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Abstract

We do a numerical study of the transient phenomenon in pipelines transporting plastic Bingham slurry
flows, using a lowest-order finite element method (FEM). While most pipeline hammer studies focus on
Newtonian fluids, the transient dynamics in Bingham fluids remains elusive and poorly afforded, even though
this case has significant impact in industry like mining. A detailed parametric study asses the effects of
the slurry yield stress and the valve closure times on both, pressure and velocity distributions along the
pipeline, using an adaptive friction model to account for turbulent slurries. Results reveal that yield stress
enhances flow resistance and accelerates pressure peak attenuation, underscoring the damping role of Bingham
rheology compared to Newtonian flows. These insights emphasize the need for advanced FEM-based schemes
in non-Newtonian shockwave modeling, with implications for industrial pipeline design and operational safety.

Keywords: pipeline hammer, finite elements method, plastic Bingham fluid, rheological effects, downstream closure
model, slurry flows

1 Introduction

Water-hammer is a common and critical phenomenon in many hydro-transport systems around the world. This
problem is often caused by sudden operations in transport systems, such as a sudden closing or opening of flow
control valves, pump or turbines power outages, or the pipeline ruptures, to name a few examples [1]. These
events can generate intense pressure shockwaves traveling along the pipeline at very high speeds, covering long
distances in quite short times. This feature gives very short time for a mechanical response to the pipeline walls,
resulting in a significant increase in flow’s pressure and, in extreme cases, approaching to the limit mechanical
strength of the pipeline. Then, this is a significant challenge for the operation of pipelines including system’s
failure, equipment damage and operational inefficiencies, among other [2].

The hydraulic modeling of water-hammer has been intensely studied for Newtonian fluids, particularly for
water transportation systems [3, 4]. However, an opposite situation occurs when dealing with complex fluids
where few studies can be found [5-9]. Non-Newtonian fluids are frequently encountered in mining industry,
exhibiting operational problems similar to those found in water pipelines. The transport of slurries and mineral
concentrates (e.g., copper tailings) and in general, solid-liquid suspensions of higher concentrations are good
examples of rheological complex fluids, with both commercial interest and environmental impact [10-13].

Recent studies have addressed this phenomenon affording specific topics such as shear-thinning, shear-
thickening or even tixotropy effects on shockwave propagation [14], missing an overall analysis about the influence

of physical-mechanical parameters on the transient evolution on these flows. The complexity of the modeling



of solid-liquid flows is usually related to the rheological character of the flow, often exhibiting a mechanical
behavior similar to the plastic Bingham model. This model is particularly present for volume concentrations up
to Cy = 30% [15]. A dramatic increase in this concentration could lead to hyperconcentrated regimes governed
by nonlinear rheological models [16-18].

On the other hand, mining tailings are usually characterized by viscosity values () up to 100 times higher
than the viscosity of water and the existence of yield stress (7,) affecting the initial mobility of the mixture[15,
19]. If flow’s pressure and inertia are not able to overcome 7, no flow is possible. Then it is clear that viscosity (n)
and yield stress could lead to different dynamics with respect to classical water-hammer phenomenon, affecting
the magnitude of the pressure wave, the shockwave speed and the attenuation dynamics [20].

Current state of the art on the water-hammer numerical modeling includes several approaches, ranging on
different trades-off between computational cost and accuracy. First, computational fluid dynamics (CFD) offer
detailed simulations of transient evolution by directly solving the Navier-Stokes equations [21]. CFD models
capture complex transient characteristics including shock waves, column separation and fluid-structure interac-
tion. Advanced CFD tools incorporate adaptive mesh refinement, multi-phase flow modeling, and coupling with
structural analysis to predict the response of piping systems and components accurately [22]. Second, hybrid
approaches combine the detailed flow dynamics captured by CFD codes with the computational efficiency of
1D models [23].

These models are useful for analyzing systems where local three-dimensional effects are significant, although
the overall behaviour of the event can be approximated as 1D [24]. Hybrid models enable detailed analysis
of specific components (e.g., pump or valve regions) while efficiently analyzing the broader system. Finally,
machine learning and artificial intelligence (AI) simulation techniques is gaining growing interest to predict
and mitigate water hammer effects [25]. These approaches can identify patterns from historical data, simulate
various operational scenarios, and recommend preventive or mitigation strategies. Machine learning models
can complement traditional simulation methods by providing insights derived from large datasets that are

impractical to analyze with conventional methods [26].

