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Abstract

Dynam icalbehavior of steady granular ow is investigated num erically in the inelastic hard

spherelim itofthesoftspherem odel.W e�nd distinctively di�erentlim iting behaviorsforthetwo

ow regim es,i.e.,thecollisionalow and thefrictionalow.In thecollisionalow,thehard sphere

lim it is straightforward;the num ber ofcollisions per particle per unit tim e converges to a �nite

value and the totalcontacttim e fraction with otherparticlesgoesto zero.Forthe frictionalow,

however,we dem onstrate that the collision rate diverges as the power ofthe particle sti�ness so

thatthetim efraction ofthem ultiplecontactsrem ains�niteeven in thehard spherelim italthough

the contacttim e fraction forthebinary collisionstendsto zero.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The interactionsbetween grainsin owing granularm aterialare roughly classi�ed into

two types;theim pulsivecontact(collision)with them om entum exchangeand thesustained

contact with the transm ission offorces [1]. The ow in which the im pulsive contact is

dom inantiscalled collisionalow,whiletheow wherethesustained contactdom inatesis

called frictionalow. These two typesofow m ay be found in a sim ple geom etry such as

granularow on a slope.Thegrainsstay atrestwhen theinclination angleistoo sm all.If

theinclination exceedsa criticalangle,them aterialstartsowing frictionally at�rst.The

ow becom escollisionalwhen theinclination islargeenough.

As for the collisionalow ofgranular m aterial, its dynam ics has som e analogy with

m olecularuid,and thekinetictheoriesbased on inelasticbinary collisionsofparticleshold

to som e extent[2]. On the otherhand,the frictionalow isdrastically di�erentfrom the

m olecularuid,and we have little understanding on it. M any m odelshave been proposed

for dense granular ows: For exam ple,som e m odels take into account the e�ect ofnon-

localforce transm ission which com es from the network ofcontacting grains [3]. In the

experim ents,however,itisdi�cultto specify the nature ofsustained contactin the dense

ow.

Forthesim ulationsofgranulardynam ics,thefollowing two m odelshavebeen com m only

used,i.e.theinelastichard spherem odeland thesoftspherem odel.

In the inelastic hard sphere m odel,the particles are rigid and the collisions are thus

instantaneous,thereforeitsdynam icscan bede�ned through a few param etersthatcharac-

terizea binary collision becausethereareno m any-body collisions[4].Them odelissim ple

and therearevery e�cientalgorithm sto sim ulate it[5],butitdescribesbasically only the

collisionalow [6]because the sustained contactisnotallowed. Itisalso known thatthe

system often encounterswhatiscalled theinelasticcollapse[7,8,9,10];thein�nitenum ber

ofcollisionstakeplaceam ongasm allnum berofparticlesin a�nitetim e,thusthedynam ics

cannotbecontinued beyond thatpointwithoutadditionalassum ption.

On theotherhand,in thesoftspherem odel,thatissom etim escalled thediscreteelem ent

m ethod (DEM )in thegranularcom m unity [4,11],theparticlesoverlap during collision and

thedynam icsisde�ned through theforcesacting on thecolliding particles.Collision takes

�nitetim e,and notonly binary collision butalsom any-body collision and sustained contact
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between particles are possible,therefore,both the collisionaland the frictionalows m ay

realizein them odel.M any researcheshave been doneon granularow down a slopeusing

theDEM in both thecollisionalregim eand thefrictionalregim e[12,13,14].

In actualsim ulations,however,thesti�nessconstantsused in thesoftsphere m odelare

usually m uch sm allerthan the one appropriate forrealm aterialsuch assteelorglassball

[15]becauseofnum ericaldi�culty.Therefore,som epartofsustained contactin sim ulations

m ay be decom posed into binary collisions ifsti�er particles are used. It is also not clear

thatthefrictionalforcein thesustained contactm ay bedescribed by thesam e forceswith

theonesuitableforthecollisionalevents.

Itis,therefore,im portanttoexam inehow thesystem behaviorm aychangeasthesti�ness

constantincreasesin the softsphere m odel,orin otherwords,how the softsphere m odel

convergesto theinelastichard spherem odelin thein�nitesti�nesslim it.In thispaper,we

presenttheresultsofnum ericalsim ulationsofthegranularow usingthesoftspherem odel,

and investigate the system behaviorwhen we change the sti�ness constant system atically

with keeping theresulting restitution constantunchanged.

