1); 2) (jet regime) when a, — oo then model Eq.
reduces to the jet model (5.15)) with b(z) = v,z + 1; 3) (forced plume regime) when
aq > 1 the initial slope is %% < '(0) < v,, and the plume starts behaving as a jet
until z < )y (cf. and Morton [10]), then it moves to the plume-like behavior.
As shown in Figs. , , {y and by increase with a,; 4) (pure plume regime) when
a, = 1 the solution of model highly simplifies and asymptotic expansions
coincide with the exact solution. In particular, we have b(z) = 3%2 + 1. There is
not a jet-like interval in this regime; 5) (buoyant plume regime) when 0 < a, < 1
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Fig. 5.3: Evolution of the plume radius b(z) = ¢/4/m in all the admissible regimes of model (5.35) with vy = 0.2.
Starting from the lower graph, we choose: aq = —1, —10, —50, oo, 50, 10, 1, 0.1, 0.0001 .

we have b'(0) < 3%, and the plume radius reach its asymptotic slope 3% rapidly,

after a small necking interval. In particular, if 0 < a, < 2/5 there exist (e > 0
where b (Cpeck) = 0.

5.6 Boussinesq plume regime in a stratified environment

The Boussinesq approximation, with atmospheric stratification reduces ({5.1)) to:

q = vg\fa(()m (5.52)
m' = vn L (f = 70) (5.53)
f/ _ —Ufl ;afésg) q. (554)

If we consider the atmospheric stratification only at the first order, we can apply
the following approximation to the latter system (cf. Eqgs. (5.9) and (5.10)):

o 1= 0(¢)
T 1a(Q)

allowing us to write the multiphase plume model in a stratified calm atmosphere:

a(() ~1 ~ v, (5.55)

"= v,/m (5.56a)
m' = vm%(f - Ye) (5.56b)
f'=—vs0q. (5.56¢)
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This model reduces to the same model introduced by Morton [10] in the monophase
case:

q = v,/m (5.57a)

m' = vmg (5.57b)
m
f'=—vsoq, (5.57¢)

where vy is proportional to the Brunt-Viisalld frequency N? (cf. Woods [18] and

Eq (5.10)).

In order to find the first integrals of motion, we write system ([5.56|) in this form:

dg ~ mdm df
UQ\/E UmQ(f - ’VC) Vg.04 ‘

By using the last equation multiplied by ¢(f — 7.), we obtain the first conserved
quantity (recall that fo =mo = 1):

(5.58)

Un = L2 4 (f =70 = (1 =70 + L2 (5.59)
m Um
U,, is a very interesting quantity, because it holds whatever the entrainment model
is. Indeed, we have found it just by using the conservation of mass and enthalpy in
system , which are independent from the entrainment model. Moreover, this
conserved quantity is telling us that m reaches its maximum value

M = w + 2 (1= )2, (5.60)
Vro

when f = .. In other words, the flux of momentum is maximum when the flux of

buoyancy (f — v.) is zero: neutral buoyancy level.

Additionally, this first integral of motion tells us the value of the enthalpy flux

when the plume reaches its maximum height. We define the maximum height of the

plume as the point ( = (ax Where m = 0, thus the minimum value of the enthalpy
flux should be

f(Cmax) = fmin =% — \/@7 (561)

because f is a strictly decreasing function of ¢ (cf. Eq. (5.56¢])). Thus, increasing
the height ¢ from 0 to (nax let f decrease from 1 to fun; while m increases from 1
(f =1) to Muyax (f = 7c), then it decreases to 0 when f = fii,. These observations,
will be very useful in the next sections of this chapter.

Moving back to Eq. (5.58)), it is easy to show that:

v v UL/ 1/4
gdg = ———ymdf = —=Z (U — (f =7)?) " df, (5.62)
U0 v
from which we obtain another first integral of motion:
9 1/4 — e 2
Uy = ¢+ YA~ 7) B (M> , (5.63)
'Uf’o 4 um
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parameter [forcedPlume] [Santiaguito] [weakPlume]| [strongPlume]

