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Abstract

During heating (loading characterised by a progressive increase in strain rate)
and cooling (loading characterised by a progressive decrease in strain rate)
numerical tests, performed by using Discrete Element codes, granular materials
experience phase transition phenomena, named in this paper ‘dry liquefaction’
(when from solid the material starts behaving like a fluid) and ‘dry resolidi-
fication’ (freezing, when the material from fluid starts behaving like a solid).
The aim of this paper consists in reproducing phase transition phenomena by
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using a strain hardening visco-elastic-plastic model based on the critical state
concept and kinetic theories of granular gases. The authors demonstrate that cru-
cial is the role of isotropic softening/hardening, which describes the size of the
elastic domain and the capability of the solid skeleton of storing elastic energy
according to permanent force chains. The main ingredients of the model are:
(i) the additivity of quasi-static and collisional stresses, (ii) the energy balance
equation governing the evolution of the granular temperature, interpreted this
latter as an additional internal variable for the system for the collisional con-
tribution, (iii) the mixed isotropic and kinematic hardening characterising the
quasi-static incremental constitutive relationship. The model has been both cal-
ibrated and validated on Discrete Element Method (DEM) numerical results,
obtained by testing dry assemblies of monodisperse spheres under true triaxial
loading conditions.

KEYWORDS
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1 | INTRODUCTION

As is well known, in nature, granular media behave differently according to their state: for instance, under quasi-static
conditions, a sand deposit under a raft foundation behaves like a solid and can be idealised as a network of permanent
force chains developing among grains." In contrast, when flowing at large values of strain rate, the same material exhibits
a fluid-like behaviour with grains colliding among each other.>~
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An attempt to experimentally investigate the mechanical behaviour of granular material in a wide range of
strain rates is in Yamamuro et al.° This unique series of experimental results was obtained by means of an
unconventional triaxial apparatus. These results put in evidence that an increase in shear rate corresponds to an
increase in (i) stiffness at small strains, (ii) residual shear strength and (iii) dilatancy. These preliminary results testify
the role of both strain rate and strain acceleration in affecting the mechanical behaviour of granular soils, but the study
conducted by the authors was not systematic and did not investigate the response when the loading process is arrested.

In case of ideal materials, in the last 20 years, in the physicists community, numerous Discrete Element Method
(DEM) numerical simulation results’® have confirmed the role of both strain rate and confining pressure in govern-
ing the mechanical behaviour of granular media. DEM results are extremely useful when fundamental research is
performed, since they provide microstructural information (for instance contact forces, energetic contributions and
microstructure),” nowadays also partially available owing to the use of sophisticated experimental devices.'”'! DEM
can be used as an effective numerical tool, capable of capturing many inherent aspects of the soil response, although
they do not directly account for many peculiarities of the soil behaviour related to grain shape, crushing, damage and
indentation.!>714

In the scientific literature, very few are the models capable of dealing with phase transition phenomena. In fact,
the very numerous standard geotechnical constitutive models, introduced in the last five decades, based on elastic-
plasticity,'®! on bounding surface plasticity,”” on hypoplasticity?’** or incrementally non-linear formulations,”* are
capable of successfully predicting the material response under quasi-static conditions but are not adequate for simulat-
ing granular media in both the previously mentioned regimes; whereas, in the hydraulics/physicists community, popular
are the theories/approaches proposed to describe the mechanical behaviour of granular media under fluid-like conditions.
These, based on either experimental tests or numerical data, consider steady conditions only, disregard the micromechan-
ics governing the phenomena and do not take into account phase transition processes.***~2° To this category of models
belongs the so called u-I rheology,* according to which, under simple shear conditions, a unique relationship between
stress level u, void ratio e and inertial number I exists: high values of I correspond to agitated conditions, whereas small I
values to quasi-static regimes. The unicity of such relationship, in case of deformable spheres, has been recently critically
discussed by Redaelli and di Prisco’’*® and Marveggio et al.”’

The challenging goal of this paper consists in introducing a constitutive approach capable of reproducing phase tran-
sition phenomena (‘dry liquefaction’, when from solid the material starts behaving like a fluid, and ‘freezing’ or ‘dry
resolidification’, when the material from fluid starts behaving like a solid) experienced by granular assemblies when
either confining pressure is nullified/increased or strain rate is increased/decreased. The proposed model considers tran-
sient conditions and is based on the comprehension of the dissipative and storing mechanisms governing the phenomena
and on the hypothesis of distinguishing collisional dissipation contributions from the ones related to long elapsing force
chains. For steady conditions, the model follows the approach proposed in Berzi et al.,° Vescovi et al.’! and Redaelli
and di Prisco,”’ where a parallel scheme is adopted to account for separately both quasi static (i.e., force chains related)
and collisional terms. The former contribution is evaluated by employing the so-called critical state theory,*” whereas
the latter one according to the kinetic theories of granular gases.**~*° Recently, the same approach has been extended by
Vescovi et al.”’ to account saturated conditions for. The same framework has been employed to simulate transient dry
simple shear conditions by Redaelli et al.,*® in which the quasi-static contribution is computed according to the standard
elastic perfectly plastic theory, modified by including the critical state concept. This model could reproduce solid to fluid
like transition process but not the vice versa. Thus, it has been modified by introducing a kinematic hardening® and
validated against DEM simulation results to reproduce liquefaction and post-liquefaction response under isochoric con-
ditions. The model seems to be capable of reproducing DEM results but not the nullification of the material history after
liquefaction.

In this paper, a strain hardening visco-elastic-plastic model is proposed to overcome all the limitations mentioned here
above. The model is based on the assumption that the evolution of the isotropic hardening variable (measuring the capa-
bility of the solid skeleton of storing elastic energy by means of permanent force chains) has to follow the one of the
coordination number, whereas the back stress hardening rule, the one of the second invariant of the deviator of fabric ten-
sor. When solid to fluid phase transition occurs, the material memory is assumed to be partially delated, since the isotropic
hardening variable is assumed to experience a severe softening, whereas the second invariant of the back-stress is assumed
not to evolve. During the reconsolidation process, the material is assumed to behave like a ‘pseudo-virgin’ material, char-
acterised by an initial not negligible induced (from the previous strain history) anisotropy. In the model proposed in this
paper (i) a 3D formulation is adopted, (ii) a closed shaped yield surface is employed, (iii) a mixed isotropic-kinematic strain
hardening, based on critical state theory for granular materials,*’ via the definition of a back-stress tensor is introduced
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and (iv) in agreement with what put in evidence by DEM numerical data of Huang et al.*! but not considered by popular

critical state based constitutive models like those previously cited,'*** the dependence of both critical void ratio and crit-
ical obliquity on Lode angle is accounted for. The constitutive model is validated against the numerical results obtained
by Redaelli and di Prisco,”® by discussing phase transition in terms of evolution of stored energy (elastic and fluctuating
kinetic), stresses and internal variables.

In Section 2, by analysing DEM simulation data available in literature, the concept of phase transition is clarified.
In Section 3, the constitutive model is introduced, while in Section 4 a constitutive parameters calibration procedure is
described. Then, the model is validated against DEM ‘heating’ (i.e., monotonic loading during which the strain rate is
increased) test results (Subsection 5.1). The role of (i) initial void ratio, (ii) Lode angle (from pure compression to exten-
sion) and (iii) deviatoric strain rate is accounted for. In Subsection 5.2, ‘cooling’ triaxial test (performed on specimens
initially sheared under steady conditions by progressively decreasing the strain rate) results are discussed. Finally, the
model is employed to predict the state of stress at rest after performing cycles of heating and cooling, performed at different
acceleration/deceleration values (Subsection 5.3).

