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A bstract. A recent rst{principles approach to the non{linear rheology of
dense colloidal suspensions is evaluated and com pared to sim ulation results of
sheared system s close to their glass transitions. The predicted scenario of a
universal transition of the structural dynam ics between yielding of glasses and
non{N ew tonian (shearthinning) uid ow appears well obeyed, and calculations
within sim pli ed m odels rationalize the data over variations in shear rate and
viscosity of up to 3 decades.

1. Introduction

T he rheological properties of soft m aterials, such as colloidaldispersions, presum ably
originate In a num ber of physical m echanisn s, lke shear{induced phase transitions,
direct potential and hydrodynam ic interactions, advection of uctuations, and shear
banding or localization am ong others; see e. g. the oollection of papers In E:].
At higher particle concentrations, the non{linear rheology depends on how steady
shearing interferes w ith solidi cation during glass form ation. R ecently, we developed
a theory for the non-linear rheology of dense colloidal suspensions ain ed at this point
'gl]. Tt describes how the structural dynam ics is uidized by advection of density

uctuations, whilke hydrodynam ic interactions, non{linear ow pro Iles and ordering
phenom ena are neglected. Com puter sinulation studies can ensure that the latter
processes are absent and thus provide crucial tests of the presented scenario. In
this contribution, theoretical calculations w ill be com pared to Brownian dynam ics
sin ulationsofhard spheresby Strating f;‘:'] | w ithout ad jastable param eter in principle
| ,and tom oleculardynam ics sin ulations ofa sheared binary Lennard {Jonesm ixture
by Berthier and Barrat (1.

2. Theory

2.1. General aspects

A system of Brownian particles is studied In a prescribed steady shear solvent ow
w ith constant velocity gradient and shear rate _. The equation of m otion for the
tem poral evolution of the m any {particle distribution function is known E], and has
been solved for hard spherical particles at low densities i_é]. T his m odel constitutes
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a rst m icroscopic approach to real dense collbidal suspensions, and m ay serve as
a m odel sheared glassy uid :_[:7] Tt considers the \B rownian part" of the viscosity
only, which, in Stokesian D ynam ics sim ulations, Foss and B rady fund to dom nate
com pared to the hydrodynam ic one for an all shear rates g]
W hile the (approxin ate) approach developed in E_Z] gives general steady state

quantities (like the shear distorted static structure factor) and their tim e{dependent

uctuations close to glassy arrest, we w ill concentrate on the thermm odynam ic shear
stress (_) and the connected shear viscosity () = =_+ 1 ; here ; is the
viscosity ofthe background solvent. T he equations ofm otion exhibit a glass transition
bifircation, around which asym ptotic expansions capture the transition from shear{
thinning uid ow to solid{lke yielding. W ith the separation param eter " denoting
the (relative) distance from the transition, and tp a tin e scale cbtained by m atching
onto m icroscopic transient m otion, the llow ing behaviors of in the \structural
w indow " have been established ]
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where the ¢ are positive m aterial{dependent param eters (for the exponents & a
e eg. E_Q]) . The \structuralw indow ", here, is de ned as the doubl regime '] 1
and J %] 1, where the slow Ing{down of the structural dynam ics dom inates the
steady state stress. W hile the divergence of the Newtonian viscosity o = '] <
( rst lne ofEq. :_(:L)) upon approaching the transition, applies to the linear{resoonse
regineofa uid ("< 0),and isknown from m ode coupling theory (see the references
in i_ﬁ]), the novel predictions close to and above (" 0) the transition describe the
universal non {linear response of glasses to steady shearing w ith rate _ . In portantly,
a \dynam ic yield stress" * ()= (_! 0+;" 0) iscbtained becausea nite stress
has to be overcom e in order to force the glass to yield even for vanishingly sn all shear
rate; * is connected to the constants ¢, and ¢ in Eq. @). W hile the yield stress
varies strongly w ith distance to the transition deep In the glass, at xed param eters
close to the transition, the stress increases from * with a power{law in _, where
the m aterial{dependent exponent m lies around 0.15 In the m odels studied below .
The given asym ptotes are only the leading orders for " ! 0 and _tp ! 0, whike
corrections can be obtained system atically i:a’], or are included in m odel calculations
to be presented below .

