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Refinement and application of variable particle-size methods in 3D discrete
element modelling for large-scale problems
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Abstract: A refinement method is proposed to solve the difference in the macroscopic elasticity and the interpenetration in
interface area between different particle-size areas in the DEM. In simulations of 3D DEM large-scale problems, small balls are
used in the near field core area to simulate the real soil, while the far field boundary regions are filled with larger balls. In
addition, a mixed area is set between different particle-size areas with the same relative density. The number of particles in the
model can be reduced enormously, which improves largely the calculation efficiency. For scaling particle systems, the scale
relationship is established on the static condition by the identical macro elasticity of uniform granules. The relationship satisfies
the consistency of stress, strain and strain energy. The results of a series of triaxial test simulations verify the uniformity of
macro elasticity. A method to generate a certain density mixture with two different particle sizes is proposed. The results of
DEM simulations illustrate that the deformation property of mixed area is consistent with that of the uniform particles. Finally,
the results of cone penetration test simulations show that the proposed method is effective. This study may provide a new
approach to the application of 3D discrete element modelling in the large-scale geotechnical engineering.
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Fig. 1 Schematic graph of modelling with different particle sizes
2.1 RUEMERE-HMEEN
Chang 25"/ i T BURLAA RGBT A K 2R <

AG,./. = CijklAgkl , 2)
Rebt, Ao, REASKEA A, RIABSEE, IR C,, A
1 X cjc c
Cijkl = ;ZZI lz kjk ’ 3)
c=1

Hb, N VAEBRNEMEE, 1O o MR
UL (1) R R RAE 5 W) B, Bl
K kN
ky =konini +k((s{s; +417) 4
k& I kS 53 i) D RBURE ) FR) 95 ] ke D) 52 K147 1) 4 f )
FE, n, s Al ORI AL R ARPR R R 3 AN IEACH
RLRER &, n NEACFIHEER, s F e A IEZEIF
ST PAT T A T IEANl,  JHRE AR =
MERE (n, s, O BB 3 ADMEERE (7, 7,
kO Mk F R G 2 Pros) mlE R RER:
n=cosyi +sinycos B +sinysin Bk ,
s =—sinyi +cosycos B +cosysin Bk , (5)
t=nxs=—sinfj+cos Bk o
FEREHLAES B BRI 22, J00RE R] 422 ik 77 1) W A
WAL — AN R AT R AL E (v, B) IR, v,
BWE 2 fiw. &y, B)iwe T
["[eo.psinydydp=1 . (6
X (3) AN

N 2w c jcge o3
Cu = jo jo E(r, BT sinydydB o (7)



64 # + T B ¥ iR

2017 4¢

2 BELIRS FERLAR

Fig. 2 Global and local coordinate systems
XS T EERAR BRIV , ik 1 PR BITRL Lo 2P 1
FERTIRACARR P B AR d, #5209 AKX (D 15
kc 2n om
CwZ%ji)LéWﬁX¢¢+aﬁi+
atit )nn; sinydydf (8)
Lp, EXEER L p=Nd* 1V, WIEa=k /K .
AR B PR p SRR A AR I ALIR EE e FIRTRLT 1Y
BRI EL C, KBk
Nd* 3C,
Py T alre) ®
X5 T PAR R [ [RITERTRE AT TEZS, E(y, B) =1/(2m),
WA (8) FFRBIIIRE G AHMA L v -
_ Spkio (10)
6d(3+2ax)
v=(_1-a)/2+3a) - (11)
Xt 2% [ VRO /> A A4S, Chang P 1T
FARE L ATR B (v, B) W0 I (T O

s(v.B) =i{1 +lazo(30052y +1)+
4z 4

3sin27(a220052ﬂ+b22sin2ﬁ)} , (12)

R arr @ b PR ] 5 1 AT IO B4
TR R B U P 2 B TL T, phiat
() AL BREARE p M, BRI .

