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Nonlinear variation of bedload thickness with fluid flow
rate in laminar shearing flow
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Abstract

The movement of subaqueous sediment in laminar shearing flow is numeri-
cally investigated by the coupled lattice Boltzmann and discrete element methods.
First, the numerical method is validated by comparing the phase diagram proposed
by Ouriemi et al. (J. Fluid Mech., vol. 636, 2009, pp. 321-336). Second, a de-
tailed study on sediment movement is performed for sediment with varying solid
volume fractions, and a nonlinear relationship between the normalised thickness
of the mobile layer and the normalised fluid flow rate is observed for a densely-
packed sediment. Third, an independent investigation on the effective viscosity
and friction coefficient of the sediment under different fluid flow rates is conducted
in a shear cell; and substitution of these two critical parameters into a theoretical
expression proposed by Aussillous et al. (J. Fluid Mech., vol. 736, 2013, pp.
594-615) provides consistent predictions of bedload thickness with the simulation
results of sediment movement. Therefore, we conclude that the non-Newtonian

behaviour of densely-packed sediment leads to the nonlinear relationship between
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1 INTRODUCTION

the normalised thickness of the mobile layer and the normalised fluid flow rate.

Keywords:
sediment movement, lattice Boltzmann method, discrete element method,

partially saturated method, fluid-particle interactions

1. Introduction

The movement of a subaqueous sediment exercises a strong influence in a
broad range of engineering problems and natural phenomena, such as river mor-
phology in environmental engineering, dune formation in civil and coastal en-
gineering and hydraulic fracturing in mining engineering. For an initially flat
sediment which is often modelled as a subaqueous sphere pack, the shearing ef-
fect of the upper fluid gives rise to the interfacial instability. When the hydrody-
namic force exceeds certain threshold, an erosion-deposition process occurs to the
top-layer particles of the sediment first. Continuous fluid—particle and particle—
particle interactions set more particles in transport, which eventually leads to the
wave-like sediment shapes under certain flow conditions. Although studies have
been carried out for over a century, the multi-physics and multi-scale nature of
the problem still makes it challenging to fully characterise the sediment move-
ment. For instance, it is usually difficult to get access to the velocity profile and
solid volume fraction inside the densely-packed sediment in experiments, while a
large portion of the modelling approaches cannot resolve individual particle mo-
tion [1]. Therefore, an efficient particle-resolved modelling approach as well as

an improved understanding of the transport mechanism is urgently desired.
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Two major approaches can be found in the literature within the context of the-
oretical modelling of sediment transport. The first model is termed as the erosion-
deposition model which was originally proposed by Charru & Mouilleron-Arnould
[2] through a theoretical analysis under the Couette flow regime. In this step-wise
approach, the shear stress exerted by the fluid flow on a fixed wavy bottom was
first calculated. The particle transport rate under such shear stress was thus cal-
culated from the viscous resuspension theory [3] or the erosion-deposition model
[4, 5], and then used for wave velocity and growth rate predictions. Although
successfully captured the initial motion of the particles on the sediment surface,
this model has certain limitations as it only considers the motion of the top parti-
cle monolayer. The second approach is the continuum model which was fulfilled
by Ouriemi et al. [6] by the use of a two-phase model. Newtonian rheology
was assigned to the fluid phase, and frictional rheology consisting of the Einstein
effective viscosity and the Coulomb friction was adopted to model the particle
phase. Aussillous et al. [7] later found that such combination was able to recover
the experimental results of particle flux, but failed to match the bedload thickness
and velocity profiles. Conversely, good agreements with the experiments were ob-
tained by using a granular frictional rheology with a shear-rate-dependent friction
coefficient [8]. It was a crucial step forward made by Aussillous et al. to take the
shear-rate-dependent property of the sediment into consideration. Nevertheless,
the effective viscosity was assumed to be constant for simplicity, which is to some
extent coarse to fully characterise the sediment movement.

