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We report on direct measurements of the basal force compdaegtanulammaterialflowing
down a smooth incline. We investigageanular flowsfor a large range of inclination angles
from g=13.4° to 83.6%nd various gate opening of the chitée find thatthe effective basal
friction coefficient, |, obtained from the ratio of the longitudinal force to the normal one
exhibits a systematic increasgth increasingslope angleand a significantveakeningwith
increasingparticle holdup H (the depthintegrated particle volume fractihrit low anglesthe
basal frictionis slightly less thamwr equal taang. The deviation from tapcan beinterpreted
asa contribution from the sideall to the oveall friction. At larger angles, the baskiction

Me saturates at an asymptotic valtrat is dependenvn the gate opening of the chute.
Importantly, ar dataconfirm the outcomes of recent discrete numerical simulatimst, for
steady andully developed flows as well as for moderately accelerated tmesariation of

the basal frictiorcan be captured through a unigiimensionlessiumber, thd=roude number

Fr, defined as Fr¥(gHcosy)Y? where'Yis the mearflow velocity. Secondthe mearvelocity
scales with the particle helgp H with a power exponent close to 1/4, contrasting with the
Bagnold scaling ~H*?).

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravity-driven granular flows occur commonly in many inttisd and geophysical
contexts [1,2] These flows are controlled by collisions and enduring frictional contacts between
the solid particles and between the particles and the flow boundammtsng types of granular
flows are sbw dense flowson substrate with slope angle close to the repose angle of the
granular material, which are dominated by frictional contacts, and rapid fiilwiegenerally
on steep slopes and which are dominated by collistover. the past decadestensive research
has been conducted formulate robust constitutive laws for granular flo8&w and dense
granular flows on bumpy substrates (i.e. made with glued particles) have beartcbewvell
described by the frictional p(I) rheologwhich has met with considsble success {8]. This
rheological law tells us thahe effective friction coefficient, defined as the ratio of the shear
stress over the normal stress,a unique function of the inertial numberdefined asO
r'OF OF 7, whered is the particle diameter,the shear rate, P the pressure mtitk particle
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density[1]. However, the role of the boundary conditions and their effects orhéwdogyis
much less documenteth particular, flows orflat boundariesvhere slip velocies can be
significanthavereceived much less attentipn 8].

Experimental worksinvolving smooth boundariesre indeed very few [9-11].
Experiments by Louge et §8] were conducted d&w slope anglebetweerl5® and20°. These
authorsobservedlensdlows thatbecamesteadyandfully -developed (SFD)efore leaving the
chute Theflows consised of a basamonaclayer of rolling particlegwhich may slide or not)
on the flat substrate artdpped withthe rest of the granular eaial. Though theftictional
sidewalls affected the flow velocity, their relative contribution in the force balaness
supposed to be negligibleleymanet al. [1] conducted similar experimentgth a smaller
chute width W (i.e., W=40d against W=68d&}). Theyinvestigatedargerinclinationangles
and showed thabetween 20and 30, it is possible to observidows that still becomeSFD
before leaving the chutbut developsecondary flowgrolls) that manifest themselves as
longitudinal vorticesThelongitudinalrolls werealsoobserved irchute flowexperinents with
bumpy boundariesl1P-14]. Holyoake and McElwaine [ investigatedevensteeper angles
between30° and50° in a4 m long and 0.25n wide chute. e granularflows were still
acceleratingat the exit of the chutandreveaéd striking propertiesThe authorsobserved a
depletion of particlest the sidewvalls, which wagrobably the signature of the existenceaof
supported flowregime as evidenced in discretelementsimulationsand discussed below
[14,19.

Discrete element simulatiorisy Brodu et al. 15,19 revealed furthedetailson the
properties offlows on a smooth inclineThe advantage afimulations is that they allow
investigaing SFD flows at arbitrary high anglebatare not accessible to experiments unless
equipped withunpractically long channeld'hese simulations achieved with a finitechute
width W=68d,reproduced longitudinal rolls at inclinatiomnglesof 20-50° [14,16]. Theyalso
revealed supported flows at angtgpically larger than 30f14,15,17. A supported flow is
characterized by a dense cdrerdered by agitated and strongly sleehdilute regions at
boundariesThe emergence of the dense core is caused essentially by inelastic aflidyese
expanded granulaflow and hence is favored by low elastic restanticoefficient of the
particles. These supportedflows exhibit properties that are significantly differefiom
homogeneousdense flowsFor example, the mean velociy found to scale as®iwith an
exponenta of the order of Yaywhere H is the particlbold-up defined as the depihtegrated
particle volume fractiom,

O . %aQa D
H is proportional to the mass M of the flowing material per unit basal(deaxH, wherer
is the density of the partict¢ Note thatH hasthedimension of a lengthnd may be expressed
as well as H=k>xh, where<f > is the depthaveraged particleolumefraction and h the flow
height This scalingcontrastamarkedlywith the scaling law for dense flovawver bumpy base
where the mean velocity scalesHi$ [1§].

One fundamental issue concerning flows on smooth inclines is whether they can be
described by the{(l) rheology.Numerical simulations []Zand experimentEL9] indicate that
densdlows on flat basethat iswith moderate inclinatiosytypically below 20), are reasonably
well captured by tha(l) rheology. However, this rheologloes not prode any predictions of
theslip velocityat the baseor indicateshow the latter varies with tHeow parameters (H and
g). At higher inclinationsthe flows exhibitarge heterogeneities in particle densisydiscussed
above andhey are by natureoutside the framework of the(l) rheology Granular flow
experiment®n steep slope biyolyoake and McElwaine [J@onfirm that then{l) rheologyis
not able tacapturecorrectly thedynamicsof these flows.



