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The Boltzmann equation framework for inelastic Maxwell models is considered to determine the
transport coefficients associated with the mass, momentum and heat fluxes of a granular binary
mixture in spatially inhomogeneous states close to the simple shear flow. The Boltzmann equation
is solved by means of a Chapman-Enskog-like expansion around the (local) shear flow distributions

T(O) for each species that retains all the hydrodynamic orders in the shear rate. Due to the anisotropy
induced by the shear flow, tensorial quantities are required to describe the transport processes instead
of the conventional scalar coefficients. These tensors are given in terms of the solutions of a set of
coupled equations, which can be ezactly solved as functions of the shear rate a, the coefficients
of restitution ars and the parameters of the mixture (masses, diameters and composition). Since

the reference distribution functions fﬁo) apply for arbitrary values of the shear rate and are not
restricted to weak dissipation, the corresponding generalized coefficients turn out to be nonlinear
functions of both a and a,-s. The dependence of the relevant elements of the three diffusion tensors
on both the shear rate and dissipation is illustrated in the tracer limit case, the results showing that
the deviation of the generalized transport coefficients from their forms for vanishing shear rates is in
general significant. A comparison with the previous results obtained analytically for inelastic hard
spheres by using Grad’s moment method is carried out showing a good agreement over a wide range
of values for the coefficients of restitution. Finally, as an application of the theoretical expressions
derived here for the transport coefficients, thermal diffusion segregation of an intruder immersed in

a granular gas is also studied.

PACS numbers: 05.20.Dd, 45.70.Mg, 51.10.+y

I. INTRODUCTION

Granular media under rapid flow conditions are
amenable to a fruitful modelization through a gas of in-
elastic hard spheres (IHS) [1]. In the simplest model,
the grains are assumed to be smooth so that the inelas-
ticity is characterized through a constant (positive) co-
efficient of normal restitution a < 1 that only affects
the translational degrees of freedom of the grains. The
case a = 1 corresponds to elastic collisions. Due to the
kinetic-energy dissipation in collisions, energy must be
externally injected to the granular gas in order to main-
tain it in rapid flow regime (fluid-like description). In
some cases, the system is driven into the flow through a
(linear) shear field (simple or uniform shear flow, USF)
where a steady state is achieved when the energy dissi-
pated by collisions is balanced by the energy supplied by
shearing work. The study of the rheological properties
in the steady USF has received consequential attention
in the past years E, B], especially in the case of monodis-
perse granular gases.
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The USF state is defined by a constant density n, a
uniform granular temperature 7', and a linear velocity
profile u, = ay, where a is the constant shear rate. In
the steady state, the system admits a non-Newtonian
description M, B] characterized by shear-rate dependent
viscosity and normal stress differences. An interesting
problem is the analysis of momentum and heat trans-
port in spatially inhomogeneous states close to the USF.
The physical situation is such that the granular gas is
in a strongly sheared state that deviates from the USF
conditions by small spatial gradients. The response of
the system to these perturbations gives rise to additional
contributions to the momentum and heat fluxes, which
can be characterized by generalized shear-rate dependent
transport coefficients. Due to the mathematical difficul-
ties met in obtaining those coefficients from the Boltz-
mann collision operator for IHS ﬂ], the inelastic version
of the BGK model ﬂa] was considered to determine the
above generalized transport coeflicients ﬂ, ] On the
other hand, explicit expressions for these coefficients were
obtained by assuming particular perturbations where the
steady state conditions of the USF apply ﬂﬂ, ] This al-
lowed us to perform a linear stability analysis of the hy-
drodynamic equations with respect to the USF state ﬂé]
to get the conditions for instability at long wavelengths.
The results derived for THS from the BGK model has
been then revisited by considering a mean field version
of the hard sphere system where randomly chosen pairs
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of particles collide with a random impact direction. This
assumption, which yields a Boltzmann collision operator
with a collision rate independent of the relative veloc-
ity of the two colliding particles, opens the possibility of
obtaining exact results for granular gases in the context
of the Boltzmann kinetic equation. The above interac-
tion model is referred to as the inelastic Maxwell model
(IMM) [9-16] and it has been widely considered by physi-
cists and mathematicians alike in the past few years to
unveil in a clean way the role of dissipation in granu-
lar flows. In particular, the use of IMM allows us to
ezxactly determine the set of generalized transport coeffi-
cients around the USF state for general unsteady condi-
tions [17].

All the above results refer to monocomponent granular
gases. However, a real granular system is generally char-
acterized by some degree of polydispersity in density and
size (granular mixtures). Needles to say, the difficulties
for obtaining explicit results of transport in states close to
USF increase considerably when one considers multicom-
ponent systems since not only the number of transport
coefficients is larger than for a single gas but they are
also functions of more parameters such as composition,
masses, sizes and different coefficients of restitution. As
in the case of monocomponent granular gases ﬂﬂ], a pos-
sible way to get exact results in the above problem retain-
ing the explicit form of the Boltzmann collision operator
is to consider IMM. The use of this interaction model al-
lows in principle to determine the transport properties in
a strongly sheared granular mixture without introducing
additional and sometimes uncontrolled approximations.
In addition, as has been mentioned in previous papers,
the results derived for inhomogeneous states from IMM
compare well (especially in the case of low order mo-
ments) with those obtained from THS [18 21], showing
the reliability of IMM as a toy model to characterize the
effect of collisional dissipation on the dynamic properties
of granular flows. Apart from its academic interest, it
is also notable that some experiments ﬂﬂ] for magnetic
grains with dipolar interactions have been well described
by IMM.

We are interested here in studying mass, momentum
and heat transport in a strongly sheared binary mixture.
In this case and taking the USF state as the reference one,
the set of Boltzmann kinetic equations for the mixture is
solved by means of a Chapman-Enskog-like expansion ﬂﬂ]

around the distributions fr(o) of each species. Since the
above distributions hold for arbitrary values of the shear
rate ], the different approximations in the Chapman-
Enskog method retain all the hydrodynamic orders in
a. Thus, the non-equilibrium problem analyzed here ac-
counts for two kinds of spatial gradients: small gradi-
ents due to the (slight) perturbations to the USF and
arbitrarily large shear rates due to the reference shear
flow state. In this paper, we will restrict our calculations
to first order (Navier-Stokes-like hydrodynamic order) in
the spatial gradients of concentration, temperature and
flow velocity. The hydrodynamic Burnett equations (sec-

ond order in the spatial gradients) for a single granular
gas of IMM have been recently derived ﬂﬂ]

In the first order of the expansion, the mass flux is char-
acterized by the second-rank tensors D;; (diffusion ten-
sor), D, (pressure diffusion tensor) and Dy ;; (thermal
diffusion tensor), the pressure tensor is defined in terms of
the fourth-rank viscosity tensor 7;j¢ while the heat flux
is given in terms of the second-rank tensors D} (Dufour
tensor), L;; (pressure energy tensor) and \;; (thermal
conductivity tensor). The set of the above generalized
transport coefficients are nonlinear functions of the shear
rate and the parameters of the mixture (masses, sizes,
composition and coefficients of restitution). The deter-
mination of these coefficients for IMM is the main goal
of the present contribution.

As in previous papers pertaining to IMM m, 23, @],
the velocity moments of the Boltzmann collision opera-
tor are given in terms of a collision frequency 1. This
parameter can be seen as a free parameter of the model
that can be chosen to optimize the agreement with the
properties of interest of the original Boltzmann equation
for THS. Thus, in order to correctly describe the velocity
dependence of the original THS collision rate, one usually
assumes that the IMM collision rate is proportional to 79
with ¢ = 1/2. Here, we take ¢ as a generalized exponent
so that different values of ¢ can be used to mimic different
interaction potentials. We assume that 1y < nT', with
q > 0. In the case ¢ = 0, 1 is independent of tempera-
ture (model A) while when ¢ # 0, vy is a monotonically
increasing function of temperature (model B). Model A
is closer to the original model of Maxwell gases for elastic
collisions m, @] while model B with ¢ = 1/2 is closer
to ITHS. The possibility of having a general temperature
dependence of vo(T) for inelastic repulsive models has
been also introduced in the granular literatureﬂﬁ, @]
One of the main features of model A is that the reduced
shear rate a* = a/vy (which is the relevant parameter
measuring the departure from the homogeneous cooling
state) does not change in time and so, a non-Newtonian
hydrodynamic regime (where a* and the coefficients of
restitution «,s are independent parameters) is achieved
for long times. In this regime, the combined effect of both
control parameters on the (scaled) transport coefficients
can be studied analytically for model A. This is a bonus
feature of this model that contrasts with the results de-
rived for model B where only analytical results can be
obtained in the steady state limit (namely, when viscous
heating and energy lost by collisions cancel each other).

