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Abstract

Current studies on overpressure phenomena during silo discharge are often limited by experi-
mental constraints or simplified simulation assumptions, and lack systematic experimental valida-
tion under varying height-to-diameter (H/D) ratios. To address this gap, an improved wall normal
pressure measurement system was developed in this study. A semi-conical silo model was con-
structed to measure the wall normal stress of 1.29 mm glass beads during static packing and dis-
charge. The overpressure coefficient—defined as the ratio of the maximum dynamic pressure dur-
ing discharge to the corresponding static pressure—was calculated. The experiments were con-
ducted at different filling heights, representing both shallow and deep silo conditions, to analyze
the spatiotemporal distribution of overpressure coefficients. Results show that during the static
phase, particle rearrangement and settling lead to pressure stabilization; in the discharge phase,
dynamic pressure significantly increases and reaches its peak at H = 135 mm. Although the position
of the maximum overpressure coefficient varies slightly with filling height, it consistently appears
in the mid-lower region of the cylindrical section, with a maximum value of 3.31. In contrast, the
overpressure effect is notably weaker in the hopper section, especially near the outlet. This study
reveals the influence of height-to-diameter ratio on the wall pressure and overpressure distribu-
tion in silos and provides reliable experimental evidence for structural design and safe discharge
operations.
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BRI IR ) VZAFAE T BARSE. HR RN RO A = A Tl T&53 2 [ 1] [2], 1 &S A7
T B 5 S R RIORL 1 DG B 1 2%, FEDUR AR R A SN FNE (3] FREE N TR K, f&adib
WA EER AT TR RS RE e A EEE L.

TER G EHEE RS, BRI BHE T 5 2= 00 ) 5 RS, A RERAR . 54 K fa 5 ROR 2h S5
FR[4]. KEWHFRE, R BOBURIG 6 BE TR I T RE S| R N 5. S MBI 2 4 R AL
DRI, IR NAF 9 SE ) Jo 2 o R %o 7 B T T e o ) S 0 e e LR ma DR 3R, 0 TR A e s i vt
P s AT At B R X [5] [6].

TEEVREFE A, A P BERVE N 8 2 B R0, BPHEL R R, EUR B HROR
BNAS L5 R Y B I B S B 2 Ho e SONBE R 2280 7].  (GB 50077-2017 4 T2 A 1 ] B v Fn vt )
AR A R B 4% L (/D)4 B 2 R4 AR B (H/D < 1.0). VR /D > 1.5) AR ] ar gk # it X 11 (1.0 <
H/D < 1.5), FEAEB TG i B A B th B % RE S R R o O R IR [8]. OV 1 £ 2% 3 B SR IR R AT
TSRS BT, R O1E SR LA 2 (A LIS A b SR B B A IR 2 1/3 e FE A Fr R I
SN E, AVEIM[0]. BT 11 FRIT[12] BRKUK[13145 NI 7 45 3 st it % DLERAE .
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An FE[TAEREMEETFFL, R AR RGN I o DUE A Ok DN B IS A7, R I G [ AT
B iR B AL I S U . Gandia [15] [16] 01585 OB S 78 2, 7EUR G h R 3 & R 3L
Ry KA Y BUAE J LT AR AL 5 R rh 88 0 Zhang S5[17)1 R FVE SN EE AL, BRILAEAZ SN, BB
HARME W WA FREREEINR . A, FKH18RM PFC HEAH, KWL RHEARE
U], SERRIE AR A R 9 i 5 U Sk F) 7 ) B R A B R BRI 52 0.2~0.3 m [X k. Feng S5[19]# 20
R, BEEE RN, Ik REUR R KEs.

IR EIRHT U EVREE AR A 0 B RRAE SO IS LR BEAT TIRAIRSE, (B AAEAE AR R 5T,
S P A2 IR TR AR R L BRI B SRR BRI R, BB R AEIR 2 i, AUE A
SR FERB A S SO0, RS RAFEATIEM. B, AR SIS LA E JF
A—B Fn, WABRRZRET R s RHEUR X, MG R e BOE PR )
RGNEX LT

Nt — L HER BT T VR R o AR AT 9, ASCBETE T — AT BRI R G B I R 7 B SR ke
B, B0t TARGINE T AR AN 2 o R S RN R S R L (1D~3D) R BRLN ] S EE I A S
AN, UHHARN S EE RS, RGN R LB EI R T, HER e SRR T
FEE R AT TS E, N B A T SIaAT R AR At T AT R SR KA .