In the present study, we aim to investigate the sediment movement mechanism
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in laminar flow regime via direct numerical simulation (DNS). Due to the com-
plexity of the problem, empirical solutions are often not able to comprehensively
capture the fundamental physical phenomena exhibited by the fluid—particle sys-
tems [9]]. To fully resolve the immersed particles, DNS offers an efficient approach
to evaluate the hydrodynamic and inter-particle interactions and to track the mo-
tions of particles, without employing empirical or analytical models. A significant
body of the available DNS study on sediment transport is presented by Kidane-
mariam & Uhlmann [10-12] and Mazzuoli et al. [13|[14], who incorporated the
immersed boundary (IB) technique into the computational fluid dynamics-discrete
element method (CFD-DEM) framework to solve the particulate flow. Notable
success has been made by CFD-DEM-IB modelling as it accurately resolves the
essential aspects involved in the problem. However, the use of a Boolean-type
phase indicator sets the solid volume fraction computation inside the sediment in
an approximate fashion.

To ensure sufficient precision for hydrodynamic and inter-particle interactions
and solid volume fraction computation, the lattice Boltzmann method (LBM)
[15] and the DEM [16] are coupled via the modified partially saturated method
(MPSM) [17] in this work to model sediment movement. To the best of our
knowledge, very limited information can be found in the literature towards the
sediment movement modelling using the coupled LBM-DEM technique. Hence,
a brief introduction of the LBM-DEM-MPSM framework is firstly brought out in
§ 2 followed by a verification study. In § 3] the rheological properties of the sedi-

ments are investigated in detail. By resolving the non-Newtonian behaviour of the
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sediments with varying solid volume fractions, we look forward to providing new

fundamental insights into the sediment movement mechanism.

2. Numerical modelling of sediment movement

The modelling method implemented in this study features a hydrodynamic
coupling between the LBM and the DEM via the MPSM. A detailed introduction
to the numerical approach along with is validation through several simple flow
configurations can be found in Ref. [17]. In this section, we further validate
the applicability and accuracy of the LBM-DEM-MPSM framework for sediment

movement modelling.

2.1. The LBM-DEM-MPSM framework

As an alternative to the conventional CFD approaches, the LBM discretises the
fluid domain using an orthogonal grid at the mesoscopic scale. Each fluid node on
the grid possesses a certain number of particle density distribution functions, f;,
which is allowed to transport to its neighbouring nodes or stay at rest. During each
time iteration, the distribution functions are updated via the ‘collision-streaming’
process, of which collision redistributes f; following the lattice Boltzmann equa-
tion (LBE) and streaming propagates the redistributed f; to their adjacent nodes.
Once this process is accomplished, the macroscopic variables of the fluid field are
obtained from the moments of f;. With its concept based on the kinetic theory,
the LBM has been widely applied to solve fluid flow due to its straightforward

implementation and computational efficiency. In this study, a two-relaxation-time
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(TRT) [18]] collision operator is utilised to ensure computational accuracy and
efficiency.

In this study, the particles are densely packed and in frequent contact. Under
the circumstances, the DEM is coupled to the LBM to solve the particle phase.
A linear elastic contact model is implemented to compute the kinematics and me-
chanical interactions of a contact pair by their contact stiffness, k£, and small over-
lap 4. The overall solution procedure during each DEM timestep consists of the
global contact search, local interaction resolution, contact force calculation and
element velocity and position update. It is worth mentioning that no lubrication
correction is added to the contact model, as the sediment is densely-packed and
close contacts are dominant [6].

To fulfil the DNS framework for sediment movement modelling, the MPSM,
which is an improvement to the original work by Noble & Torczynzki [19], is
employed as the solver for fluid—solid boundaries, see Fig. [I(a)l The introduction
of a modified solid weighting function involving the solid volume fraction within
a computational cell, 7, to the LBM improves the description of moving bound-
aries with which the no-slip boundary is represented. Meanwhile, the use of a
sub-grid technique, which is illustrated in Fig. improves the mapping preci-
sion and minimises the fluctuation in the hydrodynamic force computation. The
implementation of the MPSM guarantees a direct, accurate access to the solid vol-
ume fraction inside the sediment, which is not straightforward to achieve through

experiments or theoretical modellings.
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Figure 1: Treatment for fluid—solid boundary cells in the MPSM, showing (a) mapping of the

particle boundary on the underlying lattice, and (b) the decomposition of a fluid—solid boundary
cell and evaluation of the solid volume fraction, -, using the sub-grid technique.