Finally, as an interesting application of the general re-
sults, a segregation criterion based on the thermal diffu-
sion factor is derived in the tracer limit (namely, a binary
mixture where the concentration of one of the species is
negligible). This criterion shows the transition between
two different regions (upwards and downwards segrega-
tion) by varying the different parameters of the system.
This study complements a previous analysis @ carried
out for THS by using Grad’s moment method [29]. Our
results show that the form of the phase diagrams of seg-



regation is quite similar to those obtained before for THS.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In section [l
the Boltzmann equation for inelastic Maxwell mixtures
is introduced and the USF problem is defined. The
Chapman-Enkog-like expansion around the USF state is
described in section [l Section [V] deals with the evalu-
ation of the generalized transport coefficients associated
with the mass, momentum and heat fluxes. In general,
those coefficients are given in terms of the solutions of
a set coupled nonlinear differential equations that must
be solved with the appropriate boundary conditions to
obtain their hydrodynamic forms. On the other hand, in
the case of model A (¢ = 0), the above set of equations
becomes a set of coupled algebraic equations that can be
analytically solved. Technical details on the calculations
are displayed along several appendices. To illustrate the
dependence of the (scaled) transport coefficients on the
reduced shear rate and the coefficients of restitution, the
simple tracer limit is considered in section [Vl In this lim-
iting case, the diffusion coefficients are the relevant trans-
port coefficients of the mixture. The dependence of the
coefficients D;;, D), ;; and Dr;; on both a* and «., is an-
alyzed for model A for general unsteady conditions while
steady state conditions are assumed to get the forms of
the above coefficients for model B (g # 0). In this latter
case, a comparison with previous results derived for THS
130, [31] is carried out for the coefficients D;;, showing
in general a good agreement even for strong dissipation.
Thermal diffusion segregation is studied in Sec. [V while
a brief discussion of the results reported in this paper is
provided in Sec. [VIIl

II. INELASTIC MAXWELL MIXTURES UNDER
SHEAR FLOW

A. Inelastic Maxwell mixtures

We consider a granular binary mixture modeled as an
IMM. In the absence of external forces, the set of nonlin-
ear Boltzmann equations for the one-particle distribution
function f,(r,v,t) of species r (r = 1,2) reads

(gtJrv V>fTrvt :; Jrs [VIfr(8), fs(®)] , (1)

where the Boltzmann collision operator J,s [vi|f, fs] for
IMM describing the scattering of pairs of particles is

rs /dVg/dO’ fr Vl)fs(v2)
—fr(Vl)fs(Vz)] : (2)

rs [V1|fr7fs

Here,

iy = / av . (v) (3)

is the number density of species r, w,s is an effec-
tive collision frequency for collisions of type 7-s, Q4 =

3

21?2 /T'(d/2) is the total solid angle in d dimensions,
and «a,.s < 1 refers to the constant coefficient of restitu-
tion for collisions between particles of species r with s. In
addition, the primes on the velocities denote the initial
values {v},v,} that lead to {vy,va} following a binary
collision:

vi=vi—pe (1+0,)) (G- g12)0, (4a)

VI2 = V2 + s (1 + ar_sl) (t/J\' ’ gu)a\' ) (4b)

where g15 = vi —V3 is the relative velocity of the colliding
pair, & is a unit vector directed along the centers of the
two colliding spheres, and p,s = m,/(m, + ms) where
m, is the mass of a particle of species 7.

Apart from n,., the relevant quantities in a binary mix-
ture at a hydrodynamic level are the flow velocity u and
the granular temperature 7. They are defined, respec-
tively, as

1Q -
= — Z Psls = Z/dvmsvfs(v)ﬂ (5)
P s=1 s=1

2 2
nT = nds = dv%VQfs(v). (6)
A

In Egs. (@) and (@), p, = m,n, is the mass density of
species 7, n = nj + no is the total number density, p =
p1 + p2 is the total mass density, and V = v — u is
the peculiar velocity. Equations (@) and (@) also define
the (mean) flow velocity u, and the partial temperature
T, of species r. The partial temperature 7;. measures
the mean kinetic energy of species r. As confirmed by
computer simulations %], experiments ﬂﬁ] and kinetic
theory calculations M] the global granular temperature
T is in general different from the partial temperatures 7).
(non-equipartition of energy).

Furthermore, the mass flux for species 7 is defined as

Jr :mr/dvvfr(v)7 (7)
the total pressure tensor is given by
2
P=>" / dvm,VV f (v), (8)
s=1
and the total heat flux is
2 1
= dv =m V3V fy(v). 9
a=3 [avym Vi) ©)

In addition, the rate of energy dissipated due to collisions
among all the species defines the cooling rate ( as

_ MZS / v m, V2Vl £ . (10)



At a kinetic level, it is also convenient to introduce the
partial cooling rates ¢, measuring the rate of energy lost
by species r. They are defined as

Cr = Z Crs = _dniTT Z /dV er2JTs[frafs]a
(11)

where the second identity defines the quantities (5. The
total cooling rate ¢ is given by

2
¢= Z ZsYsCs, (12)
s=1

where x,, = n,/n is the concentration (or mole fraction)
of species r and v, =T, /T

One of the main advantages of considering Maxwell
models (both elastic and inelastic) is that the moments
of the Boltzmann collision operator J,s[f, fs| defined by
Eq. @) can be exactly evaluated in terms of the dis-
tributions f, and fs; without the explicit knowledge of
both distributions |26]. This property has been exploited
to determine the second-, third- and fourth-degree colli-
sional moments for a monodisperse granular gas @] In
the case of mixtures, only the first-, second-degree and
third-degree collisional moments m] have been obtained.
Their explicit forms can be found in the above papers.

The results obtained before apply regardless the spe-
cific form of the effective collision frequencies w,.s. These
frequencies are independent of velocity but depend on
space an time through its dependence on density and
temperature. On physical grounds, w,s < ns. As in pre-
vious works on IMM ﬂﬂ, , ], we will assume that
wrs < ngT9, with ¢ > 0. The case ¢ = 0 (a collision
frequency independent of temperature) will be referred
as model A while the case ¢ # 0 will be called model B.
The collision frequencies w,; can be seen as free param-
eters in the model to optimize the agreement with some
property of interest of IHS. Here, w,s is chosen to get the
same partial cooling rate (s as for IHS (evaluated in the
local equilibrium approximation). With this choice, w;s
can be written as [19, 20|

d—1 1/2
Wrs = Tg (ﬁ) (9T a 98) o, vy = A(Q)anu

g12 97"95

where the value of the quantity A will be defined later
(see subsection [V B). In Eq. @3)), 0,5 = (0, +05)/2, and

2
My 1

0, = my . (14)

s
I s=1

B. Uniform shear flow

We assume that the mixture is under USF. This state
is macroscopically characterized by constant partial den-
sities, a uniform temperature, and a linear velocity profile

u(y) = ui(y) = uz(y) = ayx, (15)

where a is the constant shear rate. This linear velocity
profile assumes no boundary layer near the walls and is
generated by the Lees-Edwards boundary conditions @],
which are simply periodic boundary conditions in the lo-
cal Lagrange frame moving with the flow velocity M]
Since n,- and T are here uniform, then the mass and heat
fluxes vanish and the transport of momentum (measured
by the pressure tensor) is the relevant phenomenon. At a
microscopic level, the USF is characterized by a velocity
distribution function that becomes uniform in the local
Lagrangian frame moving with the flow velocity u, i.e.,
fs(r,v,t) = fo(V,t). In that case, Eq. () becomes [27]

df1 df1
o Var

= Julfi, fi] + Ji2lf1, fo] (16)

and a similar relation for fs. The relevant balance equa-
tion in the USF state is the balance equation for the
temperature. It can be obtained from Eq. ([I8) and its
counterpart for species 2; it is given by

0 2a*
—1 o * *
Yy EIDT = —C — Tsz, (17)
where ¢* = (/vo, a* = a/vo, Py, = Pry/p, p = nT

being the hydrostatic pressure. Equation (3] shows that
the temperature changes in time due to the competition
of two opposite mechanisms: viscous heating (shearing
work) and energy dissipation in collisions. It is apparent
that, except for model A (¢ = 0), the collision frequency
vo(T) o< T'? is an increasing function of temperature, and
so a*(t) o< T(t)~7 is a function of time. Consequently,
the (reduced) pressure tensor P;, depends on time in
the hydrodynamic regime only through its dependence on
a*(t) [27]. Therefore, for ¢ # 0, after a transient regime a
steady state is achieved in the long time limit when both
viscous heating and collisional cooling cancel each other
and the mixture autonomously seeks the temperature at
which the above balance occurs. In this steady state,
the reduced shear rate and the coefficients of restitution
are not independent parameters since they are related
through the steady state condition

* D d*

On the other hand, when ¢ = 0, 0;a* = 0 so that the
reduced shear rate remains in its initial value regardless
of the values of the coefficients of restitution a,.s. As
a consequence, there is no steady state (unless a* takes
the specific value given by the condition (I8)) and a*
and «,.¢ are independent parameters in the USF problem.
Moreover, it must be also noted that the results obtained
in the steady simple shear flow state are universal in the
sense that they apply both for model A and model B,
regardless of the specific dependence of vy on T. The
rheological properties for a granular binary mixture of
IMM in the steady state were obtained in Ref. @], while
a more detailed study on the rheological properties for
model A has been carried out in Ref. [23].



