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A bstract. W hen a sandpile relaxesundervibration,itisknown thatitsm easured
angle of repose is bistable in a range of values bounded by a m aterial-dependent
m axim al angle of stability; thus, at the sam e angle of repose, a sandpile can be
stationary or avalanching, depending on its history. In the nearly jam m ed slow
dynam icalregim e,sandpile collapse to a zero angle ofrepose can also occur,as a
rare event. W e claim here that 
uctuations ofdilatancy (or localdensity) are the
key ingredientthat can explain such varied phenom ena. In this work,we m odelthe
dynam ics ofthe angle ofrepose and ofthe density 
uctuations,in the presence of
externalnoise,by m eansofcoupled stochasticequations.Am ong otherthings,weare
able to describe sandpile collapse in term sofan activated process,where an e�ective
tem perature (related to the density as wellas to the externalvibration intensity)
com petesagainstthe con�gurationalbarrierscreated by the density 
uctuations.
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1. Introduction

Theangleofrepose[1]in a sandpilehasbeen a recurrentenigm a forphysicists,both in

paradigm aticand in realisticterm s.Ideasofself-organised criticality [2]used theangle

ofrepose as a paradigm { it was rather appealing to think that sandpiles relaxed to

a m arginally stable state with a unique criticalangle,which resulted from a universal

and extensive dynam ics.Interestin theangleofreposeonly increased when itbecam e

obviousto m ostphysiciststhatthispicture wastoo sim plistic [3];in factthe angle of

repose is m ultiply-valued within a certain range,and relaxationalbehaviour about it

revealsa greatdealaboutintrinsiclength scaleswithin thesandpile[4].

W e�rstsum m arisetherelevantphenom enology.Sandpilesform edbythedeposition

of grains on surfaces have sides that are typically inclined at a �nite angle to the

horizontalx. Thisisthe angle ofrepose �r:in practice whatisseen isthatitcan take

a rangeofvaluesbeforespontaneous
ow occurs,i.e.,thesandpilebecom esunstableto

furtherdeposition.The lim iting value ofthe anglebefore avalanching occursisknown

asthe m axim alangle ofstability �m . The di�erence between these two angles,which

is characteristic ofa given m aterial[1],is often referred to as the Bagnold angle [5].

Also,sandpilesshow strong hysteresisk:thus,depending on itsconditionsofform ation,

a sandpile can either be stable or in m otion at any angle � such that �r < � < �m .

Thisbistablebehaviourhasbeen studied theoretically and experim entally [6,7],butits

dynam icalorigin hasnotbeen clearly explained so far,to thebestofourknowledge.

Another enigm a concerns the dynam ics around the angle of repose. Early

experim ents in the physics literature [8]indicated that, when subjected to a large

vibration intensity,theangleofreposeofasandpilewould decay tozerologarithm ically

with tim e: gently vibrated sandpiles,on the other hand,after an initiallogarithm ic

decay,rem ained ‘jam m ed’ata�niteangleofreposeforexperim entally observabletim es.

This led, in a theory [4]that followed,to the suggestion that di�erent m echanism s

were responsible for decay in the two dynam icalregim es. In the strongly vibrated

sandpile,grains relaxed independently ofeach other,and the angle ofrepose decayed

logarithm ically to zero; for gently vibrated sandpiles, there was insu�cient inertial

energy given to individual grains, and collective dynam ics were responsible for the

‘jam m ing’observed at�niteangles.Them ean-�eld approach adopted in thatwork was

adequatetoidentify thedi�erentratesofdecay;a treatm entofthe
uctuations,needed

for exam ple to explain bistability or jam m ing at the angle ofrepose,was,however,

beyond itsscope.

Inthiswork,ourobjectivesare,�rstly,toproposeapossiblem echanism forobserved

bistable behaviour;secondly,and equally im portantly,to constructa coherentpicture,

x Sandpilesform ed by otherprocesses,e.g.by drainagethrough a narrow porewithin a 
atbox,also
haveanglesofreposewhich depend on theirhistory;theirdescription can also beincluded,with m inor
m odi�cations,in ourform ulation.
k Thisisa resultofthe ‘atherm al’nature ofsandpiles,i.e.,a consequence ofthe factthatgrain sizes
are too large forthe am bienttem perature to have any e�ecton theirdynam ics. Thuscon�gurations
thatwould be dissolved away by Brownian m otion in liquidsorgases,survivein sandpiles.
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involving both fast and slow dynam icalm odes,ofrelaxation at the angle ofrepose.