Another important issue concerns the characterization of the &ouoohnditions at the
flow base.Recentdiscrete numerical simulations [Rihdicate that the basal slip velocity is
simply related to the effectiieasal frictionus. Zhu et al [20] indeed showed thahe basal
friction is a monotonic function that depends on a unique dimensionless number, Fr, defined
from an analog of a Froude number as Fg#gHcos))*2, where W is the basal flow velocity,

H the @rticle holdup andg the inclinationangle For large Froude numbehe basal friction
eventually saturates at an asymptotic value corresponding to the microscopic friction coefficient
(um) between the particles and the basal boundatgrestingly, Zhwet d. [20] demonstrated

in addition thathebasal friction lawns(Fr) holds at a local scale and also for unsteady flows.
These numerical outcomes have been however not checked experimentally.

An experimental confirmation of the aforementioned resuksjuires direct
measurements of the basal frictiarhich is itself a technological challenge. Very few attempts
have beemadein the context of rapid granular flows whereas thesasurements are more
commonin slowly sheared granular systenfizl-24] beause less challengindndirect
measurements have been achieved by Holyoake and McElwd@h&flgranular flows on
steep slopeand by Faug et al. [19n shallow granular flows witlgranularjumps We are
aware of only one atptof direct measuremenf the shear streésy Hungr and Morgenstern
[25], but these authomstimated the normal stress from the flow thickness and density, thus
producing potentially large uncertainties.

In the present study, we responded thallengeof direct measurement of the basal
friction. Weimplemented a threeomponent force sensor within the basal substrate of a chute
flow experiment, allowing simultaneoassessmentsf the normal andlear stresses at the
flow base We investigatedyranularflows on asmooth incline within a large range of
inclination angles fromg=13.4° to 83.6°and various depths. Weaepored on drect
experimental measuremertsthe effectivebasalfriction coefficientfor flows reaching a SFD
regime before leaving thehute,but alsofor flows accelerating along the whole chutdese
measurements provigew insights about the effective basal friction of granular flows down a
smooth plane and confirm the outcomes of the recent simulations by Zhu ét.al. [2

The paper is organized as followss.section 2 we describe the experimentalugetor
the chute flow and howhe force sensos implementedWe present in section 3 tlierce
measurements at the flow base as well aptbperties othe granular flowsln section 4we
discuss our results ambmpare them to the numerical outcomes ofdBret al. [15] and Zhu
et al. [2Q. Weprovide some concluding remarks in section 5.

Il. EXPERIMENTAL METHOD

The experimental device consisted of a 186leng and 30 chwide inclined channel
whose upper part was a reservoir from which particles were released to generate granular flows
(Fig. 1). The particles were glass beads of diameter d=1.5+0.1 mm, der2560 kg/nt, and
repose angle ~22°. The channel and the reservoir were separated by a gap of ~1 mm, smaller
than the particle size, in order to avoid mechanical coupling between the two parts of the device.
The reservoir had a double gate system, with therigate in fixed position and setting a
constanbpeninghg=2, 4 or 6 cm while the outer gate was removed to release the particles. The
channel had smooth boundaries, which weralaminumplate at the base and Perspex plates
at the lateral sideslThe inclination could be varied froma horizontal to nearlya vertical
position. Practicallyye investigatedslope anglebetweenl3.4°and83.6°. Our aim was to
investigate a range of phenomena, from slow floseching é5FD regimebefore leavinghe
chuteat low slope angles to rapitbws acceleratingalong the whole chutat steeper angles.
The experiments were filmed with a higheed video camera at 168000 frame/s, either from
above to measure the velocity and the acceleration of the flow front, or through the transparent



sidewalls to investigate the height of the flowke front velody and the front acceleraticat
the locationwhere the force sensor wasplementedsee below)vere determined from the
data ofthefront position as a function of timeong the channeln all case the front moved
at constant speed withosignificantdeformation,so thatthe front velocitywasequal to the
mean flow velocity 26]. Whenthe front acceleratethe equality still holéincethefront shape
remained unchangedéinally, the flow rate was measured vaweight scale at the channel
outlet.

structure

plate

sensor

FIG 1. Sketch of the experimental device with the force sensor at distarti® om from the reservoir.

Fx and E are respectively the shear and the normal force components measured by the sensor (the
transverse componeny i§ perpendicular to the image). The plate on top of the force sensor is shown in
light grey. In the reservoirglis the opening of the inner gate. The gaps are not to scale. The inset is a
view from above of the channel at the measuring plate.

We measued the forces at base of the granular flows withcar@ponent piezoelectric
sensor (Kistl er ™ 9 3 1dét@&minesinultaneously tpegangantial shead u s
(Fx) and transverse {Jforce components as well as the normal force compongnt=fem
these datawve could compute the ratio,fio F;, which can be interpreted as effective basal
friction coefficient

o= @
The force measured by the sensitive element was proportional to the relative displacement
between the upper arige lower parts of the sensor. The sensor had a response threshold <0.01
N, a rigidity of 190 N/um (k; Fy) or 900 N/um (&), and a proper frequency of 5 kHz(IR)
or 21 kHz (k). Considering the typical forces applied in our experiments, the rigghty
caused relative displacement of 21003 um between the two parts of the sensor. We used a
sampling frequency of 3 kHz for doing the force measurements. The system for measuring the
forces consisted of a 15x15 cm flutting aluminumplate ingrted into the base of the channel
and screwed on the upper part of the sensor whose lower part was connected to a rigid structure
fixed to the channel base. The sensor was at the center of the plate and at axdiidnua
or 98 cm from the reservoiate. A mean gap of ~150 um between the margins of the plate and
that of the insert in the channel base allowed the plate and the upper part of the sensor to move
freely while preventing the particles from falling into the gap and blocking the plate. phe ga
was set by inserting 100 poalibratedsteelsheets between the plate and the channel base
before the systepnmcluding the plate, the sensor and the lower rigid struociasset up Then
thesteelsheets were removed.

We made tests to ensure for tletiahlity of our force measurement#/e checked for
accuracy in static configuration by placing an object of know weight P=2.64 N at the center of



the plate while the channel was inclinedqa20-30°. The measured forces &d k. were
respectively equédb the tangential and normal weight componertfRsing and R=Pxcog]

within an error of 12 %. We also investigated the drift of the signal delivéngtthe sensor and

we found that it was detectalaly afterseveral tens of seconds. As the flowsxperiments

lasted less than 5 s, except at low slope angles of 13.4° and 15.2° where they could last up to
15 s, we considered that signal drifting was negligible for the force measurehN@nts.that

the platewaswider thanthe sensor and that a bending torque might occur in case of significant
variation of thickness of the granular mater@@bservationshowed, however, that variations

of flow thickness across the plate were negligible or were at least within the ragigeradf
thickness estimates.

