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PACS.64.70.Pf { G lass transitions.
PACS.83.60.Rs { Shear rate dependent structure (shear thinning and shear thickening).

A bstract. { W e study the steady-state response to applied stress in a sin ple scalar m odel of
sheared colloids. O urm odel is based on a schem atic F2) m odel of the glass transition, w ith
amem ory temrm that depends on both stress and shear rate. For suiable param eters, we nd
transitions from a uid to a nonergodic, Em m ed state, show ing zero ow rate in an intervalof
applied stress. A hough the jam m ed state is a glass, we predict that am m ing transitions have
an analytical structure distinct from that of the conventionalm ode coupling glass transition.
T he static am m Ing transition we discuss is also distinct from hydrodynam ic shear thickening.

W hen sub Ected to an applied shear stress, concentrated hard-sphere colloids are known
to shearthicken {l{4]. An understanding of this in tem s of hydrodynam ic interactions has
been developed E_E;E] Recently, a di erent (@fthough seem ingly related) phenom enon hasbeen
found. Bertrand and co-workers ij] report an experin ent in which shearing a concentrated
suspension induces a transition from a uid to am etastable solid which persists affer cessation
of shear. V bration ofthe sam ple restores it to a uid state.

Because the solid paste persists In the absence of ow, such %tatic pmm ing’ cannot be
explained by hydrodynam ic forces alone. An altemative view is that after cessation of ow
the m aterial rem ains stressed; this stress is what m aintains the arrest. Indeed, Emmed
suspensions often take on a um py dry appearance as particles protrude partially from the

uld surface (@ dilatancy e ect). This entails large capillary stresses which m ight m aintain
the Bm ; lum ps of paste rem oved from a rheom eter would then rem ain solid. V bration
could destroy the pmm ed structure and restore both the uidiy and a wet appearance, as
is observed fj{:_fi]. R ather than m odel all this directly, we focus here on the sim pler case of
stress-induced am m ing w ithin an idealised rheom eter, w ith no free surfaces.

Ttwas recently proposed that pm m ing in granularm aterials t_l-gl]m ightbe closely connected
to the glass transition [11,14]. If o, the jmm ed colbidal state ound by Bertrand et alcould
resam ble a glass, abei one which is stressed and hence anisotropic. (Colloidal glasses are
welkdocum ented t_l-Z_’;].) A speculative scenario for the form ation of a shear-induced glass is as
follow s: the applied shear stress altersthe structure ofthem aterdal, iniially through shear ow
and hydrodynam ics. But as the m aterial thickens, its structure becom es m ore susceptble to
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dynam icalarrest, because an increased num ber ofclose Interparticle contactshindersdi usion.
T his prom otes a nonergodiciy transition, at concentrations som ew hat lower than would be
required w ithout the stress. In the arrested state, ow ceasesbut stress rem ains; the stress is
now sustained by interparticle and/or entropic forces rather than hydrodynam ics.

T he consideration of such a phenom enon is com plicated by the tensorialnature of applied
stresses; a system pmmed by one com ponent of an applied stress m ight be re uidised by
another [_1-9'] In the current work, we ignore these tensorial com plications, and treat apmm ing
as a generalised glass transition within a scalar model. (For a som ewhat com plem entary
approach, see I_l-l_j].) This m odel builds on the ideas of the m ode-coupling theory M CT) of
the glasstransition, but ntroducestw o new features: stress-induced arrest, and strain—induced
meam ory loss. The combination of these features allow s new shearthickening and jpmm ing
scenarios to em erge. Fuller details of our calculations w ill appear elsew here tl-g].

For a com prehensive description ofM C T, see f_l-é_i] W e outline only those aspects pertinent
to thepresent work. T he centralquantities ofthe theory aredensity uctuationsatw avevector
a, (@;t) . The correlators of these quantities, 4 (t) h (@;b ( g;0)i=hj (q%jm ay be
m easured in scattering experim ents, and provide a description of the system ’s dynam ics. In
a liquid, the system is ergodic and 4 (t) decays to zero with tine for allg. In a glass it
doesnot: Iimy; 1 ¢ ) = f5 > 0, where f4 is a nonergodicity param eter characteristic of the
arrested structure. A nite f; represents the inability ofthe structure to relax on lengthscale

2 =q, preventing an Iniial uctuation from filly decaying.