1 —x 6.521 %1077  9.163 * 1073 1.832% 1072 4.245 % 102

o 2.054% 1078 1.753% 1073 2.178 % 10~* 3.940 % 102
5y 1.114 %1073 0.1363 6.062 % 1072 0.3010
ap 0.9321 0.5183 0.4828 1.691
Cinax 1526 21.35 141.9 17.89
¢ 1524 20.54 139.3 15.89
¢ 1532 24.16 151.5 24.33
Cinax/ Cabl 1.318 1.375 1.345 1.488
¢ et 1.318 1.394 1.354 1.582

Tab. 5.4: The main parameters defined in this section for the four plume examples of this thesis.

where §1 (x) = oF} (—l 1.3, x) is the hypergeometric function defined when x < 1
in App. and §1(1) = m3/2/2/(6T%(3/4)) ~ 0.874qﬂ. Noting that 2§ (2?) is a
strictly increasing function bounded in [—1, 1], we have that, as f decrease from 1
to 7. — v/ Uy, ¢ must increase from 1 to

2, v/4 1—)?
Ga = 1+ =571 w l(l — )% <(UV)) + \/@81(1)1 . (5.64)
£,0 m

By using again Eq. (5.56¢)) with ([5.63]), we have found the implicit solution of

problem ([5.56)):

1 1
1 2, v/ = ve)? ’
(=L [ap = 2y (g, (VD) )
Uf,(]f Uf70 4 um

In order to better understand the behavior of the solution in different regimes,

it is useful to define (see also Eq. (5.19)):

1
2 1 UyN
<(1_U§O)QU> = W% plume limit parameter (5.66)

_ cbg"
Uy N

Op

& = (|1 —7edp) " jet limit parameter (5.67)

which are comparing Uy = Uy/¢ with U, = g/N ~ 925 m/s and 7, with 1. As we
will show in the next section, when 9§, is small (Uy < U, and 7, < 1) the solution
has mainly a plume-like behavior, on the contrary, when J; < 1, the solution
behaves manly as a jet.

SHere I'(z) is the Gamma function.
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When we are in the plume limit regime (§, < 1), any power of U,, can be

simplified to (see Eq. (5.59)):
W, =1 =7 (14 02) =1 =" (14902 + 0(3})) . (5.68)

This approximation, leads to the limit

QV%sqngwiﬁ e < 1
(max = vm(

O (5.69a)
1 it p.>1
Mmax (5;1 (5.69b)
e —1 if 4 <1
fmin = (569C)
1 it y.>1.

Thus, in this regime we recognize two distinct behaviors: when ~,. > 1 the multiphase
plume is too heavy and slow to reach its height of positive buoyancy and it collapses.
On the contrary, when 7. < 1, the plume is able to reach its buoyancy reversal
height and it can rise into the atmosphere. During its ascent, f varies approximately
in [27. — 1, 1], while ¢ and m reach a much larger value the more 4, is small.

On the other hand, in the jet limit regime (§; < 1) we have:

U= (=) +67%) =67 (5.70a)

Gmax = 1+ %%%(1) (sj (570b)
1

n%mgl+§u—%Fﬁ (5.70c)

funin = =07 (5.70d)

In this case g and m reach maximum values near 1, while f decreases the more the
more 0; is small.

5.6.1 Plume height

Eq. gives us the opportunity to write an analytic expression for the
maximum height reached by a plume described by Eqgs. (5.56). Indeed, the maximum
plume height (m=0) is reached when when f = fym (cf. Eq. (5.61). Thus, by
substituting f = fun in the integral lower limit, and performing a change of
variable in the integral with = = (f — 7.)/v/Um, we obtain (see definition for U,, in



5 Non-dimensionalization. 25

o o o
~N © © -
T T T T
0,5023 4
§ 0-6‘698
0y 25
7 %y,
7
7>
L ée L L L

0.6 I /
F\r @ /
o @ N o © A
s A 0 oy W
Sosp S & & § iy § 1
o 9 o Y N
o / Qo
04 y 4
©
/ o
g 2
0.3F & N
/ N
0.2t / © < 1
& ) v o
¥ & S 2\ A
CIB 3 q‘;bb‘ Q;b 0‘.5(5 N ?36\
il 5 8 & © 06 o
. & ‘ o A
- 2 3 51
/ s AATZ A oA 5\ N
0 1 I 1 L 1 1 1 1 T
-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Zo