2 | NUMERICAL EVIDENCE OF PHASE TRANSITIONS IN GRANULAR MEDIA

According to Jop et al.,* under steady conditions, solid and fluid-like regimes can be distinguished as a function of inertial
number I, since only in the solid-like regime stress ratio u and void ratio e do not depend on I.

On the contrary, Redaelli and di Prisco?’ by performing DEM triaxial compression tests have shown that, at steady state,
for sufficiently small inertial number values, the relationship between e and I is not unique as the void ratio seems to be
independent of the deviatoric imposed strain rate J, but markedly decreases with the imposed confining pressure I.

They have proposed three regimes: the solid (quasi static), the transitional and the fluid-like (collisional®”) one
(Figure 1). As is evident, only in the transitional regime both stress level and void ratio remain constant with I.

Under evolving conditions, Redaelli and di Prisco’® have analysed DEM results of constant pressure (dashed lines
HP, starting from initial condition I1) and constant volume (solid lines HV, starting from initial condition 12) triaxial
compression tests (Figure 2), performed by imposing different deviatoric strain rates. By focusing on both stored energy
and coordination number Z, they have individuated a condition identifying the boundary from transitional to collisional
regimes and vice versa: the passage through lines Z = Zt and Pa _ 1, where E,; is valued as the elastic energy stored at

the contacts (durable and collisional), while Ej ; is defined as the kinetic fluctuating energy.
The dotted line is the locus obtained by interpolating the steady state points (HI with I = 1,..,6) of the triaxial tests. As
is evident, the intersection between the two straight lines previously mentioned belongs to this locus.

3 | THEORETICAL MODEL

The model, inspired to the numerical observation previously outlined, is defined by assuming the parallel scheme
proposed by the authors in the above-mentioned papers. The stress tensor o is thus defined as:

o =0% + o, 1)

where the quasi-static solid skeleton contribution, o%®, refers to the contact network, whereas the collisional one, geol,
is associated with collisions among particles. Once the quasi-static contribution is incrementally formulated, if an Euler
explicit time integration scheme is adopted, the constitutive relationship can be written as follows*®:

o= (DP At+H) : & +0” + R, )
where symbol : stands for double scalar product, ‘dot over’ stands for the time derivative, while subscript i for the i-th
integration time step. ¢ is the strain tensor, Hffll and D?fl the viscous collisional (Subsection 3.1) and the quasi-static
tangent stiffness 4th order tensors (Subsection 3.2), respectively, evaluated at the (i—1)-th time step, At is the time step
employed in the explicit time integration, a?jl the quasi-static stress tensor evaluated at the previous integration time
step and hl.cf’l is a collisional-related term (Subsection 3.1).
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FIGURE 1 Steady state points of discrete element method (DEM) triaxial compression tests (A) inertial number - stress ratio plane, (B)
inertial number - void ratio plane. Empty data points are characterised by the same deviatoric strain rate (J, = 121/s) and different confining
pressures (I,), filled data points are characterised by the same confining pressure (I;, = 150 kPa) and different deviatoric strain rates (J,).
Data from Redaelli and di Prisco”

3.1 | Collisional contribution
As in Redaelli and di Prisco,”’ the collisional contribution is modelled according to kinetic theories of granular gases.**—°
This approach assumes as state variables both void ratio e and granular temperature T, where this latter measures the
system agitation and is defined as one third of the grain velocity variance.*

The evolution laws for both e and T are given in Subsection 3.1.1, while the collisional stress definition, in terms of the
two viscous collisional tensors H® and h¢°, is introduced in Subsection 3.1.2.

85U8017 SUOWILLIOD @A 18810 3dedldde ayy Aq peusenob a1e ssjoie YO ‘8sn Jo el 10y AriqiT8UIIUO AB[IA UO (SUONIPUCD-PUe-SLLIBY/WIOY" A8 | IM A TRIq U1 UO//SdNL) SUORIPUOD pUe SWiB | 8L 88S *[7202/.0/2T] uo Afiqi8uliuo A8IM ‘'ONY 1IN 1A ODINOILITOd Ad ZTiE Beu/zo0T 0T/I0p/wod Ao im Al 1jeuljuo//:sdiy Wwoly pepeojumoa ‘eT ‘2202 ‘586960



MARVEGGIO ET AL. 2419
WILEY
FIGURE 2 Phasediagram, in terms of 6
stored energy ratio (elastic over kinetic b
fluctuating) and coordination number Z, 5 il
. i S 1 7
under evolving conditions (solid lines) and i 0 W
L. . 1H2 /- ;-5',‘.':'——-— 2
steady limit (dotted line). HP tests are those 4 ; g

under constant pressure (dashed line), HV 7.

Constant
pressure

Constant
volume

under constant volume (solid line). Data from

. L N3
Redaelli and di Prisco?®
J SIS i A1 I~HiiIN I N S A S SR ACEYCLEYELEY LD Steady state locus
n //, H4'mo
aiks
1 :. wn
_ i —6
Ho| 5.5 O
0 I |||||i T TTTTI T 1T T |||||||| T 1T LBLILLLLLY LBLILLLLLY LBLILLLLLY
0001 001 01 1 10 100 1000 10000100000

Eo/Es

3.1.1 | eandT evolution laws

Void ratio evolution law is governed by the mass balance, as it follows:

ée=—0+e)Tr(e), (3)

whereas the evolution of granular temperature is ruled by the fluctuating energy E ¢ balance’:

Ep=g®lig -1l 4)
As in Vescovi et al.,*® T is the rate of energy dissipated by inelastic collisions, given by’>:
P 3
rel = 22 p,T3. (5)
L
where p p is the particle density, F, is a function of both e and T and its expression, is discussed in Subsection 3.1.2null . L,
whose expression is reported in Appendix B, is the so-called correlation length, representing the size of particle clusters
developing in the collisional regime.

In contrast, the novelty introduced in this paper consists in accounting for the elastic energy stored by the system during
collisions (Ef ;) as a function of the fluctuating kinetic energy (Ef y):

Er=Epk + Efep ()
where, according to Garzo and Dufty**:
Efje= % Pp%_,_eT’ (7
whereas, according to the authors:
3 1
Efel =5 Ppl__i_eTfr (T,e), ®)

being f, (Appendix B) calculated, according to Berzi and Jenkins,* as the ratio of collision duration and flight time
(i.e., average time elapsing between two subsequent collisions). In Equation (8), the average elastic energy stored during
each collision is evaluated equal to the fluctuating kinetic energy. As in Berzi and Jenkins,* f, accounts for the collision
frequency in a representative elementary volume (REV), depending on T and e. According to these definitions, when
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FIGURE 3 Jamming void ratio: Lode angle dependence

no stable force chains are present in the system and the grain flight time is negligible with respect to particle collision
duration, f, = 1 and the energy is equally stored in terms of kinetic fluctuations and elastic potential energy.