2. SWREBERGMNESE
2.1. Rt

ARSI BRI 1.29 mm 1 TG 6435 B B B ERAE N RURIA R o BB BRI 2 BAR A T H s —
HMBERIE AR, 1XG BT 9> BORL TR0 SR 56 25 T4, AT HE T+ SEae i nl 4 v AE S 1t A2
NI E e N . BhAh, BOREERE A B AR AR, E LI R AN B AR T, X A
TR T PR EHER ] 20 b AR e v, M AR IE SCER AR 1 — ST e . v TiE— D4
SEIGAS I, AESZIG HTE A4 1.18 mm A1 1.40 mm FRI P J2 075 W9 R B0RE AT REBEAT T 0%k, L/ INRiAR 2
ATYEEE, kb RORL RS 22 7 X6 SIS HHs 1A s o
22. MERE

K1 R A BE RN R RS R ER, RS4RI O, SRR . 2B R
B AN AL . S0 TR O b A T 25 4% RV S 25 25 W 0 20 4L - £ 60 B T 75 2 600 mm, P42 200
mm, ZMEHN 220mm, BEEN 10 mm. JEFRESHEAN 60°, JFOEAN 16 mm. N34S K A HLH M
A B JAERES, HAR S8t | fos. BOE RS A0 B 7 R ik, 76 GRET % E 10.2 mm x
10.2 mm MRS, RSN 10 mm x 10 mm B FEAPRE TR B E TS5 4%, 44 B (R0 0 vty 5 66 7 B[]
o IXPRBETTBERERT I T MR GE R IR SCRE Rk ER) b A R 9 0 R JEE S ) R 1 R
BAMAGRET 13 MRS, N EETKIXG'S S1 & S13. ZBCREBBRI N EREESIR S E N 10
Hz, F-T SER SR A BRARA I 1R 8L ) B8 1 oA i 22 2 1 2 4L

TESERFE R, B AL KBS MR FIME 5 2R I 1 5 2 M R AR, HEAT B 7 i 1A R4, JE Ik RS485
B 0¥ 2 B R B B HOR A6 B A i 2 1t AL, b4 1) SE ALK ) B PR A7 T 5 B2 b o R S50
FEUGHT, A UE AR ZER AT O, 5 BOE 78 7 U R TR e . il 1 TR 2 26
Ny N T RS F A 7 i (R AR )RR R B R s, RATE S AR e £ T 4 MERRE: 200
mm (1D). 300 mm (1.5D). 400 mm (2D)A! 600 mm (3D), H: 1D Xf R & ¥t #yE k4, 1.5D. 2D
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Figure 1. Silo wall normal stress measurement system

E 1. HeAERNNNE RS

Table 1. Basic parameters of the sensor

= 1. RREBRNIEITEH

ALK ZHHE
22 0~98 KPa
HERfIE 0.5%
RGRE +10 Pa
HEEE ) 150%

23. NOMEBRGRENE

B ST A IR i LS S PR BT ] R DG AR, FFRAIE DN B R HET Y S R SRR, AT S O)
TR AR R 5 AR R RGBT T 2R . BRI ETTIE . BRI B . e R
ZEo Mt I A8 i B BE VRS B R 2 L SCR[20]

K2 BoR T S6 SARIRERHIARE SR o I LA G b, TRAT I Y o S N R RV e A
KN 18.60, S RARUEZEN 0.32, RUNZALKES A& R (L m SR E R R k. 14 3 NIl RS
PR LR, R MBS RGEHEATIRAE . LIRS AE 5K R E R R RZEN 1.08%,
HAM Bl ERE R, FEUEN] 1z & R A e vk 5l Stk
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Figure 2. Calibration results of sensor S6
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Figure 3. System calibration measurement results
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Figure 4. Static normal stress of the silo wall after filling

B 4. HFESTEHF BEEFSERN

3.2. BISN

Kl 5 R ERLE R 6 T A% RS DB 1 A BV I R ) P, BEIN TR AR AL . i DB A S RS
W RS A AT, TEBNAS R BRI R, R E IR S ST I A B . TR E IR R A L
RIS I R o (B A SR D P B R 1 PR AR [22]. RTLAVE Y, TERQILOITHE B,
G FFb e XORFCNFLOFTIT IS, BURLTE & B 7 ) (1 S8 IR Ga s/, AN 38 5 1 7E L 7E B 6 P BE )
VRN o RN BSOS RT, WEE I T EaIE, X AR T B HOURL 2 7] 3 25 B 7 BE )
AW T RO BT i 19 [ 23] FEEVRRE AR A, BORLZ [R) (1 0 RE X 48 AT S ZH AT Y, 24 4, = 101.6 s I,
FH T A SR I BE T R, UKL IR PRS2 709 0 B B AR 4 P i B R PO B, LA ) B I B AE [24] [25],
HI P, , 1555 KAH Y 2359.33 Pa. BEA EURHIHELT, LIREF AN IME RIR/NVEAGE S, AL 34045 )5,
LA ZE 0, FBIZAL RS & Sk O & HEE

