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ABSTRACT

Many theoretical methods in the literature have been introduced that require the knowledge
of the normal stress and shear stress acting at the contact between the soil particles in the river bed
and the fluid (mostly water). However, there are not many practical methods to measure the normal
stress and the shear stress. In this study, the goal is to find a way to directly measure and calculate
the normal force and drag force that acts on the surface of soil particles during the erosion
phenomenon before departure in the Erosion Function Apparatus (EFA). If these stresses caused
by hydrodynamic forces can be quantified, this will help improve the current erosion model.

During the erosion process, drag forces and the resulting shear stresses develop on the
surface at the interface between the soil particles and the eroding fluid. Also the eroding fluid
causes a decrease in the normal stress induced on the surface of the soil particle, and due to the
turbulence in the water, the induced normal stress and shear stress fluctuate. The erosion
phenomenon is proposed to be analyzed using an image analysis technique where the movement
of the particles is recorded by a camera. Through derivative calculations, the velocity and then the
acceleration of each particle are obtained. Then the forces are obtained by using the mass times
the acceleration. One major goal of this study is to find out what roles the hydrodynamic shear and
normal forces play in the detachment of the particle from the river bed. The answer to this question
can also help to obtain the most practical erosion model.

It is concluded that shear stresses tend to be larger for rougher particles, while normal
stresses are larger in samples with a bigger mean particle size (Dso). Also, it was observed that

when the particles are more uniform in size, the displacement of the particles prior to detachment
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tends to be smaller. The vibration frequency of particle movement also tends to be smaller when
the soil is composed of smaller particles.

Both normal and shear stresses were observed to be proportionally correlated with the
erosion rate. The effect of normal stresses tends to be more prevalent on smaller gravel particles,
while the effect of shear stresses seems to play a more prominent role in the erosion of larger gravel

particles.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this study is to measure the hydrodynamic forces acting on gravel particles
during the erosion phenomenon in the Erosion Function Apparatus (EFA). There are many
theoretical approaches in the literature which help calculate the shear stress induced on the surface
of a riverbed by the eroding fluid. However, there are not so many practical methods to directly
measure the hydrodynamic forces acting on the soil particles on the contact surface between the
soil and eroding fluid. There is a remarkable gap in appropriate measuring techniques to calibrate
the findings of the theoretical approaches. The objective of this study is to bring up a new method
to precisely monitor the erosion phenomenon using image analysis techniques, and consequently
obtain the hydrodynamic forces acting on each particle before detachment. If this objective is
achieved, then the roles that shear and normal forces play in the erosion process can be explored
and the current erosion model can be improved by considering all influencing forces.

There are three main components involved in the phenomenon of erosion: the erodible
material, the eroding fluid and the geometry of the obstacle impacting the flow. In this process,
the fluid generates the "load", the erodible material provides the resistance while the obstacle
induces the disturbance. Erodibility can be characterized as the behavior of the eroding material
when subjected to the flow of the eroding fluid. The eroding water is quantified by its velocity,
and the obstacle geometry is characterized by its dimensions.

Examples of surface erosion include bridge scour at the bottom of a river and overtopping
of a levee or an embankment. Surface erosion happens according to three main phenomena: 1) a
drag force and the resulting shear stress are develops at the interface between the soil particles/

rock block and the eroding fluid. 2) the eroding fluid causes a decrease in the normal stress induced



on the surface of the soil particle/ rock block. Indeed as the velocity of the eroding fluid increases
in the space surrounding the soil particles, the normal pressure induced by the eroding fluid
decreases to maintain conservation of energy and Bernoulli’s principle. 3) due to the turbulence
in the water, the normal stress and the induced shear stress on the hydraulic interface between the
eroding fluid and soil fluctuate. At high velocities, these fluctuations create cyclic loading of the
soil particle which makes erosion easier to occur (Croad 1981; Hofland et al. 2005).