E quations of m otion can be found for the correlators 4 (t). On m aking approxim ations

suiable for a colloidal system , and dropping g-subscripts, the resul is t_l-]']:

Z ¢

O+ o—+ me O)—)d’=o0; @)
0

where . setsthe tin escale for the m icroscopic dynam ics. Herem (¢ t°) isthem em ory finc—
tion, and describes a retarded friction e ect which, in the colloidal glass transition, arises by
caging of a particke by its neighbours. n M C T, the m em ory function is found approxin ately
by Integrating (over w avevectors) a quadratic product of correlators, w ith coupling constants
that depend on the static structure factor S (@ = (=N )hj (q)3i of the system . This ap—
proxin ation m eans that anham onic Interactions between density uctuations are ignored.

G eneralisation ofthe w avevectordependentM C T to sheared system s is challenging, and so
farhas shown only shearthinning behavior f_l-g‘{é(_i] Analogousbehaviourisseen nmean eld
soin m odels ofdriven glasses f_Z-J_J'] To addressthem ore com plicated issue of pm m ing, a sin pler
starting point is needed. A prom ising one lies w ith schem atic m odels’ which capture m any
key featuresofthe M CT glasstransition. T hese schem aticm odels consider a single correlator,
rather than the in nite set £ 4 (t)g. The m an ory function is then written as a polynom ial
of the correlator, w ith coe cients (coupling constants) that schem atically represent system
variables. Larger coupling constants correspond to higher densities or lower tem peratures.
W e choose to build upon a sin ple schem aticm odel (the ¥F2m odel) orwhichm ) = v 2 ().
This m odel has an idealised glass transition at v = 4 R3): orv < 4, the only adm issable
solutions have £ = 0, whik for lJarger v nonergodic solutions, with £ > 0, appear.

To incorporate shearing into this picture we need to acoount for two e ects. Firstly, ow
suppressesm em ory : particles separated by a sn alldistance n the ow gradient direction be—
com e well separated for tin esbeyond 1=_ (with _ the shear rate). Beyond this tin escale, any
system at nonzero ow rate should losem em ory ofprevious con gurations, so that ergodicity
is restored l_2-1:,:_2-3]. (In g-space, the Im portant uctuations, which have wavevectors near the
peak ofS (q), are advected on this tin escale to higher g w here they decay rapidly. H ence cages
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are destroyed, and even those uctuationsthat are not directly advected, becom e ergodic I_l-gl].)
The second e ect is pmm ing: the fact that stress (as distinct from ow) can prom ote arrest.
Stress can hinder di usion by distorting cages and creating m ore close contacts betw een par-
ticles, particularly if these tend to arrange into a load-bearing structure l_l-g] (T his idea does
not exclude a strong transient role for hydrodynam ic e ects in determ ining what structures
actually do arise.) Such physics isunlkely to be captured w ithin the ham onic approxin ation
nom ally used in ullM CT . To capture i, one m ight m ake a ham onic expansion using the
S (@) of som e anisotropic reference state in which the them odynam ic stress was nonzero: at
the schem atic level, we should thus allow a stress dependence ofthe coe cients, alongside an
explicit m em ory loss arising from nonzero _
To allow Porboth these e ects, we m odel the m em ory fiinction under shear as follow s:

mt)= (w+ Jexp( _t) *@): @)