The presentwork isbased on coupled stochastic equationswhich are sim ilar,butnot

identical, to those proposed earlier in [4]. The exact analyticaltreatm ent to these

equations willprovide,in the slow dynam icalregim e ofinterest,a description ofthe

dualproblem sofstability and collapseoftheangleofrepose.

W enow sum m arisethem ain resultsofthepresentwork.Ourbasicpictureisthat


uctuations oflocaldensity (especially when they occur coherently,in the lim it ofa

sm allperturbation) are the collective excitations responsible for stabilising the angle

ofrepose,and for giving it its characteristic width,known as the Bagnold angle [5].

Density 
uctuationscan occurbecause ofshape e�ects[9]orfriction [1,10];they are

them anifestation in ourm odelofdilatancy,�rstobserved by Reynolds[11]in 1885.

Ourtheory below essentially relatestheBagnold angleto theReynolds’dilatancy.

In the absence ofdilatancy,we suggestthatthe angle ofrepose in a vibrated sandpile

would decay swiftly to zero{. W hen dilatancy is present, density 
uctuations add

to the value ofthe ‘bare’angle ofrepose. In our theory,‘out-of-equilibrium ’density


uctuations(suchasthosethatm ightbefoundatthestartofashakingprocess)generate

the m axim alangle ofstability �m ; on the other hand,asym ptotic values ofdensity


uctuations‘equilibrated’by vibrationsatlongtim es,giverisetothethe‘typical’angle

ofrepose�r.TheBagnold angle,which isde�ned [5]asthedi�erence

��B = �m � �r; (1.1)

isthusfound to bethe di�erence between nonequilibrium and equilibrium valuesofthe

dilatancy fora given m aterial.

Consider a sandpile thathasrelaxed to �r in the presence oflow noise;itisnow

stabilised byan equilibrium valueofthedensity
uctuations.W easkthequestion:what

istheprobability,underthesecircum stances,thatthesandpilecollapsesto a zero angle

ofrepose? The con�gurationallandscape we are dealing with isthatofgrainsrather

closetojam m ing;density 
uctuationsinvolvesm all(typically intra-cage)displacem ents

ofgrains about their ‘equilibrium ’positions in this very disordered network. Typical

con�gurationalbarrier heights forcollapse under such circum stances would be rather

high,asthey would involvea globalrearrangem entofgrains.Thisisratherrem iniscent

ofthesituation closetothe‘dynam icaltransition’in an earlierrandom graph m odel[12]

ofgranularcom paction;in both cases,long-rangecorrelations(correspondingtosystem -

widedensity 
uctuations)need todevelop foran appropriatecollapsetooccur+ .Clearly

such events would be rare; while they would clearly be facilitated by an increase

in the external noise, the e�ect of dilatancy m erits m ore discussion. An increase

of dilatancy m eans that density 
uctuations are greater; the e�ect of disorder is

greaterand con�gurationallandscapes,rougher.Sincesandpilecollapserequiresglobal

{ In liquids,forinstance,theabsenceofdilatancyisthereasonwhyliquid surfacesdonotspontaneously
sustain them selvesata non-zero angleto the horizontal.
+ In the case ofcom paction,‘collapse’correspondsto the attainm entofthe dynam icaltransition via
a collapse ofexcess void space;here it correspondsto the collapse ofthe sandpile to a zero angle of
repose.
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rearrangem entofgrains,itwillbelessprobablein rough (strongly dilatant)landscapes.

Our analytical results con�rm these qualitative observations; we �nd spontaneous

collapse to be an activated process,with an e�ective tem perature " that depends on

theratio oftheexternalnoiseto theam bientvalueofthedensity 
uctuations.

2. T he m odel

The dynam ics of the angle of repose �(t) and of the density 
uctuations �(t) are

described by thefollowing coupled stochasticequations:

_� = � a� + b�
2
+ � 1�1(t); (2.1)

_� = � c� + �2�2(t): (2.2)

The param eters a,...,� 2 are phenom enologicalconstants,while �1(t),�2(t) are two

independentwhitenoisessuch that

h�i(t)�j(t
0
)i= 2�ij�(t� t

0
): (2.3)

Sim ilar equations,which involve spatialrather than tem poralcoordinates,have

been written to describe the orientational structure of bridges in granular m edia;

these have been extensively analysed in concurrent work [13]and their results are in

good agreem ent with independent sim ulations. Density 
uctuations are key to both

phenom ena;the angle ofrepose isstabilised by dilatancy,while linearbridgesgrow at

theexpense oflocaldensity 
uctuations.