RFIIBHR X R
:a’} (13)

= Ak,
B (8). (100, (11) wLAEH, &3t SHH [,
1 1555 LA TSOR R AR 2R 2 I e e — 35

BRI, FEAS (R IX 3R AN [F R AR BURL A S, fR
FERIRLAAR 22 JLAATARARL,  WIBE LG o RHIFD, 42 BESURLYZ: )
LA 5 TR AR EE ko /d ARFFEARAR, SR AR I
i, A fekis a2 2 Wt — 2
2.2 R NEFNTRERE—BHMIEIIE

AR R A 1) 7 938 £ o)

1 Y cjye
A%:;Z%ﬂé . (14)

" R

B

e Ab A 4 X
NS =kiASS (15)
A, & Bk E AR, KB (. a5 A
X (14) Harfg
kid
Vv
(16D A e B 73 A7 bR 3RO -

pk: 2n pm c_C c.,C
Aoy =[] 60 P +ausis; +

N
Ao, = Z(n;n,f +tasis, +atit )ASn, o (16)
c=1

atit,)AS;n sinydydp 17)
A R 1 5C &, ATASSE HU I TBOR BRI A R vh B &
5 =8 . (18)

FrA (13) IS HORE K AT /e A — Sk
A RLAR JURL A 1 R A 1 g A

N N
A%:EA&K ;550 (19)

H1E (190 AL, X LT AR AU S EE B TSOR R
Fifh g, HNARGRFFREAZRE.

BT AR AR e 3 T Ae 9 BAALARTR Y BT 42
fi S Th AN

N
M:lZﬁm&
V c=1
ki
:#Zl(nfn; +as;s; +att)HAS S o (20)
3 i 2 52 7341 R BT 2R

827[7[
M:pnhkgmﬁmmpﬂgq+

k
d3
at{t;)A6; 5] sinydydp - (21)

Hi (18) BEEMOOCRAF, X (13) WSHR
JE R 22 T AL AR RE — Bk

3 A [EIRITE B Z RO 58 4 30 E
3.1 NEARRE. AMEHERIRFERSE

W I — XN BURLAR FRBOR 2 5 — X, ik

RIARTBOR 2 4%, % T N E KRR R AL BR 5
x'=x+c¢ (22)
K, e NBFRTPRERE.

FE RO DX I A 5 /N RIORE AR Xof 82 R KRR, 2
3, KA/ INEURLI A A, A B 8 N RN
WORLAT B o B A A, B

d"=Ad",

x" =Ax" ,}
A, X X" Ay AR RV NEURLAR 22 AR n AR
R,

(23)



%=1

Maide, . =4k BOT KRR P AR E D S LR 65

v

3 BRI R AREE
Fig. 3 Schematic plots of enlarging diameter of particles
SEFATEAHERLY a0 b BIER, /N RBRIH O
HELRE AN
IF=x"-x", }
24
I“=x" —x"=AUx"-x")=Al .
VB BRI R/ INBURLAAR 2R R ik AT — 55, R
LHALARTA .
3.2 At IEAEMIIE
i DEM B =i, HB A [FRLAR R
FLAAR ZR 1R LB R, SRR AN [RDRLARASURE A 28 25 WK
SEPE— BB LT RBURL S BOR R R B T3
TR A PR 3 FAFRKAR (10, 30, 60 mm).
FLBR LR SHAR R =ik (LB 4. 71, "2 7173
WG, 3 MIRRER FA R IAE 2 8. "4 F07S R4
i, RERERIBELL o MR, R N S5 kA L 571
A, ARSI KRIRE . f6 A7 R IR EIR R
Al BEfh 2 M AR R A s v, 7E7 1 AR SR 1 %5
BB, AR5 1 HRAR FRRAE, SR TN
RifE 571 AP AR, AR RIS . i nFE S MPa
BEAT /N SEAZ FAEASAI , SR FH 2 50 Ak R A DL Ak A 1
BN R LI 5.
xR
Table 1 Programmes of DEM simulations

4 ke ERNIE DIRNE R Yk
=] -1 -1 K =

5 /mm  k/Nm')  k/NmY  RE

1 10 8X 10’ 8X10° 0.8 —
) 30 8X 10’ 8X10° 0.8 —
#3 60 8X 10’ 8X10° 0.8 —
#4 30 2.4%10° 24X10° 0.8 Eil)
#5 60 4.8%10° 48X10° 0.8 A3
*6 30 2.4%10° 24X10° 0.8 Eilal
#7 60 4.8%10° 48X10° 0.8 A1

T M T2, P3ONBENUERGREE: "6, f7 571 WARHRARAL —
Bl RIS R B AR AR ] o

A FERLAR R FIAR R ORI LS Bt s 2o 7
MEZESE, B S T, T2 A3 AR ATR, R
Ko B AR N 38 I ORI AR R A2 )
WIS SoRide bl — B, ARIERTRIRAR, DAL RTRIRIEE
AR 2E S (B S L, A RS, (H B R

fn RS AR, ARSI W R .