H ere the param eterv, representsthe system ’stendency to arrest in the absence ofany extemal
forcing, and  represents the degree to which this intrinsic m em ory is enhanced by a shear
stressofm agniude . (C larly the interesting case for pmm ing system sis > 0.) Atanall
one could argue for a quadratic dependence (since positive and negative shear stresses should
be equivalent) but we shall nd that the interesting behavior of the m odel in fact lies n a
window of stress where isnot amall. (The chosen dependence can then be Interpreted
as a linearisation about som e point near the m iddle of this w indow .) The exponential form
chosen for ow-induced m em ory loss is som ew hat arbitary, but the results do not depend
much upon this choice: the im portant part of this function involves _t 1 (so that the
apparent nonanalytic dependence at small ow rates is again Inm aterial). Another fom,

t) / 1=+ (_t)?), which is better m otivated by m icroscopic considerations I_l-gl], yields
qualitatively sin ilar num erical results, but the exponential is preferable in analytic work [_l-§']

In steady ow the stress and strain rate _ are not independent, but are related through
a viscosity (L) =_ which depends on the state of the m aterial. To close our schem atic
m odel, we need a prescription for this viscosity. In linear response, the viscosity m ay be
expressed as the tin e ntegralofa stress correlator t24 In our sin pli ed m odel, we have only
one correlator, and so w rite zZ

= ©adt= ; 3)

where we choose units so that equates to a characteristic relaxation tine . Equatjon-'_.IS is
again som ew hat ad-hoc, since we are not studying the linear response regin e; but equating
to an Jntegral of (tf (say) would give very sim ilar results. M ore generally, according to
the ullM CT llG] the viscosity diverges like the relaxation tin e of a typical correlator as one
approaches a colloidal glass transition (@ correspondence that is not lost under shear [_1@
E q:’_ﬁ captures this. It m eans that dynam ical arrest (nonzero f£) In plies a divergent viscosity
and hence zero shear rate. This is fully consistent w ith argum ents m ade above that nite _
prohibits arrest. (N ote that the shear rate refers to the steady state value, so this does not
exclide the possibility of sublinear creep ofthe strajn w ith vanishing shear rate at late tim es.)
Ourm odel is com pletely de ned by Egs. -L -2: and &. It has been solved num erically by
adapting an established algorithm forM CT equations 125] This allow s iteration (from above
or below ) of the relaxation tin e (or equivalently _) to a selfconsistent solution for xed
Vo, and .Below,when we refer to stability of the solutions, we m ean stability under this
feration. (P hysicalstability is discussed at the end.) T he num erical results were also checked
by analysis of Iim iting cases f_l-ﬁ] N ote that unstable solutions (In the sense jist de ned) also
exist: by inspection, for _ = 0, the m odel reduces to the standard F2 m odel, w ith coupling
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Fig.1l { Flow curves, stress versus shear rate _, or = 0:95. For the two largest values ofv o, it
appears that for a window in , the relaxation tim e has diverged. A nalytic calculations of the lim its
of this w indow are indicated as horizontal lines near the stress axis. T hese values of the stress are
dubbed .1 and 2, asshown here for one ofthe param eter sets. Larger shear rates (which have been
m ade din ensionless by m utiplication w ith the bare’ relaxation tine ,) are found at larger stresses.

v= Vot . Therefore, ornonzero , a nonergodic solition at zero shear rate alw ays form ally
exists for su ciently large (v, + > 4). Num erically however, i was found that this state
isunstable w ith respect to an ergodic solution whenever the latter exists. H owever, for som e
param eter choices, there is no ergodic solution w ithin a certain window of stress. Here the
nonergodic pmm ed state, with nite stressbut zero ow rate, is stable.

The resulting ‘11l pm m ing’ scenario (see also f_l-l_i]) form spart ofa w ider range of rheolog-
icalbehavior. F ig. :_]: show s three thickening scenarios, dependent on m odel param eters; v, is
chosen close to the quiescent glass transition and  is chosen close to unity. Upon increasing
Vv, there is a progression from a m onotonic, continuously shearthickening curve, via a non—
m onotonic S—shaped curve, to a curve that extends right back to the verticalaxis. It isknown
that any ow curve w ith negative slope is unstable to shear banding i_2§]; hence for the latter
two socenarios, In any experin ent at controlled shear rate, the stress would be expected to
Jum p discontinuously from the lower to the upper branch before reaching the point of in nite
slope. Such discontinuous shear thickening is w idely reported [h{4] and usually attrbuted to
hydrodynam ic Interactions E]. O ur work suggests that, at least n som e system s, thism ay
not be the only m echanisn at work. In particular, Fig. :_ZI: show s shear thickening at Peclet
numbers _ g 10 4, rather than values of order ten predicted by hydrodynam ics. W e will
discuss this in greater depth in a future paper [_15]

