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Early stages ofthe shear banding instability in w orm like m icelles
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W e study the early stages ofthe shearbanding instability in sem idilute worm like m icelles using

thenon-localJohnson-Segalm an m odelwith a two-uid coupling oftheconcentration � to theshear

rate _ and m icellar strain W . W e calculate the \spinodal" lim it ofstability for sweeps along the

hom ogeneousintrinsicow curve.Forstartup \quenches" into theunstableregion,theinstability in

generaloccursbefore the hom ogeneousstartup ow can attain the intrinsic ow curve.W e predict

the selected tim e and length scales at which inhom ogeneity �rst em erges. In the \in�nite drag"

lim it, uctuations in the m echanicalvariables _ and W are independent ofthose in �,and are

unstable when the slope ofthe intrinsic ow curve isnegative;butno length scale isselected. For

�nite drag,the m echanicalinstability is enhanced by coupling to � and a length scale is selected,

in qualitative agreem ent with recent experim ents. For system s far from an underlying zero-shear

dem ixing instability thisenhancem entisslight,whilecloseto dem ixing theinstability setsin atlow

shearratesand isessentially dem ixing triggered by ow.

PACS num bers: 47.50.+ d N on-N ewtonian uid ows{ 47.20.-k H ydrodynam ic stability{ 36.20.-r M acro-

m olecules and polym erm olecules

Controlofm orphology and stability is vitalfor pro-

cessing m any com plex uids,e.g.polym eric,liquid crys-

talline,and surfactantuids.W hile m uch isunderstood

close (or relaxing) to equilibrium , strongly driven sys-

tem ssu�erin com parison.Form any com plex uids,the

intrinsicconstitutivecurveofshearstress� versusshear

rate _ is non-m onotonic. For sem i-dilute worm like m i-

celles,theory predicts the form ACEG ofFig.1 [1,2].

In the regim e ofdecreasing stress,_c1 < _ < _c2,hom o-

geneousow isunstable [3,4]and the system splitsinto

bandsofdi�erentshearrates _ = _‘;_h [6,7,8,9,10],

with a steady stateow curveABFG .Constitutivem od-

elsaugm ented with interfacialgradientterm shave cap-

tured this behaviour [5, 12]. In this paper we study

the linear stability ofinitially hom ogeneousstates. W e

also predict the length and tim e scales at which inho-

m ogeneity em ergesaftera startup \quench",i.e.im pos-

ing a shearrate in the unstable regim e. O uranalysisis

the counterpart,for this driven phase transition,ofthe

Cahn-Hilliard (CH)calculation fordem ixing in undriven

system s.

Shear startup experim ents [8, 13, 14] reveal (i) a

m etastable regim e _‘ < _
<
� _c1 of slow approach to

the banded state,and (ii) an unstable regim e,onset at

_
>
� _c1,where the stress can m assively overshoot �sel

beforesubsiding rapidly to it.In Ref.[14],theovershoot

coincided with concentration uctuations that em erged

perpendicularto theshearcom pression axisata selected

length scale O (1�m ). The authors attributed this to

the Helfand-Fredrickson (HF) [15] coupling of ow to

concentration. Thisfeaturesin two com ponentsystem s

with wellseparated relaxation tim es (e.g.polym er and

solvent) [15,16,17,18,19,20]. The slow com ponent

(polym er) tends to m igrate to regions of high stress.

Ifthe plateau m odulus increases with polym er concen-

tration, positive feedback enhances concentration uc-

tuations and can shift the spinodalofany nearby CH

instability[20].
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FIG .1:Schem atic ow curve.

Herewem odeltheinitialstageoftheunstablekinetics

using the non-localJohnson-Segalm an (d-JS)m odel[22]

within a2-uid fram ework[16,18]thatincorporatescon-

centration dynam ics. The 2-uid m odelconsiderssepa-

rateforcebalanceequationsforthem icelles(velocityvm ,

volum e fraction �)and solvent(velocity vs). These are

added to giveoverallforcebalancefortheaverageveloc-

ity v = �vm + (1� �)vs (Eq.1)and subtracted forthe

relative velocity vrel = vm � vs,which in turn speci�es

the concentration uctuations(Eq.2):
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G (�)W isthe viscoelasticm icellarbackbonestress,W �� =
@R

0

�

@R
�
@R

0

�

@R
� ��� isthe localstrain thatwould haveto be

reversed to relax thisstress,and G isthe plateau m odulus.The free energy F com prisesosm oticand elasticparts:

F = 1

2

Z

d
3
q(1+ �

2
q
2)f00j�(q)j2 + 1

2

Z

d
3
xG (�)tr[W � log(� + W )]; (3)

where f00 is the osm otic susceptibility and � the equilibrium correlation length for concentration uctuations. The

Newtonian stress2��m D
0

m
describes fast m icellar processes(e.g.Rouse m odes) with D

0

m
the traceless sym m etric

m icellar strain rate tensor,and 2(1 � �)�sD
0

s
is the solvent stress. Incom pressibility determ ines the pressure p.