5 L, e AT BRI R e A — 8 UL
RURDRLAR AN, 3 5 OREE A 1O S LT AR AL 42U
FOREESR F (3 (13)) BRI B A RS 5, 7T
il B RIAR UL AR 2 25 LA A 1 — 2

kSRR TR B 1) S AT e P F) R
ORI T il 6 Frasi o8 110 mm (13277 il R
BEAT =ik 58, BURLSE ] Z B 10 mm /NEURE B AR
— I ZEG o m LA T R I E0s T3 A5 3
BTSSR 90° IR 18], OB A A2 i) A
k6 (o) o, Bt E NHfbiki n A iE, ik
5 EREA . BRI 7 Posiaiik. NEGERE
FEMMSHGE e FEITEILT, ZOREN T InEs
YRI5 TFARTER R B R . ALt
TEAR R SEPEARAE R, 1R AR AR Ot 7 A e
A E MM o

2652

I 221 I I 221 I I 221 I I 663 I I 1326 I
HAL: mm
() "1 (b) *2, "4 (c) *3, %5 @6 (OR]

4 FRRER
Fig. 4 Samples with different particle sizes

600
*1,%6,*7

500 | o
<400 /O«
% o
S / ’
R 300 [ WA &
# L +1 —=— #] [=44347 MPa
I 0 | i - - ©-- % [£=04539 MPa

’

——————— #3 £=82.05 MPa
--a- - %4 E=37915 MPa
— -2 —- %5 £=17056 MPa
- - A- - #6£=44280 MPa
--------- *7 E=441.89 MPa

o. 02 04 0.6 0.8
AR s 1%
(a) RBL1q 58RI B €

100

BB ¢, /%

BN e /%
(b) BB e, SHMRZE ¢

5 NEHRIEIHAAE =R ER

Fig. 5 Results of simulated triaxial tests on samples with different

particle sizes



66 =

+ T B % ik

2017 4E

eips S

(a)

EN6)

6 TEMHBAE CRRAFERAE 0, 90° ) RRAFELURK
RERMER S
Fig. 6 Different loading directions on same deposition sample and

distribution of contact normal directions

800
—E— IBUIRT mE
—— BERETUHT MM
600 =
<
2400 -
5
200 |
=7 I I | |
0 0.2 04 06 0.8
& /%
(2) MRBLS1g 5 HFRIZE ¢,
05T s MR
o | o MEETUB R
. 009
i
006 |
0.03
O 1 I | ]
0 02 04 0.6 0.8

& 1%
(b) BRI e, HHARAR ¢
7 AEMET BRI Z RIS R
Fig. 7 Triaxial test simulation results of different loading

directions on same deposition sample

4 FMREREER

G} X R PR, 77 DR X d %
UAFERIARZESE, IR S5 AN K BREFLI A K
NBRA AR AR, FECEII1ER A
T BB, MR R 32 4k %

PRl A U VR A X, CABT IR BURE A FL RN o BORE
PRI 7 2R S ARG 2 s FE AR G, it B 53—
AR JURE X IR [R] 1 35 S B, A FL e M s 1 — 2
4.1 m/NFIEAKFLBEEE
T (25) e X SLE D,
Crax — €

D =—m—% (25)
e

max — min

BHE Dy T B BN ILBR L emin
HT emaxe XF T3 —RIARERBURL, 142 183% E ASTMD4253
J73EM, R DEM AERLSRIGE B/ NMLBEL epins R
R bR UE RS (B A% 1522 mm, & 155.2 mm,
PEFRA 2830 cm™+42.45 cm®) . 2 BRI E T 4 Fioki
£ (15.20, 5.06, 3.04, 2.03 mm) [KJH/NLBIEE emino
FEARFETE N 13.8 kPa 4, [AIH it IRIE A 0.1
(d RFRRIAR) . EA 0=200 rad/s 7K TIRS),
PRSGRFE, W 8 fin. WEISHET An 5
HE

DEM ISR % 2 Bikiz %, @il 3% DEM
FL B R URE % S ) SCHR[ 13138 B S 5, Uk [m) #z fh A
FH % FH Hertz-Mindlin #5844,