F2GAT 6 TAEIRAE 10 KSR IS KR KBNS BRI P, g LI IS ZI . WTLUE H, ER
TR H () N VAR AN A H I R [, T R A SR — B [A] S o JE I R S v mT DU B &2 S
Bl A N7 B K AR H BT BN 18] 5 0 RN AN R, 3k 0 ) dod R RS 2 P Bl L 3 . 25 b
TEJ5 BE 1K 73 M v 2 BUCRE O S5 BB S B ) B KABL P g e THEUER B REOF /TR R

DOI: 10.12677/app.2025.155048 429 I EEY/BEH


https://doi.org/10.12677/app.2025.155048

Eid 55

2500 :
Py dmax =2359.33pa |— L
20| A AL

ML TR

oo RHTIEY: MO
© i l’ L L A T
o P i YW A
~ 1500 K i g e il
R i (U TR
2 ! Co lg'!"\.x,'?'l
by i 1 AT
<2 1000 | I Y
R i Vi

i
t, = 101.6s b
500 4
i
A
\
0 1 ! 1 AY
0 100 200 300 400
i) /s

Figure 5. Dynamic normal stress of silo wall during unloading

B 5. ERZ IR e ERSIERN

Table 2. Time and magnitude of maximum dynamic stress

= 2. SN ARXERNHIEES KN

S 4 5 i /s P e /P2
Groupl 101.6 2359.95
Group2 100.7 2346.25
Group3 111.9 2483.71
Group4 104.3 2430.00
Group5 105.6 2249.13
Group6 98.6 2632.69
Group7 110.3 2265.29
Group8 106.3 2554.64
Group9 115.9 2360.32
Group10 103.3 2298.09
FHME 105.8 2398.01
TRt 5.1 119.70

3.3. FRERSRFETHBERSR
K 6 B T UMAREEEE(D. 1.5D. 2D Al 3D)&AFF, Rl Rt & A AL B AL R4

FRIAED, El(a) 2 (RO R = 1D 2 3D, 45 R KW, AR m B ], & OREmE &
FEAL R R B KT 1, R EVRRE AL b ] G 3 BE A AR S LR 32 R D AR R VR L AR e, 0
RLA B TR AR ST B ST B 2%, 4 & BRI S5 A e e LR B TR By, S ESCE IR AU,
T DI A T A N RE, I R R . H A 6(a) R 6(b)RT AT, M4ty 1D 1 1.5D I,
B REOS M BE H=15mm &b, HRME7509 3.15 M13.31. 25 H>15mm W, 85 RER)EER
T BB N . S5 G 3 AN 4 TR 2 S AR OB S R B ARMEZ AT BUA L, He [15 mm,
135 mm] XIS FRER  2R BOE AR ROR, Ui B AE SRR R T 122 DX I N 7 48 1 e S 25 1) DXk
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H=215mm &, BAME 50 3.00 F1 328, EXMHHTH T, #8IERBIIBES G mE R EEIH %
BRGNS, #E Wang [26]5 A DEM {7 L3 AR IR . J8Id 2 5 fe 6 s skl
T LA I, He [15 mm, 285 mm] DX 38 (188 Fe RAUE 8K, 3 BILE SR 2 A iZ X 3802 B ) 39 i e
FEIIX I
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PEES A U A2 173 mEALE . (R —FER S E N, TEIRSF 0 108 S R B L2 B/, Rl
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Figure 6. Distribution of overpressure coefficient of the inner wall of the silo during unloading

6. BRI REPEHECHENBERYSH
Table 3. Overpressure coefficients on silo wall with height-to-diameter ratio of 1D
= 3. SRR 1D REERERBERY
5 3 (mm) B E2M H3A A HSA Fedl BT HA oA H 104 I AR
175 S7 193 1.81 1.86 1.66 1.66 144  2.05 1.33 1.60 1.66 1.70  0.21
135 S8 226 252 201 1.95 254 221 218 229 234 215 225  0.18
95 SO 190 257 219 226 1.69 1.91 2.3 1.72 225 244 212 0.29
55 S10 276 246 274 253 206 2.02 243 197 212 233 234 0.28
15 S11 315 272 247 274 270 2.23 254 234 297 298 268 0.28
-17.5 S12 1.82  2.01 1.85 1.97 1.87 211 244 220 1.62 1.71 1.96 0.23
-37.5 S13  1.26 1.53 1.39 1.47 1.23 1.06 1.41 1.14 1.60 1.25 1.33 0.17
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Table 4. Overpressure coefficients on silo wall with height-to-diameter ratio of 1.5D