3.1.2 | Collisional stress

As in Redaelli et al.,*® viscous collisional tensors H®! and h¢®! are defined as:

1
ppd(§F2+F3>T5 ifizj=k=1

2 Lo ,
Hcoz=H¢9Iil=<PPd(—ng+F3>T2 ifi=jnk=Ilni#k
ij

1 ©)
ppdF,T? ifizjni=knj=1

0 elsewhere

\

and
he! = ppF,TI, (10)

being I the 2nd order identity tensor, F;, F, and F3 three functions of e and T (Equation 11) and d the particle diameter.
F;,i =1,...,4 (where F, is required to define the rate collisional dissipation in Subsection 3.1.1) are defined to take the
particle deformability into account, according to Berzi and Jenkins**:

-1
fi ( Ji > ,
+1 if e <e,(ay)
F; = py T/ fipngl/z e

172
Pp/ T1/2

; an

if e> e, (ay)

being f; and f;, i = 1,...,4 only functions of void ratio (Appendix B), depending on one macroparameter (e,,) and three
input data (particle Young modulus E, interparticle friction coefficient 1, and restitution coefficient ¢,). e. is the jam-
ming void ratio, that is the void ratio at which force chains start developing within the granular medium under steady
conditions. According to Zhao and Guo,** Zhou et al.* and Redaelli and di Prisco,”’ e, is independent of the loading
path. In contrast, Barreto and O’Sullivan*® and Huang et al.*! have numerically shown that e, depends on Lode angle
3(ay—a, . . . . L . o
a, = atan[@] (being o, 0y and o, the maximum, intermediate and minimum, respectively, principal stresses). In
Ox—0y—02

particular, the maximum value of jamming void ratio is expected in case of extension, while the minimum for compression.
For this reason, the authors introduce for e the following expression (Figure 3):

N =

e (ag) = [(ece + €ce) + (€cc — €ce) COS 3], 12)
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where e, and e, are the values of critical void ratio associated with compression and extension loading paths, respectively.

3.2 | Quasi-static contribution

The quasi-static contribution is modelled by employing a time independent elastic-plastic anisotropic strain hardening
formulation, based on the critical state theory, interpreted this latter as a limit steady state for T going to zero.?” Accord-
ing to elastic-plasticity, stiffness tensor DI of Equation (2) is assumed to coincide with the elastic stiffness tensor D¢
(Subsection 3.2.1) under unloading, whereas under loading:

D : n®% : Do
D% =D — — 7 z , (13)
ﬁ :DEI n+H
o-b

where ® stands for tensor product, f the yield function (Subsection 3.2.2), n a second order tensor governing the plastic
strain rate direction (Subsection 3.2.3) and H the hardening modulus (Subsection 3.2.4), this latter defined as:

N
df ( dgi >
H=-) —(—:n), 14
; qi <d€pl 4
being g; the i-esim out of N model hardening variable.

3.2.1 | Elastic stiffness tensor

A hyperelastic formulation with non-nil elastic stiffness, when elastic strains nullify, is mandatory to reproduce the mate-
rial mechanical behaviour at the solid-to-fluid transition. Since defining an expression for the elastic potential satisfying
these requirements is a non-trivial operation and is out of the scope of this paper, for the sake of simplicity, the elastic
contribution is modelled as linear and isotropic: elastic plastic coupling due to both void ratio dependence and elastic
stiffness tensor anisotropy are disregarded.*’*® The elastic stiffness tensor D¢ is thus assumed to be constant and only a
function of Young modulus E and Poisson ratio v.

3.2.2 | Yield function

A closed shaped yield locus is employed: this choice, as will be discussed in Section 5, is fundamental for correctly
simulating phase transition processes. The authors adopted the expression proposed in the model of di Prisco et al.*’:

f=35<y—3)1n<§> +2G=DI3, — 1T, 15)

where y is a dimensionless constitutive parameter, while:

r=oc¥:y, (16)

T =350 1595 [r2, 17)
i = 9\/§det(sqs*)/r3, (18)
% = g5 —ry. (19)
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FIGURE 4 Yield surface in (A) deviatoric and (B) meridian planes. The geometrical role of the back-stress and the cap size is clarified in
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As is clarified in Figure 4, y is a back-stress second order tensor evolving with plastic strains, whereas r., equivalent to
the isotropic pre-consolidation pressure for an isotropic material, defines the size of yield locus f. 8 controls, instead, the
yield locus shape. In the original model, all these quantities vary with plastic strains. For the sake of simplicity and since
an ideal material is considered in this paper, 3 is assumed to be a constant constitutive parameter.

3.2.3 | Flow rule

According to Manzari and Dafalias*” and Vescovi et al.,* the direction of the plastic strain rate tensor ¢? in the triaxial
plane may be assumed to be ruled by a function F,, depending on both void ratio and stress level. As was suggested by
Manzari and Dafalias,*” in the model proposed by the authors, the flow rule is assumed to be associated in the deviatoric
plane and not associated in the meridian one. Therefore n (Equation 13) is written as:

daf
B R S
n—\/;i +3Fd(a' ,e)I. (20)

ds?s

where s = ¢% — %I f;l is the deviatoric stress, with I ;1; = Tr (o%), whereas F is defined by generalising to 3D loading
paths the expression proposed for simple shear conditions by Vescovi et al.*”:

Fg (6%,e) = 5% (o, e) + 5,® (c7) eay)

being §; and §, two constant parameters.

In Equation (21), ¥ is a generalised version of the state variable introduced by Been et al.’® and Jefferies.*’ In fact, as
was mentioned in the introduction, the critical state void ratio for I fg — 0 axis is given by Equation (12). Therefore, by
linearising the dependence of critical state locus on I f;, as suggested by both Vescovi et al.** and 3D-DEM numerical data,
obtained for steady simple shear flows of monodisperse spherical particles by Sun and Sundaresan®:

2
Y=e¢—e. (a;)+ 3aE, If;. (22)

2

where a, as is shown by Redaelli and di Prisco,”’ is a dimensionless coefficient related to the interparticle friction

coefficient y, as it follows:
a = 0.75u, + 1.23. (23)

Function @, in Equation (21), is assumed to describe the dependency of dilatancy on the stress level as it follows:
3
2 7as
2 I lo

&=3 — M (), (24)

where M (a,), the function describing the dependence on the Lode angle of the stress state obliquity at critical state, is
given in Subsection 3.2.5.
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3.2.4 | Hardening rules

With respect to the model of di Prisco et al.,*’ in this paper, the hardening variables y and r. (Equation 15) evolution laws
depend not only on plastic strains and current state of stress but also on ¥:

X=k Z-x0:2)] (25)

k=c,(W)Ver : ép (26)

where
cp W) =cpe —cpy ¥, (27)

being ¢p, and ¢,y two nondimensional constitutive parameters.

This formulation is based on the assumption that y obeys to a saturation rule, so that the higher the distance of y from
the limit tensor ¥, the faster is the rotation.*’ k is a sort of activation scalar variable, function of ¢ (Equation 26), and c D>
linearly variable with W (Equation 27). ¥ is the limit tensor towards which y is assumed to evolve (Equation 25). According
to di Prisco et al.,* ¥ is individuated by employing the mapping rule defined here below:

P

x:cos§L+isiné\ (28)

V3 I

with

§95% \/5 sT*
d_\/§r _<Tr .I)I (29)

Differently from the model of di Prisco et al.,** the limit rotation angle 8 is assumed not only to depend on «,, but also
on ¥, that is:

6 (¥ a,)= % e [(1 + %> + <1 - %) cosSocU] -6, 9, (30)

GCC ce

where 0, 6. and 6y are three non-dimensional constitutive parameters.
The evolution of r., tuned by a non dimensional constitutive parameter B, is defined as the sum of two contributions:

£ x + E(W,ap) ([P — (6P = y)x] « [€P — (&P Ix)x])é

c H
BP

(3D

Fe

one pseudo-volumetric and one pseudo-deviatoric (in fact, in case y =1/ \/5 the first contribution coincides with the
plastic volumetric strain rate, while the second with the deviatoric one>">?),
In Equation (31), £ is not constant, as it was in di Prisco et al.,* but is assumed to depend linearly on ¥:

EWay)=£§ (a,)— & ¥, (32)

being £, a non-dimensional constitutive parameter, whereas the expression:

~ _ \/g tan (ece) tan (ece)
& () = —Ttan(ecc) [(1 + m) + <1 - m) cos 3050] , (33)

is obtained by imposing 7. = 0 at critical state.
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TABLE 1 Values of micromechanical input data

pp (kg/m?) d (m) E, (MPa) kp () & ()
2600 0.001 750 0.35 0.90

TABLE 2 Values of the constitutive parameters governing collisional response

em (_) ecr.- (_) ece (_)
15 0.685 0.692
3.2.5 | Critical state locus

According to the model proposed, the critical state locus is a function of (i) state of stress, (ii) void ratio and (iii) five con-
stitutive parameters (two micro, E, u, and three macro, e, €., y)- Its expression is obtained by nullifying the previously
mentioned ¥ and ® functions (Equations 22 and 24):

1
V= —€ (acr) + 3a E qS - c= 5 [(ecc + ece) + (ecc - ece) Cos 30‘0] 3 E Iqs - 0’ (34)
37
®=3 2 — M (a,) = 0. (35)
1o

In the proposed model, M(a,) is assumed to coincide with Matsuoka and Nakai* criterion, written in an explicit form
by Lagioia and Panteghini>*:

1/2 -1
_ y—1 1 y(r=3"" . T
M., =3 lz = 5 €08 [garcos (—3/2 sin 3 (ocCI - E) . (36)

r—-1

4 | CONSTITUTIVE PARAMETER CALIBRATION

To calibrate the constitutive model parameters, the authors employed the results of two DEM triaxial tests performed
under constant confining pressure (I;, =150 kPa) on an initially loose specimen (initial void ratio e, = 0.727): one com-
pression (a, = 0°, Figure 5) and one extension (&, = 60°). In Appendix A, a detailed description of the DEM numerical
model is reported.

As a comparison, in this paper the authors adopt numerical data referred to an ideal dry material characterised by iden-
tical frictional spheres.' Considering monodisperse materials seems reasonable since the aim of the work is to interpret
and understand the fundamentals of granular material behaviour experiencing phase transitions. Moreover, as kinetic
theories of granular gases have been validated until now for monodisperse media, considering a unitary coefficient of
uniformity bears a discussion on advantages and liabilities of this approach when collisional contribution is dominant.

The response of the collisional contribution is governed by the geometry (grain diameter d) and physical/mechanical
properties of the single particle (grain density p,, grain Young modulus E,, friction coefficient u,, and coefficient of resti-
tution ¢,): these are input data (Table 1) not to be calibrated and, for the monodisperse material considered in the paper,
assumed to coincide with those employed to perform DEM numerical analyses (Appendix A).

Thirteen are the constitutive parameters related to the quasi-static contribution (E, v, 3, ¥, 61, 85, 6c¢» Becs Ow, Cpes CpysBp,
§y)- ecc and e, define the dependence of the critical void ratio on Lode angle (Equation 12, Figure 3) and can be estimated
by considering DEM results at critical state (compression and extension) (Table 2).

e,,, related to the collisional contribution (Appendix B), is taken from Berzi and Jenkins.*

Among the 13 constitutive parameters governing solely the quasi-static mechanical behaviour:

* E, v describe the elastic material stiffness (Subsection 3.2.1).

I Numerical assemblies composed by monodisperse spheres may experience crystallization, but data that are considered in this paper are not affected
by this phenomenon, since, as was discussed in Redaelli and di Prisco,”® particles are not frictionless.
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FIGURE 5 Comparison between discrete element method (DEM) results and model predictions in the (A) J, — J, plane, (B) e — J, plane
and (C) y., —J, plane

B and y define the shape of the yield locus (Subsection 3.2.2). The value of y is directly connected to the size of the

critical state locus (Subsection 3.2.5).

* 97 and 6, are related to the flow rule definition (Subsection 3.2.3).

* O, 0, are the limit values of back-stress rotation under compression and extension respectively, while 6, defines its
variation with ¥, whereas ¢, and ¢,y govern the rotation velocity with strain rate (Subsection 3.2.4).

* B, and {; are parameters governing the isotropic hardening (Subsection 3.2.4).

Here below, the strategy employed to calibrate the 13 parameters listed here above:

1. E and v have been calibrated by considering the very first part of the triaxial test in the J; — J, plane (Figure 5A), where
1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2
Jy= [g[(ax - ay) + (o-x - C"z) + (Uy - Uz) ]]1/2 and J, = [g[(gx - Ey) + (Ex - Ez) + (Ey - Ez) ]]1/2-
2. B¢, Oy, cpe and ¢,y have been calibrated on the ., — J, plane (Figure 5C). For the DEM tests y is assumed to be equal

toy = II;_I where F is the fabric tensor calculated from DEM data (Appendix A). In particular 0., is related to the
final value of fabric orientation, ¢, to the initial slope of the curve, while 6, and ¢y, govern the intermediate evolving
condition.

3. 7,P, &y have been calibrated focusing on the J; — J, plane (Figure 5A). y is calibrated to match the value at steady state,
B the first part of the curve and &, the transient condition.

4. Bp 6, and &, have been calibrated on the void ratio e — J, plane (Figure 5B).
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FIGURE 6 Time evolution of the deviatoric strain rate in case of heating tests (solid line) and cooling tests (dashed line)

5. Finally, 6., has been calibrated by considering steady state condition of quasi-static constant pressure triaxial tests
under extension, focusing on the final point of the curve in the y,, — J, plane.

The procedure employed to generate DEM specimen (Appendix A) determines a strong homogeneity in the specimen
microstructure. In case of quasi-static isotropic consolidation tests, commonly employed in case of real granular materials
to calibrate B, the lack of heterogeneity of DEM numerical specimens seems not to allow the evolution of the microstruc-
ture under isotropic conditions and their use for calibration purposes. In fact, loading-unloading DEM curves practically
superimpose.'**> For the same reason, in case of initially dense materials (Subsection 5.1.2), due to the very large number
of interparticle contacts, DEM curves relative to constant pressure triaxial tests, are characterised by a very large initial
stiffness, not easily reproducible by the constitutive model.

5 | MODEL VALIDATION

In this section, to test the model capability of simulating the dependence of the material mechanical behavior on the (i)
imposed strain rate, (ii) stress path and (iii) initial void ratio, model predictions are compared with DEM numerical results
(true triaxial monotonic tests). In Appendix A, a detailed description of the DEM numerical tests is reported.

To simulate both inception and arrest of granular flows, two types of tests are considered: (i) heating and (ii) cooling,
respectively (Figure 6).

In case of heating, the material is initially at rest, isotropically consolidated at confining pressure I;, and initial void
ratio e.

Then, the deviatoric strain rate is imposed to vary with time according to the following function (solid line in Figure 6):

) Ll it <t
Jo =4 : 37)

Jop ift>t

Jo 8 . . . . . .
where t; = % and J,[s~2] are the rate of change in the deviatoric strain rate (strain acceleration).

During cooling tests, the material is initially flowing under steady triaxial condition, coinciding with the final state
reached at the end of a heating test.
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TABLE 3 Values of the constitutive parameters governing quasi-static response only
Isotropic
Elastic stiffness  Yield function Flow rule Kinematic hardening hardening
E (MPa) v (-) BG) 70O 5 %) G () B G cpe () () B &)
500 0.3 0.5 3.185 4.7 0.8 0.145 0.129 0.5 35 640 0.001 3.4
TABLE 4 List of model heating tests
Test name e () a, (°) I,, (kPa) Jop (5 f'e (s?)
M_H_0-10_1 0.727 0 150 10 le6
M_H_0-100_2 0.727 0 150 100 le6
M_H_0-10_3 0.657 0 150 10 le6
M_H_0-10_4 0.727 30 150 10 le6
M_H_0-10_5 0.727 60 150 10 le6
M_H_0-10_10 0.727 0 15 10 le6
M_H_0_10_1_CV 0.727 0 150 10 le6
M_H_0_10_2_CV 0.727 0 150 100 le6

Then, the strain rate is linearly decreased to zero (dashed line in Figure 6):

. J .
Je’o_te_f)'t ift <

J, ()= (38)

0 ift>t

T, & . . . . . .
where t; = ]—O and J,[s72] are the rate of change in the deviatoric strain rate (strain deceleration).