In Sec.II,webriey sum m arizean inelastichard spherem odelthatisused forcollisional

granular ows. Then we introduce a sim ple soft sphere m odelfor granular m aterialand

discuss how we take the hard sphere lim itkeeping the restitution coe�cient constant. In

Sec. III,the sim ulation resultsare shown. At�rst,the sti�nessdependence ofthe steady

state ofa single particle rolling down a slope ispresented to see how the inelastic collapse

appearsin thehard sphere lim it.Thecollisionalow and thefrictionalow areexam ined.

W e�nd thattheinteractionsbetween particlesin thecollisionalow sm oothly converge to

binary collisions ofinelastic hard spheres,while those in frictionalow shows non-trivial

behavior;the behavior is also di�erent from the \inelastic collapse" in the single particle

system .Thesum m ary and thediscussion aregiven in Sec.IV.

II. H A R D SP H ER E M O D EL A N D SO FT SP H ER E M O D EL

In thissection,weintroducethehard spherem odeland thesoftspherem odelforgranular

m aterial. Forsim plicity,we considera two dim ensionalsystem and grainsare m odeled by

two dim ensionaldisks.

Aftershowing thecorrespondenceofparam etersin thesoftspherem odelto thoseofthe
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hard spherem odel,webriey sum m arizethephenom enon called inelasticcollapse,which is

the singularbehaviorin the inelastic hard sphere system . Atthe lastpartofthissection,

we discussthe lim iting behaviorofthe softsphere m odelthatcorrespondsto the inelastic

collapseofthehard spherem odel.

A . Inelastic hard sphere m odel

In hard sphere m odels,collisionsbetween particlesorbetween a particle and a wallare

considered tohappeninstantaneously,anditsdynam icsisde�ned bythebinarycollisionrule.

W econsiderthecollision rule in term softhe norm aland tangentialrestitution coe�cients

and thesliding friction [6,16].

Letusconsider a collision between the two spheres iand j ofthe diam eters �i and �j

and the m asses m i and m j at the contact positions ri and rj,respectively. Prior to the

collision,the disks have velocities ci and cj and angular velocities ! i and ! j. Then the

relativevelocity ofthepointofcontactvij isgiven by

vij = (ci� cj)+ n �

�
�i

2
! i+

�j

2
! j

�

; (1)

wherethenorm alvectorn = rij=jrijj= (nx;ny;0)with rij = ri� rj.

Ifv0ij denotesthepost-collisionalrelativevelocity,thecollision rulefornorm aldirection

is

(n � v
0
ij)= � e(n � vij); (2)

wheree isthenorm alrestitution coe�cientwith 0� e� 1.

In thecasewithoutsliding,thecollision rulein thetangentialdirection isgiven by

(n � v
0
ij)= � �(n � vij); (3)

where � is the tangentialrestitution coe�cient with � 1 � � � 1. The sliding is taken

into accountso thatthetangentialcom ponentofim pulsedoesnotexceed �jn � Jjwith the

Coulom b friction coe�cient�,where J isthe m om entum change ofthe particle ithrough

the collision. Nam ely,when the m om entum change ofthe particle ithrough the collision

rules(2)and (3)isJ nos,then (n � v
0
ij)isdeterm ined so that

jn � Jj= m in(�jn � Jj;jn � J
nosj) (4)

issatis�ed.Thedetailed description oftheruleisgiven in Refs.[6,16].
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B . Soft sphere m odel: D EM

The DEM ,or the soft sphere m odel[4,11],is often used to sim ulate the dynam ics of

granularm aterials.In the presentwork,we adoptthe two dim ensionalone with the linear

elasticforceand dissipation.W hen thetwodisksiand jatpositionsriand rj with velocities

ci and cj and angularvelocities! i and ! j arein contact,theforceacting on theparticlei

from theparticle j iscalculated asfollows:The norm alvelocity vn,thetangentialvelocity

vt,and thetangentialdisplacem entut aregiven by

vn = n � vij; vt= t� vij; (5)

ut =

Z t

t0

vtdt; (6)

wherevij isgiven in Eq.(1),and t= (� ny;nx;0).Here,t0 isthetim ewhen thetwoparticles

startto bein contact.Then thenorm alforceF n
ij and thetangentialforceF

t
ij acting on the

particleifrom theparticlej aregiven by

F
n
ij = 2M kn

�
�i+ �j

2
� jrijj

�

� 2M �nvn; (7)

F
t
ij = m in(jhtj;�jF nj)sign(ht) (8)

with

ht = � 2M ktut� 2M �tvt; (9)

where kn and kt are the elastic constants,�n and �t are the dam ping param eters,� isthe

Coulom b friction coe�cientforsliding,and M = m im j=(m i+ m j)isthereduced m ass.