I11. RESULTS
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A. Measurement of basal forces

Examples of signals delivered by the force sensorpaesented in Fig2. In all
experiments, the values of Bnd F increased when the flow front arrived at the plate, then
they were approximately constant for a while (plateau) as the flow thickness was constant, and
they finally decreased as the fldhickness decreasethdthe particles eventually evacuated
the channel. In contrast, thiene-averagedmean value of -remained close to zero for the
whole flow duration At low slope angle (i.e., aj=13.4°), he force plateau ofor F, was
surprisinglyof relatively short duratiofless than k) compared to thitows athigherangles
After the plateauthe flow thinnedvery slowly probably because we were very close to the
jamming transitionIn contrast, the plateamasmuchbetter defined at steepanglesandthe
flow thickness decreased rapidly after the maximum forces were reaktetime-averaged
values of k and k in the plateau decreasedtablywith the channel slope angle (Fig).
Importantly, the effective basal friction coefficientspF/F; was constant during the force
plateau but also at earlier or later stages provided the forces were not too low. Notice that the
relative fluctuations of the values of the three force components around theivahezswas
~0.050.10 N and did not rewa any significant trend at increasing slope anglesontrast,
similar fluctuations for EF; increased by one order of magnitudecause both,Fand k
decreased significantly while the force fluctuatiovexe still around theame amplitudérig.

2).
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FIG 2. Examples of measurement with the force sensa=88 cm and {2 cm, forflows at slope
angleg=13.4% g=36.2°andq =74.2° respectively The graphs show the force component&éd),
(green) and F(blue) as well as thbasaleffectivefriction coefficientyus=F«/F; as a function of time.
Note thatalthoughthe flow atq=13.4° lasted more than 20tke stationary regime is less than 1s
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FIG 3. Mean values of the force componenisHy and F in the force platea(seeFig. 2) as afunction
of the slope anglg for measurements &=98 cm and =2 cm

The effective basal friction coefficiensgF/F; during the force plateais shown in
Fig. 4 as a function of the slope angle. We predeut differentdatasets: three setsbtained
at a downstream positiog=54 cmfor three different gate openingsg$2, 4 and &m) and an
additional set at a further downstream positis¥B8 cm for a single gate openiifigz=2 cm).
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FIG 4. Effective basal friction coefficientgxF«/F, as a function of the channel slope argl€our data
sets are shown: three sets at a downstream distgrisé &m for gate openings#®, 4, and 6 cm,
respectively, and one set a8 cm for a single gate openingr@ cm.

At xs=54cm and or a fixedgate openinghe basal friction plincrease monotonically
with increasing angland eventually saturates at high angle. The asymptotic value of the basal
friction, Usmax Clearly decreasewith increasing gate openingsma= B8 for hg=2 cm
whereasuis ma= B2for hy=6 cm. At low angleand small , the basal friction is found to match
the tangent of the inclination angle hiutleviates rapidly from this trerfdr increasing angle.

For hy=2 cm, the deviation occurs fge20.3 while for larger gat®pening (l=4 and 6cm),

the deviation is observezboner forg= 1 5..TRe magnitude of the deviation thus increases
with increasing gate opening. We can anticipate here that this result can be interpreted as a
growing contribution of the sideall friction when the flows get thicker.

Finally, the data sets obtained at two different downstream distances but same gate
opening =2 cm reveabtherinteresting outcomes. At low angle, both data sets provide similar
friction coefficient values. However, alarger anglesqgz 20 . 3 ° ) , we observe
measurable difference: the fricticzoefficient values obtained at the further downstream
distance (i.e., atsx98 cm) are systematically greater than the ones foung=a# xm. As
discussed in more detaister on, the data differ as soon as the flow isfuldf-developedat
the smaller downstream distance. According to the inclination angle, the flow can be still
accelerating ats<54 cm while itis fully-developed ats98 cm, or the flow is acceleragjrat
both downstream distances.

B. Flow characteristics

To understand the variation of the effecthvasalfriction with the gate openingnd
inclination angle, it is necessaity characterize the featwef the granular flows in terms of
velocity, accelerationparticle(masshold-up and mass flow rate.

Flows of a coherent mass of particles were possible at slope grglE?°, though some
particles could roll individually on the channel base at lower slope angles. For comparison, tests
showedhat a solid block resting on a layer of beadganized in 2D compact ordered packing
andin contact with the channel base could slideat7° if the beads were free to roll or at
g>~17.5° if the beads were glued to the blodkis suggestd that themicroscopicfriction
angle between the glass particles and the snaothinumbasewasclose to 175°.
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The flow front velocity @ and acceleratiom were measured from videoand are
presented in Fig. 5 as a function ofggiwhich is the drivingcomponent of gravity. The
measurements were made at two different downstream distage®4$ &nd 98 cm). Let us first
analyze the data obtained for the same gate open#® ¢m but different downstream
distances. At low angles, both measurements coinoitleating that the flowbecomesSFD
before the smaller downstream distance%4 cm). The front acceleration at both distances is
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measuredIn other words, the flow is still accelerating gt54 cm but SFD ats<x98 cm. At
higher angles (ieg= 25 . 7°
downstream distances. For these high angles, the front velocity measureiBanx becomes
significantly greater than the one evaluated &t5#4 cm, indicating that the flow front
acceleration cannot be disregatdeetween 54 and 9&m. Finally, it is important to note
that for significant large angleg= 4 0 °
comparable at both downstream positions. This indicates that for slope angles above 40°, the
flow do underges a quasiniform acceleration along the chufalditionally, data obtained at

