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G ranularsurfaceowsarecom m on in industrialpracticeand naturalsystem s,however,theoretical

description ofsuch ows is at present incom plete. Two prototype system s involving surface ow

arecom pared:heap form ation by pouring ata pointand rotating cylinders.Continuum m odelsfor

analysis ofthese ows are reviewed,and experim entalresults for quasi-2d system s are presented.

Experim entalresultsin both system sare welldescribed by continuum m odels.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

G ranular ows have been the subject ofconsiderable

recent work [1-5] driven by both technological needs

[6,7]and the recognition that m any aspects ofthe ba-

sic physics are poorly understood [8]. Surface ows of

granular m aterials, that is ows con�ned to a surface

layer on a static granular bed,are im portant in indus-

trialpractice and nature.Industrialexam plesappearin

thetransportation,processingand storageofm aterialsin

system ssuch asrotary kilns,tum bling m ixers,and feed-

ing and discharge ofsilos. Exam ples in nature include

the form ation ofsand dunes,lava ow,avalanches,and

transportofsedim ents in rivers. Although considerable

progresshasbeen m ade,theoreticaldescription ofsurface

owsisincom pleteatpresent.Severalapproaches,based

on di�erentassum ptionsaboutthe physicsofthe ows,

have been proposed [9-19]. A few experim entalstudies

are also available [9,19-33]. M ost work is focussed on

two system s:heap ow and rotating cylinderow shown

schem atically in Fig.1.

An im portant feature ofsurface granularows is the

interchangeofparticlesbetween theowinglayerand the

�xed bed. In the case ofa rotating cylinder the inter-

changerateisdeterm ined by kinem aticssincetheveloc-

ity ofthe �xed bed atthe bed-layerinterface isknown.

The situation in the case ofheap ow is m ore com pli-

cated. Bouchaud etal. [12]proposed a phenom enologi-

calm odel(BCRE m odel)in which the interchange rate

is determ ined by the localsurface angle. A variation

ofthis m odelproposed by Boutreux et al.[16](BRdG

m odel)hasbeen broadly validated by continuum m odels

[18,19]and experim ents [19],as we show below. Con-

tinuum m odelsdeveloped previously,forboth heapsand

rotating cylinders,are allbased on depth-averaged hy-

drodynam icequationsand di�erprim arily in theconsti-

tutiveequationsused.Allthem odelscontain param eters

which m ustbe evaluated from experim ents,butin m ost

cases,theseparam etershavenotbeen determ ined.

�
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Here we present here a com m on continuum based

fram eworkfortheanalysisofboth heap ow and rotating

cylinder ow. The treatm ent closely follows that given

in refs.[19]and [30]. M odelpredictions are com pared

to experim entalresults and to predictions of previous

m odels.Thegeneralcontinuum m odelispresented �rst.

Resultsfortheheap form ation and rotatingcylinderow

aregiven nextfollowed by conclusions.

II. G EN ER A L C O N T IN U U M M O D EL

Consider a owing layer on the surface of a granu-

larbed assum ing theow isnearly uni-directionalin the

layerand curvaturee�ectsaresm all.Thedepth averaged

continuity equation and the x-m om entum balanceequa-

tion aresim pli�ed using the following assum ptions.The

bulk density in thelayer(�)isnearly constant(sincethe

dilation oftheowingparticlesisnottoolargein therel-

atively slow owsbeing considered).Thevelocity pro�le

in thelayerislinearand oftheform [31,32]vx = 2u(y=�),

where u(x;t)isthe depth averaged velocity in the layer

and �isthelayerthickness.Slow plasticdeform ation [33]

isneglected.Theshearstressattheinterfaceistaken to

be [30]

�xyjy= 0 = �d
2
f(�)

�
@vx

@y

� 2

� �g�cos�tan�s (1)

whered istheparticlediam eterand tan�s isthee�ective

coe�cient ofdynam ic friction,with � s taken to be the

staticangleofrepose.Thestressissensitively dependent

on the localbulk density and based on recentem pirical

evidence [30]we take f(�) = c�=d with c � 1:5. The

governing equationsthen reduceto

@�

@t
+

@

@x
(�u) = � �; (2)

@

@t
(�u)+

4

3

@

@x

�
�u

2
�
= � 4cd

u2

�
+ g�

sin(�� �s)

cos�s
;(3)

where� istheux from thelayerinto thebed.Further,

assum ingthestaticfriction forcesattheheap-layerinter-

face to be fully m obilized,the M ohr-Coulom b criterion
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FIG .1: Schem atic view ofsurface ow system s: (a)Heap ow (b)Rotating cylinderow. (c)Coordinate system used in the

analysis.

yields

�xyjy= 0 = � �g�cos�tan�m ; (4)

wheretan�m isthe e�ectivecoe�cientofstatic friction.