IIT. CHAPMAN-ENSKOG-LIKE EXPANSION
AROUND USF

Let us now perturb the USF by small spatial gradients.
The response of the system to those perturbations gives
rise to contributions to the mass, momentum and heat
fluxes that can be characterized by generalized transport
coefficients. Our objective is to determine the shear-
rate dependence of these coefficients for inelastic Maxwell
mixtures.

In order to analyze this problem we have to start from
the set of Boltzmann equations (Il) with a general time
and space dependence. Let ug = a - r be the flow veloc-
ity of the undisturbed USF state, where the elements of
the tensor a are a;; = adi0j,. As expected ﬂﬂ, ], in
the disturbed state the true velocity u is in general dif-
ferent from ug, and hence u = ug 4 du, du being a small
perturbation to ug. As a consequence, the true peculiar
velocity is now ¢ =v —u =V — du, where V =v — uy.
In the Lagrangian frame moving with ug, the Boltzmann
equations ({l) can be written as

0 9]

%—aVya‘JZ +(V +u0)- Vi = Julfi, fil + izl f1, fo],
(19a)

%—CLV 0J2 +(V +u9)-Vfa = Jaz[fo, fo] + Jo1[fo, fi]

ot YoV,

(19b)
where here the derivative Vf, is taken at constant V.
The macroscopic balance equations for the densities of
mass, momentum and energy associated with this dis-
turbed USF state are obtained from Eqs. (I9a)) and (19L)
with the result

Ony +ug - Vn, + V- (n.du) = — : ; (20)

Odu; + aijéuj + (UO + 511) -Vou; = —p‘lijij, (21)

d d
EnatT + §n(u0 +0u) - VT = —alyy,
2

d v-j. d
-S1y (V- q+P:Vou+l
2 s=1 s < ar out 2p<> 7

(22)

where the mass flux j,, the pressure tensor P, the heat
flux g, and the cooling rate are defined by Egs. (@), (&),
@), and ([Q), respectively, with the replacement V — c.

We assume that the deviations from the USF state are
small. This means that the spatial gradients of the hy-
drodynamic fields are small. For elastic gases, the specific
set of gradients contributing to each flux is restricted by
fluid symmetry, Onsager relations, and the form of en-
tropy production @] However, for granular gases, only
fluid symmetry applies and so there is more flexibility in
the representation of the heat and mass fluxes since they

can be defined in a variety of equivalent ways depend-
ing on the choice of hydrodynamic gradients used. Some
care is thus required in comparing transport coefficients
in different representations using different independent
gradients for the driving forces. Here, the concentration
x1, the pressure p, the temperature 7', and the local flow
velocity du are chosen as hydrodynamic fields.

Since the system is strongly sheared, a solution to the
set of Boltzmann equations (I9a) and (I9H) can be ob-
tained by means of a generalization of the conventional
Chapman-Enskog method @] in which the velocity dis-
tribution function of each species is expanded around
the local version of the shear flow distribution (refer-
ence state). This type of Chapman-Enskog-like expan-
sion has been already considered in the case of mono-
component granular gases to get the set of shear-rate de-
pendent transport coefficients of THS [7, [8] and IMM [17].
More technical details on this method can be found in the
above references.

In the context of the Chapman-Enskog method [39)],
we look for a mormal solution of the form

Is(r, V1) = fs[A(x,t), V], (23)
where
Ar,t) = {x1(x,t),p(r,t), T (r,t),0u(r,t)}. (24)

This special solution expresses the fact that the space
dependence of the reference shear flow is completely ab-
sorbed in the relative velocity V and all other space and
time dependence occurs entirely through a functional de-
pendence on the fields A(r,t). The functional depen-
dence ([Z3) can be made local by an expansion of the
distribution functions fs in powers of the hydrodynamic
gradients:

fslA@,t, V] = fOV) + fD(V)+---,  (25)

where the reference zeroth-order distribution function
corresponds to the USF distribution function but tak-
ing into account the local dependence of the concentra-
tion, pressure and temperature and the change V —
V — du(r,t) = c. The successive approximations fgk)
are of order k in the gradients of x1, p, T, and du but
retain all the orders in the shear rate a. Here, only the
first-order approximation will be analyzed.

When the expansion (23] is substituted into the defi-
nitions ([@)—(0), one gets the corresponding expansions
for the fluxes and the cooling rate:
P=PO 4 p® 4. ...

is =i+ + - (26a)

a=q+qW 4., ¢=cO4c® 4. (26b)

Finally, as in the usual Chapman-Enskog method, the
time derivative is also expanded as

9 =0 + o) 1o ..., (27)



where the action of each operator ng) is obtained from
the hydrodynamic equations Z0)-(22)). These results
provide the basis for generating the Chapman-Enskog so-
lution to the Boltzmann equations ([3al) and (I9L).

A. Zeroth-order approximation

Substituting the expansions ([25)—(27) into Eq. (I9al),

the kinetic equation for fl(o) is given by
o 5f1°) ©0) £(0) ©) (0)
i Wy gy = Il A7+ el A7

(28)
To lowest order in the expansion the conservation laws
yield

2
o =0, T =p 0" = —-aPly) (),
(29)
(950)5’(14' + aijéuj =0. (30)

Since fl(o) is a normal solution, the time derivative in Eq.
[28) can be represented more usefully as

o0 1% = 855?) 0y + 82—;(:)8,50)1) + 8&[1 o0
8f10) a(0 Su;
96,
_ (d_apgg>+T<<o>> ( af;o) 47 éf;))>
+a du, %fclj) (31)

2
— <d—papggg) + <(0)> (pOp +TOr) A1—

where in the last step we have taken into account that

fl(o) depends on du only through the peculiar velocity c.
Substituting Eq. (3I) into Eq. 28] yields the following

kinetic equation for fl(o):

2 af<0)
[ 2P0 4 0 T
(dpa e TG Bp * oT

of”\ _ . o
Y de,

= A2, 1O+ T 190, 152, (32)

A similar equation holds for fQ(O). The zeroth-order so-

lution leads to J( ) = q® = 0. The partial pressure
0)

tensors Pg ) and Pé can be obtained from Eq. (82]) and

its counterpart for 2(0) when one multiplies both equa-
tions by m,.cc and integrate over c. In the case of model
A, their explicit expressions have been obtained ﬂﬁ] in
terms of a*, a..s and the parameters of the system. In the
case of model B (¢ # 0), except for the steady state, one

has to solve numerically the set of equations for Pgo) and
Pgo) to get the dependence of the latter on the reduced

shear rate.
B. First-order approximation

The analysis to first order in the gradients is worked
out in Appendix [Al Only the final results are presented

here. The distribution function fl(l) is of the form

1(1) =A, Vo, +B,-Vp+C,-VT +D; : Véu, (33)

where the vectors {A;,B1,C1}, and the tensor D; are
functions of the true peculiar velocity c¢. They are the
solutions of the following set of linear integral equations:

A1 + L1 A+ M Ay =

acy a
2a 0P  ac© 2aT 9P 9c©
B i C 34
( d 8 X1 p 8171 ! + dp 8171 + 8$1 b ( )
2 2a OP, ¢ 0B,
_ (d—papggg)_i_c(o)) (pap+T8T) Bi— <Ea—py —I—C(O) + » B, —CLCya—Cm + LBy + M 1By
2aT oP9\ T oac©
B, _ po _ 9wy | L c 35
1 dp2 ( Ty p 8]) ) P 8]) 1, ( )
2 2, 2aT 0P a¢© ac
— [ ZapO) 4 (0) T _ e (0) Zrry o op _ L
(dpa w0 ) @O+ Tor) Cim | P+ (Y T + T | € a g
20 0P ¢
+L,C1 + MiCo =Cy + <g a7 +p 9T B, (36)



2 0
— (—CLPJES) + C(O)) (p(?p + TaT) Dl,kl — acy

dp

Here, A1, By, C; and Dy ¢ are defined by Eqs. (A3)-
(AG), respectively. Moreover, £1 and M; are the lin-
earized Boltzmann collision operators around the refer-
ence USF state:

LiX = - (Jll[fl(O)vX] +Ju X, O+ JlX, fz(O)]) ;
(38a)
MiX = I, X]. (38b)
A similar equation for f2(1) applies by setting 1 < 2.
It is important to note that for ¢ = 1, Eqgs. B4)-B7)
are expected to have the same structure as that of the
Boltzmann equation for IHS, except for the explicit form

of the operators L5 and M.