4. 512tk R 1.5D HECHERBEREK

15 % (mm)
285
215
175
135
95
55

15
-17.5
-37.5

S5
S6
S7
S8
S9
S10
S11
S12
S13

1M E2H F34H EAH HSH Hod FETH ESH oM H 10 4H TFHME riEE

1.55
1.94
2.23
2.28
2.45
2.16
2.55
2.04
1.20

1.39
1.74
2.02
2.18
2.52
2.73
3.31
2.01
1.41

1.48
2.17
243
2.48
2.92
2.37
2.84
2.19
1.82

1.44
1.91
2.38
2.57
2.21
2.42
2.74
2.36
1.69

1.58
2.22
2.13
2.37
1.91
2.26
2.57
2.10
1.09

1.92
242
2.95
2.57
2.41
2.40
3.11
2.18
1.42

2.01
1.96
2.21
2.39
2.53
2.89
2.86
2.86
1.28

1.97
2.23
2.40
2.59
2.48
2.32
2.78
2.37
1.10

1.48
2.19
2.18
2.07
2.2
2.25
2.36
1.76
1.15

1.71
2.18
2.20
2.24
2.35
2.17
2.48
2.20
1.09

1.65
2.10
231
2.37
2.40
2.40
2.76
2.21
1.33

0.22
0.19
0.24
0.17
0.25
0.23
0.28
0.27
0.25

Table 5. Overpressure coefficients on silo wall with height-to-diameter ratio of 2D

% 5. BER 2D HECHERERN

15 B (mm) FUH FoM FEIM FA4M FHSA FHedl HTA FSA FOMHE 104 TIE R
355 S4 182 188 142 131 193 132 165 204 181 1.6 168 025
285 S5 211 236 215 188 246 172 197 206 155 1.87 201 026
215 S6 236 249 196 247 231 179 192 241 219 225 222 023
175 S7 242 267 221 228 258 185 217 248 227 209 230 023
135 S8 262 287 3.09 292 257 259 212 235 276 293 268 028
95 S9 255 238 174 227 249 202 176 192 196 202 211 028
55 SI0 293 196 194 247 212 225 192 206 229 250 224 030
15 S11 247 238 198 222 216 235 237 202 237 18 222 020

-175 S12 193 228 171 193 211 139 201 162 147 162 181 027
=375 SI13 141 123 112 125 133 118 104 100 116 121 119 0.2

Table 6. Overpressure coefficients on silo wall with height-to-diameter ratio of 3D

#* 6. BRELA 3D HEERERE R

151 /% (mm) 1M F2oH HF3H FAM FSH Fod M FHSAH HoAE 104 FIE AruEE
565 S1 152 171 162 130 147 125 166 135 137 176 151 0.17
495 S2 186 228 21 189 198 221 156 201 145 23 196  0.27
425 S3 211 206 1.84 194 146 238 196 234 140 174 192 031
355 S4 190 207 158 216 171 206 286  2.07 1.9 194 202 033
285 S5 214 282 268 221 258 3.05 231 248 225 199 245 032
215 S6 273 328 229 278 253 246 287 240 311 267 271 029
175 S7 240 270 209 275 238 274 237 263 195 239 244 025
135 S8 219 260 230 236 259 291 201 221 210 258 239 026
95 S9 237 251 198 221 249 233 215 216 174 267 226 026
55 S10 224 228 212 217 241 249 202 243 24 26 3.03  0.52
15 SI11 196 226 242 241 230 294 222 1.83 238 226 232 017

-175 S12 160 1.80 252 177 194 157 1.8 151 191 109 166 024
=375 S13 136 139 1.05 121 145 146 1.07 1.01 113 119 123 0.6
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15D I, s RECHBUE H=15mm, SEEfa/LAHARL; HIFEHEEN 2D M 3D I i K 5 &
B B A S BRI AL 1/3 w AL R R T, IR0 (s I R B B, e
FEITEVRE R R BOR DN o BT AUE R B R T A S AR BURLAT fif 55 R RE P B RS AE, s TR
7 R B (R A L) X s 28 0020 [ 2 A RS 25 520, ORS00 T & SR e i ot st st 1 s
WRHE o Rp I A N 1 0 S 2 X RO 5 5 2 VAl T T, A T R S M
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