The drag coe�cient� (Eq.2)ensuresthatthe force�vrel im pedesrelativem otion.The m icellardi�usion coe�cient

D / f00=�.W e haveom itted negligibleinertialcorrectionsto Eqs.(1)and (2)[21].

Eq.(1)isthe NavierStokesequation generalised to include osm oticstresses.Eq.(2)isa generalised CH equation

in which m icelles di�use in response to gradients in the osm otic force r [�F=��]and in the viscoelastic stress;for

dG =d� > 0 (assum ed here),HF feedback occurs.The m icellarstrain obeysd-JS dynam ics[22]:

(@t+ vm � r )W = a(D
m
� W + W � D

m
)+ (W � 


m
� 


m
� W )+ 2D

m
�

W

�(�)
+

l2

�(�)
r
2
W (4)

where2

m
= r vm � (r vm )

T with (r vm )�� � @�(vm )�.

�(�) is the M axwelltim e; lis a length that could,for

exam ple,be setby the m esh-size. The slip param etera

m easuresthe fractionalstretch ofthe m icellescom pared

to the ow. For jaj< 1 (slip) the intrinsic ow curve

�xy(_)iscapableofthe non-m onotonicity ofFig.1.

W e study planarshearbetween in�nite platesaty =

f0;Lg with (v;r v;r ^ v)in the (̂x;̂y;̂z)directions. At

the plates we assum e @y� = @3y� = 0,@yW = 0,and

no slip. For controlled strain rate (assum ed through-

out)
RL

0
dy_(y) = const:Unless stated, we use m odel

param eter values at � = 0:11 from rheological data

forCTAB(0.3M )/NaNO 3=H 2O [24],and lightscattering

(DLS) data for CTAB/K Br/H 2O [25];we calculate the

drag as� = 6����� 2 [23]where �� = ��m + (1� �)�s.W e

extrapolateG (�);�(�);D (�);�(�);�(�)to� < 0:11using

scaling laws for sem idilute worm like m icelles. W e �x a

(assum ed independent of�) by com paring with Cates’

m odel [1]; and use units in which G (� = 0:11) = 1,

�(� = 0:11)= 1 and L = 1. The hom ogeneousintrinsic

ow curves� xy(_;�)thatsatisfy @tv = @t� = @tW = 0

are shown as dashed lines in Fig. 2. The region of

negative slope ends at a \critical" point �c � 0:015:

CPCl/NaSalin brine[8]showsthe sam etrend.

W e linearise in uctuations
P

k
[� _;�W ;��]

k
eik� r+ !t

aboutthese hom ogeneousstates. The stability analysis

!k;�vk;� = M
k
vk;� givesthe norm alm odesvk;� (where

� is the m ode index), each encoding a set of relative

am plitudesof�_;�Wij;��.Thelowerspinodallieswhere

thelargestbranch !k ofthedispersion relation �rstgoes

positive(unstable)asthebackground hom ogeneousstate

issweptup theintrinsicow curvefrom _ = 0;theupper

spinodalisde�ned likewise,forsweepsdown from large

_. W e consider only k = kŷ;the stability ofk = kẑ is

una�ected by shearin ourm odel.

In thelim itofin�nitedrag � ! 1 at�xed r �1
�
r �F

��
,

thecouplingof�_ and �W to�� isdisabled.Fluctuations

in the m echanicalsubspace [�_;�Wxy;�W xx;�W yy]then

obey conventional(uniform -�) d-JS dynam ics,in which

any hom ogeneous shear state in the regim e ofnegative

constitutivesloped�xy=d_ < 0 isunstable:thespinodal

is given by circles in Fig.2. The concentration uctu-

ationsindependently obey conventional(zero-shear)CH

dynam ics,with a dem ixing instability when D < 0. W e

consideronly ow-induced instabilitieshere,D > 0.
For �nite drag,HF feedback couples these subspaces

and can induceinstability even ifd�xy=d_ > 0 and D >

0.Form odelparam etersfrom the data ofRefs.[24,25],

the m echanicalinstability is enhanced slightly by con-

centration coupling (squares in Fig.2). This e�ect in-

creases near a zero-shear dem ixing instability: see the

diam ondsand trianglesin Fig.2,forsm allerD (� = 0:11).

(Thelobeofinstability athigh shearrateisdiscussed in

Ref.[21].) W ithin som e sim plifying assum ptions[21],a

qualitativeexpression forthe lowerspinodalis ~D
d� x y

d_
+

dG

d�

W x y

~�

dZ

d_
= 0 where2Z = (a� 1)Wxx + (a+ 1)W yy < 0,

~� / � and ~D = D � dG

d�

Z

�
.

Enhancem entofow instabilitiesby positivefeedback
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FIG .2:D ashed lines:intrinsicow curvesfor� = 0:11,0:091,

0:072,0:053;0:034;0:015 (downwards).Sym bols:spinodalsfor

the uncoupled lim it � ! 1 (�);coupled m odelwith D (� =

0:11) taken from D LS (�); coupled m odelwith arti�cially

reduced D (�,M).Inset:zoom on large _.

with concentration was�rstpredicted by therem arkable

insight ofSchm itt etal.[26]. However they directly as-

sum ed a chem icalpotential� = �(_). Although this

is equivalent to our approach in the lim it ofadiabatic

stressresponse(assum ed in [26]),below we�nd thatthe

dynam icsinside the spinodalare dictated by the m icel-

larstressresponse. The spinodalisuna�ected since the

dynam icsareadiabaticherebyde�nition:theabovecon-

dition correspondsto Schm itt’sEq.(24).

