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Flow rule, selfchannelization and levees in uncon ned granular ow s.
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Uncon ned granular ow s along an inclined plane are investigated experin entally. D uring a long
transient, the ow gets con ned by quasistatic banks but still spreads laterally towards a well
de ned asym ptotic state follow Ing a non-trivial process. Far enough from the banks a scaling for
the depth averaged velociy is obtained, which extends the one obtained for hom ogeneous steady

ows. Close to Fmm Ing it exhibits a crossover towards a non local rheology. W e show that the
Jevees, comm only observed along the sides of the deposit upon interruption of the ow, disappear
for long ow durations. W e dem onstrate that the m orphology of the deposit builds up during the

ow , In the form of an underlying static layer, which can be deduced from surface velocity pro ls,
by In posing the same ow rule everywhere in the ow.

PACS num bers:

G eophysicalgranular ow s such aspyroclastic ow sor
debris avalanches selfchannelize, form ing a coulee sur—
rounded by static banks, until they com e to arrest and
form a deposit @,::4’] w ith Jevee/channelm orphology. Re—
cent laboratory experin ents [_3] nvolving short tim e in—
terruption of a localized ow of dry granular m aterdial
have reproduced such deposit m orphology and under—
lined the need for a deeper know ledge of the rheology.
Flow sdown an incline provide a naturalcon guration for
studying the rheom etry of dense granularm edia. In the
case of hom ogeneous ow s, experin ents EZJ:] have shown
that there is a m ininum thickness hgop () below which
no ow occursand am axinum one hg,wt () abovewhich
static layers spontaneously destabilise. Later it hasbeen
shown B, -'_4, r'_oJ, :_d] that the depth averaged velociy uis
related to the thickness h by the ow rule:

Lu h L W
t’% hstop( ) !

where g is the gravity, laving unclkar the dependance
of the non-din ensional param eters and on both the
kind of grains and the covering of the incline. For a
ow of glass beads down an incline covered with ghied
beads, = 0 and the ow rule is consistent with a local
theology fa,4]. T his theology has been validated in var-
jous ow con gurations, incliding non-steady and non-—
uniform owsaswellas ows on erodible ground [-§', -'j:]
and w as recently extended to three din ensions E’q’]. How—
ever, it does not verify u (heop) = 0 and hence does not
describe the ow arrest, where non Jocal e ects are ex—
pected to becom e signi cant [10]. Requiring this last
condition Inposes = , a situation actually reported
in the case of uncon ned ows 'E']. Hence, it is of pri-
mary importance, both for practical and fiindam ental
reasons to Investigate further the situation where ow-—
Ing and static regions coexist.
In this ktter, we study experim entally an uncon ned
ow down an incline. The ow indeed selfchannelizes
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FIG.1l: (a) Sketch of the experim ental setup. (o) Phase
diagram in theplane (h; ): theexperin entaldqta forhseep ()
() and hetare ( ) () with the best tsby eqg. @) (solid line).

w ithin static banks which m ay evolve freely. O urm ain
goalsare to characterise the rheology and dynam icsofthe

ow closeto pmm ing, and its relation to the m orphology
ofthe deposit when the ow stops.

Setup { The experimmental setup is sketched on
Fig.li(@). A 60 300 an? plane, covered w ith sand pa-—
per of average roughness about 200 m , is inclined at an
angle ranging from 24 to 34 . The granularm aterial
consists of a slightly polydisperse m xture of spherical
glass beads of diameter d = 350 50 m and density

= 2500 kgm ’ . Grais are released from a reser—
voir located at the top of the plane by opening a gate of
adjustable height and width. To produce hom ogeneous

ow s, the whole plane w idth is used, but for uncon ned
ow s the gate w idth is reduced to 5 an and the w idth of
the plane isalw ays lJarger than that ofthe avalanche. For
the present set up, hgare () and hgeop () Obey EFig. rg:b):