Using eq.(1) and the assum ptions given above,eq.(4)

yields

u = _�=2; (5)

with the shearrategiven by

_=

�
gcos�sin(�m � �s)

cdcos�m cos�s

�1=2

: (6)

A sim ilaranalysisisgiven by Douady etal.[18]with the

di�erence that no stress constitutive equation such as

eq.(1)isused and instead the shearrate in the owing

layerisassum ed to be constant.

III. H EA P FO R M A T IO N

Considera quasi-steady ow (@�=@t;@u=@t� 0)and a

slowly varying interface angle (@�=@x � 0)during heap

form ation.Thecontinuity equation (eq.2)togetherwith

eq.(5)then reducesto

_�
@�

@x
= � �; (7)

and the m om entum balance equation (eq. 3) together

with eq.(4)sim pli�esto

_2�
@�

@x
= �

gsin(�m � �)

cos�m
: (8)

Com bining eqs. (7) and (8) yields � = gsin(�m �

�)=_cos� m ,which,for the case when �m � �,reduces

to

� � V (�m � �); (9)

where V = g=_cos�m . Thus, the continuum m odel

yields a source term sim ilar to the BRdG m odel; the

scaling ofV isalso sim ilarto the BRdG m odel.

W e further sim plify the above equations for two dif-

ferent geom etries of heap form ation: closed, as shown

in Fig.1a,and open in which the end wall(E,Fig.1a)

is rem oved. In the open system atsteady state,allthe

m aterialentering the system leaves at the far edge of

the heap and no particlesare absorbed oreroded. This

im plies that � = 0,which on substituting into eq.(9)

� = �m � constant. Using these resultsin eqs.(7)and

(8)showsthattheaveragevelocity (u)and thickness(�)

ofthe owing layer are also constant in open system s.

Them assow ratein the system isgiven by _m = �u�T,

where T is the width ofthe layer. This expression,to-

gether with eq.(5),gives the following relationship be-

tween the layerthicknessand m assow rate

�= [2 _m =(T�_)]
1=2

: (10)

Experim ental results [19] based on ow visualization

studiesvalidatetheabovepredictions,and sam pleresults

aregiven below.Fig.2a showsthevariation ofthem ax-

im um angle ofrepose with m assow rate in the system

for2 m m steelballsin an open heap system (�lled sym -

bols).Thedataindicatethat�m ,and thusthecoe�cient

ofstatic friction atthe heap-layerinterface (tan�m ),is

nota constantbutincreaseswith thelocalow rate.An

increasein surfaceanglewith ow ratewasalso reported

by Lem ieux and Durian [29]. Fig.2b shows the varia-

tion ofthe layerthickness(�)with m assow rate. The

solid line is a �tted curve ofthe form � / _m 1=2. This

indicatesagreem entwith theoreticalpredictions(eq.10)

ifthe product�_ isindependentofm assow rate.

In a closed system (Fig.1a),atsteady state we m ust

have � � constant for the heap to rise uniform ly. In-

tegrating eq.(7),the layer thickness pro�le is obtained
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FIG .2:Variation ofthe(a)m axim um angle ofrepose (�m )and (b)layerthickness(�)with m assow rate(_m )for2 m m steel

balls. Filled sym bols: open heap system [19]. O pen sym bols: rotating cylindersystem forthree cylindersizes[30]. The solid

line in (b)isa best�tofthe form �/ _m
1=2

as

�=
�
�
2

L + 2�(L � x)=_
�1=2

(11)

where �L is the layer thickness at the end ofthe layer,

x = L,and L isthelength oftheinterface(Fig.1a).The

risevelocity isrelated to the m assow rateby

� = _m =(TL�); (12)

and the interfaceangleiscalculated from eq.(9).