2.2. Flow configuration and numerical validation

We first validate the LBM-DEM-MPSM framework. A schematic diagram of
the model construction is shown in Fig. 2(a)] Randomly packed particles with di-
ameter d,, = 182 =+ 30 pm (equivalent to 100 to 70 mesh sand) were distributed in
a 3D channel with dimensions of 0.004 m x 0.002 m in L, x L. The particle size
followed the normal distribution across the available range. The original depth of
the sediment layer iy was 0.002 m, which led to a total particle number of 2236
to reach a solid volume fraction of 0.45. The fluid and particle densities were
respectively set as py = 1000 kg/m?® and p, = 2650 kg/m?. The fluid viscosity v
was 107 m?/s. The thickness of the fluid layer h; was varied to achieve different
measurements of Ga (hs/d,)?, in which Ga is the Galileo number. Two defini-

tions of the Galileo number are found in the literature: Ga = (p,/py — 1) gd> /1?

and Ga = \/ (pp/py — 1) gd3 /v (g is the gravitational acceleration), with one be-

ing the square root product of the other. To avoid misunderstandings, the physical
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Figure 2: (a) A schematic diagram of the model set-up for sediment transport simulation. (b)
Snapshots of the sediment movement modelling at an original Ga (hy/ dp)2 = 118.36, showing
the ‘no motion’ regime at Re = 1.59, (c) the ‘flat bed motion’ regime at Re = 37.08 and (d) the
‘small dunes’ regime at Re = 62.36. The colour bars represent fluid (upper) and particle (lower)
velocities, respectively.

properties of the particles were carefully selected in order to make the resultant
Ga =~ 1.

The LBM relaxation parameter was fixed at 0.8 for all simulations in this work.
The lattice spacing was set as Ax = 20 pum to ensure a sufficient grid resolution
for the particles and the friction coefficient of the particles was 0.5. The no-

slip bounce-back condition was applied to the upper boundary and a thin plate
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with a friction coefficient of 0.5 was attached to the lower boundary to mimic a
rough surface. Periodic boundaries were assigned to the other two directions, thus
representing an infinite plane channel. We followed that of Strack & Cook [20] to
apply a body force, G, to the upper fluid in the x-direction to induce the Poiseuille
flow regime over the sediment. The simulations were kept running until both the
fluid and particle flow rates reached a steady state. Note that the analysis of this
problem features two measurements, one is the aforementioned Ga (h;/d,)?, the

other is the bulk Reynolds number of the channel,

R@ZQf/ (VLz)a (1)

where () is the volumetric fluid flow rate and L, is the channel width.

Figs. to present different sediment motion patterns at varying bulk
Reynolds number for an initial Ga (h;/d,)” = 118.36. At Re = 1.59, no motion
was observed except for some slight particle disturbance due to particle motion in
sediment voids. With the increase of fluid flow rate, some of the surface particles
exhibited the ‘rolling, sliding and hopping’ behaviour and the ‘flat bed motion’
of the sediment was activated, as indicated by Fig. When Re exceeded
certain threshold (Re ~ 37 predicted by Ouriemi et al. [21], dunes were formed
due to the erosion-deposition and continuous interactions of the particles, which
accumulated into a sinusoidal bed shape shown in Fig.

Our numerical results are plotted in the phase diagram in Fig. [3] with the ex-

perimental results reported by Ouriemi et al. [21] incorporated for comparison.
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Figure 3: The phase diagram of sediment movement, obtained from our numerical results (filled
symbols and crosses) and from Ouriemi et al. [21] ( ‘no motion’ (+), ‘flat bed motion’ (OJ), and
‘small dunes’ (0)). The dashed line and solid line represent respectively the predicted particle
motion threshold and bed instability threshold [21]].

It is shown that the simulation results agrees well with the laboratory data in the
corresponding sediment motion regime, across the range from the incipient parti-
cle motion to dune formation. Different motion regions have been well classified
by the data points, which validates our numerical method for sediment movement

modelling.

3. Further investigation of sediment movement

We maintained the same model configuration and parameter settings of § [2.2]
to further study the sediment movement mechanism in laminar flow. The sed-
iment movement was well controlled below the instability threshold, with Re
ranging from 0.5 to 10 for an original Ga (hy/d,)* = 57.49. The mobile layer,
velocity profile, particle flux and the solid volume faction inside the sediment are

presented for sediments with different solid volume fractions. Particularly, the

10
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non-Newtonian rheology of the sediments under varying fluid flow rates are in-
vestigated in detail via a shear cell model, which provides a means to analyse and

predict sediment movement.