Xxs=54 cm for different gate openings indicate that the front velocity increases almost linearly

with sing and presentonly a slight increase with increasing gate opening.omaotly, the
becomes sSicgand &ngles@g2t0 . @& / o >0 . 0bl) |
openings. Given the measurement accuracy, it is hard to tell whetligstdnece xm at which

the flow becomes fully developetpends or not on the gate opening.
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FIG 5. Flow front velocity U (a) and acceleratioa(b) as a function of si measured at downstream
distances x54 and 98 cm and for gate openings2) 4 or 6 cm(c) Velocity profiles measured at the

sidewalls for various inclination angle)), at xs=98 cmand forh;=2 cm

Severaimportantissues concerning the front velocityr should be addressed. The first
one concernis relationship with the mean flow velocity. As already menticadsal/e in case

of stationary front, there is a strict equivalence between the front velocity and dneflowe
velocity [26. In contrast, if the flow fronis acceleratingheequality is nohecessarilgnsured.
However, we checked through mass flow rate measurenssdstgiled below) that the front
velocitywasa good approximation of the mean flow velocity even for accelerating fldves.
second issue concerns the type of velocity profile obtained for such flows. As shown in Fig. 5c,
the profiles look like pluglow with an almost uniform velocity through the depth and a
presumablyarge slip velocity at the basé/e have not a high enough resolution to provide a
accurate value of the slip velocity but we can reasonably conttied@mean flow velocityY
(i.e., the deptlaveraged flow velocity) and the slip velocltlg at the base arexpected to be
roughly equivalentThis isascertained by discrete numerical simulatialts,2J. The latter
also indicatehat for such rapid flogron asmooth basdhe skear is essentially localized at the



base within a layer of a few particle diametghich is compatible with the measured velocity
profiles despite undeesolved

An importantrelevantquantity that characterizes the flow is the partiedéd-up H (or
masshold-up). This quantity is difficult to assess withdiotrce sensor and is therefore rarely
measuredForce measuremeptovides useful pieces of informatioRirst, itis a measure of
the mass of the flow per unit araadis thus ofterusedas acontrol parameter in humerical
simulations. $cond, when combined with the mean fleglocity Y, it gives us an estimation
of the mass flowate Q
0 "ol @3
where W is the flow width and the density of the particle¥he particlehold-up is readily
deduced from the normal force component F

0o — (4)

where A is the area of the plate on the sertSgr6a presents theariationof the particlenold-

up with the inclination angle for various gate openifigs2, 4 and 6cm) and at twadifferent
downstream positions £&54 and 9&8m). The normalizedparticlehold-up H/d decreases with
increasing slope angle, from-i4 at low inclinations to ~¥.5 atthe highest slope angles. The
decreasing trend is less significant abovel&@reesand the particléold-up seems to reach a
plateau.The slight increase of thearticle holdup above 70 degrees iertainly due to
measurements uncertaintiddis is indeed confirmed by an alternative method for assessing
the particle holelup baed on mass flow rate measuremewtsich showno increase of the
particle holdup at high angle (see square symbols in Fig. 6a). Interestinghgasing the gate
openinggenerates thicker flows aridads to an augmentation of the partibl@d-up, as
expected.
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FIG 6. (a) Particleholdup H (measured in grain diameter urag a function of the slope angfgven
by Eqg.4, for various gate openings#2, 4 and 6 cmand two different downstream positions=4
and 98 cm)Square symbolsorrespondo datainferredfrom Eq.3 (Hv=Quw/r W'Y, whereQy is the
masdlow rate measuredirectly via a weight scale at the channel oytlé) Corresponding mass flow
ratesobtained fronEq. 3 Note thatat xs=98 cm andh,=2 cm, the agreement betweéme flow rateQ
deduced fronkq. 3 (circle symbolsandQ. measured directlyia theweight scalgsquare symbs] is
fairly good.

The determination of the particleold-up allows us to have a quite straightforward
estimation of the mass flow rate using E@n8 assuming that the flow front velocity is a good
approximation of the mean flow velocitlig. 6b presents the variation of the massifirate
with the inclination agle for different gate openingas expected, the flow rate increases both
with increasing angle and gate opening. Rgr2lem, we checked that Eq. 3 providemilar
results aghose obtained froma direct measurement of the mass flow ,rgig via a weight



scak. This gives us confidence in our measurements for the pdmicieip H but also indicate
that the flow front velocitys a good proxy for thenean flow velocity.

The decrease of the partidield-up with the inclinationangle can be du® a decrease
of the flow height or a decrease of the particle concentration within the flow. We will see that
this is caused mainly by a drastic dimiion of the packing fractiorAs stated in introduction,
the deptkaveraged packing fractiorf = is simply related to the particleold-up via the flow
height h:

%o  — (5)

The estimation of the mean packing fraction thus requires the determination of the flow height
h. The latter is defined abke position of the free surface of the flow witlspect to the base of
the channelThe free surface of the flow is relativelell-defined at the lowest @ angles
for dense flowsut much poorly-defined at largeslope angles for more dilute flows (Fig. 7
For these dilute flowsthe definition of the flow height requires the use of a clear and
quantitative criterionSeveraldefinitions may be suitableeitherbased on theritical height
below which one finds a given percentage of the mass of theofl@efined as the position
where the packing fraction falls below a critical valWge have employed a method based on
the later definition.
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° ® xs=54 cm, hg=4 cm
25 4 ® xs=54 cm, hg=6 cm
2 o
e . o
g 20 * ° = L 2
= 8 °
515 ¥ 8 .
2 n . :
2 Q ° °
- 8
T " 0.82 o, « °
e = L AP )
5 ]
. : : . : O v o e
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Normalized pixel intensity 0 (degree)

FIG 7. Flow structure and height. (a) Pictures of flows obtaimgdveraging of framesef size of ~8
cmfrom movies made through onetbie transparent sidewalls698 cm, k=2 cm, flow from right to

left). Numbers indicate the slope angl@gg.Normalized pixel intensitgafter subtractinthebackground
image)as a function of height above the channel base98cm, =2 cm), wherethe valueone
corresponds to the maximum grey value. The flow height is defined as 20% of the maximum intensity
as indicated by the transition from dashed to plain culNamberson the right hand side of the graph
indicate the slope angles. (c) Flow Hegas a function of the slope angle, obtained from the procedure
illustrated in (b).