Once the form of the distributions fr(l) is known, the

first-order corrections to the mass flux j&), the pressure

tensor Pi(jl) and the heat flux qfl) can be obtained. They
are given by

( _ _mamen o Or  pp Op  pp 0T
jl,z P I 8Tj p bt 8Tj T Tiig 8Tj ’
(39)
8511,[
P(l) —1;ii 40
(%] Nijke or ’ ( )
(1)__T2D//%_L_@ __aT 41
q (%] 6 ) () 67‘]‘ ] (97”]‘, ( )
where
p
D;; = T /dc ¢i A j(c), (42)
Dy = -2 /dccl By (c), (43)
T
Drij = — 7;“ / dece; Cpj(c), (44)

2
Nijke = E Ns,ijkes  Ns,ijke = _ms/dc ¢iciDs re(c),
s=1

(45)
2
D=3 Dl Dl,=--2 / de e A, i (c)
ij ERYR 8,iJ 272 1Y 1s,] )
s=1
(46)

LU = Z Ls,iju Ls,ij = —%/ dc C2C7;Bs7j(c), (47)

s=1

D1 ke

xX

— adkyD1 w0 + L1D1 ke + M1D2 ke = D1 ke (37)
[
Xij =D Asijs Asij = _%/ de ey (c). (48)
! s=1 " s 2 !

Upon writing Eqs. (9)-(#8]) use has been made of the
symmetry properties of A, B;, C, and D, ¢. In general,
the set of generalized transport coefficients defined above
are nonlinear functions of the shear rate, the coefficients
of restitution and the parameters of the mixture (masses,
sizes and concentration).

IV. GENERALIZED TRANSPORT
COEFFICIENTS

This Section is devoted to the evaluation of the gener-
alized transport coeflicients associated to the mass, mo-
mentum and heat fluxes. We consider each flux sepa-
rately.

A. Mass flux

The constitutive form for the mass flux to first order in
spatial gradients is given by Eq. (89). To illustrate with
some detail the evaluation of the transport coefficients
of the mass flux, let us consider the diffusion coefficients
D;;, defined by Eq. (#2). These coefficients can be ob-
tained by multiplying both sides of Eq. (34) by m1¢; and
integrating over c. After some algebra, one arrives at

2a
<%Pg§2) +¢ (0)> (pOp + TOr) Dij — vpDij — aik Di;

_pmory 0P (2a0PY) L %0
1% 8$1 8171 d 8$1 8$1

y p*Dy i 24T OPL) n T@C(O) p*>Dr i
mimeanp dp Oy 0x1 | mimanT’
(49)
In Eq. [@J) use has been made of the results [20]
/ de mic; (£1A17j + M1A27j) = —mlmznVDDij;
(50)
(0) (0)
1 aPz’j o)) ij
demyciAy, =220 T Li 51
/ € 1mcis, p 0x1 oxy (51)

where

W
Vp = %Mm(l + a12). (52)
P2



In the hydrodynamic regime, the diffusion tensor can
be written as D;; = DoD;; where Do = (pT'/mimavo)
and D7 is a dimensionless function of the reduced shear
rate a*, the coefficients of restitution «,., the mass ra-
tio u = my/me, the ratio of diameters o1/c2 and the
mole fraction z1. The dependence of Dj; on the pres-
sure and temperature is through the reduced shear rate
a* oc T'=4/p. Thus,

(p(?p + TaT) Dij = (pap + TaT) DoD
i
Oa*
(53)

= (1 — q)DZJ — qDoa*

Consequently, in dimensionless form, Eq. ([@9)) yields

20‘* * * * aDlj * *
7P1y+< (1_q)D _qa da* _VDDij

ep _mOPy OPLy (27 0Pn, ac
ki 14 8$1 8I1 d 8I1 8I1

. 2a* 0P, 9C*\ .,
XD;D,Z] - ( d 8$1 + 8$1> DT,ij' (54)

Here, ¢* = ¢ /uy, P i = PT(SJ /p, v = vp/wo, aj; =
aij/vo, D i = = D,.ij/Dpo, and Db = Dy ;j/Dpo where
D,y = (p/pro) and we recall that a;; = ad;z0;,. It must
be noted that P7,. and ¢* depend also on x; and a”
through their dependence on the temperature ratio v =

T,/ Ts.

The equations defining the (scaled) tensors Dj ;. and

D7 ;; can be obtained by following similar steps as those
made before for D;. After some algebra, the results are

2a* _, N 0D,
q<7pw+< ) ( by T ap*J)
2a 3P* ac*
_ P* Ty 2 * 0k D* -
5 (o) o],
Pl 5« *
+I/DDplj+aZkDpkj - (?Pij_Pl,ij>

ta &83—*} B OPf
p Oa* da*

2 0P, L aC*
— (aa, aa C +a 6@ >DT1j7 (55)

2a” * * * * aD;ﬁi‘ 2a”
() o) [

*

oP ac*
* _ * Ty * _ *
x (Pw+ (1—q)a” -~ ) +q¢"+ (1 —qa &L*]

p1 OF;;

<Dy + b Diy + Dy = (1 - g’ (A2

‘W)““‘”(a“ B T )D

(56)

Upon writing Egs. (B3] and (B0l use has been made of
the identities

PO, P = p (P — a*0.-P) (57a)
TorPY = p(1 — q)a*d,- Py, (57b)
p0p¢ " = ¢ = vpa*d,- 7, (58a)

Tor¢® = (g —1)¢9 + (1 — Q)ma*d,-C*. (58b)

In the absence of shear field (a* = 0), P} = d;,
P = x:0i5, and Eqs. (B4)-(E0) have the solutions

D* D 5”, D = D;KSU and D;",ij = D}(SZJ where

p,ij

(1 g)c")! [vl fa 0 ey D;)] ,

D* — * _
(VD ox T (91:1
(59)

m *2 -1
D} =z (1—u> <V?5+(q—2)é*—(q—1)<* > ;

pTy vy
(60)
* C* *
D} =(¢— 1)—*Dp. (61)
VD

Equations (B9)—-(61)) agree with the expressions derived
for IMM (model B with ¢ = ) in the Navier-Stokes
hydrodynamic order @] Beyond the Navier-Stokes do-
main (vanishing shear rates), in general Eqs. (54)—(E6)
are nonlinear differential equations that must be solved
with the appropriate boundary conditions. However, in
the case of model A (¢ = 0), Egs. (54)—(&8) become a set
of coupled algebraic equations that can be readily solved.

B. Pressure tensor

The pressure tensor is defined by Eq. Q) in terms of
the coefficients 7 jke, Eq. @3). These coefficients can
be obtained from the integral equation ([B7) after multi-
plying it by m,c;c; and integrating over velocity. The
result is
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o) o orlt, _ orl)
=p ap Ope — (6119P1 +6; kPl Ze) + d_ (P - anwyw) D ap +T T . (62)

The corresponding equation for 7 ;jx¢ can be obtained
from Eq. (62) by changing 1 +> 2. Upon writing (62)) use
has been made of the result m

/dcmlcicj (L1D1 ke + MiDa ) = —T11M1ijke —T1272,i5k¢ 5

The coefficients 7, ;51¢ can be written as 7,k =
(p/l/o)n;"ijw. The dependence of 7 ;, on p and T is
through a* so that

Y2
. (63) (pOp + TOr)Nrijke = (pOp +TOr) oo ke
where
qp a* anr zgkl
w1 =
= ad+2ﬂ1+anﬂd+1—au) (1= a)trigne = da*
b2 (1t |1 - ) ) g o
d H21 12 dr2 )
ws Thus, in dimensionless form, Eq. (62)) can be finally writ-
Ti9 = d(d ) m ,u21(1 + aio)?. (65) ten as
|
(Ea P, +¢ ) [(1 — Q)N ijke — 90 Tai - (aipnl,jpu + 5N gkt — Gk ijpe) — (TI0T ijke + Ti275 im0 )
=—a aa;J Oke — (5ikP1,je + 0P ig) + a (Piy—a nyke) (Pl,ij —qa 8a;‘J> ) (67)

[ J—
where 775 = 75 /vo.
In the case of mechamcally equivalent particles (m; =
mz, o1 = 02, a;l = ap = ap = ), 1zg/1171 =

J— * p—
2 k¥ /IQ - ZJ’ 771 z]ké/xl n?,i_jké/'rQ - nzgkf’ where
Ni;xe verifies the differential equation

<aa P, +¢ > {(1 — O)Nijke — 90 8—(1]*
- (arpn;pke + @ Nipke — a;knfjpz) = VpMiike
8P:7 * *
= —a* S0+ Ope — (61';9Pj4 + 5jkpie)
a (Pké a %yu) <Pij —qa a@:) ) (68)
where
I+a)(d+1-a)
r = 69
K d(d + 2) (69)

Equation (B8) agrees with the results derived in Ref. [17]
for a sheared monocomponent granular gas of IMM. In

the limit of vanishing shear rates (a* = 0), the solution
to Eq. (@) can be written as

2
351‘3‘5/@@7
(70)

Nijee = (M +n3)Dijres  Dijre = dikdje+ 05050 —

where

x _ 171 [72*2 -(1- Q)C*] — X27Y2T12
L S A S s o B

= ray2[ri — (1 = q)C*] — 17171
7 - (1= )¢ ][ree — (1 — q)¢*] — mi27mar”

For model B with ¢ = 1/2, Eqs. ({0)—(72) are consis-
tent with those previously obtained for the Navier-Stokes
shear viscosity of an inelastic binary Maxwell mixture
m] On the other hand, except in the above two limit
cases, Eq. (@) for 7y ,;;, and its counterpart for 3,
can be only solved analytically for model A (¢ = 0).
The evaluation of the transport coefficients associated
with the heat flux is more involved than the one carried

(72)



out before for the mass and momentum fluxes. For the
sake of brevity, only the final expressions of the differen-
tial equations defining the coefficients D L;; and Ay

ij0
are provided (see Appendix [B]).