From a technical viewpoint, the linear equation (2.2) for �(t) is known as an

Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation [14,15], whereas equation (2.1) for �(t) is non-linear,

as it contains a quadratic coupling to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck variable �(t). In spite

ofthis nonlinearity, we have been able to �nd the equilibrium state ofthe coupled

equations(2.1),(2.2)analytically { oneofthevery rareinstanceswherethisispossible.

In the Appendix,we show thatthe stationary Fokker-Planck equation describing this

equilibrium state can besolved in closed form by m eansofa quadraticAnsatz (A.13).

This ansatz only works for the very specialkind of non-linearity here, where (2.1)

involves the square of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck variable �. W e have com e across a

sim ilarquadraticAnsatzforaproblem with aquadraticcouplingbetween twostochastic

variables[16].

W e now m otivate our equations physically. The �rst term s in (2.1) and (2.2)

are suggested on stability grounds: neither the angle ofrepose nor the dilatancy are

allowed to be arbitrarily large for a stable system . The second term in (2.1) a�rm s

that dilatancy underlies the phenom enon of the angle of repose; in the absence of

noise,density 
uctuationsconstitutethisangle�.Thenoisein (2.1)representsexternal

vibration,whilethatin (2.2)isa version oftheEdwardscom pactivity [17],related asit

istopurely density-driven e�ects.In earlierwork [4],thesewererelated via
uctuation-

dissipation relationstoe�ectivetem peraturesfor(decoupled)fastandslow dynam ics.In

� W e write a term proportionalto �2 on sym m etry grounds{ we would expect it to depend on the
m agnituderatherthan the sign ofdensity 
uctuations.
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thiswork,theinclusion ofcorrelationswillbeseen tolead toan e�ectivetem perature",

related now to theratio ofthesetwo noises,in theslow dynam icalregim e.

W hen the m aterialisweakly dilatant(c� a),so thatdensity 
uctuationsdecay

quickly to zero (and hence can be neglected),the angle ofrepose �(t) itselfobeys an

Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation. It relaxes exponentially fast to an equilibrium state,

whosevariance

�
2
eq =

� 2
1

a
(2.4)

isjustthezero-dilatancy varianceof�.

The opposite lim it where c � a is of m uch greater interest. Here, density


uctuations are long-lived. W hen,additionally,� 1 is sm all,the angle ofrepose has

a slow dynam icsre
ective oftheslowly evolving density 
uctuations.Theseconditions

arewritten m oreprecisely as


 � 1; "� 1; (2.5)

in term softwo dim ensionlessparam eters:


 =
c

a
; "=

ac2� 2
1

b2� 4
2

=
�2eq

�2r
: (2.6)

The second equality followsfrom (3.6).W esee from thisthat" isessentially the ratio

between the 
uctuations ofthe angle ofrepose �,in the respective lim its when it is

decoupled from ,and coupled to,thedensity 
uctuations�.Giving "theinterpretation

ofan e�ectivetem perature(seebelow),wede�netheregim e(2.5)asa low-tem perature

and strongly dilatantregim e,governed by theslow evolution ofdensity 
uctuations.

3. D ynam ics in and out ofequilibrium

Suppose thata sandpile iscreated in regim e (2.5)with very largeinitialvaluesforthe

angle �0 and dilatancy �0. The initialstage ofthe dynam ics is a transient one;here,

the noisesare negligible,so thatthe decay isentirely given by the determ inistic parts

of(2.1)and (2.2):

�(t)= (�0 � �m )e
� at

+ �m e
� 2ct

; (3.1)

�(t)= �0e
� ct
; (3.2)

with

�m �
b�20

a
: (3.3)

Thus,density 
uctuations �(t) relax exponentially,while the trajectory �(t) has two

separatem odesofrelaxation:

� a fast(inertial)decay in �(t)� �0e
� at,until�(t)isoftheorderof�m ,

� a slow (collective)decay in �(t)� �m e
� 2ct.

W hen �(t) and �(t) are sm allenough [i.e., �(t) � �eq and �(t) � �r,cf.(3.4)

and (3.6)]forthe noisesto have an appreciable e�ect,the above analysisisno longer
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valid. The system then reaches the equilibrium state ofthe fullnon-linear stochastic

processrepresented by (2.1)and (2.2).An exactanalyticalinvestigation ofthis,forall

valuesoftheparam eters
 and ",ispresented in theAppendix.