Experim entalresults[19]forclosed system sshow that

therisevelocity (�)variesnearly linearly with m assow

rate in agreem ent with eq.(12),and the bulk density,

which isfound to be constant,is�= 3:2 g/cm 3. Fig.3

showsthevariation ofboth interfaceangle(�)and layer

thickness (�) with length along the bed-layer interface

(L � x) for a �xed m ass ow rate. The solid line in

Fig.3b isa�tofeq.(11).Thereisagood m atch between

the�tted lineand theexperim entaldata,which suggests

that the shear rate, _,is constant. Sim ilar results are

obtained for allow rates studied. Using experim ental

resultsforthe rise velocity (�) and the interface length

(L),we obtain _ = 20� 2 s�1 from eq.(11),where the

standard deviation indicated iscalculated forall10 ow

rates studied. Using the value ofthe bulk density ob-

tained above,we �nd from eq.(10) that the shear rate

for the open system is _ = 22 � 3 s�1 . The value of

the shearrate predicted from eq.(6) is _ = 20� 5 s�1

for the range ofm ass ow rates considered. Thus the

shearratesfortheopen and closed system sarethesam e

within experim entalerror,and predictionsoftheory are

in reasonableagreem entwith experim entalvalues.

IV . R O TA T IN G C Y LIN D ER

Thesim plestcasecorrespondstorotatingcylinderow

for50% �llfraction.Assum inganearlyatinterface,the

source term is given by � = !x. Substituting into the

continuity equation (eq.2)and integrating weobtain

u�=
!

2

�
L
2 � x

2
�
: (13)

Using eq.(2) the m om entum balance equation (eq.3)

sim pli�esto

u
du

dx
=
3g

4

sin(�� �s)

cos�s
� 3

cdu2

�2
+
!xu

�
: (14)

W e considertwo di�erentlim iting solutionsto eqs.(13)

and (14)below.

Firstly,considerthecasewhen shearrate(_)isnearly

constant. Using eq.(5),the ux equation (eq.13)gives

the layerthicknesspro�leas

�=

�
!

_

� 1=2 �
L
2 � x

2
�1=2

; (15)

which issym m etricforallrotationalspeeds(!).Eq.(15)

corresponds to the m odelof M akse [17], in which the

shearrate is assum ed to be a �tting param eter. In the

presentcase the shearrate isobtained from eq.(6)and

the m ean velocity is given by u = _�=2. Substituting

these results in eq.(14),and using the M ohr-Coulom b

condition (eq.4)yieldseq.(9)with �= !x and �m � �.

Thisallowsforcalculation ofthe angle(�)along the in-

terface.Thusthe assum ption ofa constantshearrateis

consistentwith them odel,and givesa com pletedescrip-

tion ofthe ow. However,it is not apparent from the

analysis,underwhatconditionsthe solution isvalid.

Considernextthecasewhen theshearrateisnotcon-

stantalong thelayer,butwhen theacceleration (du=dx)

issm all.Elim inating�using eq.(13),thescaled m om en-

tum balancebecom es

�u
d�u

d�
=

3

4F r

sin(�� �s)

cos�s
� 12cs

�u4

(1� �2)2
+

2��u2

1� �2
;

(16)
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FIG .3:Variation ofthe (a)surface angle (�)and (b)layerthickness(�)with distance from the edge ofthe heap (L � x)for

ow of2 m m steelballsin a closed system .Sym bolsareexperim entaldata and errorbarsindicatethestandard deviation over

six m easurem ents.Solid line in (a)isa �tofeq.(9)and in (b)isthe prediction ofeq.(11).

where �u = u=!L,�= x=L and thedim ensionlessparam -

etersare the Froude num ber,F r = !2L=g,and the size

ratio,s = d=L. The �rst term on the right hand side

ofeq.(16) is the net driving force,that is the gravita-

tionalforce less the frictionalresistance to ow,and is

independent ofthe ow velocity (�u). The second term

isthe ‘viscous’resistancedue to collisionalstresses,and

the third term arisesas a resultofin-ow and out-ow

ofparticlesfrom the layer.Both these term sdepend on

the ow velocity.Typicalexperim entalFroude num bers

for experim ents in rotating cylinders are in the range

O (10�3 ) to O (10�2 ). In these cases the driving force

term (O (1=F r))ism uch largerthantheaccelerationterm

(O (�=
p
sF r)based on eq.5),particularly nearthe m id-

pointofthe layer(� = 0). The collisionalstressterm is

ofthesam em agnitudeasthenetdrivingforceterm since

the ow velocity increasesto balance the two. Thusfor

�
p
F r=s� 1 the acceleration term m ay be neglected.