Flow heights were obtained from the movies taken through the transparent sidewall. We
considered the frames in which the flow was in the field of view, subtractecthgrbund
taken from a reference frame without any patrticles in the field of view, and summed the frames
to obtain a vertical profile of gray level (i.e., perpendicular to the flow base). From these
profiles, the height of the flow was defined as the galtposition where the gray level falls
below 20% of the maximum grey value, which was observed at the flow base. The 20%
threshold value was estimated from frames of SFD flows at low slope angles and whose free
surface could be tracked accuratéypwever we should be aware that the assessment of the
flow height with this method is highly dependent on the value of the gray level threshold in
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particular for dilute flows. Consequently, data obtained for the latter should be taken with
caution.

Fig. 7c shows that the flow height measured sab4 cm decreases with increasing
angles at low inclinatomg€ 2 0° ) , stabilizes at i ng®N)angé di at e
finally increases at larger angles. Besides, the flow height increasesnaidasing gate
opening. For intermediate angle, the flow height thus appears to be well correlated with the gate
openi ng, 3 athigherangle,hwe bbserve a clear expansion of the flow height but
not greater than a factor 1.5. Measurements maadee downstream positior=>98 cm with
hg=2 cm, however, reveals that the flows in the accelerating reginggfar5 . 7° di | at e s
while travelling downstream. In this regime, the flow height increases munally with the
slope angle by a factorepater than 2.

The mean particlae Vel mwmev fags.&seisSkgedF ours iang E

given gate opening,sitdrei fdtie@artplaye &i wgt.Atr anotr e
the | owest «H ope &mwgltedef,~Pa BGk4i5n g wihri acdt iwars de't
the mass and the vol unme ohfi gsh stB3r),ebe (Meande . q f
packing fr actvieony gsoreassltddiovranuiz&~0a b= Bandk 98
cm, r es pheecste weelgyuil t m t hat t hehddgwidase nafl itnhad
angle is mainly due to a dedrne aeatafasthit e tphaec
was shown to increasge faonrgliencreasing angl e a
0.7 i [o) (f)Q xs=98 cm, hg=2 cm
06 - g o 22:22“3:2:
e %o ° Fle xs=54 cm, hg=4 cm
05 j D/\ ~ . ® xs=54 cm, hg=6 cm
04 - 0o ¢ "
IS
0.3 - o
® o
02: e® o o ® %
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0.1 - Q@@ 8 g g
0
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0 (degree)
FIG 8. Mean particle volume fractiosf > as a function of slope anglgateopenings (k2,4 and 6
cm) and two different downstream positions=64 and 98 cm)The dashed line indicates the packing
fractionf ,~0.645.At xs=98 cm with =2 cm, we also providan alternativeestimation of the packing
fraction <f o> based on the measurement of the mass flow rateiga weight scaldsee. Fig b):
<f o>=Qw/r hWU (see Eq. 3)Both measuremeniadicate differences less than ~15%, exéepangles
larger than 60%here the volume fractiois smallerthan 0.08

C. Summary

The basal forces and the effective basal friction coefficient we measured in our
experiments depend both on the channel slope angle and on gate ofdrerdgcrease of one
order of magnitude of the components of the basal force with the slope angle (Fig. 3) is caused
by a strong diminution of the megarticlevolume fraction of the flow and thus a decrease of
the particlehold-up (Fig. 6a). Flows at lowslope angles have large particle concentrations
approaching the close packing fractign-0.645 whereas the most rapid flows at the steepest
angles have much smaller particle volume fractions dovr@al0 atg>40-70°.
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We alsoobserved a general increaskethe basal frictiorcoefficientwith increasing
slope angle and decreasing gate opening. Importdindyhasal frictiorcoefficientsaturatesit
large slope anglesThe saturatioroccurs as early a&0-25° for xs==98 cm and 2 cm, and
around40° in the other casedhe asymptotiosalue slightly increases with decreasing gate
opening (B2< gmas B8). According to Brodu et al. [15this asymptotic valushould be
lower thanthe microscopic friction coefficient between the particles and the lmmaidary
and should decrease with the particle hgbd\We observe thidecreaséut thecorresponding
effective basal friction anglgé 8 .f#&Z&1.8° isslightly larger tharthe value of 17.5° required
for sliding of a solid block with a glued basal layer of beads along the channeAkaestter
estimation of the microscopic friction coefficient would be necegsacgnclude, here

IV. DISCUSSION

We presenherean analysis of the force balanaeour experimental flows in order to
discuss the variation of the effective basal friction with the slope anglgaedpeningWe
discussalsoaboutscaling laws for the flow front velocity anchiversal behavior of theffective
basal friction

A. Force balance

We address the force balance on the flows according to the scheme slogvl.ilvVe
recall thathat the sensor measures a deformation (thus a force) whatever the nature of the flow
regime (i.e. steady or accelerated). We considvaslab of afinite length Landa height
greater or equal to the flow height h, aphming over the whole channel widilv. We adopt
a Lagrangian description, that vge follow the system in course of its moti@onsidering the
driving gravitationafforceandboth the basal and sideall friction forces acting on adiv slab
of mass m, weanwrite

ar a'Qi Q¢'e- O (6)
wheregis the flow acceleratiorgndFs and kv are the basal and the sidell friction forces
respectivelylf theflow slabspeeds constantthenthe second Newton's lawdicatesthat the
resultant othe external forcesneight, basal friction, sidevall friction) should vanish. If not,
the resultangivesinformationon its accelerationNoticethat this force balanagisregards air
drag and longitudinal pressure gradient forces. The latter can ély sa&fglected if the
longitudinal gradient of the flow heigls small which isachievedor small enouglt.. In virtue
of Eq. 2, he basal friton force is simply written as

"0 aQ0hE T — @)
whereng is the effective basal friction coefficieahd m+ HWL is themass of the flow slab
The sidewall friction forceis expressed 427,29