To obtain model predictions, Equations (2, 3, 4, 25, 31) are numerically integrated in time, by imposing a sufficiently
small time-step, to guarantee numerical stability and by imposing: (i) the total mean pressure I;, and Lode angle a, to be
constant, (ii) the deviatoric strain rate J, to evolve according to Equations (37) or (38). The nonzero initial conditions for
heating and cooling tests are discussed in Subsections 5.1 and 5.2, respectively.

5.1 | Heating tests

Heating tests, whose results are discussed in the following, are listed in Table 4 and are identified by the acronym ‘M_H_
0.J e,f—L» where i is an identification number. In Table 4, the nonzero initial conditions, the final strain rate, the Lode angle
and the acceleration rate of the eight tests, whose results are discussed here below, are reported.

51.1 | Influence of a,

To investigate the influence of Lode angle, three ‘constant pressure’ tests (I;, = 150 kPa with J,, r=10 s characterised
by a, = 0°, 30°, 60°, respectively, are considered. In all the three cases (M_H_0-10_1, M_H_0-10_4, M_H_0-10_5), the
material is initially loose (eq = 0.727).

As is evident in Figure 7, the agreement between model predictions (dashed lines) and DEM data (solid lines), in par-
ticular in the J; — J, plane (Figure 7A), is quite satisfactory. Initially, the deviatoric stress increases very rapidly and the
material response is independent of a,,. Subsequently, the dependence on a, becomes clearer: larger J; values correspond
to smaller «, values. In Figure 7B, where the volumetric response is shown, the dependence on «, is correctly captured,
although at large strains (J, > 0.1) model simulations seem to overestimate void ratio. According to the authors, this is
mainly due to the DEM data oscillating trend. In fact, at steady state DEM and model predictions practically superimpose.
In Figure 7C strain paths for a, = 30° (imposed load direction) are plotted in the J; — a, deviatoric plane. As is evident,
strain paths deviate from the imposed stress path and the non-coaxialitly seems to be correctly simulated by the theoretical
model, in particular for large strains.
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FIGURE 7 Influence of Lode angle. Comparison between discrete element method (DEM) results and theoretical model predictions in
(A)J;—J,,(B)e—J, and (C) J, — a, planes

5.1.2 | Influence of initial void ratio

Two constant pressure compression tests (I, = 150 kPa, a, = 0°), characterised by J,, =10 s71, are here considered. Test
M_H_0-10_1 corresponds to ey = 0.727, whereas test M_H_0-10_3 to e, = 0.657.

The theoretical model is capable of capturing, both qualitatively and quantitatively, the dependence of the evolving
response on initial void ratio. As is evident in Figure 8A, the model predicts quite well DEM simulations. The dense
specimen response presents a faint peak in DEM data, predicted also by the model, but the DEM curve is characterised
by an initial stiffer behaviour. As was anticipated in Section 4, this discrepancy is likely to be due to the particular initial
homogeneity of monodisperse DEM specimen, causing, in case of dense conditions, an increase in contacts along vertical
direction even without initial microstructure rearrangement (Figure 8C).

The volumetric behaviour (e — J, plane) is illustrated in Figure 8B: a compacting response is observed for both DEM
and model predictions in case of loose initial conditions (again DEM data are characterised by oscillations at large strains),
in contrast, dense specimens, for both DEM and model predictions, dilate. According to the authors, the DEM specimen,
for the same reason mentioned above (Section 4), cannot initially compact. At steady state, as was expected, the void ratio
is independent of the initial value of e,. Finally, in Figure 8C, the evolution of fabric orientation (in terms of the first
component of tensor y) predicted by the model is compared with the corresponding DEM data: the agreement is very
satisfactory.

51.3 | Influence of strain rate
Two ‘constant pressure’ tests ( I;, = 150 kPa, o, = 0°) on loose specimens (e, = 0.727), characterised by different final

strain rates and coincident initial strain accelerations (Figure 6) are simulated: in one case ]'e, ;=10 s (M_H_0-10_1),
while in the other J, ; =100 s (M_H_0-100_2).
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FIGURE 8 Influence of initial void ratio. Comparison between discrete element method (DEM) results and theoretical model
predictions: (A) J, — J,, (B) e — J, and (C) y,, — J, planes

In Figure 9, model simulations (dashed lines) and DEM results (solid lines) are compared. The model is capable of
capturing the dependence at steady state of J; and e values on the imposed strain rate (larger values of J, correspond to
larger J; and e values). As was expected, the initial trend of DEM curve is not correctly reproduced by the model, in which
micro-inertial terms governing the evolution of force chains with time are not accounted for.>*>° For the same reason
in the J,-e plane (Figure 9B), the more pronounced dependence of the volumetric response on the strain rate imposed,
exhibited by the DEM specimen, is not fully simulated by the model, since again, according to the authors, this does not
take into account micro-inertia.

The model capability of predicting DEM data in terms of fabric orientation is illustrated in Figure 10, where the evolution
of the first component of tensor y is plotted and compared with the corresponding value of fabric predicted by DEM. For
very large values of strain rate, the anisotropy of the fabric tensor increases with the shear rate imposed. This aspect is not
reproduced by the model since no microstructure anisotropy is taken into account by kinetic theories.

5.1.4 | Model discussion

In this paragraph, with reference to heating tests, the authors want to discuss phase transitions starting from the analysis
of the constitutive model predictions, by focussing on the role of quasi-static and collisional contributions.

Phase transition, as is predicted by u — I rheology,? is favoured by an increase in I, that is by an increase in deviatoric
strain rate or a reduction in confining pressure.

As far as the role of J,, 1 is concerned, apparently, at steady state, the two curves of Figure 9A are very similar. In contrast,
as already mentioned in Section 2 (Figures 1 and 2), the authors want to show that the mechanical behaviour of the material

85U8017 SUOWILLIOD @A 18810 3dedldde ayy Aq peusenob a1e ssjoie YO ‘8sn Jo el 10y AriqiT8UIIUO AB[IA UO (SUONIPUCD-PUe-SLLIBY/WIOY" A8 | IM A TRIq U1 UO//SdNL) SUORIPUOD pUe SWiB | 8L 88S *[7202/.0/2T] uo Afiqi8uliuo A8IM ‘'ONY 1IN 1A ODINOILITOd Ad ZTiE Beu/zo0T 0T/I0p/wod Ao im Al 1jeuljuo//:sdiy Wwoly pepeojumoa ‘eT ‘2202 ‘586960



2430 W l L E Y MARVEGGIO ET AL.

a)D_H_0_10_1
— — — a)M_H_0_10_1

b) D_H_0_100_2
— — — b)M_H_0_100_2

0.67 —

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35

(A) 1. [ ®) X [-]

FIGURE 9 Influence of strain rate. Comparison between discrete element method (DEM) results and theoretical model predictions in:
(A)J,—J, and (B) e — J, planes
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FIGURE 10 Comparison between discrete element method (DEM) results and theoretical model predictions in y,, — J, plane: (A) test
M_H_0-10_1, (B) test M_H_0-100_2

is totally different and governed by two distinct dissipative microstructural mechanisms. In Figure 11, total stresses (solid
line), quasi-static (dashed line) and collisional (dot-dashed line) stresses are compared. The discussion is limited to model
predictions since, as is discussed in Redaelli and di Prisco,?® in DEM, collisional and quasi static (permanent) contributions
cannot be isolated to each other.