C . H ard sphere lim it ofsoft sphere m odel

W hen weadoptthelineardependenceoftheelasticand viscousforceon theoverlap and

the norm alrelative velocity asin Eq. (7),we can calculate the duration ofcontact�c and

therestitution coe�cientfora norm albinary collision e [17];they aregiven by

�c =
�

p
2kn � �2n

(10)

and

e= exp

 

�
��n

p
2kn � �2n

!

; (11)
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respectively.

Neglecting thesliding friction and thevariation ofn during thecontact,thehalfperiod

oftheoscillation in thetangentialdisplacem entut isestim ated as[17]

�s =
�

p
6kt� 9�2t

(12)

forthetwo dim ensionaldiskswith them om entofinertia Ii= m i�
2

i=8.Herewe choosethe

param eterskt and �t so thattherelation �s = �c,or,

p
6kt� 9�2t =

p
2kn � �2n (13)

issatis�ed.Underthiscondition,thetangentialrestitution coe�cientisgiven by

�= exp(� 3�t�c): (14)

Equations(10)and (11)can berewritten as

�n =

�
2kn

(�=lne)2 + 1

�
1=2

; (15)

�c =

�
�2 + (lne)2

2kn

�
1=2

: (16)

Using Eqs. (13)-(16),we can take the inelastic hard sphere lim itofthism odelforgiven e

and � by taking the kn ! 1 lim it;�n,�t,and kt are given by Eqs. (15),(14),and (13),

and theduration tim eofcollision �c goesto zero asEq.(16).

D . Inelastic collapse

Itiswellknown thattheinelastichard spheresystem can undergo theinelastic collapse,

i.e.,the phenom enon where in�nite collisions take place within a �nite period oftim e [7].

The sim plest exam ple is the verticalbouncing m otion ofa ballunder gravity,but it has

been shown that the inelastic collapse also occurs in higher dim ensionalsystem s without

gravity [7,8,9,10].

The inelastic collapse neveroccursin the softsphere m odelbecause ofthe �nite length

ofthe collision tim e. However,itisworth to discuss whatwillhappen in the softsphere

m odelin thesim ple situation where theinelasticcollapse occursin thehard sphere m odel.

First,letusconsiderthe verticalbouncing m otion ofa softballundergravity.W e assum e
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the sam e force law between the balland the oorasin Eqs. (7)and (8),except thatwe

replace2M by them assoftheball.W hiletheballand theoorarein contact,theequation

ofm otion fortheoverlap oftheballand theoor,z,isgiven by

�z+ knz+ �n _z= g; (17)

with the acceleration ofgravity g,where the dotsrepresentthe tim e derivatives. One can

show that,iftheim pactvelocity vi isbelow a criticalvaluevc,which isO (1=
p
kn)forlarge

enough kn,the ballstays in contactwith the oor;forvi � vc,the restitution coe�cient

ew can be considered as a constant. Therefore,fora given initialim pact velocity v0,the

num ber ofnecessary collisions nc for the ballto stay in contact with the ooris roughly

estim ated by the condition encw v0 � vc,nam ely,nc � ln(vc=v0)=lnew.Because vc � 1=
p
kn

forlargekn,nc behavesas

nc / lnkn + const. (18)

in thehard spherelim it.Thusnc divergeslogarithm ically when kn ! 1 ,which corresponds

to theinelasticcollapsedueto gravity.