FEPR B AL b I FLER L AR A i AE 1k, A
9 7] LLR B, YRBH RS E] 2.5 s & LAkl Rk BFa e
RPRFERR G, A bR AT 2R, YA P /T
T 0.01% 5 KBl F1 5 IR EEANIE 5

13.8 kPa

Hy=155.2 mm

D=1522mm |

/\/ v(?)

v(H)=Aw cos[w(t—1)]
=200 rad/s, A=0.1d

8 & /NFLBRELAE DEM &3
Fig. 8 DEM model for calibrating minimum void ratio
3 2 DEM M FRR SS R 4805 5
Table 2 Parameters used in DEM
ZH HUE ZH HUfE
WIRHPER R E/GPa 30 | EFIBLE &% 0.03
MEY/N=d 03 | Bk /(kgm?) 2660
JEE P 240 0.5 | HERINIE/(N-m" 300
S PRENRE BSR4 kit (1520,
5.06, 3.04, 2.03 mm) fIHRNFLERLE enin 735149 0.51,
0.55, 0.55, 0.55, S53CHR[14, 151 RiREI 2R R
FIORE F) f5c /AL IR B IR IAELAH BB Can 10 Frsd, A5




%13

Maide, . =4k BOT KRR P AR E D S LR 67

MG RSBV N BRI R0RE [a] BE £ R AL
PBCAERER A 2/ NUBEEL . PEACHCTE{E 0.54
YE24 DEM 25— FURE K1 85D FLER LE e

107 108
8 -
c, 107
S S §
1 06
2,0 =~
=
o . los
0 . . . . . 0.4
00 05 10 15 20 25 30
I fA] /s

9 SHMEREN R B
Fig. 9 Variation of parameters with duration of vibration
PIRPRLARTR & X b, BOREREAR 70 30l A 4 7 X 35
[fHTRIRLA%E . Lade 2511 Chang %! 7T 58 22 W
FRLASTR I, AURLE & AR 20%~40%I, TG
B emin M emax B2/, BUAHIF)EF SEFEIS, i REAR B S
B, FEMARIARIR & X, ANRIARRR S & £ B
33.3%, PRERAXEWESL, LUA &5 LBk 5.
HR N o M4 Chang 25U H 1) S5 /N FLBR LLAR AL SR
PARCRLAE R A X B /N LR EE enmin:
é=e ey, —all+e, )y,
&, =e i ey —be (26)

€M min — Max(é] séz) ’

K, vy AR ANRL SR, et min 5 eamin
GRS /NRORLAE AR I e NFLBREE, @ F b Ry
WA REARNRE, SRR AR
a=(-d/D)",
bza—d/DY,}
X, d F1 D 535 KBRS /NRRE R REAR, p AT s
NIEFEHE RO NTE AL, Chang 251" 4 A R 56 5
W, 193] p=3.41, s=2.65.
1.0 [ ® AXDEMMBEII(C, =1, R=1)

27

o Cho " (Ottawa #20/30 B, C,=1.2, R=0.9)

08 | ° Cho%!™ (ASTM KBRS, C,=1.7, R=0.8)
© [ acho™ (gmzk, C,=14, R=1)

o McGeary“s] #A, C=1, R=1)

06 | o o oo o o
[ S Ammm e mm— = e_e__ @ ______
04
emin=0.54
02} H: GRS RH
RAFTRL IR BE
0.1 1 10 100
dsp/mm

& 10 m/FLBREE EREX R

Fig. 10 Minimum void ratio versus particle size

BrE_XAj(}L K;?: tt €max ;FD BrE_XA/J\}L K;?: H: €min ﬁ?‘f—‘%*ﬁa\%
P, Cubrinovski 25U G5 145 T W52 22
Xt FEIEIRIAE (fi=0~5%):

e, =0072+153, (28)
S FIRERAE (30%<f<70%):
Cyme =0.44+1.32¢, . o (29)