1 0 1

tan = tan + tan tan exp ( h=d); @)
with =32, L =225, L =230, J,=336,
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and 2., =356 .Themass ow rateQ ismeasured at
the end of the plane, w here the grains f2all inside a reser—
voir resting on a scale. D uring all experin ents, som e of
which lasted up to 5 hours, Q uctuated by less than
2% . A 572 768 pixels cam era positioned at the verti-
cal of the plane is used to acquire In ages of the ow at
25 Hz. The local ow thickness h ism easured using the
deviation ofa laser sheet nclined at 5 overthe layer.
Themeasured sensitivity ( 60 m ) is sm aller than the
grain size thanks to the averaging across the beam w idth
(10mm ) along x. About 10% of the grains are dyed in
black and the velocity of the surface grains, ug, ism ea—
sured using a particle-im aging velocin etry algorithm . Tn
allexperin ents the gpanw ise velocity com ponent is found
to be sm aller than the resolution (2 mm /s).

Transverse spreading & selfchannelization{ Upon re—
lease of the grains, an avalanche front propagates down
the plane at a constant velocity, laving behind it a
Streamwise ow uniform in the x-direction Fi. Ea).
Fig. :_Z(a) digplays thickness pro les at successive tim e
steps, afterthe front has reached the dow nstream extrem —
ity of the Incline { typically after 100 s. It show s that
the ow widens whilk the thickness pro les bend pro—
gressively. The central ow thickness converges rapidly
toward an asym ptoticvalue H1 ( ;Q ), whereas itsw idth
converges to an asym ptoticvalueW ; ( ;Q ) with amuch
larger relaxation tim e (Fjg.:_Zb) . W hen preparinga ow
ofw idth largerthan W ; by increasing the ow rate, and
retuming to the initial ow rate, thew idth decreasesback
to W1 . This shows beyond any doubt the selection of
an asym ptotic steady state. Both W, and H; are ob—
served to increase w ith the ow rateQ . T he aspect ratio
H; =W, tums out to be independent ofQ and slightly
decreasesw ith (Fig. 'gjc).

F jg.'@: (d) show sthe transverse structure ofthe ow : an
Inner owing region % 0) anked by two static banks
= 0) of width approxin ately 5 mm . These banks
form s due to a strong increase of friction on the side of
the layer, as the thickness h vanishes and thus tends
to o = tan ¢ (9. @')). O nce the banks are form ed,
their extemal sides are so steep that the free surface an—
gk tan tan? () + @,h)?)1=2 becom es signi cantly
larger than the plane angle (. Ze) allow Ing trans-
verse displacem ents. Indeed, the banks are outside the
m etastableband hetop ihseare ] during the spreading phase
and converge tow ard it in the asym ptotic state. The ow
ishence divided into a central ow region uniform in the
y-direction { the ratio of the transverse to the vertical
di usion ofmomentum h?=w 2 10 ? { and the banks
dom inated by three-din ensionale ects. In both regions,
nertialtem s uy@uy=Qy hu?=W ? 10 °garesnall

Flw ruk { The ow ruleis rst detem ined using ho—
m ogeneous steady ow s covering the totalw idth of the
plane Fig.da, 4 ). Forh=hg., > 2 i iswelldescrbed by
eq. {l) with = 0and = 0:134 assumingu=u 5 = 3=5

(see below ) . For h=hgp < 2, there is a system atic devi-
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FIG.2: (@) Tine evolution of the height pro lesh (y;t) and
(b) evolution of the central height H and width W of the
ow forQ = 25 g:s L, =25, (0 A sym ptotic agpect ratio
ofthe ow H; =W ; asa function ofthe slope angle, for ow
rates Q ranging from 3 g/s (4 ) to 30 g/s ). (d) Velocity
Us (y) (solid line) and thicknessh (y) (dashed line) pro les for