1.1 One dimensional models

One-dimensional (1D) models are among the most popular schemes for water-hammer analysis. Often based on
the method of characteristics (MOC) (e.g. [1, 24]), they can efficiently simulate shockwave propagation in pipes
accounting for wall shear stress and friction, simplified flow-structure interaction models, presence of bifurca-
tions or valve closure models, among others. Recent progress have improved the accuracy and computational
cost of these models allowing for the simulation of large hydraulic systems. This approach becomes interest-
ing when dealing with mining suspensions, considering the difficulty of solving the coupled motion equations
associated to the solid and liquid phases [27, 28], but also because of the dynamical relations involved on the
interaction between both phases require previous empirical validation which is not always available. The con-
tinuous modeling of pipeline hammer incorporating a rheological model emerges then as a simple and low-cost
alternative for predicting pressure impacts in a pipe.

In this context, this research aims to address the transient dynamics when dealing with plastic Bingham
flows in horizontal, single diameter elastic-walled pipelines. Recent works have numerically afforded this case,
studying the pressure waves generated after a sudden valve closure in a pipeline with Bingham fluids flows
[24, 29, 30], but also in power-law fluids [31]. Although these studies have reached significant progress, there are
still several gaps that need to be addressed. By one hand, a better understanding on the influence of rheological
parameters (e.g., 7, Ty) on the propagation of pressure waves, changes in flow friction, water-hammer attenuation
is required. On the other hand, the effects induced by gradual operations of some flow control instruments
(e.g., valves), is also needed. This kind of operations obviously affect the decay dynamics of flow’s velocity and
pressure, the most important variables in the pipelines operation.

In our case, a methodological difference concerning the spatial discretization of the governing dynamics of the

system was considered. The gold standard has relied on the method of characteristics [2, 24] with a structured



2D grid for space and time. Taking into account the consolidated computational power of the last decades, we
consider instead a finite element approach which allows one not only to solve the classical conservation equations,
but also to extend them to several other scenarios. With classical MOC, the hypothesis of quasi-linearity must
be ensured, meaning that the equations terms must be either linear or depend solely on the unknown but not
its derivatives.

This paper is organized as follows: first, the governing equations for non-Newtonian transient phenomenon
are introduced, showing its dimensionless form and the computation of Bingham friction factors. Then, the
numerical scheme used to handle the equations in time and space is also described. Next, we show numerical
experiments we have conducted to: first, test space and time convergence for the FEM scheme we use, second,
to simulate a realistic copper slurry, third, to test out several yield stress configurations and asses their impact
on the overall dynamics, and fourth, to asses the valve closure time impact on the pressure wave evolution and

peak values.

2 Governing Equations

Hydraulic transient equations for pipes are widely covered in literature, particularly for water transport. How-
ever, for non-Newtonian fluids like Bingham fluids or other complex rheologies, the available literature is much
scarcer. In this context, we use a standard formulation for slurry flows [24], used to model a pipe hammer with
Bingham fluids in laminar systems of constant internal diameter and constant upstream head pressure. We
include a friction model accounting for the laminar and turbulent hydrodynamic character of the flow, several
alternatives for the valve closure model, and also the convective effects contained in the term udu/0z, usually
neglected in this kind of simulations.

In this article, the pressure and velocity wave propagation after the closure of a control valve at the pipeline
downstream section, is modeled as depicted in Figure 2. In this setup, an upstream head reservoir of height H
is connected to the pipe of inner diameter D and total length L. A control valve is located at the downstream
section of the system, which can close instantaneously (T' = 0) or gradually (T > 0) depending on the operating
conditions, where T' is the closure time. The condition 7' = 0 is usually considered the most adverse scenario

for pipeline safety. In this context, the one-dimensional (1D) averaged momentum and mass balance equations

reads: 8 8
op 20U _ ;
5t + pmc o 0 in (z,¢t) € [0, L] x [0,T],
ou ou dp . .