Fig. 5.4: Contour plot of the plume height function h(zo,do) defined in Eq. (5.71). This function assumes its
maximum in §(1,0) = T'; ~ 2.572, and it is a strictly decreasing function of go. When zg — 1~ we are
in the plume regime; o — 0

Eq. (0.59)):

1 V(1 —7e)? + v e _
Cmax = 71 N ( ( il ) f70> b(ﬂ?o, qo) (571&)
0¢ (V)1 Ufo0
NS B -1
Do) = 5 | o o+ 0Balad) — 8,6 (5.710)
1
2o = (1 — ) Um ’ (5.71c)
3
_ (vmvpo)? Vs :
= : 7 5.71d
1 20, U (1 — )% + vy ( )

where h(zo, go) is a function defined in [—1,1] x [0,00). It is worth noting that
with this substitution the neutral buoyancy level height can be easily obtained by
substituting the lower bound of the integral © = —1 with z = 0 (cf. Eqgs.
and (5.61)).

In Fig. [5.4] we represent the values assumed by b(zo, go) in (zo,qo) € (—1,1) X
(0,1). We notice that this function has a maximum in h(1,0) = I'y ~ 2.572.
Approaching this point, the function increases suddenly. This figure must be read
keeping in mind four main regimes: 1) 2o — 1~ when 7, < 1 and , < 1. In this
case we are in the plume regime near the singular point (zg, gy = (1,0), thus the
column initially has enough momentum to reach its buoyancy reversal height and
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enough enthalpy to rise until its maximum; 2) when 7. > 1 and ¢, < 1, we are in
the collapsing plume regime near the point (zo, Go) = (—1,0); 3) when 6; < 1 we are
in the jet regime, near the line zy = 0. In general, 7. is the parameter controlling
the column stability: when 7. < 1 then 0 < g < 1, the column is not collapsing
and when zy — 1 the column behaves as a plume, while o — 07, the column
behaves as a jet.

The expression for the plume height we have found is the multiphase version
of to that found in Morton [I0]. The behavior of h near (zo,go) = (1,0) is the
more interesting from a volcanological point of view, and it can be studied by
using asymptotic expansion techniques for §, < 1 (plume regime). In this case,

Egs. (5.71) can be highly simplified. Indeed by using Eq. ((5.66)), we have:

. 1 1
xo = sign(1 — v.) <1 - 5(5?, + O((Sé)) ~1— 565 (5.72)
~ Um ¢5/2 9/2\ Um 52 _ 1 o5
do = |1 - ’7c| T’Uq(sp/ + O((Sp/ ) — (1 - 70> 27%5p/ - iap(sp/ (573)
ap = (1—7) Um , see footnotd'] (5.74)

because 7. < 1 near xyp = 1 . Moreover, if x ~ 1, the hypergeometric function can
be approximated as follows:

) , 29/4
2§ (2?) = /(1 ~ ) de 21/4/(1 —a)i =1 -0)i+5(1). (5.75)
With these information and a, small enough, say
30 4
a, < 2°° + R ~ 2.5, (5.76)

it is possible to show that:
17 -1
\/5/ dz [Go + 20 Fy(a2) — a§y(2?)] * =Ty [1 - T (1+a22) 631 | (5.77)
21

where

1
1 )
I = \/5_/1 de [3,(1) - 2§,(a)] ¥ ~ 2572
Ty ~ 0.3802.

In this “plume regime”, the analytic formulation for the plume height given in (5.71|)
simplifies to the first order approximation:

r 5\ 38
it = HiR/fo = —— [1-Ta (14 af? ) 55 (5.78)
Vg ap’ Op

"Recall that a, = ﬁ, see Eq. ((5.40).
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Fig. 5.5: Comparison of the exact formula Eq. (5.71) for the plume height of model (5.56|) with the first order
approximation Eq. (5.78) over the zeroth order approximation Eq. (5.81]).

while the zeroth order approximation is:
r
- (5.79)

vgag o

G = Hiow /o =

max

This last approximation holds in the limit 4, — 0, which is equivalent to the pure
plume solution with initial mass and momentum equal to zero and finite initial flux
of buoyancy.