=25,0 = 25gss ! and t= 150 s. (e) Thickness vs. local
slope Inside the quasistatic banks () :t < 2000 s, ():
asym ptotic state. T he solid lines show hstop and hetare -

ation towards lower ug=(gh)'~? values. H owever sm aller
thicknesses can not be further nvestigated in hom oge—
neous ows. On the contrary selfchannelized ows are
naturally very thin and give access precisely to that range
of thickness. Fjg.::i}‘a () shows data collected near the
centerline of the ow, where the ow has been shown
above be uniform in the transverse direction. P lot-
tihg us= gh asa function of h=hgp , One observes again
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FIG.3: (@) Flow rul us=(gh)'™ vs h=hgop: (4 ) data for
steady hom ogeneous ows, ( ) data obtained in the central {
uniform { part ofuncon ned ows. Each point is an average
over di erent realizations and the corresponding statistical
error bars are rgported. The s'o]jd (resp. dashed) line is the
best tby eg. @ (esp. eg. @ with = 0). (b) Average
to surface velocity ratio u=us vs. h=hgp for steady hom o-
geneous ows. (c) Scaling of the asym ptotic height w ith the
g?HT T |, =hstop 1) as a function of
(4)to28 ().

W= i

ow rate: Qg =
Q, or ranging from 25

a colbpse of data (for di erent , Q and t) on a single
curve which satis esu (hsop) = 0 and can be described
at the st order n h=hg, by:

-~ M, @)
gh Detop () '
wih ~= 0219 assum ing now u=ug = 1=2 (see below).

N ote that both in the con ned and uncon ned cases, we
have checked using dyed grains that the ow involves
the whole layer thickness. M ost Im portantly, the data
obtained In both cases coincide on their comm on range
ofthickness and provide { to the best ofour know ledge {
the rst experin entaldeterm ination ofthe ow rule over
the whole range of thicknesses, independently ofthe ow
con guration.

W e now brie y discuss its relation to the localiy of
the rheology. For a large enough thickness, the ow rule
obeys eg. @') wih = 0 and is consistent with a lo-
cal rheology i_é] : when the shear stress depends on
the shear rate _ at the considered point only, it ollow s
from din ensionalanalysis { assum ing a sm all transverse
shear stress as suggested by the atness of the trans—
verse velocity pro les { that the rheology can be ex—
pressed under the non-din ensional form =P = 1 (I)
with I = _d=@=)'?, where d is the grain diam eter,
P the pressure and the density. Integrating this last
relation leads to a scaling law for the depth averaged
velocity ut; ) = A ()h*?, which is indeed satis ed

by eq ('_]:), when = 0. For a ganall thickness the
ow rule eq. {3:) clearly displays a violation of the lo—
calrheology close to pmm ing, which is con m ed by the
m easurem ent of the ratio of the depth averaged veloc-
ity u { measured wih the avalanche front velociy in
the hom ogeneous ow case { to the surface velocity ug
Fig.db). For large h=hgyo, values, u=us = 3=5 which
is consistent with Bagnold-lke pro ke deriving from a
localrheology f_d]. C Iose to am m Ing transition, u=ug de—
creases to 1=2 In agreem ent w ith num erical ndings E_ﬂ]
ofa transition tow ard a linear velocity pro le. Note that
the above analysis suggests that =h g, () shallnot de-
pend on the covering of the incline whereas "=h gop ()
and of course hgop could. Finally from conservation
of m ass, one expects a linear relationship between Q
and Hy Wi u@®; )/ g'™2H7 @ =haop 1), using
eq. @) . This relation is closely veri ed experin entally
Fig. :_3c) and suggests to describe the ow in a shallow
w ater approxin ation. H owever, let usm ention that nei-
ther the asym ptotic state (its bended shape but also the
selection of the agpect ratio H; =W ; ) nor the tem poral
scalings of W (t) and H (t) can be sim ply predicted ol
low ing such an approach. Hence we shall postpone this
analysis as well as a fiill three-din ensional analysis to a
forthcom ing paper. N ote that the com plete set of shallow
water equations is solved in [13].
Banks { In the previous section, we investigated the

ow rule near the centerline of the ow. No such scal-
Ing is a priori expected close to the static banks. Indeed
as seen on Fjg.:ff(b), when acquiring data m oving aw ay
from the centerline, no scaling is cbserved and ug= (gh )=
is system atically underestin ated. A possble explanation
of such a deviation from the otherw ise scaling is the ex-—
tension of the static zone below the owing grains. In
order to verify such an hypothesis, we have perform ed
speci ¢ experin ents.
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FIG . 4: (a) Static layer thickness Z reconstructed from sur-
face velocity m easurem ents (solid line) and directly m easured
wih a brush () { dashed lne : totalheight. () us=(gh)*~2
vs h=hstop , data obtained across the whole ow width: there
is a progressive shift from the ow rule when moving away
from the centerline (arrow ).