o (G 1) + S () =0 in (2,) € 0.L] x 0.7,
u = g(t) onzx=1L, t >0, 1)
p=Po:=pmgH onx=0,1¢t>0,

x
p—Po(l—Z) at t =0, z € [0, L],
u:iUo att =0, z €0, L],
fRe

where 7 is the fluid Bingham viscosity and p,, stands for the fluid density, which is understood as a mixture
density for a bi-phasic media, as it will be explained later on. The parameters P,, U, stand for a characteristic
pressure and a characteristic velocity, respectively. Namely, we set P, = p,,gH and U, as the stationary laminar

flow mean velocity before the valve closure:
o P,D?

o b
32Ln
The reader may notice in the fore-coming sections that some simulations will surpasses the laminar regime.

We will still admit U, as a rough approximation for the 1D velocity initial condition. In addition, notice the
corrector term sometimes called conductance, 16/( ff{\(/a)7 which accounts for the non-Newtonian behavior of
the fluid. Notice as well that P, is chosen as the boundary condition for the pressure at the head tank (at

z = 0), whereas a linear stationary profile is used for the pipeline pressure distribution accordingly with the
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Fig. 1 Initial conditions for the slurry system according to the parameter setup of a copper mixture, detailed in table 1

aforementioned initial condition for the velocity. Last, the valve closure model is described by a time-dependent
function g(t) at « = L.

The parameter c¢ represents the shockwave celerity. In addition, Re stands for a reference Reynolds

— pUsD
number computed with the characteristic velocity. These scales will be useZl later on to formulate the dimen-
sionless form of the governing equations. In addition, an isothermic assumption is considered for the fluid
compressibility leading to a constant value for the pressure wave speed c. Therefore, the equations describe a
fluid flow with mixture density p,,, axial velocity u, pressure p and a reaction term denoted by S(u). This last
term models the wall shear stress effect on the overall motion. Using the Fanning friction factor f [32], the

cross-section velocity u and pipe diameter D we can write S(u) as follows ([2], chapter 2):

_ 2f pml|ulu

S(u) D

(2.2)

The fluid rheology is implicit in this system through the friction coefficient. For instance, for Bingham flows the

coefficient fRe can be readily estimated from the following relations [33, 34]:

He\ 1.143
10.67 +0.1414 (7¢)

He )
—— |, Re < Reg,
1+0.0149 (He) ¢ <4Re

Re< 10 ), Re > Re,.

16 +

fRe = (2.3)

ARe0-193
where a = —1.47(1+0.146 exp(—2.9-10~°He)) is an empirical coefficient [15]. Notice that these relations recover
the Newtonian behavior when He = 0. The Reynolds (Re) and Hedstrom (He) numbers are introduced as follows
[15]:

D
Re = 224
n
(2.4)
He — pDzTy
02

where 7, is the yield stress and n the Bingham viscosity. The reader should notice that the system initial
condition will heavily depend on both, the Reynolds and the Hedstrom number. For turbulent regimes, higher
friction factors will be computed, thus leading to 16/(fRe) < 1. A similar phenomena will be depicted for large
Hedstrom numbers, where high yield-stresses will naturally lead a larger friction with the walls. In Figure 1, we
show the starting conditions for friction and velocity of the system, for a range of Hedstrom numbers, using the
parameter setup from 1. The reader should remark that the friction factor is a non-constant parameter in the
simulation, thus increasing the overall numerical scheme as it is necessary to recompute the factor fRe at each

time-step, in each mesh node.



2.1 Wave propagation on homogeneous mixtures

Among the assumptions made in this study, we will consider that the fluid is an homogeneous mixture, that
is, a fluid whose solid concentration and velocity distribution can be considered practically uniform across the

pipe diameter [15, 19]. The density of an homogeneous mixture (p,,) is defined as [19]:

pm = psCv + pf(l - CV) (25)

where ps, py denotes the solid and fluid densities, respectively and Cy the solid volumetric concentration.
Theoretical estimations of the pressure surge AP caused by a sudden change in the velocity regime in a pipeline
it’s a longstanding engineering challenge. Joukowski was the first to determine the pressure rise generated in a

rigid-walled pipe transporting a Newtonian liquid of density p [35, 36], that is:
AP = ppcU, (2.6)
where U, is the initial mean velocity just before the close of the valve, ¢ is the shockwave speed. Since ¢ > U,, the