In orderto geta feeling forthe m orequalitative featuresoftheequilibrium state,

wenote�rstthat�(t)isan Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processwith equilibrium variance:

�
2
eq =

� 2
2

c
: (3.4)

W e see nextthatto a good approxim ation,the angle � adaptsinstantaneously to the

dynam icsof�(t)in regim e(2.5):

�(t)�
b�(t)2

a
: (3.5)

The two above statem ents together im ply that the distribution ofthe angle �(t) is

approxim ately thatofthe square ofa Gaussian variable. The typically observed angle

ofrepose�r isthetim e-averaged value

�r = h�ieq =
b�2eq

a
=
b� 2

2

ac
: (3.6)

Equation (3.5)then reads

�(t)� �r
�(t)2

�2eq
: (3.7)

Equation (3.7)m akesthephysicsbehind them ultivalued and history-dependentnature

ofthe angle ofrepose (referred to in the Introduction)ratherclear. Itsinstantaneous

valuedependsdirectly on theinstantaneousvalueofthedilatancy;itsm axim al(stable)

value �m is noise-independent [cf.(3.3)]and depends only on the m axim alvalue of

dilatancy thata given m aterialcan sustain stably]. Sandpiles constructed above this

will�rst decay quickly to it;they willthen decay m ore slowly to a ‘typical’angle of

repose�r.Theratio oftheseanglesisgiven by

�m

�r
=

�20

�2eq
; (3.8)

so that �m � �r for�0 � �eq. Since spontaneous 
ow always occurs above �m ,it is

known astheangle ofm axim alstability [1].

Below this,i.e.,for �r < � < �m ,we have a region ofbistability which depends

strongly on sandpilehistory.Theaboveanalysisshowsthat:

� Sandpilessubm itted to low noise are stable in thisrange ofangles,atleastforlong

tim es� 1=c.

� Sandpilessubm itted tohigh noise[such thatthee�ectsofdilatancy becom enegligible

in (2.1)]continueto decay rapidlyin thisrangeofangles,becom ing nearly horizontalat

shorttim es� 1=a.

Thisprovidesrathersatisfying agreem entwith earlierwork [6]on tilted sandpiles.

In that work,m odelsandpiles were subm itted to tilts ofvarying m agnitudes before

] Herestability isde�ned fortim esoforder1=c,assum ed to be extrem ely long.
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being restored to theiroriginal(horizontal)state.Largetilting resulted in avalanching,

while sm alltilting did not,even when the post-tilt state involved the sam e angle of

repose.(Thereason forthisinvolved thevery di�erente�ectsin each caseon granular

con�gurationsin the upperm ostlayersofthe sandpile [6].) Bistability atthe angle of

reposewasthusclearly m anifest.

Ourconclusionsarethatbistability attheangleofreposeisa naturalconsequence

ofapplied noise (tilt[6]orvibration)in granularsystem s;a sandpile can eitherbe at

rest,orin m otion,atthesam eangleofrepose,depending on itshistory.

4. T he dynam ics ofsandpile collapse

W e now exam ine the probability that under the prolonged e�ect of low noise, the

sandpile collapses; thus we look for events where the angle �(t) vanishes. Such an

event is expected to be very rare in the regim e (2.5); in fact it occurs only if the

noise �1(t) in (2.1) is su�ciently negative for su�ciently long to com pensate for the

strictlypositiveterm b�2.Thefullyanalyticalcon�rm ation ofthisargum entispresented

in theAppendix.Itpredictsthattheequilibrium probability for� to benegative:

�= Prob(� < 0); (4.1)

scalesthroughoutregim e(2.5)as

��
(2")1=4

�(1=4)
F (�); � =




"1=2
=

b� 2
2

a3=2� 1

(4.2)

[see(A.33)].Thescalingfunction F (�),given explicitly in (A.35),decaysm onotonically

from F (0)= 1 to F (1 )= 0 (seeFigure1).

W eexplorefurthertheregim e� � 1,wherethe‘tem perature’"ism uch lowerthan

the‘barrierheight’
2.Here,theresult(A.36)im pliesthattheequilibrium probability

ofcollapsevanishesexponentially fast:

�� exp

0

@ �
3

2

 


2

"

! 1=3
1

A : (4.3)

Thus com plete collapse becom es an activated process: collapse events occur at

Poissonian tim es,with an exponentially large characteristic tim e given by an Arrhe-

niuslaw:

� � 1=�� exp

0

@
3

2

 


2

"

! 1=3
1

A : (4.4)

Thestretched exponentialin (4.3)isintriguing,asitinvolvesa fractionalpowerof

theusualbarrier-height-to-tem peratureratio
2=",and thereforeraisesquestionsabout

thenatureofthebarriersinvolved.W einvestigate thisfurtherbelow.