V. TRACER LIMIT: DIFFUSION
COEFFICIENTS

The results obtained in the preceding Section give
all the relevant information on the influence of shear
flow on the mass, momentum and heat transport of a
granular binary mixture. According to these results,
the set of generalized (dimensionless) transport coeffi-
cients {D};, Dy ;55 D7 i3 0iipes - - -} Present a complex de-
pendence on the (reduced) shear rate and the parame-
ters of the mixture (masses, sizes, composition and co-
efficients of restitution) without any restriction on their
values. In addition, although in the case of model A the
equations defining the above coefficients are algebraic,
their solutions still involve quite a tedious algebra. This
is due essentially to the intricate dependence of the par-
tial pressure tensors Pi?i)j and the temperature ratio v on
both the mole fraction z; and the (reduced) shear rate
a*. Thus, in order to illustrate the dependence of trans-
port coefficients on the parameter space, we will consider
here the tracer limit, namely a binary mixture where the
concentration of one of the components (the tracer or the
intruder) is very small compared to that of the other (sol-
vent or excess) component. In this limit case (z; — 0),
the mass flux is the relevant flux since the momentum
and heat fluxes of the system (intruder plus gas parti-
cles) are the same as those previously obtained ﬂﬂ] for a
monocomponent granular gas of IMM.

It must be remarked that a non-equilibrium phase
transition has been recently HE] identified in the tracer
limit for a granular binary mixture of IMM. This tran-
sition refers to the existence of a region (coined as the
ordered phase) where the contribution of tracer parti-
cles to the total kinetic energy of the system is finite.
However, the above (surprising) behavior has been only
analytically found when the collision frequency w,s is as-
sumed to be independent of the temperature ratio (“plain
vanilla Maxwell model”) and hence, it does not seem to
exist for the more realistic version of the IMM considered
here. The effects of the above transition on the Navier-
Stokes transport coeflicients of a granular binary mixture
has been recently studied M]

A. Model A

In the tracer limit, P ~ P{) and the relevant ele-
ments of the partial pressure tensor Pgo) admit simpli-
fied forms (see the Appendix [0). In particular, in the
tracer limit, 811P(0) = O0p,y = 05,C" = 05+C* = 0 and

8x1P1(Z = Pl(ol)J /x1. Taking into account these simplifi-
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cations, and for model A (¢ = 0), Eqgs. (B3)—(E7al) become
2a 1 px
(dP2;Ey+<> xllpl,ijv
(73)

2a* . Lors,
(P ) 2] Dhg v

* * * *
VDDij - aikaj ==

—aikDpykj = xluPMj — PLZ-J- —Tipa Dar
oP;,. 2a*2 OP5
* 52) 2,xy * *
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* o0 ( 4 oa © > T (74)

2a* 0Py
* * Y * * * % *
v P, ta 90 Dt ;i —vpDrij — ai Dy,

OP; .. OPf 2a*? 0Py .,
5 % v] LY % D*
da* “ Oa* ( d Oa* <> by
(75)

Here, ¢* = (1 — a3,)/2d and v}, = (wispor (1 + a12))/d
where wjy = wi2/vp. Upon deriving Eq. (3]) we have ne-
glected the contributions coming from the tensors Dy ;.
and D7 ;. since both tensors are proportional to z; (and
hence, they vanish in the tracer limit) while D}; is in-
dependent of ;. In addition, the derivatives 0+ P35,
and Og+ Py, appearing in Eqs. ([3)—(7H) are obtained in
Appendix ﬂﬁl
As in the case of THS [31], the coefficients D;; decouple
from the other ones and hence, they can be obtained
straightforwardly. Their expressions are

_ Ifl P afkpl*,kj
Y UE - Z%P;my —¢* b V*D - Z%P;,my — ¢ .
(76)
The remaining coefficients D), ;. and D7 ;. are coupled
and they obey the set of simple algebraic equations (74—
[@). As alluded to above, they are proportional to the
concentration x1 and thus vanish in the tracer limit. Yet,
it is of interest to normalize them by their vanishing shear
rate counterparts (which are also proportional to x1),
to study their dependence on parameters other than z;.
In order to illustrate the shear-rate dependence of the
set of transport coefficients A;; = {D” Dy i D}J-j}, we
consider a three-dimensional (d = 3) granular mixture.
Also, to reduce the number of independent parameters,
the simplest case of a common coefficient of restitution
(@ = ago = a12) is studied. Thus, the parameter space
is reduced to four quantities {o1 /02, m1/ma, a, a*}.
According to Egs. (3)-(a), we have that A,., =
ALy = Ay, = A,y = 0 in agreement with the symme-
try of the linear shear flow ([IE). Thus, there are five
nonzero elements of the tensors A;;: the three diago-
nal (Agz, Ayy, and A..) and the two off-diagonal ele-
ments (Ag, and Ay;). The algebraic equations (73)— (7))
also show that the anisotropy induced by the shear flow
yields the properties Ayy # Ay, = A, and Ayy # Ay,




FIG. 1: (Color online) Top panel: Shear-rate dependence
of the (dimensionless) coefficients D;,/Dg and D3, /Dg for
d =3, 01/02 =1, mi/m2 = 2 and three different values of
the (common) coefficient of restitution a: a =1 (solid line),
a = 0.8 (dashed red line) and o = 0.6 (dash-dotted blue line).
Bottom panel: Shear-rate dependence of the (dimensionless)
coefficients Dy, /Dg and Dy, /Dg for the same parameter val-
ues. These results pertain to model A.

The equality Py, = P, implies Ay, = A,,. This is
a consequence of the interaction model considered since
Ay, # A, for THS [31].

The shear-rate dependence of the relevant elements of
the diffusion tensors Dj;, Dy ;. and D7 ;. has been plot-
ted in Figs. Ml and 2 for d = 3, 01 /02 = 1, my/mg = 2
and three different values of the (common) coefficient of
restitution. Here, the tensors have been reduced with re-
spect to their values at zero shear rate, namely, D}, /Dj,
D, /Dy o and D7,/ DT o where

A gl x ¢ o
0 Vz) — C*’ T0 Vz) p0>» ( )
L %2\ —1
Dy = 317 <1 - ;) <u;5 — 20" + VB) . (18)

It can be seen that the influence of the shear flow on the
diffusion coefficients is in general quite important. We
also observe that the anisotropy of the system, as mea-
sured by the difference D, — D}, grows with both the
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Same as Fig. [ for D} ,, /D, o and
Dy /Dy o (upper panel), D7, /D7 o and Dy ., /D7 o (bot-
tom panel).

shear rate and collisional dissipation. As expected, the
shear field induces cross effects in the diffusion of parti-
cles. This is measured by the off-diagonal elements D7,
(Dys), Dy uy (D) and D3 (D7 ). These coeffi-
cients give the mass transport along the z (y) axis due
to spatial gradients parallel to y (z) axis. All these co-
efficients are negative in the region of parameter space
explored. We see that, regardless of the value of «,
the shapes of the off-diagonal elements are quite sim-
ilar: there is a region of values of a* for which their
magnitude increase with increasing shear rate, while the
opposite happens for larger shear rates. With respect to
the diagonal elements, they are monotonically decreasing
functions of the shear rate (shear-thinning effect), except
in the region of small shear rates. In addition, Figs. [l
and [2] also show that, at a given value of a*, their values
decrease with dissipation.