The combination of the drag shear force, the uplift normal force, and their fluctuations act
together to remove the soil particle/rock block and initiate the surface erosion process. In this study,
this process is monitored by a camera and then analyzed using image analysis techniques. Then
through derivative calculation, the horizontal and vertical velocity and acceleration of each of soil
particles selected before detachment are obtained. These measurements help in formulating a better

erosion model for soils partciles.



2. BACKGROUND

2.1 Literature Review

Many researchers have tried to measure the hydrodynamic force by using different methods.
Shan et al. (2011) used an innovative direct force gauge in an ex-situ scour testing device (ESTD)
to study forces acting on cohesive soil samples and to analyze the incipient erosion of cohesive
soils. They used a direct force gauge and a sensor disk to measure the acting horizontal and vertical
forces on the surface of the soil during the erosion process. The direct force gauge is separated into
wet and dry parts by a rubber membrane, and on top of the core platform sits the sensor disk so

that the normal and shear force acting on the soil specimen from the flow are directly measured

(Figure 1).
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Figure 1. (a) The ESTD; (b) The shear stress recorded in one erosion test; (¢) The normal stress
recorded in one erosion test (Reprinted from Shan et al., 2011)



The soil was an artificial Kaolin clay. The test was perfomed 5 times at 90 seconds intervals. The
shear stress reached 28Pa, then the shear stress decreased as erosion took place. The vertical stress
was 80 Pa and decreased to 40 Pa as erosion took place. This force is hard to predict because it
depends on the weight loss of the sample and the attenuation of the lift force (Shan et al. 2011).
Dwivedi et al. (2011) carried out a fixed ball experiment to measure the hydrodynamic
forces and velocity on the particle at the entrainment condition. This experiment (Figure 2) was
performed using a force sensor in a flume and aimed to replicate conditions similar to a flow
condition. The target spherical particle is fixed to a hollow rod which is attached to the force sensor
so that the sensor will measure the forces that acted on the target particle. As shown in Figure 2,

both the drag force and lift force fluctuatre during the test, the specific values are not given.
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Figure 2. (a) Schematic of force sensor in the flume; (b) Response of the installed force sensor in x
direction due to loading and unloading of a gram mass in the negative z direction; (c) Response of
the installed force sensor in z direction due to loading and unloading of a gram mass in the negative
z direction (Reprinted from Dwivedi et al., 2011)



Maali et al. (2012) used a colloidal probe Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM) to quantify the
slip length and drag-force on microstructured surfaces in a drainage experiment. The AFM is in
contact mode during this test, and the hydrodynamic drag force is given by the deflection of the
cantilever when the particle is subjected to a constant velocity flow. The particle used in this test
is a spherical borosilicate particle with a 52.5 um diameter. Figure 3 below shows the measured
hydrodynamic drag force divided by the velocity as a function of the separation distance for

different surfaces, when the velocity is 56 um/s.
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Figure 3. The measured hydrodynamic drag force Fy divided by belocity as a function of separation
distance for the different surfaces (Reprinted from Maali et al., 2012)

There are many different kinds of erosion models that are used for different purposes. It is
always easier to measure the velocity of the flow; however, the velocity measurement is limited to
the mean-depth velocity of the flow. Indeed, the velocity profile reaches a value of zero at the
interface between the water and the soil. A better model definition of erosion is the relationship

between the erosion rate and the shear stress at the soil-water interface (Briaud et al., 2017).



Previous erosion models in the literature do not incorporate both shear stress and normal
stress effects in one single erosion model. Shafii et al. (2016) presented a comprehensive erosion
model by incorporating the effects of turbulence-driven fluctuations in normal and shear stresses

acting on a particle (Eq. 1):

Z T—Tcm At \"
;_a(pvz) +’B(p_vz) Y

Where v, is the flow velocity, T refers to the hydraulic shear stress, 7. is the critical shear stress

()
pv:/ (1
(the threshold shear stress associated with 0.1 mm/hr erosion rate), Ao refers to the net uplift
normal stress fluctuations, and At is the shear stress turbulent fluctuations. Any other parameter

in Eq. 1 are the unit-less erosion model parameters. Determining all the parameters required in Eq.