The equilibrium probability for the m agnitude j�(t)jofthe Ornstein-Uhlenbeck

processtorem ain sm allerthan som e�1 � �eq during atim eintervalT,isknown tofall

o� exponentially as

p�1(T)� exp

 

�
�2

4

�2eq

�21
cT

!

: (4.5)
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Figure 1. Plot of the function F (�) entering the scaling law (4.2) of the
probability � in the regim e (2.5).

W enow ask thequestion:whatisthezero-tem perature("= 0)equilibrium probability

P0(�) for the angle of repose to assum e a very sm all value � � �r? Inserting

�2eq=�
2
1 � �r=� [cf.(3.7)]in the estim ate (4.5),with T � 1=a (the relaxation tim e of

theuncoupled � dynam ics),we�nd thatthisprobability isexponentially sm all:

P0(�)� exp

 

� k

�r

�

!

: (4.6)

Thissom ewhatheuristicargum entisborneoutbytherigorousanalysisoftheAppendix,

which leadsto k = 1,and also predictstheprefactor[see(A.30)].

In the presence ofa low noise intensity (" � 1),the exponentialtail(4.6) gets

convoluted with a narrow Gaussian generated by thenoise,whosevarianceis�2eq = "�2r.

Thisgives

P(�)�

Z
1

0

exp

 

�

�r

�1
�
(� � �1)

2

2"�2r

!

d�1: (4.7)

Setting � = 0,weget

��

Z
1

0

exp

 

�

�r

�1
�

�21

2"�2r

!

d�1: (4.8)

Thesaddle-pointoftheaboveintegral,

�1 � (
")
1=3
�r; (4.9)

leadsto thestretched exponentialprobability distribution (4.3).

The above suggests a very strong analogy with the fam ous problem ofrandom

trapping [18].Considera particleperform ing Brownian m otion in onedim ension,with
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di�usion constantD ,am idsta concentration cofPoisson-distributed traps;oncea trap

isreached,the particle ceasesto exist. The survivalprobability S(t)ofthe particle is

therefore the probability thatithasnotencountered a trap untiltim e t. Assum ing a

uniform distribution ofstarting points,thefallo� ofthisprobability can beestim ated

by �rstcom puting the probability of�nding a large region oflength L withouttraps,

and then weighing thiswith theprobability thata Brownian particlesurviveswithin it

fora long tim et:

S(t)�

Z
1

0

exp

 

� cL �
�2D t

L2

!

dL: (4.10)

The�rstexponentialfactorexp(� cL)istheprobability thata region oflength L isfree

oftraps,whereasthesecond exponentialfactoristheasym ptoticsurvivalprobability of

a Brownian particlein such a regionyy.Theintegralisdom inated by a saddle-pointat

L �

 

2�2D t

c

! 1=3

; (4.11)

whencewerecoverthewell-known estim ate

S(t)� exp

�

�
3

2

�

2�
2
c
2
D t

�1=3
�

: (4.12)

W e now elucidate as fully as possible the nature of the analogy, in order to

get further physical insight into the problem of sandpile collapse. Table 1 shows

the quantitative correspondence between param eters in both situations. Both the

survivalprobability S(t)and thecollapseprobability � obey thestretched exponential

laws(4.12)and (4.3),with an identicalexponent1=3.Both theseanom alousdynam ical

laws are the result of a saddle-point approxim ation, which represents in each case

an optim isation procedure. In the trapping problem ,large regions without traps are

im probable, whereas the particle would decay too fast in sm all ones (it would get

absorbed at a boundary);the best com prom ise (4.11) is found to scale as L � t1=3.

In the sandpile problem ,angles too farbelow �r are hard to �nd,asdilatancy would

resisttheirexistence[cf.(4.6)];on theotherhand,anglesthataretoolargewould inhibit

collapse,given theirlargercon�gurationalbarriersin thefaceofthenoise.Onceagain,

thebestcom prom ise(4.9)scalesas�1 � "1=3.