B. Model B: steady state conditions

In model B the collision frequency vo(T') is an increas-
ing function of temperature and hence, the (reduced)
shear rate a*(T') = a/vo(T') depends on time. Thus, in
order to determine the diffusion coefficients one would
have to solve numerically Eqs. (B4)—(E6) in the tracer
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Plot of the diagonal (dimensionless)
coefficients Dy, /D¢ (top panel) and Dy, /D§ (bottom panel)
as functions of the (common) coefficient of restitution « for
d = 3 in the cases 01 /02 = 1 and m1/m2 = 2 (a) and 01 /02 =
2 and mi/m2 = 4 (b). The solid lines correspond to the
results derived here for IMM while the dashed lines are the
results derived for THS [30, [31]. These results are for model
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Same as Fig. Blfor D3, /D¢ (top panel)
and Dy, /Dg (bottom panel.
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limit, discard the kinetic stage of the evolution and elimi-
nate time in favor of a*(¢) [4,125]. An additional technical
difficulty in the case of granular mixtures is that the dif-
fusion coefficients depend also on the temperature ratio,
that is itself time dependent through its dependence on
a*(t). The integration of Eqs. (54)—(&4) is therefore a sig-
nificantly more complex problem than for the monodis-
perse system. On the other hand, given that the results
derived for the rheological properties in a single granular
gas under USF M] indicate that the influence of the tem-
perature dependence on vy on rheology is quite small, one
can consider the steady-state solution for model B, which
is at any rate of interest in its own right. In this case, the
condition (I8]) applies and the solution to Eqs. (54])—(G6)
can be obtained analytically in the tracer limit. Here,
we focus our attention on the tracer diffusion tensor D}
whose expression in the steady state is universal since it
applies for both models A and B, regardless the specific
dependence of vy on T. Moreover, we can compare the
predictions of IMM for D}; with those previously derived
for THS [3d, [31] by using Grad’s moment method [29].

As in previous works on IMM ﬂE—IZ_lH and in order to
compare the results between IMM and IHS, the param-
eter A appearing in the definition of vy (see Eq. (I3)) is
chosen as

Sad 2(m1 —I—mg)

Qg 4_
A= Zdgdi [2mt M)
\/E mimso

(79)

With this choice, the partial cooling rates ¢, (associ-
ated with the partial temperatures 7,) of IMM (with
g = 1/2) are the same as those obtained for THS (as
evaluated in the Maxwellian approximation) M] The
dependence of the set of tracer diffusion coefficients
{D;,,D;, . D;,,D;.} on the (common) coefficient of
restitution « is illustrated in Figs. B and @ for two dif-
ferent systems. We observe in general a good agree-
ment between IMM and THS, especially in the case of
the coefficients D}, and D7, . These coefficients measure
mass transport in the flow direction (z axis). It must
be pointed out that the discrepancies between both in-
teraction models turn out to be more significant as the
disparity of masses or sizes increases.

VI. AN APPLICATION: SEGREGATION OF AN
INTRUDER BY THERMAL DIFFUSION

As an application of the previous results, this section
is devoted to the study of thermal diffusion segregation
of an intruder in a sheared granular dilute gas. Segrega-
tion and mixing of dissimilar grains is one of the most
interesting problems in granular mixtures, not only from
a fundamental point of view but also from a more prac-
tical perspective. This problem has spawned a number
of important experimental, computational, and theoreti-
cal works in the field of granular media, especially when
the system is fluidized by vibrating walls m] In the



case of sheared systems, some computational and exper-
imental works in annular Couette cells ] have shown
that granular materials segregate by particle size when
subjected to shear. On the other hand, in spite of the
relevance of the problem, much less is known on the theo-
retical description of segregation in sheared granular sys-
tems. Previous theoretical studies @] on the subject for
dense systems have been based on a Chapman-Enskog ex-
pansion around Maxwellian distributions with the same
temperature for each species. As mentioned before, the
assumption of energy equipartition can be only justified
for nearly elastic gases which means small shear rates in
the steady USF state.

Thermal diffusion is caused by the relative motion of
the components of a mixture due to the presence of a tem-
perature gradient. As a result of this motion, a steady
state is finally reached in which the separating effect aris-
ing from thermal diffusion is balanced by the remixing
effect of ordinary diffusion [45]. The new feature of our
study is to assess the impact of shear flow on segrega-
tion. Under these conditions, the so-called thermal dif-
fusion factor A characterizes the amount of segregation
parallel to the temperature gradient. However, due to
the anisotropy induced by the shear field, a tensor A
rather than a scalar A is needed to characterize segre-
gation in the different directions. Here, for the sake of
simplicity, we consider a situation where the tempera-
ture gradient is orthogonal to the shear flow plane (i.e.,
0, T = 0,T =0,0,T # 0 and 9yu, = a = const.). In this
case, the amount of segregation parallel to the thermal
gradient is measured by the diffusion factor A, defined
by the relation

OlnT _8111961

A 0z 0z

(80)

If we assume that the bottom plate is hotter than the
top plate (9,7 < 0), then the intruder rises with respect
to the gas particles if A, > 0 (i.e., 9, Inzy > 0) while the
intruder falls with respect to the gas particles if A, < 0
(i.e., O, Inzy <0).

Our goal here is to determine A, in a steady state
with Ju = 0 and x; — 0 (tracer limit) where the spatial
gradients of T', p and z; point in the z-direction. Under
these conditions, the balance equation (20) yields jg)l) =0

)=
where j;lz) is given by

W p 20 mep  Op mens,  OT
jl,z mil/zz 9z T P2z 9z T T,z EP .
(81)

According to Eq. (BI)), the condition j&) = 0 leads to

% _ ma Dp,zz @ _ mang DT,zz 8_T (82)
9z  muT D,, 92 myT D,. 0z

In the steady state, the momentum balance equation (2I))
reduces simply to 0, P,, = 0. The pressure tensor has the
form P,, = pP¥ (a*) and hence, the identity d,P,, = 0
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Phase diagram for segregation for a
three-dimensional system (d = 3) and three different values
of the (common) coefficient of restitution o = a2 = ai2:
a = 0.9 (solid line), o = 0.8 (dashed line) and o = 0.7 (dotted

line).
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Phase diagram for segregation for a
three-dimensional system (d = 3) with az2 = 0.9 and « =
0.7. The solid line corresponds to the theoretical prediction
obtained from Eq. (8G) while the symbols refer to computer
simulations carried out in Ref. ] for IHS for Couette flows
with uniform heat flux (the so-called LTu flows).

allows to express 0,p in terms of 0,7T. The result is

(1—=q)a*(0o=Pr,) 0InT
a*(0gP},) 0z

dlnp

0z - Pr—

(83)

Finally, the balance equation ([22)) for the granular tem-
perature yields

d
0 _ 0
aPI(y) = —Epc( ), (84)

Upon deriving (84]) we have neglected the term 9, ¢, since
it is of second order in the gradients of x1, p and T'. As
said in section Il Eq. (B4]) establishes a relation between
the (reduced) shear rate a* and the coefficients of resti-
tution aso and aqs.

Use of Eq. (83) into Eq. (82) and substitution of Eq.



[®2) into Eq. (BO) finally leads to

Dr..—(1—q)a* (P;, —a

A, =

Dz,

_ (85)
where D, .. = ] 1D; ., and Drp ., = xl_lD;ﬁzz. Equa-
tion (8H) provides the thermal diffusion factor A, in terms
of the diffusion coefficients D7,, Dy .. and D7, the

zz? zZz

(reduced) pressure tensor P, and thpe derivative Jy- P7,.
To evaluate those quantities, we consider the model A
(¢ = 0) where P}, and 9, P, are given by Eqs. (C1))
and (DI)), respectively. In addltion, the explicit forms
of the diffusion coefficients can be found by solving the
set of algebraic equations (B)—(TH) for i = j = z. The
results clearly show that, while D}, > 0, the coefficients
Dy .. and D7 . do not have a definite sign.

The condition A, = 0 provides the segregation crite-
rion for the upwards/downwards segregation transition.
Thus, according Eq. 88) and given that D%, > 0, the
marginal segregation curve (A, = 0) separating segre-
gation towards the cold wall (A, > 0) from segregation
towards the hot wall (A, < 0) is given by the condition
a* (0o~ P},) D, (86)

(Pz*z _a*(aa*P;z)) D'}:,zz = p,zz"

Before analyzing the dependence of the parameter space
on the form of the phase diagrams for segregation (A, =
0), it is instructive to consider some limit situations.
When the intruder and the particles of the gas are me-
chanically equivalent (m1 = ma, 01 = 02 and sz = a12),
the two species do not segregate. This is consistent
with Eq.  (B@) since then Dy . 0 so that
A, = 0 for any value of the (common) coefficient of resti-
tution. Another interesting situation is the elastic limit
(22 = a2 = 1, which implies a* = 0 in the steady state
condition ([84)). In this case, P}, = 1 and Dy . = 0
so that, Eq. (8@) holds trivially for any value of the ra-
tios my/mg and oy /o (the intruder does not segregate).
Beyond the above two limiting cases, the criterion (86
is rather complicated since it involves all the parameter
space of the problem (mi/ma, o1/02, aa2).

Figure shows the phase diagram in the
{m1/ma,01/02} plane for d = 3 and three differ-
ent values of the (common) coefficient of restitution
ag = ago. All zero contours of A, pass through the
point (1,1) since when m; = mg and o1 = o3 all the
species are indistinguishable for this system. We observe
that when the intruder is smaller than the gas particles
(01 < 032), the main effect of collisional dissipation
(or equivalently the dimensionless shear rate a*) is to
reduce the size of the down segregation region while the
opposite happens when o; > ¢3. On the other hand, the
impact of dissipation on the latter case is smaller than in
the former case (when o7 < 02) and the curves tend to
collapse into a common one for sufficiently large values
of the diameter ratio. It is also quite apparent that
in general large intruders tend to move towards colder
regions since the upwards segregation is dominant and

— * —
DT,zz -
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occupies most of the parameter space. This conclusions
contrasts with the results obtained for vibrated dense

*(Ogr Pz*z))flﬁp’u(aa* Pzr,) systems since intruders tend to move towards hotter

regions as they get larger HE] It is also important to
remark that the conclusions drawn here for IMM agrees
quite well with those obtained before for THS (see Fig.
5 of Ref. [2d]), showing again the reliability of IMM to
capture the main trends observed for hard spheres.