3.1. The mobile layer

Precise predictions for bedload thickness and sediment rheology are of great
concern to researchers in this area. In the simulations we vary the applied G to
investigate the thickness of mobile layer h,, under different fluid flow rates. We
follow the threshold values of Kidanemariam & Uhlmann [11] to determine the
fluid-sediment interface and h,,. The upper bound of the mobile layer is at the
fluid-sediment interface where the particle solid volume fraction is ¢ = 0.1, and
the lower bound is inside the sediment where the mean particle velocity decreases
to 0.5% of the maximum particle velocity. The scaling of the data follows that of

Aussillous et al. [[7] by the use of ¢* which is expressed as,

q*:Ga-l/-(hf/dp)3. 2)

Sediments with three solid volume fractions ¢ = 0.45,0.52 and 0.58 were
simulated and their mobilities are plotted in Figs. [4(a)] and (b), with the exper-
imental data of Aussillous et al. [7] and the DNS results from Kidanemariam &
Uhlmann [[11]] incorporated for comparison. As expected, the thickness of the mo-

bile layer increases monotonically with the fluid flux and with the Shields number

11
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which is defined as,

6 = 6 (Re/Ga) (dy/hy)* 3)

and decreases with ¢ under the same fluid flux. Nonlinear curves are ob-
tained for the three solid volume fractions investigated in the present study. Good
agreements with both experimental and DNS results are obtained by ¢ = 0.45
and ¢ = 0.52. Note that ¢ ranged between 0.43 and 0.48 in the simulations by
Kidanemariam & Uhlmann [[11]], while it was assumed that ¢ = 0.585 in the ex-
periments by Aussillous et al. [[7] without precise measurements. However, the
reasonable coverage of the experimental data over the results of ¢ = 0.45 and
¢ = 0.52 as well as the numerical results indicates that the actual ¢ in the ex-
periments was likely to be smaller than the assumed 0.585. The difference in ¢
leads to an obvious separation of the three curves in the present study as well as
the deviation of ¢ = 0.58 from the experimental data. The particle size dispersion
might be another reason for the deviation of ¢ = 0.58. Mono-sized particles were
used by Aussillous et al. and Kidanemariam & Uhlmann, while the particle size
distribution follows 100 to 70 mesh sand in the present study to gain more practi-
cability. The smaller particle fills in the voids of the sediment, which adds to the
resistance of the sediment against shear.

The significant impact of solid volume fraction ¢ on sediment movement is
also demonstrated by the streamwise velocity profile of sediment cross-section

in Figs. to |4(e)l in which the y-coordinate is normalised so that the fluid-

12
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Figure 4: (a) The normalised mobile layer thickness h,,/h; against the normalised fluid flux
qr/q* and (b) the normalised mobile layer thickness h,,, /d,, against the Shields number §. Hollow
markers: the experimental data by Aussillous et al. [7]]. Filled circles: the DNS results from
Kidanemariam & Uhlmann [T1]]. The streamwise velocity profiles of the sediment cross-sections at
varying fluid flow rates when ¢ = 0.45, 0.52, and 0.58 are shown in (c), (d), and (e), respectively.

13
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sediment interface is located at (y — hy) /hy = 0, where h, and h; are the final
thickness of the sediment and the final height of the pure fluid region, respectively.
When the same body force is applied, sediment with smaller ¢ suffers from severer
erosion, which results in greater mixture velocity and thus larger fluid flux.

An outstanding merit of the MPSM is the accurate evaluation of ¢ within the
sediment. The mean solid volume fraction at position A~ = y can be straightfor-
wardly obtained by simply summing «y of the LBM computational cells across the

xz-plane and divide by the total number of nodes on the plane,

Ny N

61) = 5 2o (0). )

Z =1 k=1

where /V, and [V, are the number of nodes along the channel length and width,
respectively. Fig. [/| presents the variations of ¢ along the y-axis under different
fluid flow rates. At Re = 2.16, sediments of ¢ = 0.45 and ¢ = 0.52 already en-
tered the bedload transport regime, while the sediment of ¢ = 0.58 was experienc-
ing the incipient motion of surface particles. An interesting finding is that slight
dilation is exhibited by the case ¢ = (.58 as the position of the fluid-sediment
interface moves above the original sediment height. At a high packing fraction,
such dilatancy can cause shear-thickening of the granular material (e.g. see [22]]
and [23]), which inspires the idea of incorporating the non-Newtonian behaviour
to sediment transport modelling. At a larger Re = 8.07, all three sediments are
much eroded and ¢ starts to decrease at a lower height. When in motion, ¢ re-

mains nearly constant from the bottom to approximately 2 ~ 4 particle diameters

14
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Figure 5: The variations of solid volume fraction ¢ along the y-axis for (left) Re = 2.16 and
(right) Re = 8.07. The dashed line (y/d,, = 11) represent the initial fluid-sediment interface prior
to shearing.

away from the sediment surface where ¢ vanishes, which is consistent with the

experimental observations by Aussillous et al. [7].