W eusethisanalogy to develop thefollowing pictureforsandpilecollapse.Im agine

thatthe collapse isvisualised asthe m otion ofan e�ective particle (an exciton,say),

represented bythecollectiveco-ordinate�(t).Underthein
uenceofatem perature"the

exciton di�usesacrossa rough landscapede�ned by the� excitations;wecan consider

thislandscapeto bea frozen background,sincethedecay rateof� ism uch fasterthan

thatof�.Valleysareseparated by � barrierswhosetypicalheightscalesas
;however,

sandpile collapse actually involvesthe traversalofa m uch loweroptim albarrier,given

by (4.3).Theprocessofsandpilecollapsecan thereforebevisualised asthe� exciton’s

yyThisprobability isexp(�D q 2t),with q= �=L com ing from theDirichletboundary conditionsatthe
absorbing endpoints.
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Problem trapping sandpilecollapse

Physicalquantity S(t) �

Largeparam eter 2�2D t 1="

Controlparam eter c 


Integration variable L �r=�1

Saddle-pointvalue (2�2D t=c)1=3 (
")� 1=3

Result (4.12) (4.3)

Table 1.Q uantitativecorrespondencebetween thederivationsofthestretched
exponentiallaws(4.12)and (4.3)in theone-dim ensionalrandom trapping and
sandpilecollapse problem s.

search for,and escapeacross,therarelow barrier(4.3),in a frozen landscapeoflarge�

barriersoftypicalheight
.

Ata given tem perature ",sandpile collapse clearly depends on the nature ofthe

density 
uctuations. W e look at two opposite cases ofnon-Gaussianness. Ifdensity


uctuations are peaked around zero (i.e., the m aterialis alm ost non-dilatant), this

im pliesa m uch 
atter,m oreordered �-con�gurationallandscape,easierfortheexciton

totraverse.Thiswould lead toa‘liquid-like’scenariooffrequentcollapse,wherea�nite

angleofreposewould behard to sustain underany circum stances.An explicitexam ple

isprovided by the
 ! 0 lim it,wherethecollapseprobability scalesas"1=4 [see(4.2)].

In theoppositecaseofstrong dilatancy (wherelargevaluesof� arem orefrequent

than in theGaussian equilibrium distribution),sandpile collapseiseven m orestrongly

inhibited. If,for exam ple,j�(t)jis constrained to rem ain larger than som e threshold

�th,the stretched exponentialin (4.3)reverts(in the " � 1 regim e considered) to an

Arrheniuslaw in itsusualform :

�� exp

 

�
(�th=�eq)

4

2"

!

: (4.13)

Thiswould arisein thecaseofa strongly dilatantm aterial,such aswetsand;anglesof

reposeforsuch m aterialscan befarsteeperthan usual,and stillresistcollapse.

5. D iscussion

In theabove,wehavelooked ata very fam iliarproblem ,thatofthedecay and eventual

collapse ofthe angle ofrepose,using an approach thatcom bines new ideaswith very

traditionalconceptssuch asdilatancy [11]. Oursim ple theory suggeststhatsandpiles

created atarbitrarily largeangleswilldecay quickly to the m axim alangleofstability;

theirsubsequentbehaviourisbistable,with jam m ingatatypical�niteangleofreposeas

oneoutcom e,oracontinuingfastdecay tozero,asanother.Allofthisoccursbecauseof

dynam icalcom petition between thefastdynam icsofangledecay and theslow dynam ics

ofdensity 
uctuations,especially in thelow-noiseregim e.Thecollapseofa sandpilein

thejam m ed regim eisshown to bea rareevent;we have obtained exactresultsforthe
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ensuing activated process,which turnsoutto have interesting analogieswith the well-

known trapping problem .Using these analogies,we areable to sum m arise the process

ofcollapse asfollows:weakly dilatantsandpilescollapse easily,while strongly dilatant

onesbounceback.
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A ppendix. Equilibrium probability distribution for the process (2.1),(2.2)

In thisAppendix wederivean exactexpression forthedoubleLaplacetransform ofthe

jointequilibrium probability distribution P(�;�)ofthevariables� and �,forarbitrary

valuesofthedim ensionlessparam eters" and 
,and especially in theregim e(2.5).