As a complement of Fig. Bl Fig. [6l shows a phase di-
agram for ags # a1a (@22 = 0.9 and age = 0.9). The
theoretical results derived for IMM are compared here
against recent computer simulations performed in Ref.
] in the so-called LTu state, namely, a steady state
where the inelastic cooling is exactly balanced by viscous
heating (as in the steady USF state) resulting in a wuni-
form heat flux ] In the simulations, segregation is
induced by a thermal gradient parallel to the y-direction
(0;T = 0. T = 0 but 9,T # 0) so that, the physical sit-
uation slightly differs frorn the one studled here theoret-
ically. Nevertheless, when o1 ~ oy the agreement with
theory is good. More significant discrepancies appear
when the intruder is larger than the gas particles since
in this case the theory predicts that intruders only move
towards hotter regions (upwards segregation). This con-
trasts with simulation data since they still show a small
region of downwards segregation.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have investigated the mass, momen-
tum, and heat fluxes for a binary mixture of inelastic
grains. The system is driven out of equilibrium by an
imposed shear flow, which injects energy while dissipa-
tive collisions between the grains act as an energy sink.
A kinetic theory description was proposed, where the in-
tractable Boltzmann equation is simplified in a Maxwell
model fashion. Such models are in some cases simple
enough to be amenable to a full analytical solution, while
remaining true to the key physical phenomena under
scrutiny. In this respect, our model is not the simplest
possible of the Maxwell family (the “plain vanilla”
proach), since the collision frequencies w,s are taken to
be the same as those found for inelastic hard spheres, see
Eq. [@3). In this equation, a free parameter ¢ is intro-
duced. While ¢ = 1/2 is the natural choice to reproduce
inelastic hard sphere phenomenology, it also leads to a
complex interplay between shear and dissipation in the
steady state. On the other hand, it is convenient to de-
couple these effects, which is possible when ¢ = 0. We
thus discriminate two sub-models, referred to as model
A and model B, having respectively ¢ = 0 and ¢ # 0.
Model A enjoys a larger parameter space than model B,
which is at the root of the greater analytical tractability
of the approach. When restricted to the steady state,
the results derived with model A coincide with those of
model B.

Perturbing the uniform shear flow, we analyzed the re-



sponse of the fluid mixture, from which generalized trans-
port coefficient can be defined. Due to the anisotropy in-
duced by the shear, these quantities appear in tensorial,
rather than scalar form. A Chapman-Enskog treatment
allows to derive explicit results, which unveil the depen-
dence on the key parameters (shear, dissipation, concen-
tration, size and mass ratio). To reduce the complexity
of the problem, we focussed on the limit where species
1 has a much smaller concentration than species 2, the
so-called tracer limit (z; — 0). In doing so, mass trans-
port becomes the relevant phenomenon to address, since
momentum and heat fluxes coincide with their mono-
component (inelastic) expressions. There are then in
general 15 different diffusion transport coefficients, that
couple the mass flux to the gradients of density, pres-
sure and temperature. The simplified model worked out
here reduces this number to 12 (two diagonal and two
off-diagonal elements for each diffusion matrix). Our
results hold for arbitrary values of the shear rate, and
are not restricted to small dissipation. They show that
shear driving notably affects mass transport. In addition,
good agreement is reported between our Maxwell treat-
ment and previously derived inelastic hard sphere results
(here, the relevant view is that of model B, where in the
steady state, dissipation selects a unique reduced shear
rate). Finally, we analyzed the segregation phenomenon
of an intruder by thermal diffusion within our framework,
which deciphers how shear impinges on the separating
effect of a thermal gradient, opposed by the remixing ac-
tion of diffusion. Our predictions are in fair agreement
with inelastic hard sphere simulations for Couette flows
sustaining a uniform heat flux.

At the expense of a further simplification of the
Maxwell model (addressing thus the aforementioned
plain vanilla treatment [40]), it is of interest to study
the impact on transport of a recently evidenced transi-
tion taking place in the intruder limit, where the minor-
ity species rather unexpectedly carries a finite fraction
of the total system’s energy. Work along these lines is
underway.
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Appendix A: Chapman—Enskog-like expansion

In this Appendix, some technical details on the deter-
mination of the first-order approximation fl(l) by means
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of the Chapman—FEnskog-like expansion are provided. In-
serting the expansions ([25)-(27) into Eq. (I9al), one gets
the kinetic equation for fl(l):

afl
Vy oV,
- [851)+(V+u0)-V} ©),

o0 f O _ Lof D My =

(A1)

The velocity dependence on the right-hand side of Eq.
(AT) can be obtained from the macroscopic balance equa-
tions (20)—22) to first order in the gradients. Using these
balance equations in Eq. (Al), one gets

0 1 f 1 1
o0 117 —aVy g+ L f) + MY =
Al . Vl'l + B1 Vp—i— Cl . VT+ D1 : V(Su, (AQ)
where
)
oY 104" 0P
Avafe) = - Orq a p Ocj 8961 ’ (A3)
)
Y 1042 op;
Ble) =~ g WY
)
oY 104" 0P
Cri(e) = - ar 7 dc; OT (A5)
o or® o
Dygj(c) = p—5— fl dij + ¢ éfi T (P(O)_am”y”)
of” of”
><< ap +7T 57 |- (A6)

Upon writing Eq. (AG) use has been made of the identity
¢ = 0 and the expression of the total pressure tensor

PZ(J of the mixture

(96’1%
pL _ ;
ij Nijke ory

(A7)
where 7;;x¢ is the viscosity tensor.

The solution to Eq. (A2]) has the form given by Eq.
B3)), where the coefficients A;, By, C1, and D; are func-
tions of the peculiar velocity and the hydrodynamic fields
x1, p, T, and du. The time derivative acting on these
quantities can be evaluated with the replacement

o0 5 — ( 0% © +¢ 0’) (pp +TOr).  (AS8)

Moreover, there are contributions from 6,5(0) acting on the
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pressure, temperature, and velocity gradients given by where in the last step it has been taken into account that
X depends on du through ¢ =V — ju.

o = v( aP<0>+p<<0>>

20 9PY)  a¢®
( d (91:1 +p 6,@1 Vxl
2 3Pg§y) ©) ¢ Appendix B: Heat flux transport coefficients
+—=|Vp
d dp dp
2. 0 P(O) 3C(0 The heat flux is defined by Eq. [#I) in terms of the co-
<o TP | VD (A9)  efficients D/} (Eq. [ET)), Li; (Eq. @T)) and \;; (Eq. @)).
In order to determine them, we introduce the quantities

My

oOvT = —v (%apgggy +T<<0>>

D! ine = ~ 73 dc cicjepAri(c), (B1)
24T OPY) . o¢®
= —|——+4+T \%
( dp 8$1 + 8(171 o
2aT 2aT 9Py ¢
+<d" P - == —Tg )Vp
p P P P my
o . Ly ijke = —T/dc cicjepBro(c), (B2)
2 2aT 0Py 3]
_ <d—ZP£8) %p(?—Tu +¢© +T§—T> VT, Arjijkt = —mT/dc cicjepCro(c). (B3)
(A10)
The generalized transport coefficients DU, L;; and A
8,5(0)V15UJ = Vzago)éuj = —ajkviéuk. (All) are defined as

The corresponding integral equations (34)—(@Bd) can be
obtained when one identifies coefficients of independent

"o " o N L .
gradients in Eq. (A2]) and takes into account Eqs. (AQ)- Dij = Z skijr Lij = Z Lowwigs - Mg = Z As i

2

(AT1) and the mathematical property s=1 s=1 s=1 (B4)
00 x — 0X 3(0 + 6_Xa 90X (o) St The differential equations verifying the (scaled) co-
k op or dou; + efficients Dy ;.0 = D) (mi + m2)vo/n, Ly, =
- 2 P(O) + (0) 8X n T&X Lmjkg(ml +m2)l/Q/T and )‘:,ijké = )\T)ijkg(ml —l—mg)l/o/p
- d_pa wy 6 a oT can be obtained by following similar mathematical steps
ox as those made for the other transport coefficients. The

+aij5uja—, (A12)  final results can be written as

¢

2a” * * * * * * 1 * * *
( d P, +¢ ) (2 —q(1 4+ a"0u<] D jj0 — ADY jj1e — B |:D2,ijké 3 (kD5 1 + 045 D3 1y + 5i/€D2,jé)]
—C (0k; DY 40 + 053 D5 o + 0k D3 j4) — E (81 Dy + 645 Djey + 05 D7y)
—a* (6i2 D} jrye + 052 DY ikye + Ok DY ijye) = — (L7 ijre + N ije) ( Oz, Ppy + awlC*>

1
_ 8m
T2I/0D6/ !