HRYE emin, HHIN (28) 15 DEM H 35— Rk 5 K
FLBR LY epmayr BETTAF H FLAH N 25525 Do FFEH R (26
QO THEAFENRE X enmin A emmac 4557 (25),
FHRRIR A X TR evo F2IR/NEURL IS & 12
7E. DEM 5 o Az g 5 355 — AR SORE [X 3 A [+) 2 52 3
I FIRLARIR A X
4.2 PREZER I iR

it DEM FHDUI R 4 it5s,  EhBo i AH R 3%
LB, WARAARRS X RGN 5 Y — Rk
FEARAR AN — BWURLIX Z AL TRt ) — Btk . A B
%5 618 mm, & 200 mm, J& FEHNITER @, H
b RERHAFE AT S N ER, 159508 100, 200,
400, 800, 1600 kPa. 4Ll T 8 FiA[EIE AL, a1k 11
FioRs 53 il ss— /R AR . TR A R0 5 1) — itk
PSRN TE EAE AR, DUIREBRL, #4500
FEN 3 — R, 7 — 2 A 25 S — 3K
(R INFIORL TR AU RE o /NRITRE AT K RSORE R A% 3 790 4 10
mm 1 60 mm, JEAX K. INECRLGH0 S 05 9K H
FEAT (1 UL X I/ INFIORE [X 35 I 4 S8 ky=4.8 X
10°N/m, k=4.8X10° N/m Ml k,=8 X 10’ N/m, k~=8X 10’
N/m, PEAEZH3579 0.8, KL S EFE Al A0l F A A
.

(a) #H—/NEK.  (b) S-H-M

(¢) S-V-M (d L-H-M

(e) L-V-M € BE (h) S-H-L
E: S-H-M. S-V-M ¥ —/NEUKL 55 1R & BURLK P 4 3 A IE E 5 %5 L-H-M.
L-V-M Jy— K0k 5 i A BURL K35 B IR B35 4% S-V-L. S-H-L A%y
R I /N R 7K T e 3 B 5 4
1 TEHEEARIES R
Fig. 11 Mixed samples with different lapping patterns
F 00 PR s 47 R, T A0 s ) 2R 8 Ko
K,=o0./0, > (30)

X, o, o B RIONME R ATE BN ). AR AR
E FAfatty a0 (200 15 -

(g) S-V-L



2017 4¢

68 Hs
2
E—@—fvja,
- (1)
KO
V= o
1+K,
Forp R i a2t (32) HHEAS
E - 1+e, ’ (32)
a\’
g, =——m—4% (33)
P — D

X, eo MIRFEVILAILIREL, o, NIESE R, p M
WIEIE, e NEFIETT TR JE LR L .

DEM Bl THY (D=30%) % (D=70%) P Ff
TEWL, BEISRFEN (emep) - lgp BiZR. AN EL Y AN
OPERCE E, N 12 A, Hid 6 Rt fa BUR &
SORE NSRRI A — 2, JU Y — /N R AN
TRA RURARE — BB, s — Nk R 5155
3 IR T VR A IR R UR AR 2R 2 AR TR I — B
B A7) 85 S B (R RAR VR A X 5 A AR 35— AR X 1)
FEMA AT 80 HR/NTR BB B UR
U BARB NS 5 — AR EFE —EE R,
TERLRLR R RS, AT DU 980/ A2 VR B B 5 ks
BEAU 25 SR ()

0.050 0.050
—u-H— /NG - S-V-M - $—/NERL —- S-V-M
-& S-H-] 9= L-H-] coe Sl —o= L-H-
0025 TINM e 0025 MM Lt
a-SVAL e S-HAL g - SVL o SILL
40,000 %ﬁ\é\\s
S ——
-0.025 e
D=10%
'+ -0.050 ‘
100 1000
plkPa

(a) (e—ep) - g pHiILR

0.8 0.8
u B/NER o 2RE n H—NERL o ARE
07) % svM o shM 07 o
06} ©LVM v LM 0.6} © L-v-M v L-HM
4 S o SVL . A SHL oS-VL
=0.5 =0.5 R
oal 88 4 ! oal 8% 8
03 Di=30% 03 D=70%
. . 02 . - ;
0'20 500 1000 1500 O 500 1000 1500
p/kPa p/kPa
(b) HIAH
200 200
BN o TREBR
Z $-V-M % S-H-M ;?;;Jjﬂiﬂz ?ﬁﬁﬂ
L-V-M H- S-V-] S-H-|
leo fsflu Y Ig\l/llM 150 oLI\;;W v L-H-M
=] n:f A S-H-L e S-V-L
=100 =100
= 5 3
g ]
50 50 2
° 4 : g i ,
oL a ‘ D=30% 0 D=70%
0 500 1000 1500 0 500 1000 1500
p/kPa p/kPa

(OFS7: ¥
12 1, BERMERLTSERASNHENER
Fig. 12 Results of DEM simulations of loose and dense mixed

samples
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