In Fig. [5.5{ we show the good behavior of Eq. when 9, < 0.3 and a, < 5. It
i worth noting from Tab. [5.2] that this parameter range is the most interesting from
the point of view of volcanic plumes. Fig. [5.5] compares the first order, the zeroth
order and the exact solution . It shows that the first order approximation
behaves very well in the selected parameter range. On the other hand, we point out
that considering the first order approximation instead of the zeroth order allows to
avoid an error up to 100% when 6, ~ 0.3 and a, = 5 (Hpayx ~ H{Y) =~ 0.5HY) ).
We observe also that Fig. is a zoom on the singularity at the bottom right of
Fig. , since Gy < 53/2.

In the literature, the problem of obtaining the maximum plume height starting
from the monophase (7. = 0) formulation of the plume model in a stratified envi-
ronment, Eq has been studied in Morton et al. [I1]. He found (paxm =~ 2.805
in his non-dimensionalization. We can recover the same result in the zero order ap-
proximation, by noting that the conversion factor from our non-dimensionalization
to that used by Morton et al. [I1] is

3 1

3 1 1 1l 3
Cu = 250 v vl € = 250,083 ¢, (5.80)

-

from which (maxm = 2% ['y ~ 2.805. Turning to dimensional variables, at the zeroth
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order we have recovered the famous relationship:

1 1
go b o9\ _ Th (égQo)’ (5.81)
2 N V2 \aoyN§ ) '

telling that the maximum plume height to the power four is proportional to the
mass flow rate times the enthalpy anomaly and inversely proportional to the cube of
the Brunt-Vaisélla frequency. In the monophase case, when the Ricou and Spalding
[14] entrainment model can be considered a good approximation for the dynamics of
the first part of the plume, this result is valid even if the Boussinesq approximation
is not valid (see Eq. (5.52)).

In volcanological applications the zero order formula is widely used. We have
found a correction to that formula, for the multiphase case in both the zeroth
and first order formulation. In dimensional variables, the multiphase first order

5

formulation of the plume height reads:
N
¢*glo \ | (UoNo\*
1 5.82
! (2% Ug ¢*g (582)

Ho = <¢*9Q°>4 {1 -1,
¢* = (1 - ’}/C)(b = ¢ - [Xs}/s,[) + (Xe - we)Y:e,O] . (583)

vV 2 OZQN(?
which strongly increase the accuracy of the plume height, keeping a simple analytic
formulation. The only difference between the monophase and the multiphase
formulation is in the factor (1 — ~.), through the substitution ¢ — ¢*.

We remind that this Taylor series approximation holds when 4, < 1 which is
equivalent to Up/¢ < g/No ~ 925m/s. This last condition give us a lower limit for
¢ and than to the vent temperature:

U()NO AT() Ui ON 0

¢ > g = T0> . (5.84)

If the vent temperature is much smaller than this lower bound, than the plume
behaves more likely to a jet, and integral must be evaluated without the
approximation d, < 1.

When we are in the opposite condition 6; = o, 1 — 0 (jet limit), we have
rg — 6 < 1. In this regime, the function h(x¢,G) does not have a strong

singularity as in the case zo — 1 (cf. Fig. and Eq. (5.71) can be safely
approximated at the zeroth order as (use the fact that 2§(2?) ~ z in z € [—1,0]):

1 R O L
5 do = = .
Vg (\/q}) @+ qo) 20, Al

If also go < 1 this expression further simplifies giving the following expression for
the maximum jet height:

0o\ 2
Hypax =~ <U°°> . (5.86)
%N()

Hmax = EO

(5.85)

As a first order approximation one can use ¢, =~ by and invert this expression to
find the inlet velocity from the jet height.
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5.6.2 Neutral buoyancy level and plume height inversion

By recalling that the neutral buoyancy level (nbl) is reached when f =0, it is

easy to modify Egs. (5.71]) and (5.78)) to find Hpy:

1 Um (1 =) +v 5 -
Hoally = ( 1= %) f’0> By (0, ) (5.87)
g (Umvf 0)7 v
By (0, Go) = / A [do + w0 §y(28) — 23,(+%)] (5.88)
o 5\ 5
nbl/go [Fnbl — I (1 +ap ) (Sp} ; (5.89)
Vg Qp (53
0 _1
oo = / — 2§, (2%)] * = 0.759%. (5.90)
—1

Thus we have found a first-order modification of the result of Turner [15]:

HWY 1 [y(1 =T, 5\ .3
max _ 2( ) (1 + ap12> S . (5.91)

= +
H 1(1%))1 Fnbl Fim

At the zeroth order we find HmaX/Hn]D = 1/Ty ~ 1.316 in agreement with
Hyax/Hup = 1.3 obtained by Turner [15].