(1) is not practical at this time; therefore, a more practical erosion model is presented in this study

(Eq. 2):
ir= () <)’

Where, Z is the erosion rate (mm/hr), 7, (Pa) and o, (Pa) are the critical shear stress and critical

; )

normal stress associated with 0.1 mm/hr erosion rate, and @ and § are the unit-less erosion model
parameters.

Eq. 2 is expected to capture the influence of both shear and normal stresses during erosion.



2.2 Problem Summary

The measurement methods of hydrodynamic forces that are developed so far are not
practical and precise enough. A new method needs to be created to measure or calculate the
normal and shear stress acting on the soil particles before detachment during the erosion process.
The erosion model showed in Eq. (1) is involves many different parameters difficult to determine
at this time. Therefore a more practical erosion model needs to be developed, considering both
shear stress and normal stress effects.

In this study, the erosion phenomenon is monitored using image analysis techniques for
five gravel size particle samples and the movement of these particles is recorded in the Erosion
Function Apparatus (EFA). Through derivative calculations, the velocity and the acceleration of
each particle, and consequently the forces acting on each particle before detachment are
obtained. The results of this analysis can show the roles that the hydrodynamic shear and normal
forces play in the detachment of the gravel particle from the river bed, and help develop the new

erosion model that is more practical while considering several influencing forces.



3. EXPERIMENTS

3.1 Experimental Device

The experiment device used in this study is called the Erosion Function Apparatus (EFA).
The soil sample is taken in the field by pushing an ASTM standard Shelby tube with a 76.2 mm
outside diameter (ASTM 1999a). A soft rock core sample can also be obtained and placed in the
Shelby tube. One end of the Shelby tube full of soil or soft rock is placed through a circular opening
in the bottom of a 1.22m long rectangular cross section pipe (Figure 4, Briaud et al., 2001). The
water is driven through the pipe by a pump, the flow rate is measured by a flow meter with a range
of 0.1 to 6 m/s. The end of the sample in the Shelby tube is held flush with the bottom of the pipe,
a piston at the bottom end of the sample pushes the sample to maintain it flush with the bottom o
fthe conduit. The advance of the piston is the erosion rate and the flow meter gives the velocity.

The shear stress is obtained from the velocity and the surface roughness by using the Moody chart.
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=—101.6 mm——=
Soil
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THE RATE=7Z
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(a) 76.2 mm (b)

Figure 4. Erosion Function Apparatus: (a) Conceptual Diagram; (b) Photograph of Test
Section (Texas A&M University)



3.2 Experimental Procedure and Measurement
The procedure for the EFA test is as follows (Briaud et al., 2001):

1) Place the sample in the Shelby tube then connect to the EFA, fill the pipe with water
and wait one hour.

2) Set the velocity to 0.3 m/s.

3) Push the soil to be flush with the bottom of the flow conduit.

4) advance the piston to maintain the soil surface flush with the bottom of the conduti as
erosion takes place.

5) After a 30 mm period or after 25 mm of soil sample is erode, whichever comes first,
increase the velocity to 0.6 m/s.

6) Repeat step 4.

7) Repeat step 5 and 6 for velocities equal to 1 m/s, 1.5 m/s, 2 m/s, 3 m/s, 4.5 m/s, and 6

The test result can be shown as erosion rate Z versus mean-depth velocity; this curve is

called the erosion function. For each flow velocity, the erosion rate Z (mm/h) is obtained by
dividing the length of sample eroded by the time required to do so.

In this study, five different samples were tested in the EFA. All five samples were coarse-
grained samples classified as GP according to the USCS classification system. Particle size

properties of each sample are shown in Table 1.