In thecasewithoutgravity,theinelasticcollapseresultsin the\m any-body collision" in

the softsphere m odel. Forexam ple,we consider three softspheres in one dim ension and

assum e thatthe binary collision can be approxim ated by the collision law with a constant

restitution coe�cient.In thesituation whereaparticlegoesback and forth between thetwo

particles approaching each other,the inelastic collapse m ay take place in the hard sphere

m odel[8];threeballsloserelativevelocity com pletely in thelim itofin�nitecollisions.In the

softsphere m odel,however,when theintervalbetween two collisionsbecom essm allerthan

the duration ofcontact �c,three balls are in contact atthe sam e tim e,nam ely,the three

body collision occurs;then they willy apart. The num ber ofcollisions before the three

body collision willalso divergelogarithm ically in thehard spherelim itbecause�c / 1=
p
kn.

On theotherhand,oneshould notethata m any-body collision in thesoftspherem odel

does not necessarily result in the inelastic collapse in the hard sphere lim it. Actually,in

m ostofthe cases,a m any-body collision willbe decom posed into a setofbinary collisions

in thehard spherelim it.
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III. SIM U LAT IO N R ESU LT S

In this section,we investigate the sti�ness dependence ofgranularm aterialon a slope

in the following three situations: (i) a single particle rolling down a slope,(ii) the dilute

collisionalow,and (iii) the dense frictionalow. W e focus on the steady state in each

situation and com pare the sim ulation data with changing kn system atically. The particles

arem onodispersein (ii),whilethey arepolydispersein (iii)in ordertoavoid crystallization.

In thesim ulations,theparam etershave been chosen to givee= �= 0:7,�= 0:5 in the

hard spherelim it.Allvaluesarenon-dim ensionalized by thelength unit�,them assunitm ,

and thetim eunit
p
�=g.Here,�isthediam eterofthelargestparticlein thesystem and m

isthem assofthatparticle.Thesecond orderAdam s-Bashforth m ethod and thetrapezoidal

rule are used to integrate the equationsforthe velocity and the position,respectively [18].

Notethatthetim estep forintegration,dt,needsto beadjusted as�c becom essm aller.All

thedata presented in thepaperareresultswith dt= m in(�c=100;10
�4).W ehavecon�rm ed

that the results do not change for dt � �c=100 by calculating also with dt = �c=50 and

dt= �c=200 in thecaseofthesingleparticle.

A . A single particle rolling dow n a bum py slope

Letus�rstconsidera single particle rolling down a bum py slope. Itisknown thatthe

particle showsthe steady m otion fora certain range ofthe inclination angle � [19]. In the

sim ulations,we m ake the boundary rough by attaching the sam e particleswith the rolling

one to the slope with the spacing 0:002� (see Fig. 1). For the chosen param eters with

the norm alsti�ness kn = 2�1 � 105,the range of� forwhich steady m otion isrealized is

0:11 . sin� . 0:14 [13]. Here we �x the inclination angle to sin� = 0:13. Figure 2 shows

thetim eevolution ofthevelocity in they direction,vy,with kn = 2�1 � 105 (solid line)and

kn = 217 � 105 (dashed line).Itisshown thatvy behavesperiodically;thisperiod (�t� 4)

correspondsto the period forthe particle to getpastone particle atthe oor.The period

hardly dependson thesti�ness.

In Fig. 3 (a),the kn dependence ofthe tim e averaged kinetic energy E isshown. Itis

shown thattheenergy isan increasing function of1=kn in thesofterregion (1=kn & 10�7 ),

but no system atic 1=kn dependence ofE exists for 1=kn . 10�7 . The average collision
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rate (num ber ofcollisions per unit tim e) between the slope and the particle ,N w,shows

logarithm icdependence on 1=kn in the whole region (Fig.3 (b)).From Fig.3 (c),we also

�nd thattheaveragecontacttim efraction with theslope,tw,isa decreasing function ofkn

in thesoftregion,butitseem sto approach a constantvalueforlargeenough kn.

Thelogarithm ickn dependencesofN w and theconstanttw in largekn region agreewith

ourpreviousanalysisof\inelasticcollapseundergravity"in thesoftspherem odelin Section

IID. The m otion ofthe particle in one period isasfollows;when the particle com esto a

bum p (a particleattached to theslope),theparticlejum psup,bounceson thebum p m any

tim es,losesthe relative velocity,and �nally rollsdown keeping in contactwith the bum p.

Therefore,thecontacttim e fraction hasa �nite value even in thehard sphere lim itdue to

therolling m otion atthelastpart.N w increaseslogarithm ically in thehard spherelim itas

hasbeen expected from Eq.(18).