This result is telling us that the ratio between the maximum plume height and
its neutral buoyancy level is a constant I',;} ~ 1.3 when dp is small enough, and it
grows with 63/ 4,

The neutral buoyancy level of a plume can be observed by measuring the height
where the plume umbrella begins to spread up. If we know Hnbl; H ., o ~ by and
the entrainment v, = 23, it is possible to invert Egs. and ( - in order
to find ¢, and a, or equivalently Uy, ¢ and . Deﬁmng hnbl = Hyax/Hy and
Rmax = Hmax/éo, we find

(ap) "2 + (ap) " = ay (5.922)
Uqhmax(hnblrnbl - 1)

"= [yl (1 = L) (5.92b)

(o) 7% = 1—0.41al + 1. Zgh +1.394} + a4 (5.92¢)

Uy = f(;Ng (5.92¢)
q~'p~p N2€0

9" =(1—")¢= m ) (5.92f)

a well posed problem when hyy > ' =~ 1.316. The first equation can be solved
looking for the unique positive root with respect @ = (a,)~/? (cf. Fig. .6). In
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Fig. 5.6: Root of Eq. (5.92a)) as a function of aj, and its analytic approximation, Eq. (5.92c).

Eq. we give an approximate analytic solution which has a good behavior
both in the asymptotic (a;, — 0 and a; — o0) and intermediate regime (0.5 <
ap < 5). In conclusion, the first order approximation for the plume height gives an
additional information allowing to find both Uy and ¢* in contrast with the zero
order approximation which needs an additional hypothesis on ¢* to give the mass
flux.

In order to fix ideas, we give an example. Suppose to have a monophase air
plume with Uy = 30 m/s, Ty = 373 K (8, = 0.947 kg/m?), by = 0.1 m ejected
in an atmosphere with T,y = 300 K, py = 101325 Pa and Ny = 1.015 % 1072
Hz. Solving Egs. with the Ricou and Spalding [14] model (3x = 0.14), we
obtain Hyy/lo ~ 1387.2 and hy, = 1.3461, slightly bigger than '} ~ 1.316.
Now, substituting Hmax/%o, huni, v, = 0.28 and p = 0.1 m in Eqgs. , we can
invert the problem recovering the initial velocity and density. With our first order
approximation, we obtain:

UO,inverted ~ 28 m/s (593)
BO,inverted ~ (.887 kg/m3 P (594)

with less than 10 % of error with respect to the “real” values.

5.7 Analytic solution for a non-Boussinesq plume in a
stratified environment

In this section we want to find an analytic solution approximating the behavior
of model in its complete form, from the vent elevation up to the neutral
buoyancy level. The strategy that we will follow here will bring to an update of the
results we have presented in Cerminara et al. [3].

Both Egs. (5.26) and (5.41)) admit the same asymptotic solution fulfilling the
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initial condition ¢(0) = 1}

4v,

75%1(1 ) (5.95)

5
3v 3
q(¢) = <1q/5 ¢+ 1) , where a, =
Dayq
Thus this solution approximate the plume model (5.1)) in both the Boussinesq and

non-Boussinesq regime. The difference between these two regimes appears in the
asymptotic solution when we choose which first integral of motion to use, either U

(Eq. (5.38)) or Urs (Eq. (5.25))), thus in the form of m:

m(¢) = qu () —1)+ 1] ’ : or (5.96)
m(¢) = {1 (1.(a(0)) — (1) + 1}5 | with  (5.97)
ela) = = 2400 g g tn(lg + o) (5.9%)

These asymptotic expansions are equivalent to Eqgs. (5.46|), with correct initial
conditions m(0) = 1 and ¢(0) = 1. In what follows, we will use the latter Eq.
as asymptotic expansion for the momentum flux, because it works better than the
former equation in the non-Boussinesq regime. Indeed, even if this solution has
been found by applying the approximation g > 1 to Egs. , we want to extend
its applicability to plumes in non-Boussinesq regime. We will describe a strategy to
hold this task, after having introduced atmospheric stratification.