Experim entally thespinodalisfound via sweepsalong

the intrinsic ow curve,though in practice banding can

occurprem aturelyviam etastablekinetics[13].Thesam e

am biguity arises in the spinodalof conventionaluid-

vapourdem ixing,de�ned via quasistaticcom pression.

W e now study the early-tim e kinetics in the unsta-

ble regim e. W e cannot assum e that the system starts

in a hom ogeneous state on the unstable intrinsic ow

curve,since the M axwelltim e � needed to prepare such

a state is longer than the typicaltim e scales 1=!k of

theinstability itself(exceptvery nearthespinodal)[28],

and som oststartup owsgounstablebeforetheintrinsic
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FIG .3:Instability occurring asthehom ogeneousstartup ow

evolvestowardsthe intrinsic unstable constitutive curve.

ow curve can be attained. W hen the rheom eter plate

is �rst set m oving the shear rate rapidly hom ogenises,

on the Reynoldstim escale �L2=� � �. The shearstress

�(t) = G W (t)+ �_ then starts to evolve towards the

intrinsicow curve,with W (t)initially given by the ho-

m ogeneous startup solution ofEq.(4). W ithout noise,

itwould attain thisow curve atsom e tim e �ss = O (�).

Butofcoursethesystem hasnoise.Thestabilityproblem

is now tim e-dependent: !k;�(t)vk;�(t) = M
k
(t)vk;�(t)

sinceM
k
=M

k
(_;W (t);�).At�rstalldispersionbranches

are stable. Then at som e tim e t0 � �ss a branch

goes unstable. The size ofthe growing uctuations at

t > t0 is A k(t) � exp

hRt

t0
dt0!k(t

0)

i

. A rough crite-

rion for detectability is logA = O (10),which de�nes a

k� dependent tim e scale �inst(k) via
R�inst(k)

t0
dt0!k(t

0) =

O (10).In m ostregim es,uctuationsem ergefastestata

selected wavevectork�,because ofa peak in the disper-

sion relation !k(t) (Fig.4). W e thus de�ne the overall

tim escaleoftheinstabilitytobe�inst = �inst(k
�)(Fig.3).

Fig.4 givesthe unstable dispersion branch !k(t)and

the eigenvectoratthe m axim um in !k forthree startup

ows. �inst ism arked in each case. (W e used a continu-

ousk axisthough in practiceonly harm onicsk = n� are

allowed.) For the pure m echanicalinstability (� ! 1 ,

Fig.4(a)),!k is cut o� at large k by interfaces and at

low k (beyond thegap size)by Reynoldse�ects.Between

thereisaplateau where!k issetbytheviscoelasticstress

response,with no clearly selected lengthscale. Fig.4(b)

isforacoupled m odelfarfrom azero-shearCH dem ixing

instability (with the spinodalgiven by circlesin Fig.2).

Concentration coupling hasenhanced them echanicalin-

stability atshortlength scales;in com petition with the

interfacialterm sthisselectsa length scalek� � 1,asseen

experim entally [14]. The eigenvector at k� (Fig.4(b),

bottom )ism ainlystillin the�_ and �W directions,asex-

pected.The plateau ofthe m echanicalinstability isstill

apparentatsm aller k,since this shear rate would have

been unstable even for� ! 1 . Concentration di�usion

cannot keep pace at these length scales,and is absent

from the eigenvector. Fig.4(c) is for a system close to

zero-sheardem ixing,forwhich thelowerspinodalisata

shearratefarbelow thespinodalofthe purem echanical

instability (trianglesin Fig.2). O urim posed shearrate

isjustinside thisspinodal,so the m echanicalplateau is

absentfrom thedispersion relation,leaving only thedif-

fusive concentration-coupled branch. The eigenvectoris

dom inated by ��,so thisinstability isessentially dem ix-

ing,triggered by ow. Itoccursslowly enough thatthe

intrinsic ow curve is reached before uctuations grow

appreciably:�inst iso� the scaleofFig.4(c).

In sum m ary, we have studied the early tim e kinet-

ics ofthe shear banding instability in the d-JS m odel

with 2-uid coupling to concentration.Thespinodalon-

set ofpure m echanicalinstability with negative consti-

tutivesloped�xy=d_ < 0 (m athem atically indistinguish-

able from a ow-induced transition in,forexam ple,ne-

m atic liquid crystals[27])isshifted by coupling to con-

centration. For startup quenches deep in the unstable
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region the instability in generaloccursbeforethe hom o-

geneousstartup ow can attain the intrinsic ow curve.

An initiallength scaleisselected only iftheinstability is

coupled to concentration.Theseresultsarequalitatively

consistentwith recentexperim entson worm likem icellar

solutions[24].
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