O ¢ 0. 0aQa (8)

where my is the effective sidevall friction coefficient P is the pressure withithe flow
(assumed to be isotropice., B=P,,=P«w=P), and Lis the length of the flow slab/ertical
momentum balancedicatesthat the basal pressure B equal to mgcag(LW), with W the
flow width, which provides us with a new expressairithe sig-wall friction force

0 ' aQhé+ — ©)
where

& ¢d . 0aQa (10

The height Z can be interpreted as the height over which the flow experiences a significant
friction from the sidewalls. If the particle concentration is uniform throughout the flow depth,
Z is easily estimated via Eg. 10 and is equal to the flow heidhttre flow is very dense, Z is
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thus close to H (h=Hf<), butalwaysgreater than H. In contrast, if the flow is dilute, Z is
much greater than Hf the particle concentration is nemiform throughout the flowas
suspected for our rapid flowthe edmation of Z is possible only if the particle concentration
profile is known, which is not the case here. As an example, if the particle concentration profile
obeys a decreasing exponential law with a characteristic decay length |, Z is equal to twice this
characteristic length | and is expected to ®gaificantfraction of the flow height h. As a
consequence, Z is expected to much greater than H at large inclination angle

FIG 9. Force balancenthe flows The diagram shows a slab of a finite lenigtiind height h, spanning
over the whole channel width.

From Egs.(6-9), the flow acceleration is given by
— 00t~ ¢ = (12)

As a firstapproximation we can disregard i&qg. (11) the sidewall friction term which is
expected to be a smatbntribution with regardto the large channel width (\260d) to
estimate the flow acceleratignTaking advantage of this approximation, we gretg sinq (1-
ne/tang) and we carwompare it with direaneasurementsf the flow front acceleratioagiven
in Fig. 9 (see Figl0g. The agreement betweganda is reasonablgood, indicating that the
basal friction force isndeedat first orderthe prevailingfriction force However, he deviation
observed betweeganda can be attributeé@itherto measurement uncertaintiesto second
order contribution fronsidewall friction. In particular, whewyis greater thama, the difference
can be interpreted in terms of sidell friction contribution as discussed further below

@45, ®) o3,
1 O xs=98 cm, hg=2 cm ;
11 @ xs=54 cm, hg=2 cm 0.25 o
] @ xs=54 cm, hg=4 cm E ®
08 ] ® xs=54 cm, hg=6 cm 0.2 1 ®
1 m e
2 06 ] = ]
3 ] 2 015
= 04 4 = ®
] = ®
E 0.1 4 °
0 0,05 °® o, o
4 © o o
@
-0.2 + T T T T ! 0 +—————T—"—F——7T—"——"——T——7—
0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
a/gsin0 0 (degree)

FIG 10. (a) Comparison between the flow acceleratymbtained from Eq. (11) (disregarding the side
wall friction term) and the measured flow front acceleratioBoth terms are normalized by g @irib)
Relative contribution of the sideall friction pw (Z/W)/ yg as a function of the inclination angle. Data
in (a) and (b) are shown for different gate openingaid downstream distances X
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In asecond stept is tempting tdry to get an estimatioofthe sidewall contributionterm
At low inclination (e.g, at g=17.8°), the flows are 3F at the location of the force
measurements so that the acceleration is reduced to zero: the gravity temusamherefore
be balanced by the basal and sidall frictions. For thin flows (i.e., §¥2 cm), the gravity is
balanced by the basal friction (twms), meaning the die-wall friction is negligible.In
contrast, for thicker flows (i.e.gh4 and 6 cm), the basal frictios significantly smaller than
the tangent of the inclination, and the difference results from the contribution efalide
friction (see Fig. 4)For arbitrary angles, it is possible to assess systematically the relative
contribution of the sidevall friction with respect to the basal friction (i.ew(Z/W)/ne) as a
function of the inclination angleising Eq. (11) and settirgra (see Fig. 10b)Although large
fluctuationsdue to insufficient accuracy in the determinatiorapthe data indicate that the
relative contribution of the siewalls roughly increases with increasing inclination angles and
can rise up te-25% of the basal friction at very large angBne of the reasons dfis increase
observed at high inclinatiofi.e., g>40°) can beattributedto the fact that the flows inflate at
large angle (i.e., the flow height increases), resulting in a growing friction area at thaksde
The increase at smaller angie. 2°>0>40°)is probably more tricksand may originate from
the formation of a dilute and agitated granular gas layer at the astisvealetly the numerical
simulations [15,2]) which induces an increase of the pressure at the side wadls
consequently an augmentation of the sidg! friction.

B. Scaling laws

The flow conditions irour experiments are comparable with those used inliferete
simulationsby Brodu et al. 15 involving flat and smooth bassdsidewalls. A first difference
lies inthe gap between the sialls, which ismuch less in the simations(W=68d) thanin
the experiment§V=200d) Secondthe mechanical parameters characterizing the interaction
between a grain and another grandwith the kaseor thelateralwalls (such as the coefficients
of restitution or the coefficients of friction) may be different. Thindthesesimulations SFD
flows wereobtainedat arbitraryhigh angles of inclinationExperimentally,if SFD flows can
be obtainedthis could requireverylong chute.Despite these differencasmaybe instructive
to compare the experimentiws with thoseobtained in the discrete simulations.
Thesimulations of Brodu et al. [1indicate thatfor SFD flowsthe mean flow velocity
scalesasHwitha=1/ 4. Our experimental rge80l 88)ceungg!
a weak power law exponent, compatible with that of Brodu ¢t%).(Fig. 11). This contrasts
with the Bagnold scalingvhich predicts thaty~H®2,

(@ (b)