3.2. The particle flux

The volumetric particle flow rate, g, is calculated by [11],

™
QP = 6[/37[/2 Zupd27 (5)

where u,, 1s the streamwise velocity of the particle and L, and L, are with respect
to the length and width of the channel. The results for particle flux are plotted
in Fig. [6] Again a near-linear curve was obtained from ¢ = 0.45 and quadratic
curves were formulated by ¢ = 0.52 and ¢ = 0.58, which is consistent with the
observations in S 3.1]

An outstanding merit of the MPSM is the straightforward, accurate evaluation
of ¢ within the sediment. The mean solid volume fraction at position h = y was

calculated by summing v of the LBM computational cells across the xz-plane

15
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Figure 6: Results of the sediment movement modelling, showing (a) the normalised particle flux
¢p/q" against the normalised fluid flux g7 /¢* and (b) the normalised particle flux g, /g4 against the
Shields number 6. The hollow markers correspond to the experimental data reported by Aussillous
et al. [[7]] and the filled circles represent the DNS results from Kidanemariam & Uhlmann [[11].

once the fluid and particle fluxes reached a steady state, i.e.

61) = 5 2o ). ©

where N, and NNV, are the number of nodes along the channel length and width,
respectively. We present the variations of ¢ along y-axis under different fluid
flow rates in Fig. At Re = 2.16, sediments of ¢ = 0.45 and ¢ = 0.52 en-
tered the ’flat bed motion’, while the sediment of ¢ = (.58 was experiencing
the incipient motion of the particles. An interesting finding was that slight dila-
tancy was exhibited by the case ¢ = 0.58 as the position of the fluid-sediment
interface moved above the original sediment height. In rheological studies, such
dilatancy indicated shear-thickening of the material, which motivated the idea of
incorporating the non-Newtonian behaviour to sediment movement modelling. At
a larger Re = 8.07, all three sediments were much eroded and the computed

fluid-sediment interface moved downwards. When in motion, ¢ remained nearly

16
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Figure 7: The variations of ¢ along y-axis for (a) Re = 2.16 and (b) Re = 8.07.

constant from the bottom to approximately two particle diameters away from the
sediment surface, which is consistent with the experimental observations by Aus-

sillous et al. [7]].

3.3. The effective viscosity and friction coefficient

Motivated by the dilation observed for ¢ = (.58 at low Reynolds number,
we further quantify the shear-rate-dependent effective viscosity and friction coef-
ficient of the sediment via a shear cell test. As shown in Fig. the test case
featured a moving plate on top of the sediment, to which a constant shear rate
was assigned according to the fluid-sediment interface velocity interpreted from
the velocity profiles. The height of the shear cell varied in each case according to
the final position of the fluid-sediment interface to include sediment dilation and
solid volume fraction gradient near the interface. The normal particle pressure p”

and the shear stress 7 acting on the plate were recorded for computations which

17
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are given by,

Ne=71/y and pu=71/p", (7)

for the effective viscosity 7). and the friction coefficient p, respectively.

Our numerical results are summarised in Figs. and After experi-
encing the initial shear-thickening due to confined dilatancy at small shear rates,
a strong shear-thinning rheology is observed at larger shear rates. Meanwhile, the
friction coefficient also exhibits shear-rate dependency. At small fluid flow rates,
the sediment first exhibits shear-thickening rheology, due to which the thickness
of the mobile layer slowly increases with the fluid flux. With the increment of
the fluid flow rate, the fluid-sediment interface velocity increases, thus exerting a
larger shear rate over the sediment. The sediment enters the shear-thinning rheol-
ogy and the resistance to shearing flow becomes weaker. Meanwhile, the increase
of the friction coefficient intensifies the shear stress which the upper fluid exerts
on the sediment surface. Consequently, a dramatic increase in h,, is observed with
the amplification of g;.