The only difference between Egs. @ — from where we have extracted the
latter asymptotic solution — and the Eqgs. @ — for a stratified atmosphere — is the
variability of f(¢). In the former system f is considered as constant and equal to 1,
while in the latter one it is considered as a function f = f(¢). However, we have seen
in the previous section that f(z) is a slowly varying function, because vy is usually
very small with respect to the rate of variation of the other equations involved,
namely v, and v,,. Thus, one strategy to look for an analytic solution of the problem
in a stratified atmosphere could be to consider the asymptotic solution valid
also for problem (5.56), and use it for finding f(¢). In particular, substituting ¢()
in (5.56d]), we obtain:

f(Q)=1- M(m((f —-1), (5.99)

with m(¢) defined in Eqs. (5.96]). Now, we recall the first integral of motion found
in Eq. (5.59)

v v
Un = (L= %)+ 22 = (f =) + o, (5.100)

m m

8Tn Egs. are the asymptotic solution of system , written in a form such that it is
possible to find the virtual radius b,. However, that solution does not fulfill initial conditions for
q and m. To write an asymptotic solution respecting the initial condition it is more convenient to
use ¢(¢) in the form given in this section.
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parameter [forcedPlume] [Santiaguito] [weakPlume]| [strongPlume]

Cinax 1665 23.98 160.6 20.68
(Lasy) 1487 21.79 139.8 19.65
Cabl 1264 18.36 118.6 13.58
¢la) 1145 16.53 106.1 14.55

Tab. 5.5: The main parameters defined in this section for the four plume examples of this thesis.

and we try to substitute Eq. (5.99)) in it. We find:

Vro v .02

This result differs from Eq. (5.59) just because of the term

U%O (
4(1 — v.)?0v2

m

1
L=m?)? = 2(1 = %)*0 (1 —m?)?, (5.102)

where we have used the definition of &, = vy /(1 —7c)*vp. The latter term is O(47),
thus it can be disregarded in the plume regime (d, < 1) with respect the other two
terms in the right-hand-side of Eq. (5.101]), which are respectively O(1) and O(dy).
By noting that U,, is approximatively conserved by the asymptotic solution found
in this section, we have corroborated the fact that this solution is approximating
the complete solution in the plume regime.

Having the enthalpy flux evolution f((), it is possible to calculate the maximum
plume height and neutral buoyancy level by using m . and fu, given respectively in

Egs. (5.60) and (5.61). In Tab.[5.5| we recall the maximum plume height and neutral
buoyancy level as obtained from model (5.1)), comparing it with the asymptotic

results (), ¢\,

Now we move to face the non-Boussinesq regime. The strategy we proposed
in Cerminara et al. [3] is to use the asymptotic solution in the complete inversion
formulas for U, b, 8, Tj, Y. and Y reported in Eq. (5.5). The behavior of this
approximation is showed in Figs. 5.7, 5.8 [5.9] 5.10 There we notice that the
solution works surprisingly well for all the presented plumes. In particular, the
temperature and density profiles are well captured for all the cases. The best
behavior is recorded in the non-Boussinesq monophase plume (recall ¢ = 0.893).
The asymptotic solution behaves worse for the plume radius and the plume axial
velocity in the upper part, where the stratification play the most important role.
Anyway, the plume height is captured with less than 10 % of error for all the plumes.
Systematically, the asymptotic mass flux is overestimated with respect model .
This error present with more evidence in strongPlume, and directly reflects in the
underestimation of the mass fractions along the plume axis.
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[forcedPlume]: Vertical evolution of the non-dimensional fluxes g, m, f (log-log scale), of the plume

radius b (log-log scale) and of the dimensional physical parameters U, 8, Tg, Y, (s), in (linear-log) scale.
Solid lines correspond to the numerical solution of model (5.1]), while dashed lines are evaluated by using

the analytic asymptotic solution Egs. (5.95), (5.97), (5.99).
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Fig. 5.8: [Santiaguito]: Vertical evolution of the non-dimensional fluxes q, m, f (log-linear scale) and of the
dimensional physical parameters U, b, 3, T3, Ye (s)- Solid lines correspond to the numerical solu-
tion of model (5.1)), while dashed lines are evaluated by using the analytic asymptotic solution

