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Principal	  assump[ons

source

frontal	  region
•	  Negligible	  basal	  shear	  stress
•	  Negligible	  air	  entrainment
•	  Inviscid
•	  Uniform	  mixture	  density
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Force	  balance	  in	  the	  snowpack
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Rela[on	  amongst	  stresses	  at	  fluidiza[on
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Principal stress variations ⊥ failure surface
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Sign of f± sets avalanche sustainability
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Measurements
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