For negligible acceleration (d�u=d� � 0), the scaled

m ean ow velocity isobtained from eq.(16)as

�u =

�
1� �2

12cs

� 1=2 h

�+ (�2 + 9csA=F r)1=2
i1=2

; (17)

whereA = sin(�� �s)=cos�s.Using eq.(13),thescaled

layerthicknesspro�leis

��=

�
3cs(1� �2)

�+ (�2 + 9csA=F r)1=2

�1=2

; (18)

where��= �=L.Theabovesolution isvalid only ifA > 0,

thatisif� > �s. For� � �s,we have �u = �� = 0,thus

there is no steady ow possible ifthe interface angle is

less the static angle ofrepose. This is consistent with

thede�nition ofthestaticangleofrepose.Notethatthe

layerpro�le is notsym m etric about� = 0,and forany

� > 0 we have ��(� �)> ��(�),thatis,the upper partof

the layer (� < 0) is thicker than the lower part. The

source ofthe asym m etry isthe in-ow/out-ow term in

the m om entum balance (third term on the right hand

side ofeq.16). In the upper part ofthe layer (� < 0)

the ow is retarded by m aterialentering the layerfrom

thebed (� < 0)and the reverseistruein thelowerpart

ofthe layer.Thus,the layeristhickerin upperpartbe-

cause ofthe lowervelocity relative to the lower partof

the layer(� > 0),resulting in a skewed pro�le.Further,

eq.(18)indicatesthatthe pro�le becom esm ore skewed

with increasing Froudenum ber(F r)and decreasing size

ratio (s).In the lim it,F r=s� 1,the scaled layerthick-

nesspro�le becom es �� = (csF r=A)1=4(1� �2)1=2,which

is identicalto the result obtained assum ing a constant

shear(eq.15)when eq.(6)isused to calculatetheshear

rate. This im plies that a pro�le sym m etric about the

layer m idpoint (� = 0) is obtained at very low Froude

num bersand relatively high sizeratios,and in thislim it

the shearrateisnearly constant.

The interface angle pro�le (�(�)) is obtained from

eq.(9),using � = !x and eq.(6)as

�(�)= �m �
F rcos�m

3cs

h

�+ (�2 + 9csA=F r)1=2
i1=2

�:

(19)

In sim plifying the preceding equation we assum e �m �

� � �s. Eq.(19) indicates that the interface angle de-

creases m onotonically with distance along the interface

and at � = 0,� = �m . Thus in the rotating cylinder

ow the m axim um angle of repose can be experim en-

tally obtained by m easuring the interface angle at the

m idpointofthelayer.For(F r=s)� su�ciently largeand

� > 0,we get � < 0,that is,for sm allsize ratios and

large Froude num bers the layer pro�le m ay turn up at

the end. Conversely,when (F r=s) � 1,eq.(19) yields

� � �m , and the interface pro�le is nearly at. Ne-

glecting term s O (�F r=s), which is consistent with the

approxim ation in the m om entum balance equation,we

getA = (�m � �s)=cos�s.
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1=4

are indicated.
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FIG .5: Layer thickness pro�les for (a) 2 m m steelballs and (b) 0:8 m m sand. Sym bols denote experim entaldata for three

di�erentfroude num bers(F r):� F r= 2� 10
�3
,4 F r= 22� 10

�3
,� F r= 64� 10

�3
.Solid linesare predictionsofeq.(18)

and dashed lines are the predictions ofthe m odelofK hakhar etal.[13]. The error bars give the standard deviation over 6

m easurem entsand the barindicatesthe scaled diam eterofa particle (s= d=R ).

Considernextacom parisonofthetheoreticalresultsto

experim entaldata. A few key num bersare reported,as

they convey a sense ofqualitative agreem ent. However,

forfulldetailsthe readerisreferred to [30]. The m odel

param etersrequired are�s,�m and c.Data ofO rpeand

K hakhar [30]for the �rst two param eters are shown in

Fig.2a (open sym bols)for 2 m m steelballs in rotating

cylindersof3 sizesand fordi�erentrotationalspeedsof

the cylinders. The data correlatesreasonably wellwith

them assow rateatthem idpointofthelayercalculated

from _m = �!L 2T=2,where T isthe cylinderlength and

the sam e density as in the heap experim ents (� = 3:2

g/cm 3) is used. Data spanning nearly two decades of

ow ratefallon a singlecurve,although with som escat-

ter. The m axim um angle ofrepose increaseswith m ass

ow rate,and the m easured values are sim ilar to those

from heap experim entswhich arealso shown in thesam e

�gure.The staticangleofreposeisthe angleat _m = 0.