25 - i 25 -
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c 8 : ¢
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FIG 11. (a) Mean flow velocity'Yas a function of the inclination angle (b) Mean flow velocity’Y
rescaled by (H/d¥ as a function of the inclination angieThe data collapsegc 2 0. 3° f or SFD f
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Interestingly, recent simulations by Zhu et al. [20] show that for flows involving flat
and smooth base and sidells the effective basal friction is a unique function of a Froude
number defined as
"Oi v (12)
In [20], the Froude number is die¢d from the slip velocity blat the bottom, but as flows on
smooth incline are essentially plug flows, the slip velocgydtoughly equal to the mean flow
speedY. We checked whether this numerical finding holds as well for our flows. To test this,
we used the front velocity instead of the basal velocity, which was not easily accessible. We re
plot our basal friction data given in Fig. 4 as a function of the Froude number (see Fig. 12a).
Our data <coll apse reasonabl g<2wel)l. fFoorr Solle
accelerating flows (i.e., 4<Et0), the collapse is less convincing but still roughly hokds.
higher Froude number (i.e., Fr>10) corresponding to highly accelerating flows, we do not
observe a collapse of the data. In numerical Etrans, the friction lawrs(Fr) was established
for steady flows but also for unsteady flows. The reasons for which the collapse fails for
strongly accelerating flows remains unclear. However, we may mention the possible influence
of air drag which mighbe a source of additional friction.

The ns(Fr) curve has a shape similar to ting) rheological curve for dense granular
flows on rough substrates [1,29]: it first increases and then seems to saturate at large Froude
number. However, we should make cléaat these two laws have not the same statss.
discussed in detail in [20], tim(Fr) law provides a condition at the boundary relating the basal
friction to the slip velocity, while the{l) law describes the internal rheology of the granular
flow andinforms about the strain rate within the flow. Importanthens(Fr) curve provides
a natural explanation for the decrease of the basal friction with the particlegéldindeed,
in view of the velocity scaling lawY~H'%), the Froude numbetecreases with increasing
particle holdup at a fixed inclination angle (Fr<¥). This results in a decrease of the basal
friction sincens(Fr) is an increasing function of Fr.
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o fil

0.352 8 ﬁi} ? i
Mg 0.302 3 +.}+ St

] ®
0.25 p Q° xs=98 cm, hg=2cm 0 0<25° A 0>25°
xs=54 cm, hg=2 cm @ 0<40° A 6>40°
0.20 ] xs=54 cm, hg=4 cm ® 0<45° A 0>45°
] xs=54 cm, hg=6 cm ® 0<55° A 0>55°
0.15 1 - :
1 10 100

Fr
FIG 12. Effective basal friction coefficient (see Fig. 4) as a functibthe Froude number Fr. The data
collapse well for SFD flows (E4) and reasonabhyell for moderately accelerating flows (4<Fr<10)
on a mater curve.
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V. CONCLUSION

We havemademeasurements of tHerce components dhe base of granular flows in
an inclined channel with smooth boundaries. We investigdeederange oinclination angles
from 13.4°t083.6°.Atlowslopeangledc20. 3° ), after accelerating
flows enteeda SFD regime with p&mg fraction ranging from 0.4 to 0.6, whereas at larger
angles the flows accelerdt@long the whole length of the chanraid had much lower
packing faction (down to less than 0.T)he measurements revealed a strong decrease of both
the tangential shear and the normal force components at increasing sloperangiesiue to
a diminution of the flow concentratioand particle holeup. The effective basal friction
coefficientpus showel a systematiancreasewith the slope anglen agreement with earlier
findingsfrom numerical simulationgl5,20]. At low anglesfor thin flows, pug wascloseto the
tangent of the slopangle At higher angles correspondingdocelerating flowsys increased
at lower ratghan ta, andit saturatd atan asymptotiozalueof ~0.3-0.40 depending on the
gate openinglinterestingly the coefficientus decreasedsignificantly with increasing gate
openingor particlehold-up.

A further analysis of the data allowed to understand some of these featureosst,
are essentially plug flows such that the mean flow veld¥ity roughly equal to the basal slip
velocity Us. Secondwe showed thafor SFD flow regimesthe meanlbw velocity Y scales
as H with a=1/4, in agreement witkhediscrete simulationby Brodu et al[15]. This scaling
contrass markedly with the Bagnold scaling¥H*?). Third, we showed thafor SFD and
weakly acceleratindlow regime the effective basal frictioncoefficient can bereasonably
captured by an increasing functioh a dimensionless number, that ithe Froudenumber
defined asY(g H cos)'?, in agreement withecent discrete simulations Bu et al[20]. The
ne(Fr) curve can be thought asboundary conditiofor flows on smooth and flat boundary.
Additionally, thiscurvegives a natural explanation for the decrease of the bastain with
the particlehold-up H. In virtue of the velocity scaling, the Froudember decreases with
increasingparticle hold-up at a fixed inclination angleesulting in a decrease of the basal
friction giventhatns is an increasing function of Fr.

Our studydemonstratethat the forces generated by granular floasthe boundaries
canbeassessed experimentally, opening new perspectives. For rapid flows on flat and smooth
boundaries, our study raises several important is§iiess, our measurements reveal that the
contribution of the sidevall friction force withrespect to the basal friction one increases with
increasing slope angle and can grow up to about 25% of the Riteert measurements of the
sidewall friction with force £nsoswould be useful. Seconde resultseporedhereconcerns
rapid flows onsmoothincline. We may legitimately wonder whethapid flows over aough
basal substrateould exhibit similar features. Third, experiments with longer chute allowing
to produceSFD flows at large anglould be definitively of great interest to conglakte our
findings.

Finally, our work may have implications for geophysicajranular flows. Our
experimenal measurementadicatethatthe basafriction is weakened when the partitield-
up is increased. This resutbay provide some clues to understand sbynemassiverock
avalanchesr pyroclastic flowsexhibit unexpected long ruout distance§30].

16



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thankthetwo anonymous referees for stimulating review® thank Jeathouis Fruquiére

and Cyrille Guillot for their technical assistance. This research was financed by the French
National Research Ingtite for Sustainable DevelopmenRD (O.R.), he French Government
Laboratory of Excell enc eO.R. nSiVIDIVaLL.G)Mhe FranshR - 1 0 - L
Research National Agency project ANR-CE01-0005 (A.V., R.D.) and the ERC contract
ERCGCG-2013PE10617472 SLIDEQUAKES (A.M.) This is Laboratory of Excellence

ClerVolc contribution XXX.