Table 1. Particle Size Properties of the Gravel Samples

Sample name Sample USCS Dso Cec Cu Gs
symbol mm - - -
Gravel 1 Gl GP 11 093 217 23
Gravel 2 G2 GP w/ sand 6 1.23 241 2.2
Teflon balls TB GP 5 1 1 2.16
Sand coated Teflon balls SB GP 5 1 1 2.16
Gravel 3 GB GP 5 1 1 2.3

Figure 5 shows photos of the surface of all five samples in the EFA prior to testing. G1,

G2, and GB are natural gravel samples, while TB and SB are artificial samples. TB is composed
of uniformly distributed 5 mm diameter “Polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE)” or Teflon spheres.
The friction at the contact surface between the particles is expected to be close to zero for TB.
SB is composed of uniformly distributed 5 mm sand-coated PTFE spheres. The friction at the
contact surface between the particles and the water is expected to be maximum for SB compared
to almost zero for TB. The three samples GB, TB, and SB have about the same mean particle
size with the only difference being their specific gravity (Gs, Table 1) and friction characteristics.

The movement of the soil particles is recorded by a camera for further image analysis.

Figure 5. Photos of the Surface Samples in the Erosion Function Apparatus (EFA)

10



3.3 Data Collected

All five samples were tested in the Erosion Function Apparatus and the results in the
format of erosion rate vs. mean-depth velocity are shown in Figure 6. GB, TB, and SB are in the
high erodibility category while G1 and G2 are in the medium erodibility category when the water
velocity is low. As the velocity becomes higher, finally G1 and G2 switch to the high erodibility

category.
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Figure 6. Erosion Function Apparatus Results (Erosion rate vs. Velocity)

Erosion Function Apparatus or EFA test results can also be presented in the format of

erosion rate vs. shear stress. Shear stress in the EFA is calculated by Eq. (3):
T= % fpv? s 3)

Where 7 is the shears stress (Pa), v refers to the flow velocity, p is the density of water (1000
kg/m?) and f is the friction factor obtained from the Moody Chart (Moody, 1944). The values of
shear stress are obtained using both Eq. (3) and direct measurements through video analysis. The
results are compared and the validity of Eq. (2) is studied for both cases.

Two videos of each soil sample are collected during the erosion process for further image

analysis.
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4. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

4.1 Analysis Tool and Procedure

The software used for the image analysis is called Tracker. Tracker is a free video analysis
and modeling tool built on the Open Source Physics (OSP) Java framework (Tracker, 2018). By
importing the videos into the software, the movement of selected particles can be tracked and
traced for further analysis.

To use this software, the first step is to import the video that needs to be analyzed. If it is a
slow-motion video, then a time correction will be necessary for future calculations. Secondly,
choose the start and ending frame in the video by dragging the little triangle under the time bar.
Then use the toolbar to build a plotting scale, input the distance that is already known beforehand
(76mm for the outside diameter of the tube in the EFA machine in this case), and build a 2-D
reference frame in the same way. Notice that it is best to ensure that the angle of the x-axis is the
same as the angle of the scale. Finally, create a new mass point and the file is ready for tracking.

Press the shift button on the computer, when the arrow of the mouse becomes an asterisk,
click the point that you want to trace, then the video will move to the next frame automatically, at
the same time the time and location (based on the reference frame just built) of the point will be
recorded by the software in a table on the right side and also shown in a plot. The time of the start
point will be recorded as 0 sec. By clicking frame by frame, the motion curve will be built and the
data will be saved.