wave speed is usually considered independent on the initial flow velocity. A general expression for the shockwave

speed valid for incompressible, Newtonian liquids in single-diameter tubes, can be written as follows:

c=1\/- (2.7)

where Ky is the liquid bulk modulus. According to Young [37], for rigid walls pipelines we have ¢ = 0, and
Korteweg shown [38, 39] that ( = 1 + %% for elastic walls tubes, where E is the pipe elastic modulus, D
the inner diameter of the tube and e the wall thickness. Other expressions considering pipe constraints can be
found in Chaudhry [2]. The previous formulas can be adapted for estimating the wave speed celerity ¢, for
homogeneous and heterogeneous solid-liquid mixtures. In the former, the expression reported by Young can be

simply adapted as follows:

C =

(2.8)

where K., py denotes the bulk modulus and mixture density, respectively. A way for estimating K, is similar
to Eq. (2.5), that is K, = K,Cy + K¢(1 — Cy), where K is the bulk modulus of the slurry solid phase. The

Korteweg law can also be written for solid-liquid mixtures as follows [7]:

(2.9)

where e stands for the wall thickness. Finally, another expression also valid for homogeneous mixtures and that

considers the volumetric solid concentration Cy, reads [40, 41]:

Ky

c— P (2.10)

1-Cy + 30Oy + 251

In our numerical experiments, we will conduct simulations with this last expression, as it will be made clear
in section 3.2.
2.2 The transition velocity for Bingham flows

The parameter Re. = pu.D/n from (2.3), can be considered as a critical flow Reynolds number indicating the

laminar-turbulent separation regime. Such separation occurs at the velocity u., also called transition velocity
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Fig. 2 Scheme used for pipeline hammer analysis. The main flow and pipe variables are defined. The head tank is open to
atmosphere and flow is one dimensional for all purposes.

[19]. When u < wu, the flow regime is laminar, and turbulent when u > wu.. This critical parameter can be

determined by following the method proposed by Hanks and Pratt [15]:

He 4 1
e=— (1- X+ X7 2.11
Rec= 3 (1 3%+ 32 (2.11)
where X, = 7,/(7w)e, and (7). is the critical wall shear stress. Just at the laminar-transition point Hanks
proposed:
X
He=1 —_ 2.12
e = 16800 (2.12)

This means we can compute the critical velocity and therefore the transition number Re, fixing a Hedstrom
number, thus allowing us to study several rheological behaviors of the flow. Remark as well that X, can be
physically interpreted as a Bingham number Bi = 7, /(7). for a fully developed Bingham flow, which is the
only regime in which this relation is valid. For the Newtonian case, the threshold value Re. = 2100 will be

employed following [42].

2.3 Dimensionless equations

The system given in Eq.(2.1) can be expressed in dimensionless form by introducing relevant characteristic
scales for the velocity (U,), pressure (P,), position (L,) and time (T,) [24, 29, 30]. The scales for velocity and
pressure were already introduced in the system (2.14). Exploiting the simplicity of the experimental setup, the

time scale is chosen as T, = L/c, for L, = L. These definitions leads to the unknowns z*,t*, u*, p* defined as:

= Li =7 (2.13a)
t te

t=r=7 (2.13b)

P = % = ngH (2.13¢)

w = U% = u%i%é (2.13d)

which leads to the following system of equations:



op* ou*

90 + A1 e 0 in (z*,t*) € 0,1] x [0,T7],
ou* ou*  Ip*  fRe .
18t*+ 2u8x*+8x*+16u 0 in (z*,t*) € 10,1] x [0,T7"],
u* =g (t) onz*=1,t">0, (2.14)
pt=1 onx =0, t* >0,
p=1-2z" att* =0, ¥ €10,1],
1
u*:—,Gv at t* =0, z* €0,1],
fRe
and where we have introduced,
0 ~— ~ -1
A= 3—2Re Ma (2.15a)
5 ~
Aoy = 3—2Re (2.15b)

where Ma = U,/c is a reference Mach number defined with the stationary velocity U,, and § = D/L is an

aspect ratio for the pipeline geometry.