Eqs. (595), (5:97), (5.99).
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Fig. 5.9: [weakPlume]: Vertical evolution of the non-dimensional fluxes g, m, f (log-linear scale) and of the
dimensional physical parameters U, b, 3, T3, Ye (s)- Solid lines correspond to the numerical solu-
tion of model (5.1)), while dashed lines are evaluated by using the analytic asymptotic solution

Eqs. (595), (5:97), (5.99).
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Eqs. (5:95), (-97), (-99).
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6 Comparison between results of 3D and integral plume
models

Integral models for plumes describe the evolution with height (the axial unity
vector being 2) of three main variables: the flux of mass, momentum and buoyancy.
The purpose of these kind of models is to reproduce — as accurately as possible
— the behavior of these three parameters under the hypothesis that the plume is
stationary. Moving to the 3D models, they give us the plume variables as a function
of time and space. In order to compare results, we have first of all to average the
3D result over a time window where the solution can be considered stationary. The
second step to do in order to coherently compare the two kind of models is to define
the three fluxes also in the 3D case. We choose to define it as described below.

Given ) x 7, the space-time domain, we first average over J a generic 3D
variable ¥ (x,t):

U= ()a(z) = [ v@.b)dt. (6.1

For keeping the notation as simple as possible, in this section we use (_) in place of
(-)7. We define a plume subset Q,1,(2) C €., where €, is the plane orthogonal to
Z at height z. Subset (), is identified by two thresholds: the averaged mixture
velocity has positive axial component and the mass fraction of a tracer Y acer 1S
larger than a minimum threshold y,:

Qplm = {(-1'17 1’2) € Qz ’ Iam -2 2 0 and gtracer 2 ymin} . (62)

We refer to the integral over this domain as:
P(z) = (¢(m)>gplm = /Q dzydxs (2, 29, 2) . (6.3)
plm

In particular we define respectively the mass flux, the kth mass fraction, the
momentum flux and the buoyancy flux as follows:

TQ = (P Un, - 2) = 1BUb? (6.4a)
Q) = <,5 U A>Qpl = 1Y, Ub? (6.4b)
{ P (1 ) > = 18U (6.4¢)

1+kak—1) o m m 5

where Yy, = > (¥ — )Y, Yy, = > (xx — 1)Y, and k& € JUJ (with nil gas constant
of the solid phase ¥; = 0). Moreover, a(z) = (pa(x))q,,,- We choose this method
for obtaining the one-dimensional integral fluxes because of two reasons: 1) it is
the three-dimensional counterpart of what we have defined in Secs. [3] and [4] thus
it holds even in non-Boussinesq regime ﬂ; 2) it is independent on the shape of the
radial profile of the plume.

1+Y, ,
7T<1+Y¢ 5>Ub’

plm

(6.4d)

9A similar approach for the Boussinesq regime has been developed in Kaminski et al. [7].
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By defining @y = Y,@Q and Q, = Y, @, we can recover the plume variables by
using the same inversion formulas given in[5.5] We recall them in their dimensional
form:

e plume radius b(z) = %W
e plume density ((z) = « %

e kth averaged mass fractions Y;(z) = %

e plume temperature 7'(z) = T, éfg
X

e plume velocity U(z) = %

e entrainment coefficient s(z) = Qc%b

where (-)" is the derivative along the plume axis and T, = p/R,« is the atmospheric
temperature profile.

It is worth noting that the methodology described in this section allows plume
modelers to coherently compare results obtained from one-dimensional integral mod-
els with data obtained from complex three-dimensional simulations. Moreover, the
entrainment coefficient »r — the key empirical parameter for one-dimensional models
— can be casily obtained for three-dimensional fields. In [2] we give some example of
the results we obtain by using this averaging procedure for the post-processing of
three-dimensional plume simulations. We have used the same procedure also for
the TAVCEI (International Association of Volcanology and Geochemistry of the
Earth Interior) plume model intercomparison initiative [4], consisting in performing
a set of simulations using a standard set of input parameters so that independent
results could be meaningfully compared and evaluated, discuss different approaches,
and identify crucial issues of state of the art of models.
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A Notation
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S NS