(m1 + mg) (

Nl(l)jkl+ p

Py 10, Pip + Py 00, Py + Pl*,ijaﬂﬂlpljf) ) (B5)
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* * * * * * 1 * * *
P, +C ) (1 —q(1+a"0a)] LY jjke — ALY jjye — B [L2,ijk€ — 5 (Okj L350 + 0ij L5 oy + 5ikL2,j€)]

(6kJ p,il + 61]Dp kt + 61]@Dp JE)

2a* % * * *
(5WL1 ,Jkyt + 5317L1 Jikyl + 5k1L1 z]yé) + Ll ,ijkt |: d ( —a aﬂ*)sz + (2 —a aa* )C :|
_ 1 ©  nlmtma) o, . © L ) —— : \
— _VOL 8N11JM+T [Pij(l—a 8a*)Pig+P1)ik(1 a (9a*)Pj¢+Pl7ij(1—a (9,1*)PM}
20’*2 * * *
+)‘1 gkt 6G*P (1 —a aa*)C ) (BG)
2a* ), * * * * * 1 * * *
TP;Ey + ) 1= q(1+a"0ax)] AT ijge — AN ijee — B | A5 ijk0 — 5 (5kj/\2,ie + 055 A5 ke + 5ik/\2,jé)
—C (0%, io T OGN e+ 0T o) — E (5ij:fr,w + 055 D% o + 6 D7 1)
2a* * Ok * * *
(511/\1 ,jkyl + 5Jm/\l Jikyl + 6km/\1 zguf) + )\1 ikl |:7 (1 + (1 - q)a’ aa) P;Ey =+ (q =+ (1 - Q)a 8a*)< :|
= L geN© M) ) 1Pt 90 Pyt Pl Py + Pasdae P
VO/\ 1 z;kf 2p 1,kjYa* 4 1,ik%a 4 1,35%a*+ ke
* 2a*? * Pk * Ok ok
—HM1ijke T( )aapwu (q - 1)(1 —a aa)C . (B7)

In Egs. (BA)-(B7), we have introduced the fourth-degree
velocity moments of the zeroth-order distribution fr(o),

N(O) mT

T z;kf 2 (BS)

/ de cicjereefO(c),

and the (dimensionless) quantities

1+d—0411 3
e H 2 1
dd+2) +dW12N21( + ai12)

2421 (1 + o2) 1_ w21 (1 + ai2)
d+2 d+4 )

3 .
A = —w11(1+0411)

2

<[1-

(B9)

. M3 (14 ap)?

601
“124(d +2)(d+ 1)’

(B10)

Wig
d(d+2)(d+4)

(d+4)], (B11)

_ 13+4d—3a11 w
Rdd 1 2)(d+4)
xp31 (1 + a12)? Buoi (1 + ar2) —

C = 1‘1(1+a11)2+2

E — o (1- all) V1

ad—o) _ Wip
18d(d + 2) piz 2d(d + 2)
171

X —— [d 4+ 2+ 3p21(1 + a12) (21 (1 + a12) —
T2 21

+2—7Y2M21(1 + a2) (Bu2i (1 + ai2) —

(Bany —d+1) —
2)
d—2)

(B12)

In Egs. (BI)-(BI2), w}, = wrs/vo. The differential equa-
tions for the coefficients D3 ., L3 ;51 and Ao ke can be
obtained from Egs. (BE)—(B1) by changing 1 <+ 2. As in
the case of the previous transport coefficients, Eqs. (Bi])—
(B7) become algebraic for model A (¢ = 0). Even for this
model, the solution to the above equations requires the

knowledge of the fourth degree moments NT( 13 w¢ Whose
expressions are only known for a monodlsperse granular

gas of IMM [23].

Appendix C: Rheological properties in the USF.
Tracer limit

The explicit forms of the (reduced) pressure tensors
Py = Paij/noTy and Py, = Piij/noTs of the solvent
(excess) and the solute (tracer) components, respectively,
of a granular binary mixture (in the tracer limit ;1 — 0)
of IMM under USF are provided in this Appendix. We
consider here model A (¢ = 0) where the coefficients
of restitution a,; and the (reduced) shear rate a* are
decoupled.

The non-zero elements of P, are given by 1]

o 1 . 1+2dp(a)
P27yy - P27ZZ - 1 4 2ﬂ(fd)7 PQ,II - 1 4 25(5) ’ (C]‘)
. a
2,0y (C2)

[+ 28@)°



where

d-1
wag o
Wag = % =V 2H12 (0_122> ’ (C4)
and S(a) is the real root of the cubic equation
B +27 = & (©5)
namely
B(a) = gsinh2 [% cosh™* (1 + 2d7~2)} . (C6)

In addition, the long-time behavior of the granular tem-
perature T'(t) ~ Ty (t) is Ta(t) = T2(0)e**22t where

2P 0" ¢ (L+az)’
d  wh, Wiy  d+2

1-— a%Q
2dws3,

A= 8- . (@)
Upon obtaining the second identity in (CZ)) use has been
made of Eq. (C2) and the result ¢* = (1 — a3,)/2d.

In the case of tracer particles, the relevant elements of

Py ;; can be written as 23]
F+HP;
p, =P  =x—23% C8
Lyy 1,2z 1 )\w§2 TG ( )
HPs, —a*x Py
P _ \TY WYY 9
by TN G (C9)
F+HPy,, —2a*z] P}
P* o ;LT 1197 ClO
l,zx L1 )\wgg + G ( )
where
w*
F=1 1 2 C11
Pl (12 + p21y) (1 + ai2)?, (C11)
G 22 4 [d4 2 — o1+ )], (C12)
= « — «
d(d T 2) H21 12 H21 12)] 5
Pt (14 a12)? (C13)
= Z « .
d(d T 2) H21 12 12
Here,
. w
Wig = 2= Vi + p217, (C14)

where v = T3 /T is the temperature ratio. The temper-

ature ratio is determined from the constraint
7 .

Since the collision frequency wj, is a nonlinear function of

~v, one then has to numerically solve Eq. (CI3) to obtain
the shear-rate dependence of the temperature ratio.

r1y = (C15)
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Appendix D: Evaluation of the derivatives of the
pressure tensors with respect to the shear rate.
Tracer limit

This Appendix addresses the evaluation of the deriva-
tives g« Py ;; and Og« Py, for model A (¢ = 0) needed
to determine the tracer diffusion coefficients D;j, Dpij
and Drp;; in the tracer limit. In the case of the excess

iﬁmponen‘c, according to Egs. (CI) and (C2)), one has
]

“ow - weparen OV
“Par ~ (1+28)(1+68) (D2)
LOPs L, 1—-28 ~
o T T 12821+ 68)" (D3)
where use has been made of
98 1+23
“ Dar =25 1+68 (b1)

The calculations for the tracer particles are more intri-
cate. First, we derive both sides of Eq. (C8) with respect
to a* to obtain the result

250 0y
8a,uu =Af 0) + Ai(le) o (D5)
where
A0 _ 9HOuP) — Pf yywﬂ,(a@*x)’ (D6)
vy Awie + G
1) ! ~..—1 px
éy) = m (F+HP; Ly — Gx] Pl,yy) . (D7)

In Egs. (DO) and (DT), D= A = ﬁ(&l*ﬂ) and we have

. i) d+2
introduced the quantities

F= F D8
2wi2 tenT S (D8)

ol H21 - H21
G= G, H= H D9
2wi‘§ ’ ng ( )

The derivatives 0y Py, and Oy« Py, can be also ob-
tained from Eqs. ((9) and (CI0). Their final forms can
be written as

8P1>~< Yy 87

_“l=zy (0 n=r

D0 =A; +Awu EPes (D10)

OP; ) 9y

_Lzz _ A(O A D11
da* xTx xTx da a9 %) ( )

where
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* * * 0 * *
A0 — 21 H (0o P3) — PPy — Aéy) — P, w32(0axA) (D12)
ry Awis + G ’
Af) = Aw;jl 5 (AP, — ey A)) ~ G P, ) (D13)
* * * 0 * *
A(O) _ le(aa* P2,zz) - 2P1,zy —2a Al(“} - Pl,zzw22(8¢l* )‘) (D14)
re Awiy + G ’
W = /\w:ﬁ (F+TP;, — 20%27 ' AL) — Gar ' P, ) (D15)

To close the problem, it still remains to get the quan-
tity Og+7y, which can be determined from the relation
(CTH) by taking the derivative with respect to a* in both
sides of this identity. The result can be written as

0 AL 4+ (@-1)Aal
2L g (;)L (d= 1Ay, = (D16)
da d—a7 Ay — (d— D)z Ay
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