2.4 A lowest-order finite element formulation for slurry flows

Traditionally, 1D hammer dynamics have been solved by means of the Method of Characteristics (MOC). The
MOC transforms the partial differential equations (PDEs) into ordinary differential equations (ODEs) along
characteristic lines, which represent the paths along which wave information travels through the fluid. This
method allows for the accurate simulation of wave propagation, reflection, and interaction within the pipeline
system. Nevertheless, MOC relies upon restrictive hypothesis for the underlying model that force a set of
boundaries for the applications to be tackled. For a system of continuous equations to be addressed with MOC,
it is mandatory to satisfy quasi-linear conditions, meaning that in the equations one can allow either linear
terms or, at most, terms that depends solely on the unknowns magnitude and not their derivatives. This is of
relevance, for instance, whenever it is desired to solve the system considering complex friction models.

Among the alternatives to perform to numerically solve in space and time the equations (2.14) we can name
the MOC [24], finite volumes [43], and the finite element method (FEM, [44] [45]). We will use the later to
deal with space discretization and implicit finite differences for time. Let us consider a one-dimensional working
domain, a straight line represented by the real interval Q = [0, L] (L € R). In order to properly expose the
numerical setup, it is required to formalize the functions v* : [0, L] — R and p* : [0, L] — R as an element of a
Hilbert space H = H'([0, L]) x L*([0, L]), where L* = {v: Q — Q: [,|v|[*dz < oo}, and H'(Q) stands for the
smaller space of smoother functions H! = {v € L*(Q); dv/dx € L*(Q)}.

Under this setting, it is well known that one can reformulate the problem with a variational formulation,

boiling the challenge down to finding a set of functions (u*"*! p*"*+1) € H, such that:

1 N / dutntl A1 / w,nt1 op*
Lol e eag [ 2 dr + AL [
At/Qp e A AV L M P

*8U* fRe *,n+1 1 *, )\1 *,
—&—)\Q/Qu ax*wdw—l—w/ﬂu " wdx:At* Qp nqdw—&—m Qu "wdz,

for all ¢ € L?(Q2) and w € H'(Q2). We have introduced an implicit Euler scheme for time differentiation, i.e.,

(2.16)

the first-order approximations:

ou* u*,n+1 — oyt
T NTa— (2.17a)




8])* p*,n+1 _ p*,n
_ 2.17bh
ot* At* ’ ( )

which means that we need to solve the system (2.17) consecutively to complete the simulation time with a
uniform grid [0, At,2At,...]. A traditional Picard method is used to deal with the system non-linearities at
each time-step, which will have a fixed error tolerance over the £2 norm for joint velocity and pressure of 1073,

Next, we recast the problem in finite dimension by means of the following standard Galerkin approach:

N

*,n+1 72 : *,n+1

U - ui ¢i7
=1

- (2.18)

*,n+1 72 : *,n+1
p - b; ¢i’

i=1

where N is the number of nodes that discretize the working domain 2. To ease the reading, the same notation
has been adopted for both the continuous and the discrete unknowns. The finite element method provides the
solution of nodal coefficients uj’"“ and p*"*t (i = 1,..., N). We choose the same discretization space for both,
velocity and pressure, namely, the piece-wise linear (lowest-order) space P; basis ¢1,...,¢xn. Then, it is easily

shown that this approximation leads to the following matrix system of 2N x 2N equations:

(1+ At LB + M A C(us™) AP B| [us | [ Mus" (2.10)

MA*B M prrtll Mt )
where M € RV*N stands for a mass matrix with entries M;; = fQ ¢i¢jdz, the matrix B € RV*N for the
coupling terms, with entries B;; = fQ (bi%dx, and the convection matrix C € RV*V with entries Cij =

fQ u* gfﬁ ¢;dz. The integrals are computed with a standard Gaussian quadrature rule of three points per finite

element. In addition, a classical fixed-point root-finder is utilized to solve for X. in equation (2.12) for a given
input Hedstrom number, thus allowing us to compute the yield stress and the adimensional constants A; and As.

The assemblage of the matrices and the solver is handled with the in-house software MAD [46] (used already
in several CFD works with finite elements, e.g. [47-51]), for finite elements and data assimilation, which supports
CPU parallelization for optimal speed-up thanks to the underlying linear algebra library PETSc[52]. For this
study, we use an AMD Epyc processor with 48 physical cores. We use the MUItifrontal Massively Parallel sparse
direct Solver (MUMPs, [53, 54]) to compute the solutions of (2.19), .