B . C ollisionalow

Nextweconsiderthesteady stateofthecollisionalow.Thesystem considered isshown

in Fig. 4. The particles are m onodisperse,and the slope is m ade rough as in the single

particlecase.Theperiodicboundary condition isadopted in theow direction (x direction).

The length ofthe slope isL = 50:1 and the num berofthe particlesattached to the slope

is50. The num berofowing particlesisalso 50,nam ely,the num berofthe particlesper

unitlength along theslope isabout1.The inclination angle issetto besin�= 0:45.The

initialcon�guration ofparticlesistherow of50 particlesatrestwith regularspacing in the

x-direction,buteach particle isatrandom heightin the y-direction. Aftera shortinitial

transient,ifthetotalkineticenergy uctuatesaround a certain value,weconsideritasthe

steady ow. Allthe data were taken in thisregim e and averaged over the tim e period of

1500.

Ascan beseen in thesnapshot,Fig.4,theparticlesbounceand thenum berofparticles

in contact is very sm all. In Fig. 5 (a),the averaged kinetic energy per one particle,E ,

is shown. Though E becom es larger as the particles becom e softer in 1=kn & 10�5 ,the

system atic dependence ofE on kn disappearsforlargeenough kn (1=kn . 10�6 )[20].The

y-dependenceoftheaveragenum berdensity and theow speed in thisregion arealsoshown

in Fig.6 (a)and (b).
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In Fig.5(b),theaveragecollision ratesbetween particles,N c (�lled circles),and between

particlesand the slope,N w (open circles),perparticle are plotted vs1=kn. Both ofthem

stay roughly constantin theregion whereE isalm ostconstant,1=kn . 10�6 .On theother

hand,the average tim e fractionsduring which a particle isin contactwith otherparticles,

tc (�lled circles),and in contactwith theslope,tw (open circles),decreasesystem atically as

kn increasesasshown in Fig.5 (c).Both thesolid and thedashed linesareproportionalto

1=
p
kn,nam ely,tc decreasesin the sam e m anneras�c in Eq. (16). Actually,the collision

tim efractionstc and tw convergetoN c�c and N w�w (�w istheduration ofanorm alcollision of

aparticleand theoor[21]),respectively,in thehard spherelim it.Thedi�erencestc� Nc�c

and tw � Nw�w are plotted in Fig. 5 (d) to show that they go to zero very rapidly upon

increasing kn. Thism eansthatthe interactionsofthe softsphere m odelin the collisional

ow regim econvergeto thoseoftheinelastichard spherem odelwith binary collisions.

Ifwelookcarefully,however,inthelargekn regioninFig.5(c),wecanseeslightdeviation

oftw from thedashed lines;itdecreasesslowerthan 1=
p
kn.Thistendency m ayindicatethat

tw rem ains �nite in the hard sphere lim it: Actually,in the event-driven sim ulation ofthe

hard spherem odel,wealwaysfound theinelasticcollapseaslongastherestitution constant

between a particleand theoorislessthan 1.ThissuggeststhatN w should divergeand tw

should rem ain �nitein thehard spherelim itbecauseoftheinelasticcollapsedueto gravity.

Theslightdeviation oftw from thedashed linein Fig.5 (c)m ay bea sym ptom ofit,while

wecannotseethelogarithm icdivergence in N w.

C . Frictionalow

Now westudy thesteady stateofthedensefrictionalow.W eadopted theatboundary

with slope length L = 10:02 and im posed the periodic boundary condition in the ow

direction. In order to avoid crystallization,we used the polydisperse particles with the

uniform distribution ofdiam eterfrom 0:8 to 1:0. The num berofparticlesin the system is

100. The inclination angle � issetto be sin� = 0:20 and the initialcondition isgiven in

thesim ilarway with thecollisionalow.Theten rowsoften particleswith regularspacing

in the x-direction are at rest with large enough spacings between rows in the y-direction

so thatparticlesdo notoverlap;only theparticlesin thetop row areatrandom heightsin

y-direction.
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Itturnsoutthatthe steady state isnotunique and uctuation islarge. Depending on

theinitialconditions,theparticlesm ay ow with a di�erentvalueofaveragekineticenergy,

or in som e cases,the whole system stops. W e presum e that this is m ainly because the