FIG .5: (@) Thicknesspro lesofthe deposit hyep (v) obtained
after di erent ow durations for Q = 25 g:s 1,' = 26 .
(o) Com parison between m easured (solid line) and predicted
(dotted line) deposit pro les. (c) Picture of levees observed
at the borders of a deposit.

One rst conducts an experin ental run usihg white
grains. A fter a few m nutes, the ow is stopped and a
deposit form s. The white grains of a an all slice across
the deposit are ram oved and replaced by black grains
of the sam e m aterial. The ow is then started again
at the same ow rate. At the surface, the black grains
are washed out by the incom ing white grains except in
the static borders. A fter a few m inutes, the ow is In—
terrupted again. Usihg a brush, the white grains are
rem oved very cautiously layer after layer in the region
of the slice. Close to the centre, the deposit is exclu—
sively com posed of the new white grains, proving that
the ow Involves the whole thickness. H owever, close to
the banks, a layer of black grains rem ained trapped, in—
dicating the presence of a static l_l-Z_i] layer of thickness
Z (y;t) (denoted by
T he Interface between black and white grains tums out
to be very sharp (ofthe order ofa single grain diam eter).
U sing ug, one can construct the thickness R h which
would ow ifthe ow ruleobtained abovew ere applicable
nside the ow ing layer. T he reconstructed static/ ow ing
interfaceZ = h R is shown on Fig.4 () together w ith
the m easured one. The fairly good agreem ent suggests
that, to the st order, m obik grains ow above static
grains jast lke they ow above the rough plane. At the
sam e order, it tells us that the ow rule is actually ob—
served everyw here in the ow when applied to the ow ing
thickness R instead ofthe totalone h.

Levees { Tum now to the m orphology of the deposit
w hich form swhen the ow stops. It hasbeen reported B]
that, under certain conditions of inclnation and ow
rate, the deposit form ed upon interruption of the ow
exhibits a evee/channelm orphology sin ilar to those ob—
served on pyroclastic ow deposits. In the present study,
we have observed that for lJarger tim es, the ow actually

in Fjg{:{la) below the owing one.

keeps on widening and converges only very slow ly to—
ward its asym ptotic state. A ccordingly the shape of the
deposit strongly dependson the ow duration t Fig. Ea) .
Foram allt, deposits are com posed ofa central at zoneof
thickness hgop bordered by tw o levees of thickness larger
than hgep (Fjg.:_ﬂc) as previously reported B]. W hen t
increases, the levee thickness decreases until it vanishes
at very long tin e, so that the deposi corresponding to
the asym ptotic state isindeed at. Leveesresult from the
com bination between lateral static zones on each border
of the ow and the drainage of the central part of the

ow after the supply stops E_E.']. However, a clear picture
is still lacking conceming the junction between a central

at zone ofthickness hp and a levee of thickness larger
than hgop . The ow rulethatwasobtained here provides
a very sinple scenario. The ow stopswhen R = hgop,
and one expects the deposit to form by superin posing a
layer of thickness hgop to the static layer. A ccordingly
the deposit thickness should be hgep = Z + hgop wher—
everus § 0andhge, = Z2 In the quasistaticbanks, w here
us = 0.F jg:_'ﬂ () provides the experim entalevidence that
such a sin ple scenario indeed holds: the predicted and
the m easured deposit pro les qualitatively m atch.

To conclide, by investigating uncon ned granular

ows down an incline, we have shown that they obey
a ow rul which reveals a crossover towards a non lo—
cal rheology close to the pmm ing transition. This ow
rule accounts for the m orphology of the deposit, which
actually builds up during the ow, n the form ofan un-—
derlying static layer. T his underlines the in portance of
addressing erosion-deposition m echanisn s issues to com —
plte a full description of geophysical ow s.
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