The reader may remark the absence of stabilization techniques, as it is the gold standard for the discretization
of the Navier-Stokes equations. In particular, we remark on the importance of the mass storage component
(1/At*)M in the second line of (2.19) as a regularizer that prevents the system of equations from getting
close to singular. One should consider nonetheless that getting close to a divergence-free scenario may distort
the condition number of the matrix in (2.19). On the other hand, it would be easy to counter a divergence-
free situation. There are several stabilization techniques that would take this situation under control, such
as the Brezzi-Pitkédranta approach [55], the streamline upwind Petrov-Galerkin one [56], or variational multi-
scale methods [57]. The later will be explored in a fore-coming scientific study to test out unstable regimes
ensuring numerical resolvability. In addition, the reader may notice that we follow a monolithic scheme for the
problem unknowns. Other decoupling strategies for velocity and pressure for this application may be studied in

forthcoming research [58].

3 Results

This section is devoted to study the numerical solutions of the transient slurry equations with convective effects.
We first set up, in section 3.1 the necessary mesh and time step for the finite element scheme we employ so
that we reach non-oscillatory or not excessively regularized solutions, as a quasi-convergence study. Next, in

section 3.2, we inspect the numerical solution for a realistic parameter set that emulates copper-water mixture.



We then do a parametric study of the solutions including the effect of the fluid yield stress (section 3.3) and

the impact of the valve closure time (section 3.4).

3.1 Convergence study

Let start testing out the solver convergence in space and time. To do so, we solve the governing dynamics for
the set of parameters depicted in table 1, but considering 7, = 0, as it is the more challenging scenario from
the numerical standpoint. For similar reasons, we also set a sudden closure for the valve, meaning that in the
boundary conditions of (2.14) we set g(t) = 0 at = L. To study the mesh convergence, we narrow our attention
to the pressure at a control point located at the valve. Consider a preliminary adimensional time step of 1076
and 4 meshes, with characteristic adimensional element sizes of 1072, 2 x 1073, 1072, and 10~*. We observe, in
Figures 3.a and 3.b, a mesh independent solution up to Az* = 2 x 1073, so we choose this element size for all
the fore coming simulations. The critical jump is that of the wave onset, at the beginning of the simulation, so
we zoom in the phenomena in Figure 3. For every simulation, we check how the reservoir pressure is recovered

after the flow stops, as it is physically expected.
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Fig. 3 Mesh dependence test. As expected, the mesh refinement is critical after the instantaneous valve closure. This sets a
threshold for the element size at Az* = 2 x 103

Similarly, the time step analysis in Figure 4.a shows that time steps over 2 x 1072 s leads to excessively
smooth solutions. This, and the fast Fourier transform of the solutions shown in Figure 4.b depicts a good
frequency content preservation and solution behavior for a time step At* = 1074, therefore we use it for all the
simulations to come.

Concerning the solver performance, which in this test case boils down to invert 50000 systems of equations
(one per time step) with 1001 degrees of freedom each, it takes a total simulation time of 66.34 seconds, using

a single core of a 48 cores AMD Epyc processor.

3.2 Simulation of a copper slurry

In this section we will apply the above system of equations to analyze the evolution of a hydraulic transient
in a copper-water mixture pipeline system. This mixture is a homogeneous fluid, that is, a fluid whose solid
concentration and velocity distribution can be considered practically uniform across the pipe diameter [15, 19].
This case is very important to the mining industry, especially in countries where mineral transport occurs
through pipelines.

Table 1 shows the physical and mechanical properties for the slurry flow considered in this study, Table 2
the mixture density and bulk modulus and the expected theoretical values for the shockwave speed estimated
according to the relations given by Eq.2.8 - Eq.2.10 for increasing values of Cy. Table 3 display the pipeline

properties.
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Fig. 4 Convergence test for Newtonian case He = 0. This benchmark shows that At = 2x 1075 s (At* = 10™4) suffices to capture
the hammer dynamics.