T he dom Inance of the structural dynam ics In determ ining (_ty;") entails that
all exponents or constants are functions of the equilbrium structure factor S alone,
exoept Por the tine scale ty which matches to shorter non{structural dynam ics.
Thus, hydrodynam ic interactions or inertial temm s only In uence the valie of §,
which ideally could be determ ined from an analysis of the intemm ediate scattering
functions of the system E_E%]. T his resul arisesbecause the sn all{ shear rate rheology of
glassy sugpensions is dom inated by steric hindrance (the \cage{e ect") which is not
qualitatively a ected by the properties of the solvent around the particles. It is in
agream ent w ith the ndings in Stokesian dynam ics sin u]atjonsi[8] that shear thinning
is dom inated by a decrease of the B rownian part of the viscosity. T he elin ination of
particle forces in favour of the quiescent{state structure factor S is an approxin ation
ofunknown quality in the present situation, but in part m otivated by the consideration
of am all shear rates.
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22.M odels and sim pli cations

T he equations ofm otion, from which i Eq. (r_]:) follow s uniquely fora given Sy, have
not been solved yet. Two approxin ate m odels were presented and discussed in E_Z]
and shallbe used in the Hllow ing. W hile the schem atic F,';’ {m odelonly incorporates
the com petition oftwo e ects ([divergent structural relaxation tim es w ith Increasing
" and loss ofm em ory induced by shearing), the sam i{m icroscopic ISHSM combines a
sem i{quantitative description of a quiescent hard sphere colloidal dispersion E_S’J] w ith
an isotropically {averaged shear advection of density uctuations. Both m odels only
depend on two param eters which m ap onto " and _ introduced in Eq. (r_]:), and thus
can be viewed asm inin alm odels for the described scenario.
A problem when analysing data using both m odels arises from the ratio ¢,=¢

n Eqg. ('_]:), which has a sin ple physicalm eaning. Tt gives the ratio of yield stress to
transverse elastic constant (viz. shearm odulis G; ) ofthe glass at the critical point,
o=c; = & }=G¢ ,where the num erical constant ¢ = 10 (1) forthe ISHSM F,5).
This ratio can be Interpreted as a critical yield strain. Both m odels underestin ate
the e ect of shearing kading to [=G$ = 033 (034) for the ISHSM ,;),
while experim ents give values around 0.05 indicating sn aller strains are necessary
for yieding [10]. W hik the schem atic F,;” {m odel is not m eant to quantitatively
capture such ratios, this error In the ISH SM presum ably arises from the oversin pli ed
handling of the shear{induced anisotropy of density uctuations. The ISHSM treats
all directions equivalent to the vorticity direction that is perpendicular to the ow
plane. Perhaps unsurprisingly this underestin ates the e ects of shearing. W e correct
for this error n an ad{hoc fashion by rescaling the shear{rate _ when considering

(). Forthe Fl(z—) {m odel this procedure is rigorously equivalent to an adjistm ent of
theratio !=GY{ .

3. Results and com parison w ith sim ulation data

Before applying Eq. ('_]:) to a solution of colloidalhard spheres at packing fraction ,

at st the latter’s critical value, ., entering in "= C ( )J=c With C = 15
E_E%]) needs to be determ ined. This is done by testing whether the divergence of
the quiescent viscosity (and corresponding structural relaxation time) for " ! 0

is observed. The inset of g. il shows viscosities from experin ents |[11] and from
B rownian dynam ics sin ulations [Z_‘:’]. A Iso included are self{di usion coe cients from
f_l-Z_I'], which are predicted to vanish with D / J'j . Replotting the data with the
calculated = 262 [, ts to the data above 050 give . = 057 {12], 058
& 060 orD, (tw o outliers neglected) and sin ulations, respectively. Interestingly,
the two experin ental data sets provide rather close estim ates for . and indicate a
strong coupling of di usion and viscosity, D ! 04; Do for" ! 0 (neglcting the
di erencein .),wih D ( thedilute single particledi usion coe cient. The num erical
factors is about half the predicted value t_S%]. W e speculate that the discrepancy of the
extrapolation of the sin ulation resuls arises in part because the data are not fully in
the asym ptotic regim e.

W ith the quantitative know ledge of ", only the m atching tim e ty is required to
analyse the steady state viscosities in the structural w indow using the ISHSM . W e
chose to obtain i via the full ttihg procedure which consists In m atching by eye the
num erical solutions to the non{New tonian viscosity data. In this way, tp ismainly
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Figure 1. r| Steady state viscosities (symbols) from Brownian dynam ics
sin ulations [3] versus Peclet number Pey = _&=D( Por packing fractions as
labeled. Fits by eye to the data for 0:50 with the ISHSM for separation
param eters " = 0.014, 0.058, 0.097, 0.139 & 0.174 are given as solid lines and
extrapolate to ¢ = 0:59. The m atching time ty = 0:019d% 1 =kg T is obtained
and the theoretical _ is rescaled to 0:225__ asdiscussed in the text. T he inset show s
a recti cation plot with predeterm ined exppnent = 2.2 of viscosities from
experim ents El_'] (circles) ;agd sim ulations t_}] (squares), alongside self di usion
constants (crosses) from @2‘], versus packing fraction. Linear ts to the data
above 050 give ( =1 ) 1= = 12"with <= 0.58 (two outliers neglected),
(=1) ¥ =1%6"wih = 060,and @OL=Do)!" = 08" with .= 057
respectively.
determ ined by the increase of the N ew tonian viscosity, because t =(1%) holds
and =(_t) becom es independent ofty in the uid orvanishing shear rate. Them ain
r
panelof g. -_:l shows from the Brownian dynam ics sin ulations as finction of the
din ensionless Peclet number Pey = _ =D o, which m easures the e ect of shearhg
relative to the tin e a sinhgle particle di uses is diameter d. The ts by eye using
the ISHSM are included for packing fractions close to the transition, 0:50.