system isnotlargeenough:Grainsform a layerstructureasin Fig.7,and theow velocity

strongly dependson thecon�guration ofparticlesin thebottom layer.Thetim eevolutions

ofthekineticenergy perparticle,E (t),ofthreesam pleswith di�erentcon�gurationsin the

bottom layerareshown in Fig 8.Sam ple1 showsstablebehaviorwhilesam ple2 eventually

stops after running with lower energy for som e tim e. Sam ple 3 shows larger uctuation

with higherenergy;the sudden change ofE (t)in sam ple 3 resultsfrom the change in the

con�guration ofthebottom layer.Thislargeuctuation should beaveraged outifwecould

sim ulate largeenough system forlong enough tim e,butthe am ountofcom putation istoo

largeespecially forthesystem with sti� particles.

In order to m ake m eaningfulcom parison out ofthese largely uctuating data with a

varietyofbehaviors,weselectsim ulation sequencesthatcom efrom sim ilarowingbehaviors

in the following way. First,we de�ne the steady partofthe tim e sequence in each ofthe

sam plesasthepartwherethewidth oftheenergy uctuationsissm allerthan 0.45 overthe

tim e period longerthan 500.Second,we exclude the data whose averaged energy isoutof

therange[0.4,0.8][22].

M anyoftheexcluded databythiscriterion show quitedi�erentowingbehaviors.W euse

only thedata selected from thiscriterion to calculatetim eaveragesofphysicalquantities.

In thesnapshotofthefrictionalow,Fig.7,m ostoftheparticlesseem to bein contact

with each otherand form a layerstructure. The y-dependence ofthe average density and

the ow speed areshown in Figs.9 (a)and (b),respectively. W e can see thatthe relative

m otion between layers is largest at the bottom and very sm allin the bulk. The sti�ness

dependence oftheaverage kinetic energy E isshown in Fig.10 (a);the data arescattered

dueto thenon-uniquenessofthesteady state.

Nevertheless,the average collision rates show system atic dependence as shown in Fig.

10 (b). Here,the de�nition ofN c (tc)isthe sam e asthatforthe collisionalow,nam ely,

itisthe average collision rate (contacttim e fraction)between particlesper particle in the

system .On theotherhand,N w (tw)isde�ned di�erently;itisthecollision rate(thecontact

tim efraction)between theparticlesand theslope perparticle in the bottom layer,because

otherparticlesnevertouch theslope.
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In Fig. 10 (b),we can see that N c (�lled circles) and N w (open circles) increase very

rapidly as kn becom es larger: they diverge asa power ofkn. This is quite di�erent from

the behavior in the collisionalow in which they are alm ost constant. Furtherm ore,this

increase isfasterthan thelogarithm icdivergence found in thesingleparticle case(see Fig.

3 (b)).

The contacttim e fractions,tc (�lled circles)and tw (open circles),decrease asshown in

Fig.10 (c).Them ain reason why tc and tw decrease isthat�c and �w decrease fasterthan

N c and N w,nam ely,the contact tim e fractions estim ated from the duration ofa binary

collision,N c�c and N w�w,continue to decrease. Actually,the decrease ofthe contacttim e

fraction and theincreaseofthecollision ratearenaturalbecausea longerm ultiple contact

breaksup into shorterbinary contactsastheparticlesbecom esti�er.

These contact tim e fractions,tc and tw,however,do notconverge to N c�c and N w�w,

respectively. As shown in Fig. 10 (d), tc � Nc�c (�lled circles) and tw � Nw�w (open

circles)arevery largeascom pared tothosein thecollisionalow,even in thesti�estregion.

The com parison ofthis with the rapid convergence in the collisionalow regim e (Fig. 5

(d))indicatesthatthere rem ains�nite m ultiple contacttim e in the hard sphere lim itand

the interaction in the frictionalow can never be considered as m any, or even in�nite,

instantaneousbinary collisions. The particlesexperience the lasting m ultiple contacteven

in thehard spherelim it.