O rpe and K hakhar [30]had obtained c � 1:5 by �t-

ting the theory ofK hakhar et al.[13]to experim ental

layer thickness pro�les. W e obtain a new estim ate of

the param eterbased on the layerthickness atthe m id-

point of the layer (� = 0), which, from eq. (18), is
��(0)= (csF r=A)1=4.Fig.4 showsexperim entaldata for
��(0)versus(sF r=A)1=4 forexperim entaldata for90 ex-

perim ents com prising steelballs,glass beads and sand

of di�erent sizes in cylinders of di�erent sizes and for

di�erentrotationalspeeds. The data falls on a straight

line foreach m aterial(although with som e scatter)and

a least squares �t gives c = 1:9 for steelballs,c = 1:6

for glass beads and c = 1:4 for sand. Since the m odel

is essentially exact at � = 0,the good �t im plies that

the proposed constitutive equation for stress is reason-

able,and the shearratein the layeriswell-described by
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eq.(6)at�= 0.

Predictions ofthe m odelfor the layer thickness pro-

�learecom pared to experim entaldata in Fig.5 forsand

particlesand steelballsfordi�erentFroude num bersin

a cylinderofradius16 cm ,using thevalue ofcobtained

aboveand experim entalvaluesfor�m and �s.Theagree-

m entisgood exceptatthehighestF rand low s,and the

allthequalitativefeaturesofthedataarereproduced.At

low F rand relatively high sstudied,thepro�leisnearly

sym m etric(steelballsatthelowestF r),and thepro�les

becom e m ore skewed with increasing F r and decreasing

s.Thedeviation atthehigh Froudenum bersand low size

ratio aredueto neglectoftheacceleration term .Sim ilar

agreem entisobtained fortheothercasesstudied aswell.

The predictions ofthe m odelofK hakharetal.[13]are

shown in the�gureasdashed lines.Thesenearlycoincide

with the results from the presentm odel,exceptfor the

highestF r forsand,indicating thatthe approxim ations

m adearereasonablefortheparam etervaluesofinterest.

Itisrem arkable thatsuch a sim ple theory isable to de-

scribethebehaviorofthesystem oversuch a widerange

ofparam eters: m aterialsinclude steelballs,glassbeads

and sand;varyingshapeswith steelballsbeing spherical,

glassbeads,nearly sphericaland sand being irregularly

shaped; size ratios in the range s 2 (0:005;0:05) and

Froudenum bersin therangeF r2 (2� 10�3 ;64� 10�3 ).

M odelpredictionsoftheinterfaceanglepro�learein rea-

sonableagreem entwith experim ents[30].

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

A theoreticalfram ework servesto unify the behaviour

ofsurface owsfortwo prototypicalsystem s: heap ow

and rotating cylinder ow. The m odelis based on a

stress constitutive equation and failure criterion which

contain three m aterialparam eters: �s,�m and c. Ana-

lyticalresultsforboth system sgive a com plete descrip-

tion ofthesystem sin term softhelayerthicknesspro�les

(�(x)),average velocity ofow (u(x)) and the interface

anglepro�le(�(x)).In open heap system sa layerofuni-

form thicknesswith a uniform ow velocity isobtained,

whereas in the closed heap system �2 / x. The inter-

face angle is constant and equalto the m axim um an-

gle ofrepose in the open system ,whereas it decreases

with distance from the pouring pointin the closed sys-

tem . Results for the rotating cylinder are obtained for

the case when the acceleration ofparticles in the layer

is sm all(�
p
F r=s � 1). The layer pro�le is found to

be asym m etric aboutthe m idpointofthe layer(� = 0)

with the upper part ofthe layer (� < 0) being thicker.

The skewnessincreaseswith increasing Froude num bers

and decreasing size ratios. The scaled shearrate (_=!)

decreaseswith increasing Froude num berand size ratio.

The layerinterface angle decreaseswith distance in the

ow direction.Forhigh �F r=s and �> 0 thelayerturns

up,whereaswhen �F r=s issm alla nearly atinterface

isobtained.

Q uasi-2d experim entscarried outforopen and closed

heaps and rotating cylinders of di�erent sizes, by and

large,validate the predictions ofthe theory. The three

m aterialparam eters of the m odel(�s, �m and c) are

allobtained from relatively sim ple m easurem ents. The

m odelequation can thus be applied to m ore com plex

geom etries. Deviations ofthe m odelfrom experim ental

data appearin the interfaceanglepro�lein the rotating

cylinderow.Thisism ostlikely due to end walle�ects

which arediscussed in [30].
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