Table 1 Physical and mechanical parameters for a
copper slurry. Viscosity and yield stress data were
extracted from [59]

Parameter Meaning Value

Ps Solid density 8.9 g-cm ™3
pf Liquid density (water) 1.0 grem ™3

Ky Liquid bulk modulus 2.1 GPa
K Solids bulk modulus 140 GPa
E Pipe elastic modulus (steel) 200 GPa
n Slurry Bingham viscosity ~ 0.03 Pa s
Ty Slurry yield stress =~ 26 Pa

Table 2 Schockwave speeds (c¢) for a copper tailing according to
different authors. In the last column, overpressure values (AP) were
included according to Joukowski formula AP = pyemue

Concentration Pm Ky Eq28 Eq.29 Eq.2.10 AP
Cy gcem™3  GPa m/s m/s m/s MPa
10% 1.79 15.9 2979 1944 1042 5.07
15% 2.19 22.8 3229 1885 966 5.75
20% 2.58 29.7 3392 1808 911 6.39
25% 2.98 36.6 3506 1730 870 7.05
30% 3.37 43.5 3592 1658 840 7.71
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Although in the range Cy > 30% the mixture can still display a non-Newtonian behavior, a Bingham-like
rheology will not be necessarily expected [15]. For higher concentrations, an hyper-concentrated flow regime can
be reached that is characterized by a different rheological law (see e.g. [18]). In the same context, in the range

Cy < 1% a Newtonian-like regime is expected for the mixture, which can be addressed with usual methods [1, 2].

Table 3 Parameter setting for the pipeline.
The steel pipeline is class DN100, Sch.40s

Parameter Meaning Value
L Pipe length 200.0 m
H Reservoir height 100.0 m
D Inner pipe diameter 102.3 mm
e Wall thickness 6.0 mm
Py Allowable pressure 17.8 MPa

In agreement with authors experience in real engineering projects, results provided by Egs. (2.8)-(2.9) are
extremely large and then unrealistic. The wave speed values calculated from Eq.(2.10) can be considered most
representative of a real transient event, in agreement with Kodura et al. [5-7]. Even more, it is expected that
real values of the initial pressure surge are lower than theoretical estimations inspired on Joukowski’s pressure
scale, because of the lower shockwave speed (see e.g., [5, 7]).

With all these elements, the pressure rise can be easily estimated as AP = p,,, ¢, u,- The last column of Table
2 shows some estimations of AP by considering u, = u.=2.72 m/s a reference velocity. The maximum pressure
values P,,q, obtained from numerical simulations can be later compared to the theoretical maximum pressure
P,+ AP, where P, = p,,gH is the initial head static pressure. As expected, a risky situation for pipeline safety
occurs when P, > Pa, where P4 is the mazimum allowable pressure. This last parameter is provided by the
pipeline factory and it depends on wall schedule (see Table 3).

In Figure 5 we observe simulation snapshots during the phenomena onset after an instantaneous valve
closure. In the figure, we show the system stationary initial condition, the over-pressure wave propagation, i.e.
from the valve to the tank (at ¢ = 0.1 s) and the under-pressure, i.e., from the tank to the valve (at t = 0.5 s).

In addition, we show the temporal evolution of the numerical solutions for control points located at the
tank (z = 0), the pipe half length (z = L/2), and the valve (x = L), at Figures 6 and 7. We observe a rather
slow friction dissipation and we check that the maximal numerical pressure reach a value of 13.86 MPa, which
turns out to be surprisingly close to the factory allowable pressure P4 = 17.8 MPa, but still ensuring a safe
hammer wave propagation. The theoretical pressure rise discussed above, with more restricted assumptions, is

lower than the numerical one, namely 11 MPa, yet in accordance with the obtained value.

3.3 Impact of the fluid yield stress

A comparison for several yield stress magnitudes is depicted in Figures 8 and 9. To convey this simulations,
we have used the same parameter configuration as for the previous test case, but moving freely the Hedstrom
number and thus recomputing the yield stress at each case. In these figures, we can see how larger Hedstrom
numbers simulations depicts smaller peaks in over-pressure values, leading naturally to faster decay times. This
is a natural an expected behavior, as it is intuitive that larger Hedstrom numbers will imply more difficulty to
move the fluid in the first place so that the yield stress could be reached, thus leading to a damping effect seen
in the overall dynamics.