Ourstarting pointconsistsin writing down thestationary (i.e.,tim e-independent)

Fokker-Planck equation describing theequilibrium stateofthetwo-dim ensionalM arkov

process(2.1),(2.2).Thisequation reads[15]

@J�

@�
+
@J�

@�
= 0; (A.1)

where

J� = � (a� � b�
2
)P � �

2
1

@P

@�
; J� = � c�P � �

2
2

@P

@�
; (A.2)

i.e.,

�
2
1

@2P

@�2
+ �

2
2

@2P

@�2
+ (a� � b�

2
)
@P

@�
+ c�

@P

@�
+ (a+ c)P = 0: (A.3)

W eintroducethedim ensionlessvariables

b� =
�

�r
; b� =

�

�eq
; (A.4)

where

�
2
eq =

� 2
2

c
; �r =

b� 2
2

ac
(A.5)

have been introduced in (3.4) and (3.6),and de�ne the double Laplace transform of

P(�;�)as

L(x;y)= hexp(� xb� � yb�)i=

ZZ

exp(� xb� � yb�)P(�;�)d�d�: (A.6)

In term softhisfunction,theFokker-Planck equation (A.3)becom es

x

 

@2L

@y2
+
@L

@x

!

= "x
2
L + 
y

 

yL �
@L

@y

!

; (A.7)
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togetherwith thenorm alisation L(0;0)= 1.Thedim ensionlessparam eters


 =
c

a
; "=

ac2� 2
1

b2� 4
2

; (A.8)

havebeen introduced in (2.6).

Our m ain interest will reside in the distribution of b�, encoded in the Laplace

transform

f(x)= L(x;0)= hexp(� xb�)i; (A.9)

so that

P(b�)=

Z
dx

2i�
e
xb�
f(x); (A.10)

and especially in theprobability for� to benegative:

�= Prob(� < 0)=

Z 0

� 1

P(b�)db� =

Z
dx

2i�

f(x)

x
: (A.11)

W e�rstnoticethat

L(0;y)= e
y2=2

(A.12)

obeys (A.7),in agreem ent with the plain observation thatthe stationary distribution

of b� isa Gaussian with unitvariance. The fullproblem can be solved by m aking the

Ansatz thatL(x;y)keeps the sam e functionalform in y forany �xed value ofx,i.e.,

looking fora solution to (A.7)oftheform

L(x;y)= f(x)exp

 

g(x)
y2

2

!

; (A.13)

with f(0)= g(0)= 1,where g(x)isthe ‘x-dependent variance’of�. Equation (A.7)

boilsdown to two ordinary di�erentialequationsforf(x)and g(x):

x(g
0
+ 2g

2
)+ 2
(g� 1)= 0; (A.14)

f
0
= ("x� g)f; (A.15)

justifying thusthevalidity oftheaboveAnsatz.

The above equations can be solved as follows. Equation (A.14) is a Riccati

equation [19]forg(x),which can belinearised by setting

g =
1

2

 

 0

 
�



x

!

: (A.16)

Thenew unknown function  (x)obeysthesecond-orderlinearequation

 
00
=

 


(
 � 1)

x2
+
4

x

!

 ; (A.17)

whosenorm alised regularsolution reads

 (x)= x


X

n� 0

�(2
)

�(n + 2
)

(4
x)n

n!
=
�(2
)

(4
)

2
p

xI2
� 1(4

p

x); (A.18)
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where I2
� 1 is the m odi�ed Bessel function. Equations (A.16) and (A.15) then

respectively yield theexplicitexpressions

g(x)=

r



x

I2
(4
p

x)

I2
� 1(4
p

x)

(A.19)

and

f(x)= f0(x)e
"x2=2

; (A.20)

with

f0(x)=

 

x


 (x)

! 1=2

=

0

@
X

n� 0

�(2
)

�(n + 2
)

(4
x)n

n!

1

A

� 1=2

=

 

(4
x)
� 1=2

�(2
)I2
� 1(4
p

x)

! 1=2

: (A.21)

Theproductform ula(A.20)forf(x)expressesthatthevariable b� istheconvolution

oftwo independentrandom variables:

(i) a positive random variable b�0 whose distribution,encoded in f0(x),only depends

on 
;

(ii)a Gaussian variablewith variance".

Thecum ulantscn of
b� can beobtained by m eansoftheseriesexpansion

X

n� 1

cn(� x)n

n!
= lnf(x)=

"x2

2
�
1

2
ln

X

n� 0

�(2
)

�(n + 2
)

(4
x)n

n!
: (A.22)

W ethusget

c1 = 1; c2 =
2

2
 + 1
+ "; c3 =

8

(
 + 1)(2
 + 1)
;

c4 =
48(5
 + 3)

(
 + 1)(2
 + 1)2(2
 + 3)
; c5 =

384(7
 + 6)

(
 + 1)(
 + 2)(2
 + 1)2(2
 + 3)
;

c6 =
3840(42
3 + 118
2 + 107
 + 30)

(
 + 1)2(
 + 2)(2
 + 1)3(2
 + 3)(2
 + 5)
; (A.23)

and soon.Allthecum ulantsofb� coincidewith thoseofb�0,exceptc2,whoseterm linear

in " representstheGaussian variablein (ii)above.