IV . SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Theinelastichard spherelim itofgranularow hasbeen investigated num erically in the

steady statesof(i)asingleparticlerollingdown theslope,(ii)thedilutecollisionalow,and

(iii)thedensefrictionalow.In (i),ithasbeen found thatthe\inelasticcollapse" between

the particle and the slope occursin the hard sphere lim itdue to gravity,and the contact

tim e fraction between the particle and the slope rem ains �nite. In (ii),the collision rates

N c and N w are alm ostconstantwhen particlesare sti� enough. The contacttim e fraction

between particlestc approacheszero askn increase in the sam e m annerwith the duration

ofcontactforbinary collision,�c.Thism eansthattheinteraction between particlesin the

hard sphere lim itcan be expressed by binary collisionsin the inelastic hard sphere m odel.

On the otherhand,the decrease in tw isslightly slower than 1=
p
kn in the harderregion,
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which can bea sign oftheinelasticcollapsebetween a particleand theslope.

In the case ofthe frictionalow (iii),the situation isnotsim ple: Although the contact

tim efractionstc and tw decreaseupon increasing kn,thecollision ratesN c and N w increase

asa powerofkn,which isfasterthan thelogarithm icdivergencefound in thesingleparticle

case (i). The origin ofthis power divergence ofcollision rate does notseem to be sim ple

because it is a property ofthe steady state,not a particular dynam icaltrajectory ofthe

system .

Them ultiplecontacttim efraction m ay beestim ated by tc� Nc�c and tw � Nw�w.They

werefound to bequitelargecom pared to thoseforthecollisionalow,and seem sto rem ain

�nite even in the in�nite sti�nesslim it:Thissuggeststhatthe interaction in thefrictional

ow can neverbeconsidered asin�nitenum berofbinary collisions.Even in thehard sphere

lim it,particlesexperience thelasting m ultiplecontact.

Thenon-negligiblefraction ofm ultiplecontactin thehard spherelim itim pliestheexis-

tenceofthenetwork ofcontactinggrainseven though they areowing.Them odelsofdense

owsshould considerthee�ectofthislasting contacts.

Here we have investigated only the two cases,i.e.,the collisionalow and the frictional

ow. The system should undergo the transition between the two ows ifwe change con-

tinuously the param eters such asthe inclination angle,the roughness ofthe slope,orthe

density ofparticles. Itisinteresting to investigate how the transition occursby looking at

thequantitiesm easured in thispaper,because theirsti�nessdependencesarequalitatively

di�erentin thetwo ows.
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FIG .1:A snapshotofa single ballrolling down a rough slope.
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FIG .2:Tim eevolution ofvy with kn = 2�1 � 105 (solid line)and 217 � 105 (dashed line).
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FIG .3:Thesti�nessdependenceof(a)thetim eaveraged kineticenergy oftheparticleE ,(b)the

collision ratebetween theslopeand theparticleN w,and (c)thecontacttim efraction between the

slopeand the particle tw .

FIG .4:A snapshotofthedilute collisionalow.
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FIG .5: The sti�ness dependencesof(a) the averaged kinetic energy perone particle E ,(b)the

averaged collision rates between particles N c (�lled circles) and between particles and the oor

N w (open circles),(c)the averaged contact tim e fractionsbetween particlestc (�lled circles)and

between particlesand theoortw (open circles),(d)theestim ated m ultiplecontacttim efractions,

tc � N c�c (�lled circles) and tw � N w�w (open circles). The solid and the dashed lines in (c) are

proportionalto 1=
p
kn.
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FIG .6:Thenum berdensity pro�le(a)and the velocity pro�le(b)ofthecollisionalow.
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FIG .7:A snapshotofthe densefrictionalow.
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FIG .8: Tim e evolution ofthe kinetic energy per particle ofthree sam ples (sam ple 1: red solid

line,sam ple 2: green dashed line,sam ple 3: blue dotted line). (b) is the m agni�cation of(a).

Sam ple 1 with kn = 2�1 � 105 showssteady behavior within the threshold. Sam ple 2 and 3 are

with kn = 2�7 � 105.Sam ple2 showssteady behaviorfora whilebut�nally stops.E (t)ofsam ple

3 shoots up suddenly at t � 1300 when one ofthe particles in the bottom layer runs on other

particles.
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FIG .9:Thedensity (a)and velocity (b)pro�lesofthe frictionalow.
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FIG .10: Thesti�nessdependencesof(a)theaveraged kineticenergy E ,(b)theaveraged collision

ratesbetween particlesN c (�lled circles)and between particlesand theoorN w (open circles),(c)

the averaged contact tim e fractionsbetween particlestc (�lled circles)and between particlesand
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