We summarize this finding with Figure 10, where the maximal over-pressure for each simulation is shown
against the corresponding Hedstrom number. We see how the plot range depicts almost twice overpressure values

for the quasi-Newtonian case He = 103, with respect to He = 10°.
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Fig. 6 Velocity for copper slurry on 2 control points, at = 0 (blue) and x = L/2 (green)

3.4 Effects of the gradual valve closure

An additional brief test is performed to assess the impact of the gate closure model on the wave dynamics. We

set the Dirichlet boundary condition in (2.14) as
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where we check several closure times scaling it to the characteristic time L/c. The results, using the parametric
configuration for the copper slurry, are shown in Figure 11 for velocity, and Figure 12, for the pressure. We
depict four scenarios, namely an instant closure time (7. = 0), a fast closure time (7. = 0.5), a critical closure
time (T, = 1) and a slow closure time (7, = 1.5). As expected, the sharpest numerical solutions of the governing
equations are retrieved for the instantaneous closure, and we observe how the delay of the valve operation softens
the overall dynamics, still keeping nonetheless similar over-pressure values. Yet, not-sudden pressure changes,

as with the case T, = 1.5, are preferable operation conditions.

Instant Fast Critical

Time [s] Time [s] Time [s] Time [s]

Fig. 11 Valve closure time impact on velocity evolution

. Instant o Critical

0.0 0.5 1.0 15
Time [s] Time [s] Time [s] Time [s]

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

Fig. 12 Valve closure time impact on pressure evolution

The valve closure time study is summarized by looking at the plots of Figure 13, where we see how the overall
simulation pressure peak (i.e. the first peak) behaves against both, the Hedstrom number, and the adimensional
closure time. We first confirm that the Newtonian case brings higher pressure peaks, and we also see that the
slow closure have a bigger consequence at the pipe half length control point. That is to say, at the valve closure
control point, the peak pressure behavior is almost independent of the closure time, whereas at the middle
control point, we observe a clear separation at the critical time T, = 1, after which the pressure peak decreases

almost linearly.

4 Conclusions

This study provides a comprehensive analysis of the pipeline hammer phenomenon in non-Newtonian Bingham
plastic fluids, employing an efficient computationally inexpensive finite element method (FEM) to accurately
simulate the transient dynamics. By integrating factors such as yield stress, convective effects, and varying valve
closure times, this work advances the understanding of how non-Newtonian rheology affects pressure shockwaves

in pipeline systems. The findings underscore some insights:

® Impact of Yield Stress on Attenuation: The yield stress in Bingham plastics contributes a damping effect,
which facilitates faster attenuation of pressure peaks compared to Newtonian fluids. This effect is especially

critical in applications where the reduction of peak pressures is essential for preventing pipeline stress and
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material fatigue. As the yield stress increases, the number of pressure oscillations declines significantly, leading
to enhanced stability within the system.

® Valve Closure Dynamics: The analysis of valve closure time revealed that gradual valve closures can lead
to delayed, slightly slower, and smooth pressure wave and pressure peaks. The detailed parametric analysis
summarized in Figure 13 shows how the peak pressure, a critical design quantity, behaves for a battery of
configurations.

e Adaptive Model for Laminar and Turbulent Flows: The adaptive model used for both laminar and turbulent
flow regimes demonstrated that hybrid approaches incorporating finite element schemes allow for accurate
predictions across various flow conditions. This adaptability is essential when dealing with fluids that exhibit
both Newtonian and non-Newtonian behaviors depending on flow rates and operational conditions, which
contrast to regular studies [24] where laminar friction models are adopted even in high velocity conditions,

as those usually reached in transient phenomena.

Overall, this work highlights the Bingham slurry parametric study, and also the advantages of using advanced
numerical techniques, such as FEM, to accurately capture the complex interplay of rheological properties, flow
dynamics, and operational changes in pipelines transporting non-Newtonian fluids. Future research could further
refine these models through machine learning approaches for rapid parameter optimization, and stabilization
techniques could be explored to enhance model robustness. This work lays a foundation for more resilient
pipeline designs and informed operational strategies, particularly in industries where non-Newtonian fluids pose

unique challenges to system stability and durability.
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