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A dam s and O lm sted R eply: W ang [1]m akes the

following pointsaboutourLetter[2]:(1)He infersthat,

\contrary to itstitle,shearbanding [in [2]]em erged from

m onotonic curves only if there was a stress gradient",

and hepointsoutthatnonquiescentrelaxation wasfound

(experim entally)afterstep strain in geom etrieswithouta

stressgradient[3].(2)Hedisagreeswith thevaluesofthe

param etersweused.(3)In som erecentexperim entsthe


ow washom ogeneousaftercessation ofstep strain,and

only subsequently developed nonquiescent m acroscopic

m otion [3]. W e only showed step strainsthatdeveloped

an inhom ogeneity before cessation of
ow,asin [4].

(1)Asourtitlestated [2],weshowed thata 
uid with

a m onotonic constitutive curve based on Doi-Edwards

(DE)theory can have signaturessim ilarto shearband-

ing. These signatures arise from a stress gradient (e.g.

the bowed steady state velocity pro�le obtained in the

stressgradientofa coneand platerheom eter[5]ortran-

sientbanding-like pro�les during startup). Flat geom e-

triescan havetransientbanding-likesignatures:e.g.two

clearly de�ned bands ofshear ratesduring large am pli-

tude oscillatory shear (LAO S) [2,6],or inhom ogeneous

banding-like transients during startup 
ows in presence

ofinhom ogeneousspatial
uctuations(noise)(Fig.1)[2].
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FIG .1:(coloronline)Startup transientsfor(left)aconeangle

of 4
�

(q = 2 � 10
�3
) ; and (right) a 
at geom etry with

noisy initial polym er shear stress � xy(0) of a few percent,

with _
�d = 14:8,� = 0:728 and �= 10
�5
,and �d=�R = 10

3
.

(2) O ur param eterswere m atched to experim ent,for

a nonlinear m odelin which the param eters �d and �R

roughly correspond to their rigorously de�ned counter-

partsin linearrheology.Becausewe use (the bestavail-

able)crudenonlineartheory,theparam etersdo notcor-

respond precisely.W e used �= �=(G �d)’ 10� 5 based a

plateau m odulusG ’ 3kPa,reptation tim e�d ’ 20s,and

solvent viscosity � ’ 1Pa s [7]. Although �d=�R � 103

im plies too m any entanglem ents,it �ts the experim en-

talnonlinearrheology well[5]. Thisinconsistency isan

unsatisfactory featureofcurrenttheory.

(3)The step strain resultsin [2]should be com pared

with [4]-(Fig.5),wherethevelocity pro�lebecam einho-

m ogeneous before cessation. Fig.2 shows a calculation

in which inhom ogeneitiesdevelop only after cessation of


ow,during a strong recoil. Thisisforstartup in a 
at

geom etry,with noisyinitialconditions,and resem bles[4]-

(Fig.3)ifthere wereno experim entalwallslip.

W ang’s newest experim ents show dram atic rupture

and internalfracture,despiteahom ogeneousvelocity be-

fore cessation [3](sim ilarfracture planescould be inter-
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FIG .2:Recoildisplacem ent(b)att= 0:08�d aftercessation

ofhom ogeneousshear(a)attstop = 0:0375�d with _
�d = 80,

(
 = 3) for the Rolie-Poly m odelwith � = 0:728,� = 10
�5

and q= 0,with initialnoise.

preted in [8]-(Fig.3f),butin a cone-and-plategeom etry;

m oreover,those data are also consistent with wallslip

and sim plerecoil).O urcalculations(Fig.2)gosom eway

towardsm odelling thisphenom enon,butdo notcapture

this rupture,and have not yet been adequately m odi-

�ed to incorporate slip. It rem ains a strong challenge

to distinguish which experim entalfeaturesare captured

by tube m odels,and which (e.g. rupture) require new

physicalinsight.O nesuggestion isthe \elasticyielding"

in [1]which m ay be sim ilarto m odifying the DE m odel

to incorporate the instability ofthe spatialdistribution

ofentanglem ents [9]. In fact,the instability in the DE

m odeloccurs when the shear rate greatly exceeds the

reptation tim e,which isonecriterion forelasticyielding

postulated in [1].
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