Hmax
H nbl

=
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™y

acceleration

plume radius

speed of sound

specific heat

drag coefficient

specific heat at constant pressure
specific heat at constant volume
compressibility of the velocity
field: (V- u[*)o/(|[Vul*)a
particle diameter

spatial dimension

vent diameter

strain rate tensor

internal energy per unity of mass
total energy per unity of mass
kinetic energy per unity of mass
spectrum

drag force per unity of volume
acting on the jth particle class
buoyancy flux

Gauss hypergeometric functions
gravitational acceleration norm
reduced gravity

gravitational acceleration vector
gravitational acceleration versor
enstrophy per unity of mass
enthalpy per unity of mass
volcanic plume maximum height
volcanic plume neutral buoyancy
level

index running over all the chemi-
cal components in the fluid phase
number of chemical components
in the fluid phase

set of all the indexes ¢

identity tensor

index running over all the parti-
cle classes

number of particle classes

=R

" O s st 223 ™~

£

O-
=

@)

ce 8 =8 S

Ny W

thermal conductivity

kinetic energy per unity of mass
subgrid-scale kinetic energy per
unity of mass

length scale

mass

number of grid cells
Brunt-Vaisalla frequency
pressure of the fluid phase

heat flux

radial coordinate

radial unity vector

gas constant

mass flow rate

heat per unity of volume ex-
changed from the fluid phase to
the jth particle class

release of thermal energy from
the vent

subgrid-scale diffusivity vector
for the temperature

source term

rate-of-shear tensor

vorticity tensor

time

temperature

stress tensor

temporal domain

velocity vector

velocity scale or mean plume ve-
locity

entrainment velocity

volume

particle settling terminal velocity
WALE subgrid model operator
position vector

mass fraction

subgrid-scale diffusivity vector
for the mass fraction

axial coordinate

axial unity vector

set of all the indexes j
wavenumber

density of the atmosphere
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Nusselt number

Prandtl number

subgrid-scale turbulent Prandtl
number

Reynolds number

Richardson number

Stokes number

~

Q
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\/\/5//\ @)

—~
09~ ~—

)
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cell faces averaging

space domain averaging
temporal domain averaging

jth mass fraction weight average
over the domain

filtered quantity

Favre-filtered quantity

dusty gas

ejected gas phase

fluid phase

gas phase

ith chemical component of the
fluid mixture

jth particle class

correction due to particle decou-
pling

root mean square

solid phase

Sutherland law

atmospheric

gas - particle mixture

gas - particle mixture (integral
model)

£ gas-particle mixture density for
the integral plume model
B, density ratio parameter
~v adiabatic index of the gas mix-
ture
v. stability of the plume column
0 grid scale
Ax smallest space scale of the dy-
namical problem
e volumetric concentration
€, subgrid-scale energy dissipation
¢ non-dimensional axial coordinate
Nk Kolmogorov length scale
7, entrainment function
6 atmospheric thermal gradient
¥ azimuth angle
k dispersed on carrier mass ratio
» entrainment coefficient
At Taylor microscale
v fluid kinematic viscosity
¢ smallest resolved LES length
scale
v fluid dynamic viscosity
pp  fluid bulk viscosity
iy subgrid-scale eddy viscosity
p bulk density
p density
o density scale
T typical time scale
To eddy turnover time
7, Kolmogorov time scale
v molar fraction
¢. drag correction function
X ratio between specific heats
1 ratio between the gas constants;
generic function
) spatial domain
Co Courant number
Ec Eckert number
Eu Euler number
Fr Froude number

Mach number
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B Gauss hypergeometric functions

Gauss hypergeometric functions o F1([-, ] ; []; ) are useful in order to perform
integrals of the form:

/(:L‘C —a)’dx. (B.1)

oF1([+,+]; []; ) is the hypergeometric function defined when = < 1 as:
2 F1(a, b; c; x) :Z , (B.2)
n=0 n n‘
1 n=20
(@) = (B.3)
ala+1)...(a+n+1) n>0.

In thesis we have to deal with integrals in which ¢ = 2, thus we define

acor =6 ([0 2] 3

&y(z) = oFy ([—b, —b— ﬂ ; B —b

;x) (B.4)
;x) , (B.5)

so that
/(a—x)bdx—ax§b<2>+0 if 2*<a (B.6)
142b a
/(wQ—a)bdx—1+2b®b< >+C’ if 2 >a. (B.7)

It is worth noting that §,(1) and &,(1) are finite and them value is tied to the
Gamma function I'(x) as:

Sl = Y (B.5)
eun) = 2y, (B.9)
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