In case J,, r =10 s (Figure 11A), the collisional stress slightly increases during the test, but the quasi-static contri-
bution prevails and the steady state is reached only for very large values of the deviatoric strain (J, > 0.8). In case J,, 1
=100 s (Figure 11B), initially, the quasi-static contribution prevails. For J, > 0.05, the quasi-static contribution progres-
sively decreases whereas the collisional one increases. When large values of deviatoric strain are reached, the quasi-static
contribution is almost negligible and the total stress coincides with the collisional one. The ‘dry’ liquefaction of the speci-
men sheared at J. e.f =100 sl is evident in Figure 11C, where the quasi-static (line bl) and collisional (line b2) stress paths
are plotted. In contrast, in case J,, =10 s7!, the quasi-static pressure (line al) remains dominant, almost coinciding with
the total one.

The corresponding evolution of r, is plotted in Figure 11D: in case J,, =100 s7! (line b), r. nullifies, meaning that the
effect of the previous strain history ‘survives’ in terms of microstructure orientation (Figure 10), but not in terms of yield
locus size, suggesting a total disruption of the force chains network. In contrast, in case of test M_H_0-10_1 e ef =10 s,
the reduction in r, is marginal (line a), since the quasi-static contribution prevails on the fluctuating one.

To discuss phase transition from an energetic point of view, in Figure 12, the evolution of elastic (Ey ¢ = % D gel

e E t.1) and kinetic energies (E i), normalised by the total energy stored by the system (Ey; = Ef . + Ef o) + Egg01) i8
plotted for both DEM (D_H_0_100_2) and model (M_H_0_100_2). Both DEM and model predict:
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FIGURE 11 Influence of strain rate (M_H_0-10_1 and M_H_0-100_2). Model predictions in (A) J; — J, plane (test M_H_0-10_1), (B)
J; —J, plane (test M_H_0-100_2), (C) I -J{" plane and (D) r. — J, plane

(i) theenergy initially being fully elastically stored in force chains (Eys¢;/ Esior =1and E/ Eg;,, = 0), since the specimen

is initially static;

(ii) during the simulation, the elastic energy (E,; = Egse + Ef ;) markedly reducing in favour of kinetic fluctuating
energy, due to the high deviatoric strain rate imposed.

(iii) for J, = 0.007, the fluctuating energy becoming the main stored energy contribution, exceeding the elastic one, as
the material undergoes phase transition;

(iv) an elastic energy not collapsing to 0, since the system is able to store elastic energy during collisions owing to particle
deformability.

By comparing Figure 11B-D and Figure 12, one can notice that, despite the phase transition occurrence is testified from
an energetic point of view since the very beginning of the test, in terms of stress the phase transition occurrence could
be postponed around J, = 0.08. This poses the question on the actual definition of phase transition: due to the different
nature of dissipation mechanism, the collisional contribution is able to store a large amount of energy without exhibiting
large resistance, while on the contrary, the force chain system is able to sustain a large load, without large deformation
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and stored energy. This ‘energetic’ phase transition seems to slightly anticipate the one that can be detected by looking at
the stress contribution.

To demonstrate the model capability of capturing the role of pressure in the phase transition process, in Figure 13, quasi-
static, collisional and total stress contributions are plotted for test M_H_0_10_10, characterised by J'e, =10 standI 1o
=15kPa. As is evident, although the J'e, f value imposed is coincident with that of M_H_0_10_1 (Figure 11A), the response
resembles that of test M_H_0_100_2 (Figure 11B).

Asiswell known in geotechnical literature,’*-? phase transition takes place in loose granular media when the specimen
is sheared under constant volume conditions (that is undrained conditions if the material is saturated). Static liquefaction
is the term used to describe the phenomenon associated with the nullification of effective pressure. To testify the model
capability of reproducing also such a phenomenon, in Figure 14, the model numerical predictions under constant volume
conditions (M_H_0-10_1_CV and M_H_0-100_2_CV) are illustrated. The model predictions put in evidence that: (i) the
loss of controllability®® (that is the peak in the J;-I,, plane, point H) takes place when the material is still behaving like a
solid and the hardening variable r, is still increasing,”® (ii) phase transition is testified even by the abrupt reduction of r,,
that is when the yield function tends to degenerate into a point.

In Figure 14, numerical predictions refer to two different stain rates. Until phase transition does not occur, the numer-
ical simulations perfectly coincide, since strain rate sensitivity does not play any role, as the quasi-static contribution
prevails. In contrast, when phase transition takes place, the collisional contribution governs the mechanical behaviour of

the material and the mechanical response of the two tests are totally different.
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5.2 | Cooling tests

In this section, the model is tested in case the granular specimen, starting from a steady shearing condition, is arrested
(freezed to J, ; = 0).

Cooling tests are identified by the acronym ‘M_C J e.n_0_0’, where i is an identification number.

In Table 5, the initial deviatoric strain rate and the deceleration rate of the four tests, whose results are discussed here
below, are reported. The initial condition of each test coincides with the steady one of the corresponding heating test,
reported in Table 5, for the sake of clarity.

Cooling tests M_C_100_0_7 and M_C_100_0_8 are characterised by the same initial steady condition with J'e’h =100
s7!, but they differ for the deceleration imposed: the former one decelerates more rapidly. In Figure 15, DEM results
are compared with model predictions in both J; —J, and e — J, planes. The cooling tests seem to experience a sort of
reconsolidation, tuned by the energy fluctuation balance (Equation 4), governing the granular temperature evolution
with time. In the J; — J, plane (Figure 15A, B), the model is shown to be capable of predicting DEM results. Most of the
reduction in stress takes place at the end of cooling: the agitation stored energy (collisional) seems to require additional
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TABLE 5 List of cooling tests performed
Test for initial
Test name conditions
M_C_10-0_6 M_H_0_10_1
M_C_100-0_7 M_H_0_100_2
M_C_100-0_8 M_H_0_100_2
M_C_100-0_9 M_H_0_100_2
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time to dissipate. The volume (Figure 15C, D) does not vary remarkably during the process, although a compaction is
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Comparison between discrete element method (DEM) results and theoretical model predictions in: (A) J, — J, plane
(D_C_100_0_7 and M_C_100_0_7), (B) J; — J,, plane (D_C_100_0_8 and M_C_100_0_8), (C) e — J, plane (D_C_100_0_7 and M_C_100_0_7),
(D) e —J, plane (D_C_100_0_8 and M_C_100_0_8)

slightly more evident in test M_C_100-0_7.
As was already mentioned in Subsection 5.1.3, kinetic theories do not consider the material anisotropy, that is in the

collisional regime the model back stress tensor is ‘freezed’. This justifies the evolution of y,, in Figure 16A, B, that does
not mimic the DEM results, showing a progressive reduction during the arrest. Nevertheless, at rest the agreement is

satisfactory, as was expected since the collisional contribution nullifies.
The granular material, which has ‘dry-liquefied’ in the heating test M_H_0_100_2 (path A-B of Figure 17A), ‘recon-

solidates’ according to different stress paths (B-C, B-D, B-E of Figure 17A) during the arrest process. Since collisional
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FIGURE 17 Influence of arrest time: theoretical model predictions on: (A) J* — I f; and (B) r. — J, planes

contribution is initially not negligible, they do not all belonging to the critical state line (dashed line in Figure 17A) and
the final obliquity is indeed a function of the arrest time.

In Figure 17B, the ‘reconsolidation’ process is described by focusing on the evolution of r... Larger values of decelerations
cause a reduction in the accumulation of irreversible strains: this justifies the dependence of the final value of . on the
imposed value of deceleration.

The model also seems to be capable of satisfactory reproducing DEM results even in case the initial strain rate value
is smaller (M_C_10_0_6): in this case, during the test, J; reduces (Figure 18A), whereas void ratio remains constant
(Figure 18B).