From the ts, mainly from the divergence of ( given in Eq. (:14'), the m atching
tine t; = 001933 ; =k T is estin ated, and inclusion of corrections to asym ptotic
behavior in the ISHSM { ts shifts the glass transition packing fraction closer to the
other detem nnations; . = 059 Pllows from the " used n  g. :_:L N ote that the
solvent viscosity is included in the theoretical curves, = 1 + 5 =(b )-'_z%. In
the shear{thinning region, the viscosity din nuishes and approaches a behavior like
z The ISHSM calculations provide ("; _tyPey) for allvalues of " and Pey, whilk Eq. (:]_.:) captures
the asym ptotic behavior for" ! 0, _tn ! 0& Pep ! O.I]§ ecause we ain at describing the proxim iy

of the glass transition, we m atch the param eters ofEq. () ( ¢ and t) there. W ithout m atching the
ISHSM gives o= 052 & tp = 0:0254° 1 =kg T .
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Figure 2. Symbols are shear stress (m ain panel) and viscosity (inset) data of‘a
super{cooled Lennard{Jones binary m ixture in reduced units taken from R ef. té_l];
from top to bottom , the tem peratures are 0.15, 0.3, 0.4, 0.45, 0.5, 0.525, 0.555 &

0.6 whljJe Te 0:435. The solid lines give ts by eye using the F 1(5) {m odel from

Ref. @] w ith separation param eters: "= 0.050, 0.037, 0.021,0.0, 0:027, 0:042,
0:054 & 0:083 (from top to bottom );unji;s areconverted by = _ = 18h i_,
where _= 053 Pg,andh i= h ("Pe)i jl.

; =_ wih strong corrections, though, m asking the power{law [_2;5]. Because of
the overestin ate of ; In the ISH SM , this decrease would set In at too high _ values
only. In order to correct for the quantitative error, the theoretical curves are plotted
versus rescaled shear rate, _ 025; ie. =@ = £ (_ 025). W ih this ad{hoc
correction, satisfactory agreem ent of theory and sim ulation resuls is seen forPey 1,
w here the steady state viscosity varies over tw o orders on variation of shear rate and
packing fraction. For larger Peclkt num bers, the data presum ably lies outside the
structural w ndow where Eq. (:J:) applies. M otivated by num erical ndings In :_f-Z],
we soeculate that the enhanced, {dependent steady state viscosities around Pey =
1 { 10 in the Brownian dynam ics sin ulations originate in the hard core repulsion.
If so, hydrodynam ic interactions which prevent particles from close contact could
appreciably a ect in this region.

A second set of steady state shear stresses and viscosities is provided by recent
large scale molcular dynam ics sinulations of a sheared sinple liquid (@ binary
Lennard{Jonesm ixture) above and below isglasstransition tem perature E]. Because
kinetic param eters do not enter the theoretical predictions, and as linear ow pro s
were obtained In the sinulations, the universal predictions of our approach can be
com pared again. Fjgure-'_i show s stationary shear stresses from the sin ulations and

ts by eye using the F1(2J {modelas speci ed In -:[’2] T he m odel provides a relaxation
tine h i as function of " and a din ensionless shear rate, denoted as P eclet num ber
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Pey, which are m apped onto the data as speci ed in the gure caption. The data

nicely span the glass transition tem perature, T. 0435 already known -r_[h], and are

well com patdble w ith a transition from a shear{thinning uid to a yielding glassw ih
nite yield stresses at and below the transition tem perature.

4. Conclusions and outlook

W e presented results of a m icroscopic theory of the nonlinear rheology of colloidal

uids and glasses under steady shear -r_fZ], and com pared them wih simulation and
experin ental data. This brought out the existence of a universal transition between
shearthinning uid ow, wih divergihg viscosity upon increasing the interactions,
and solid yielding, with a yield stress that is nite at (and beyond) the glass point.
Num erical calculations could explain sinulation results over up to 3 decades In
variation In shear rate and viscosity. A quantitative analysis of larger data sets is
required in order to detem ine the theoretical param eters for both sin ulations m ore
accurately than the estin ates found here.

The approach we outlined should be in proved with respect to the handling of
shear{induced anisotropies, and stress{induced e ects. The latterm ay lead to shear
thickening behaviour that, for m any colloiddalm aterials, occurs at higher ow rates
than those addressed here. T his avenue w ill be explored in a future paper f_l-:_’:] on a
version ofthe schem aticm odelwhich ism odi ed to include explicit stress- (@swellas
strain {rate{) dependence.
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