[1] GDR MiDi, On dense granular flows. The Epean Physical Journall2, 341365 (2004).
Doi: 310.1140/epje/i2064002510021.
[2] R. Delannay, A. Valance, A. Mangen&y. Roche and P. Richard, Granular and particle
laden flows: from laboratory experiments to field observations. Journal of Physics D:
Applied Physics 50, 053001 (2017). Do0i:053010.051088/051361
056463/053050/053005/053001.
[3] O. PouligqguenFrarcd i ¥Y.n Hoarwt efroore dense gr ant
on of a mass downuran Brl cuuogiih NViésBehl £1868ld p | a
02).

Fort
a4ﬁ, 124
g rLé
dit
a

erre and O. Pouliquen, FI ows of
(2008) .

rLée,St ar on, and S. Popinet, The granu
I t-g¢gi ménai o+#dlo kMeav imeoufl & )h ewiltolg ya a | of FI
686, c 847088 (2011) .

M. N. T. Gr ay aawvde rAx gNeldetbd vwoagryd & ,0 rA sdheapltl ho w

ur f ac&otfit mavis. of F3I5ui 5b03Me ¢ D49 s

[7] J.T. Jenkins, Boundary conditions for rapid granular flows: Flat, frictional wialignal
of Applied Mechanic$9, 120 (1992).

[8] M.Y. Louge Computer simulations of rapid granular flows of spheres interacting with a
flat, frictional boundaryPhyscs of Fluids6, 2253 (1994).

[9] M. Y. Louge and S. C. Keast, @ense granular flows down flat frictional inclines. Physics
of Fluids13, 5 (2001). Doi: 10.1063/1061.1358870.

[10] A. J. Holyoake and J. N. McElwaine, High speed granular chute flows. Journal of Fluid
Mechanics 710, 331 (2012). D0i:10.1017/jfm.2012.133

[11] J. Heyman, P. Boltenhagen, R. Delannay and A. Valance, Experimental investigation of
high speed granular flows down inclines. EPJ Web of Conferdd6e63057 (2017). Doi:
03010.01051/epjconf/201714003057.

[12] Y. Forterre and O. Pouliquen, Longtinal vortices in granular flows. Physical Review
Letters86, 58865889 (2001).

[13] T. Borzsonyi and R.E. Ecke, Rapid granular flows on a rough incline: Phase diagram, gas
transition, and effects of air drag. Physical Review7& 061301 (2006). Doi:
061310.061103/PhysRevE.061374.061301.

[14] T. BOrzsonyi, R.E. Ecke and J.N. McElwaine, Patterns in Flowing Sand: Understanding
the Physics of Granular Flow. Physical Review Lett#08, 178302 (2009). Doi:
178310.171103/PhysRevLett.178103.178302.

[15] N. Brodu, R. Delannay, A. Valance and P. Richard, New patterns irspiggad granular
flows. Journal of Fluid Mechani@$9, 218228 (2015). Doi:210.1017/jfm.2015.1109.

|
h

17



[16] N. Brodu, P. Richarcand R. Delannay, Shallow granular flows down flat frictional
chamels: Steady flows and longitudinal vortices. Physical Revie8¥,022202 (2013).

Doi: 022210.021103/PhysReVvE.022287.022202.

[17] N. Taberlet, P. Richard, J.T. Jenkins and R. Delannay, Density inversion in rapid granular
flows: the supported regime. Euegn Physical Journal B2, 17-24 (2007). Doi:
10.1140/epje/e2006@001600015.

[18] L.E. Silbert, D. Ertas, G.S. Grest, T.Clsty, D. Levine an&.J. Plimpton, Granular flow
down an inclined plane: Bagnold scaling and rheology. Physical Reviédy 65132
(2001). Doi: 051310.051103/PhysRevE.051364.051302.

[19] T. Faug, P. Childs, E. Wyburand I. Einav. Standing jumps in shallow granular flows
down smooth inclines. Physics of Flu@ig 073304 (2015). Doi: 10.1063/1.4927447.

[20] Y. Zhu, A. Valance and R. Delannay, Higbeed confined granular flows down smooth
inclines: scaling and wall friction laws.Granular Matter 22, 82 (2020).

Doi :10.1007/s1003920-010537.

[21S. Nasuno, A. KudP. o l|Gioimeewtn, Badk stiddp efsr o€t s
i n sheared griacnRdiveamss,| azrerIsl (PlhyX8) .

2p J. AstromandH.J HeTirmaman , Granul ari cppdcki n
Reivelweetr84, 663481 (2000) .

2B W. L-€seGé&minard, S. Nasuno, and J.P. Goll
i n granul Rlmy sniac ®E6lRéd4sd @&W8 (2000) .

2% H. kbwskCa, GénminMdar &i dal , Granul ar émistior
with smal BEcvebtint5j] ohBR4pBHEPs(2015) .

[25 O. Hungr and N.R. Morgenstern, Experiments on the flow behaviour of granular materials
at high velocity in an open channel. Géotechnigyet05413 (1984).

[26] G. Saingier, S. Deboeuf andY.Lagrée. On thdront shape of an inertial granular flow
down a rough incline. Phys of Fluids 28, 053302 (2016). Doi:
doi.org/10.1063/1.4948401.

[27] P. Jop, Y. Forterrand O. Pouliquen, Crucial role of side walls for granular surface flows:
consequences for the rhegy. Journal of Fluid Mechaniégll, 167192 (2005).

[28] N. Taberlet, P. Richard, A. Valance, W. Losert, J.M. Pasini J&fkinsand R. Delannay,
Superstable granular heap in a thin channel. Phys. Rev9L&R6), 2643012003).

[29] P. Jop, Y. Faerreand O. Pouliguen, A constitutive law for dense granular flows. Nature
441, 727730 (20086).

[30] A. Lucas, A. Mangeney and-B. Ampuero, Frictional velocityweakening in landslides
on Earth and on other planetary bodies. Nature Communicaiod417 (2014). Doi:
3410.1038/ncomms4417.

18