5.3 | Model predictions: Influence of both initial strain rate and arrest time on the state
of stress at rest

According to DEM data and in agreement with model predictions, the final state of stress (at rest) is a function of the
previous strain rate history (J, ;). This dependency is illustrated in Figure 19 in terms of /M _(a,) versus the arrest time
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t; (Equation 38), where u = 3\/§ IJ—S and the critical state obliquity M, is given by Equation (36). Each curve in Figure 19
1o

corresponds to a different value of J, o.n- In case the material is initially flowing under large strain rates, rapid arrest times
leads to small values of obliquity at rest, that is to an almost isotropic state of stress. This effect tends to disappear when the
initial strain rate J, , reduces. This confirms the dependence of the state of stress acting against obstacles under residual
conditions on the velocity of the flowing mass, already numerically shown in Redaelli et al.,** where impacts of flowing
masses on rigid obstacles were simulated by using a DEM code.

6 | CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, the authors introduce a constitutive model capable of simulating the mechanical behaviour of ideal granular
materials under quasi-static and dynamic evolving conditions. In particular, the model has been shown to be suitable for
simulating the phase transition observed when the material is rapidly perturbated. The mathematical model is based on
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both kinetic theories of granular gases and elastic-plasticity. The reinterpretation of the critical state as a steady condition
ideally reached for vanishing values of inertial numbers has been considered to be fundamental for unifying the two
theoretical worlds: one developed in the last thirty years within the hydraulics/physicists community, focused on steady
agitated regimes and the other one, popular in the solid/geo mechanics community, interpreting the mechanical behaviour
of granular materials under quasi-static evolving conditions. The model is based on the assumption that total stresses
are obtained, according to a parallel scheme, by adding quasi-static and collisional contributions. With respect to the
previous constitutive models, already conceived by the authors, all defined under simple shear conditions, in this new
3D version, three additional ingredients have been introduced: (i) the dependence of steady state on Lode angle, (ii) the
mixed isotropic-anisotropic elastoplastic strain hardening and (iii) a closed-shape yield function. According to the authors,
fundamental is the role of the isotropic hardening defining the size of the yield function when a phase transition has to be
modelled. In fact, when phase transition takes place, the yield locus has to shrink and elastic locus has to nullify, since the
material under fluidised conditions cannot store elastic energy by means of the development of a network of permanent
force chains. In the model this result is obtained by modifying standard hardening rules according to critical state theories.
Original is also the calibration/validation strategy of the model on DEM numerical results, according to which even the
hardening rule of the fabric tensor is derived from the information relative to the description of the evolution of the
microstructure.

The model is validated on both heating and cooling constant pressure true triaxial monotonic tests, on both loose and
dense specimens under different imposed deviatoric strain rates. The comparison between DEM data and model simula-
tions is quite satisfactory; this implies that the approach proposed is promising even for the simulation of the mechanical
behaviour of natural granular materials, characterised for instance by not spherical shaped particles and a graded grain
size. The comparison between model predictions and DEM data has also allowed to put in evidence some limitations of
the model, very instructive for further developments.

Owing to the parallel scheme and the reinterpretation of the critical state in the light of kinetic theories of granular
gases, the model seems to be suitable for describing from solid to fluid and vice versa phase transition phenomena, ruled
by the evolution of void ratio and granular temperature.

Aswas previously mentioned, the solid-to-fluid transition is simulated by the model by means of the nullification of the
isotropic-hardening variable, partially deleting the material memory, but without any change in the directional character-
istic testified by the back-stress evolution. This constitutive hypothesis seems to be correct since DEM numerical results
clearly show that, when phase transition takes place, the second invariant of the fabric tensor deviator does not nullify,
but, in contrast, increases for very large values of strain rate. This theoretical observation put in evidence a limitation of
kinetic theories that do not account for microstructure anisotropy, as they consider as state variables only void ratio and
granular temperature.

NOMENCLATURES
o total stress tensor
o?  quasi static stress tensor
o collisional stress tensor
¢ total strain tensor
g elastic strain tensor
Pl plastic strain tensor
D quasi static elastic 4th order tensor
D%  quasi static elasto-plastic 4th order tensor
DYP  visco-elasto-plastic 4th order tensor
H®!  viscous collisional 4th order tensor
h! bulk collisional second order tensors
e void ratio
T granular temperature
pp grain density
d grain diameter
grain stiffness
up interparticle friction coefficient
€, restitution coefficient
Fi—14, fr fiz14 functions governing collisional response
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1<l rate of dissipated energy due to particle collsions
E¢,Ef.,Ep . total, kinetic and elastic fluctuating energy
€ccr €eer €, jamming void ratio for compression, extension and general stress state
a, Lodeangle
A plastic multiplier
n second order tensors governing plastic strain direction
H hardening modulus
r =o¥:y,
s =g —ry,
I, =3siis
I, = 94/3 det(s?*)/r?
¥, parameters governing yield function
s =gl — %Ifil
q hardening variables vector
x back stress tensor
F,; function governing the dilatancy of the material
Y, ® functions governing function Fy
M. limit obliquity at critical state function
k =cy(P)Ver : ép
& limit tensor of back stress orientation
6 limit rotation angle of back stress orientation
sa5* 3 §q5%
d =3 - _<\/T— - :1>1
r. yield locus cap size
¢ weight function governing 7,
£ limit value of £ at critical state
L, =o0y+o0,+0,
1 2 2 212
JS = [g [(Ux_ay) +(O'x_o'z) +(Uy_oz) ]]
1/2
J, = [% [( x—sy)2+(£x—sz)2+(sy—ez)z]]
E,v elastic material stiffness parameters
6, and 8, flow rule parameters
OcesBecs Oy Cpe and ¢y, parameters governing y
B,and &y are parameters governing the isotropic hardening
F  the fabric tensor calculated from DEM code data
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APPENDIX A
The DEM numerical campaign consisted in performing constant pressure true-triaxial tests on isotropically consolidated
cubical numerical specimens. The 3D open-source software YADE,* has been employed. In all analyses, the representative
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FIGURE Al RVE:(A)DEM model; (B)

reference axis, principal stresses and strains.
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TABLE A1 List of micro-mechanical parameters of the grains
Density p,, (kg/m?) 2600
Diameter d (m) 0.001
Young modulus E,, (MPa) 750
Poisson ratio v, 0.17
Friction coefficient u, 0.35
Coefficient of restitution ¢, 0.9

elementary volume (REV) is a cubical assembly of N}, = 5000 identical particles of diameter d and density p,, (Figure Al),
free of rotating. In Figure Al, the cubical element with the reference axis is sketched, being o, /¢, 0, /¢, and g, /¢, the
corresponding maximum, intermediate and minimum, respectively, principal stresses/strains.

The contact force F is computed by employing a linear visco-elastic model along the normal direction and a liner model
set in series with a frictional slider obeying the Coulomb law, along the tangential direction.

The contact law is thus defined once the normal and shear contact stiffnesses k,, and k;, respectively, the viscous normal
coefficient ¢, and the interparticle friction coefficient u, are assumed. These constants can be calculated from particle
Young modulus E,,, Poisson ratio Vps restitution coefficient ¢,,, diameter d and density Pp as is described in Redaelli and
di Prisco.””-?® The micro-mechanical parameters adopted in the numerical simulations coincide with those employed in
Redaelli and di Prisco?’-*® and are representative for quartz grains (Table Al).

As in Redaelli and di Prisco.?”-*® to prevent boundaries effects and to apply a homogeneous strain field, periodic
boundary conditions have been imposed.

A.1 | Specimens preparation
The numerical specimens are generated by employing the following standard procedure®:

. N, non-contacting spherical particles are randomly generated in a sufficiently large periodic cubic cell.

II. The system is isotropically compressed by imposing sufficiently low strain rates until a small pressure value (I, =
oy +0,+ o, =15kPa) is got. A time period is waited for long enough to reach static conditions (i.e., unbalanced
forces are lower than 1e-5).