In this low budget research, the videos were taken through the EFA observation window
by an iPhone using the slow-motion option that is provided by the camera system. Since the time
rate will change when using the slow-motion video, the plots that are built by the software can’t
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be used directly. As the iPhone 7 camera can do the slow-motion video with 1080 pixels at 120
frame per second and 720 pixels at 240 frame per second, the video we used in the analysis is a
720p video, and the original video is 30 fps, so the video is actually 8 times slower than before.
The time correction is made by importing the original data into Excel, which gives us the
time that needs to be corrected, as well as the distance in both x and y direction. The algorithm
Tracker uses to calculate velocity and acceleration is based on the Finite Difference Method. The
corrected time, velocity and acceleration in both the horizontal (x) and vertical (y) directions are

generated using the following algorithm (Egs. 4 to 6):

r=(x?+y%)03, 4)
v = —xH;;:i_l , (5)

_ 2Xigp—Xig1—2Xi—Xi—1+2Xi
and a; = e . (6)

Where r refers to the resultant displacement of the particle, vi is the velocity of the particle, and a;
is the acceleration of the particle. From the acceleration values, the drag force and the normal
force on the particle were calculated by multiplying the acceleration by the mass of the particle.
The shear stress and the normal stress were then obtained by dividing the force by the area. The

calculations of forces and stresses are detailed in the next section.
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4.2 Experimental Results

For each of the soil type, four particles were analyzed using Tracker. The particle
properties that will be used in the future calculation are shown in Table 2. The diameter, volume
and area of particles can be directly measured or estimated from Tracker, assuming the gravel
particles are Ellipsoid or Sphere. For TB and SB particles, the volume, surface area and cross-

section area can be calculated since they are spheres with a diameter of Smm. The equations will
be V=§ r3; As=2 mr?; Ac=nr?. For G1, G2 and GB particles, based on the shape of the chosen

particles, some of them can be estimated as spheres and use the same equations, others can be

27_[((ab) 164 (ac)®+(bc) 1'6) 1/1.6 :

seen as ellipsoid, and the equations used will be V=§ mabc; As= S

Ac=mab, where a is the radius on the semi-major axis of ellipsoid, c is the radius on the semi-
minor axis of ellipsoid, and b is the radius on the third direction that is perpendicular to both the
semi-major axis and semi-minor axis. The values of a,b, and ¢ can be measured from Tracker by
using the scaleplate in the toolbar.

Table 2. Particle Properties of the Gravel Samples

Properties Unit Weight | VolumeV Mass M Surface AreaAs | Cross-Section Area Ac
Unit g/cm3 cm3 g cm2 cm2
1 0.685 1.815 1.9 0.9
61 2 265 0.612 1.622 1.8 0.75
3 0.589 1.561 1.5 0.67
4 0.63 1.670 1.6 0.8
1 0.103 0.273 0.565 0.3
G2 2 265 0.123 0.326 0.623 0.35
3 0.115 0.305 0.6 0.33
4 0.11 0.292 0.62 0.32
1 0.065 0.143 0.39 0.195
™ 2 29 0.065 0.143 0.39 0.195
3 0.065 0.143 0.39 0.195
4 0.065 0.143 0.39 0.195
1 0.065 0.143 0.39 0.195
B 2 29 0.065 0.143 0.39 0.195
3 0.065 0.143 0.39 0.195
4 0.065 0.143 0.39 0.195
1 0.065 0.172 0.39 0.195
GB 2 265 0.062 0.164 0.38 0.183
3 0.063 0.167 0.38 0.185
4 0.065 0.172 0.39 0.193
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The drag force will be calculated by multiplying the hotizontal acceleration by the mass
of the particle. The normal force will be calculated by multiplying the vertical acceleration by the
mass of the particle. Then shear stress will be obtained by dividing the drag force by the surface
area and the normal stress will be obtained by dividing the normal force by the cross-section area
of the particles. An example of the datra reduction for one of the particles from the sample G1 is

explained below.

Figure 7. Movement of Particle 1 of G1 in the Erosion Function Apparatus
One particle (Fig. 7) is selected. The trace of the particle is tracked with 30 frames per
second recordings. Results of the displacement, velocity, acceleration, stress and force at
incipient motion are shown in Figure 8 and 9, for horizontal and vertical directions, respectively.
The dashed lines on the plots show the time associated with the detachment of the particle called
the departure time.

1) Horizontal direction (x direction):
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Figure 8 Continued
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