In the final step, we extracted the fluid-sediment interface velocity under dif-
ferent fluid flow rates and obtained the corresponding 7. and p from the shear cell
test. The two parameters were then substituted into an analytical solution derived

by Aussillous et al. [7], which is written as,

e Op/0x
T oy

Uin

(y—hs) (y — Ly) — s (y— Ly), 8)

18
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Figure 8: (a) A section-view schematic diagram of the shear cell. Shear-rate-dependent properties
of the sediment with varying ¢ are shown in (b) for the effective viscosity and (c) for the friction
coefficient.
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where u;, = (Op/0x + udApg) h?,/ (2n,) is the fluid-sediment interface velocity
and 7 is the dynamic viscosity of the fluid. The resultant velocity profile is shown
in Fig. where good agreement between the simulation and equation (8)) is
achieved.

The normalised bedload thickness is computed as,

P e ny_ Op/Ox
e 1=t ~ 1], 9
hy  ny [\/ 1e Op/ 0 + poApyg

and the normalised fluid flux is calculated as,

4 _ _10p/0x  nr (M +M¢) [1 (h_M)z L1 (h_m)3] . (10)
¢ 12 Apg  ne \ Apg 4\ hy 6\ 1y
Substituting (9) to (10) gives the variation of h,,/h; with ¢;/q* and the results
are presented in Fig. The friction coefficient for ¢ = 0.45 suffered severe
scattering due to low particle-plate collision frequency. Hence p = 0.28 was
used to fit the data. By taking the non-Newtonian rheology into consideration,
quadratic curves are obtained by the theoretical expression, which achieves good
agreement with our simulation results. The two-phase modelling results using the
granular rheology [8], black dash-dotted line) and the suspension rheology [24]],
black solid line), which were reported by Aussillous et al. [7], are also included
in the figure. Note that these results also exhibits a nonlinear tendency. However,

¢ and 7, were both kept constant in these models, which might be the reason

for the reported underestimation of the mobile layer thickness by the two-phase

20



4 CONCLUSIONS

T,
= . ‘::: KR
= [e-0s RN
< 05[mg =052 L e |
— N s,
é o9 =0.58 /:!{:':;:,.
0 ~3"—”:’W?‘
0 0.5 1
uzhy/q* 1072
(a) (b)

Figure 9: (a) Comparison of the simulation (markers) and theoretical (equation (@), the correspond-
ing coloured dashed lines) streamwise velocity profile in the pure fluid region when Re = 2.16.
(b) Same as Fig. fi(a)| but with the analytical solution using the parameters from the shear cell test
(the corresponding coloured dashed lines). The two-phase modelling results reported by Aussil-
lous et al. [7]] using (i) the granular rheology with 7). /1 = 6.6 and () (black dash-dotted line)
and (ii) the suspension rheology of Boyer et al. [24]] (black solid line) are included.

modelling at large fluid flow rates.

4. Conclusions

We have conducted a numerical investigation on bedload thickness of the
subaqueous sediment in laminar shearing flow, via the MPSM that allows a di-
rect, accurate access to the solid volume fraction inside the sediment. Sediments
with three solid volume fractions were simulated. Results have shown that for
a densely-packed sediment, nonlinear relationship is obtained between the nor-
malised thickness of the mobile layer and the normalised fluid flow rate. In an
attempt to explain such quadratic relationship, a shear cell test was conducted
to measure the shear-rate-dependent effective viscosity and friction coefficient of

the sediment. Substitution of these two parameters into a theoretical expression
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successfully replicates and validates the simulation results.

In summary, slight shear-thickening behaviour is first exhibited by the sedi-
ment at low Reynolds number. With the increase of the fluid flux and thus the
interface velocity, the sediment enters the shear-thinning regime. By taking the
non-Newtonian rheology into consideration, nonlinear relationship between the
thickness of the mobile layer and the fluid flow rate is exhibited by the subaque-
ous sediment.

Despite the promising results that have been presented in this paper, improve-
ments are still desired to accomplish a broader range of applications for the LBM-
DEM-MPSM approach. For instance, the incorporation of a turbulence model
might sufficiently extend the applicability of the model and better mimic the real-
case sediment behaviour in turbulence. This is a potential objective for future

work, along with an extension to simulate non-isothermal scenarios.
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