Letus�rstconsiderthelim iting situation 
 = 0,which isreached when theratec

vanishes,so thatthe dynam icsofthe variable � isentirely frozen. The above solution

sim pli�esgreatly. Indeed only the term scorresponding to n = 0 and n = 1 survive in

theseriesrepresentation (A.18)for (x),so that

 (x)= 1+ 2x; (A.24)

and therefore

f0(x)= (1+ 2x)
� 1=2

; g(x)=
1

1+ 2x
: (A.25)

Theexpression forf0(x)showsthat
b�0 isnothingbutthesquareofanorm alised Gaussian

variable,thelatterbeing identi�ed with b�.
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Theprobability � for� to benegativethereforereads

�=

Z
dx

2i�

e"x
2=2

x
p
1+ 2x

: (A.26)

In theregim e"� 1 ofm ostinterest,thisexpression sim pli�esas

��

Z
dx

2i�

e"x
2=2

p
2x3

�
(2")1=4

�(1=4)
: (A.27)

In thegeneralsituation where"and 
 areboth non-zero,theresults(A.19){(A.21)

arem uch m oreinvolved.Thefollowing situationsdeserve ourattention:

� For " = 0,i.e.,in the absence ofnoise in (2.1),the variable b� reduces to b�0. Its

probability density reads

P0(
b�)=

Z
dx

2i�
e
xb�

 

(4
x)
� 1=2

�(2
)I2
� 1(4
p

x)

! 1=2

: (A.28)

The parenthesisfallso� exponentially forx ! +1 ,con�rm ing thusthat b� ispositive.

As b� ! 0,the integralin the right-hand side isdom inated by large valuesofx,where

theBesselfunction can beapproxim ated by itsasym ptoticexpression

I2
� 1(z)�
ez

p
2�z

; (A.29)

irrespective of
.A saddle-pointapproxim ation yieldstheestim ate

P0(
b�)�

�

2
=b�
�


�(2
 + 1)1=2

 

8
3

�b�5

! 1=4

exp

�

�



b�

�

: (A.30)

Theprobability density ofb� thereforefallso� exponentially fastforb� � 
.

� For"> 0,theprobability forb� to benegative,

�=

Z
dx

2i�x
e
"x2=2

 

(4
x)
� 1=2

�(2
)I2
� 1(4
p

x)

! 1=2

; (A.31)

isnon-zero. As" ! 0,the integralin the right-hand side isagain dom inated by large

valuesofx,and a saddle-pointapproxim ation yieldstheestim ate

��
(8
2=")


=3

�(2
 + 1)1=2

�
8"

9�

�1=4

exp

0

@ �
3

2

 


2

"

! 1=3
1

A : (A.32)

Theprobability � thereforefallso� asa stretched exponentialfor"� 
 2.

� In the
 ! 0 lim it,theresults(A.30)and (A.32)sim plify,asthe�rstfactorsofboth

expressions go to unity. Furtherm ore,throughout the regim e (2.5),i.e.,whenever "

and 
 aresim ultaneously sm all,theprobability � obeysa scaling law oftheform

��
(2")1=4

�(1=4)
F (�); � =




"1=2
: (A.33)

Thisresultinterpolatesbetween (A.27)and (A.32). In orderto derive the expression

of the scaling function F (�), it is again convenient to com e back to the series
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representation (A.18)for (x). For
 � 1,keeping z = 4
p

x �nite,thatexpression

sim pli�esas

 (x)�
zI1(z)

4

: (A.34)

Inserting thisscaling estim ateinto (A.20)and (A.11),weobtain aftersom ealgebra

F (�)= 2
7=4

�(1=4)�
1=2

Z ei�=41

e� i�=41

dz

2i�

�

z
3
I1(z)

�
� 1=2

exp

 

z4

512�2

!

: (A.35)

Thisisa m onotonically decreasing function of�,starting from the value F (0)= 1,so

that(A.27)isrecovered.Itsfall-o� atlargevaluesof�,

F (�)� �(1=4)

�
4

9�

�1=4

exp

�

�
3

2
�
2=3

�

; (A.36)

agreeswith (A.32)in the
 ! 0 lim it.
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