During this stage, an interparticle friction coefficient u,, ranging between 0 and 0.35, is assigned. The smaller the
friction coefficient, the denser the specimen. Three specimens characterised by two different initial void ratios (0.727,
0.657), have been generated by imposing x,, (II) = 0.1 and 0.3, respectively.

II. w, is set equal to 0.35 (see Table 1) and the isotropic compression is continued under quasi-static conditions, by
imposing a very small strain rate (¢, = ¢, = ¢, = 10e-3 s} until the desired final value of pressure I;, = 150 kPa is
achieved.

A.2 | Triaxial loading paths
To simulate heating and cooling described in Section 5, the following servo-control algorithm is applied.
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FIGURE A2 Stress paths in the deviatoric plane

The isotropically compressed DEM specimen is deformed under true triaxial conditions by assigning at each time step,
the strain rate tensor:
oo
=t =t
€=[0¢0
0 0 ¢l
During the true triaxial tests, both pressure I, and intermediate stress ratio b, (or stress Lode angle «,;) are kept constant
during the simulation by adjusting at each time step éi, and &, as it follows:

st at—Af req ¢

g =" +g(0,"—0y)
and

t_ at—At req ¢

g =¢ M +g(o—0l),
where

. o; and o}, are the current calculated value of the stress along the y- and z-direction, respectively;

. a;eq and o’ are the required values for o, and g, respectively, equal to

_ Iio—0i(+b,) .

re re
ol =b, ol + [Io —ob(1+by)], o, ” ST
g

y

1-b,
2-bg,

* gisapositive gain parameter, evaluated by trial and error, controlling the speed of convergence of the calculated stresses

. re re
o}, and o, to the required stress o), ? and o7,

¢l is calculated by imposing the deviatoric strain rate J,:

V3

2

[

1 . 2 2
do= (8 +el) - T2 (22-a” — et 4 2elel )

In Figure A2, the stress paths in the deviatoric stress plane are shown for ¢, = 0°,30° and 60°(corresponding to b, =
0,0.5 and 1, respectively).

The DEM tests described in the paper are listed in Table A2 and are identified by the acronym ‘D_X_J,, — J, r_1’, where X
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TABLE A2 List of DEM numerical simulations
Test name e a, Jeon (s71) Jop (51 7, (s?)
D_H_0-10_1 0.727 0 0 10 le6
D_H_0-100_2 0.727 0 0 100 le6
D_H_0-1.3 0.697 0 0 10 le6
D_H_0-10_4 0.657 0 0 10 le6
D_H_0-10_5 0.727 30 0 10 le6
D_H_0-10_6 0.727 60 0 10 le6
D_C_10-0_7 0.685 0 10 10 le6
D_C_100-0_8 0.698 0 100 100 le6
D_C_100-0_9 0.698 0 100 100 le5

denotes the test type (H for heating and C for cooling), J,o — J,  indicates the deviatoric strain rate history and i represents
an identification number.

A.3 | Macroscopic quantities
To interpret the DEM response from a macroscopic point of view, the following averaged quantities have been monitored
during the tests:

ey)

@)

3)

4

©)

the current logarithmic strain tensor € given by:

t/At

£ =log Z SIAIAL
i=1

where t denotes the current time instant and At is the timestep employed in the explicit integration of the particle law
of motion.

the stress tensor, calculated as follows®7-%3:

1 N, NP
— ! !’
a'—v .ElFi®di+m‘Elvi®Vi ,
1= =

where N, is the number of contacts within REV, V' the periodic cell volume, m = p; 7d*/6 is the particle mass, d; the
vector joining the centres of two contacting particles and Vi’ the particle velocity fluctuation.

The first term represents the contribution deriving from contact forces, while the second term is the inertial effect
associated with particle streaming. This latter is negligible under quasi-static conditions, when inertial forces are
largely smaller than contact forces.®8

the void ratio e defined as

where V is the volume of the solid fraction and V, the current volume of voids.
the coordination number Z, measuring the average number of contacts per particles

the fabric tensor F according to Oda’ and Satake,” calculated as it follows:

[

N,
N 1 ]
F=Jv Ei ni®nl~,

being n; the unit contact normal vector pointing from centre to centre of two spherical particles in contact.
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(6) the internal stored energy Eg;,,, defined as the sum of the elastic strain energy E,; and the fluctuating kinetic energy
Ekf 38:

Estor = Ee1 + Ekf-

(7) the elastic stored energy, that is the strain energy stored at all contacts:

being F" and F* the normal and tangential components of the contact force, respectively.
(8) the kinetic fluctuating energy, associated with grain agitation, given by:

3 Pp
Eyp=2>
K™2 a+e)

being T the granular temperature, calculated as**7%7%):

wl»—l

L3V
i

where symbol - stands for scalar product.

APPENDIX B
Functions f;and f; appearing in Equation (11) are here defined according to Garzo and Dufty,** Berzi and Jenkins,
and Redaelli et al*’:

43,74

GF
f1_41+e

5= 4 QG

2_3n1/2 l+e

fi= 8 JG

37 5712 (1+e)
f, =120 (1-¢)
YT A2 (1+e)

xl/? £U/2

fi= f124G b

where
G (e) = fo_i(_ez
2
g (&) = q(@% F1- g 21
€ e—e.
! ife>e,

g @=31+ey) [(1 te)(1+e) —2(1+e)(1+e.) + (1 +e) (1+2e — em)]

ife<e,
(1+e) [2(1 te)(A+e,)—(1+e) +1+ em)z]

1+¢, 1
+
2 4G (e)

F (e) =
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257 L+ o)1 (0)
T O=768 "G
_ 57 (1+e) ' (e)
RO=T0% "o ©

7 (€)= (1 F2A4E)GO) 7@+ 3T

I (@)= 5" (+e) (1 : c*) 80(0)

EY) 1+e

-1
i ©=|(1-30-0) (1-ge )@= 5 0-e2) (14 5 Ja©|  [1-Faraa-m)5?

-1

¢t =32(1—¢,) (1—¢3) [81 —17¢, + 30e; (1 —¢,,)]

— =3/2 up
& =& — Mp&y

The correlation length L is calculated by employing the formula proposed by Redaelli and di Prisco?’” and depends on
void ratio, granular temperature, and anisotropy of the stress tensor:

d’g1 (e) g (@) Je
T1/2 ’

L= max{d,

where g, (e) is a function of the void ratio
1/2 32
4] 2(1—-¢,) ,. . ]
=(—— =" (g -&y) +1|
g (e (15(1_53)> [ 15 (go go,f)
and g,(a,) is a function of the Lode angle

36 Vo o Tle(w)  1-g
25 /3 F(e@))gi(ec(as)) Mi(a,)’

82 (aa) =

&, is a function of the void ratio, reported in Table 3 , and g r is the value of g, at the freezing point (e = ey = 1.04, i.e.,
the highest value of the void ratio for which correlated motion under simple shear conditions is possible). §, depends on
the parameter e,,and the random close packing void ratio e, = 0.57 (representing the void ratio of the densest possible
packing of randomly distributed monodisperse spheres):

2 2 (1 1
(2e+12)e(31+e) F-d@)] ( +eeicz,)ci +e)

& (e)=4q (e)
1 if e >ey

g@=90+e,) [(1 +ey) (14 em,,)2 -2(1+e)(1+ eecp)2 +(1+e) (14 2e,p — em)]

> ife<e,
(1+e) [2 (14ep)(A+en)—(1+e,) +0+ em)z]

The ratio between collision time and flight time f,(T, e), appearing in Equation (11) is defined as:

5 7[1/2 Ep
frTe=1+ 27—~ T
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