Forthe largest values ofthe param eterv,, In F ig. -r_]:, there is a range of stress forw hich the
shear rate retums to zero: there is then no ergodic solution, and the pmm ed state is stable.
T his represents fi1ll, static em m ing. T he lower and upper endpoints ; and ., ofthe stable
am m ed state represent distinct am m ing transitions. T heir critical stresses obey

fe [fvo + Afe 2]= & 4)
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Fig.2 { Phase diagram s’ for them odel for various v,

. The linesdenote transitions in the ( ; )-plane

A 1l states below the curve for a given value of v, are uid states, whilst those above (and on) the line
are nonergodic, am m ed states.

= (o + o)f? . Such transitions exist
prov:ded thatboth v, and aresu ciently ]arge T hem eaning ofv , is clear: it representsthe

tendency of an unsheared suspension to arrest, and is controlled by the colloid concentration
and interactions QG T he experin entalm eaning of is less clear. Bertrand et al ﬂ found
that, for concentrations below a certain value, their sam ples showed ordinary thickening,
w hilst above this value the shear-induced solid was seen. T he behaviour illustrated in Fig. :11'
is rem iniscent of this. N ote that the re— uidisation under increasing stress is dependent upon
the value of : ifthisparam eterissu ciently large (ora given value ofv ) this re- uidisation
isnot present. T his is illustrated n a bhase diagram ' ofthe m odel, dividing param eter space
Into ergodic and nonergodic regions F ig. :g) . Thisshow sthat at lJarge enough stresses, pnm ed
(uid) statesarise or > 1 ( < 1). However, for particlke densities close to but below the
quiescent glass transition, or < 1 the system Bm s in an intermm ediate w ndow of stress.
W e now exam ine the generic behavior at the pmm ing transitions w ithin our m odel, and
com pare this to the glass transition as conventionally addressed n M CT QG‘ N ote that,
because ofan expected shearbanding instability associated w ith the decreasing part of the

ow curve 26-], the Iower pmm Ing transition at

<1 M ight be m ore com plicated to access
experin entally than the upper one at

T he latter should always be accessible by raising
the stress In the uid until discontinuous shear thickening occurs (taking the system to the

upper branch of the ow curve) and then reducing the stress through the transition at

c2 -

c2 -
Thispracticaldi erence aside, we nd sim ilar behavior at both transitions for all the features
discussed below .

The standard M CT glass transition is associated with a bifircation of £ In param eter
space: at sub—critical coupling, there is no solution w ith a nonzero f£. At the transition point
there is a bifiircation in the solution adopted by the dynam ics for t !

1 . Thiskadsto a
Jmp in £, from zero to a nite valie, ©llowed by a nonanalytic variation as the coupling is

Increased. At our Amm ing transitions, there isno bifircation in £ at the transition point, and
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Fig.3 { Schem atic variation of _and f on varying . Solid (dashed) lines denote stable (unstable)
solutions. A rrow s Indicate ow under iteration. N ote that the ergodic, ow ing solution rem ains stable
beyond the bifircation point where a nonergodic solution rst arises: ig, vo + c1 > 4. Hence there
are no nonanalyticities after the discontinuity in £ at the lower or upper Bm m ing transition.

so the jimp In £ is llowed by a linear variation w ith stress. Indeed, the jpm m Ing transitions
In our model m ark the disappearance of the ergodic ( owing) solution { stable whenever
it exists { rather than the st appearance of the nonergodic (@rrested) one. The latter is
w here the bifiircation occurs, and while in the M CT of conventional glasses this coincides
w ith disappearance of the ergodic solution, here it does not. The bifircation and stability
behavior ofourm odelis summ arised in F jgure:_ﬂ. T here is a second, closely related, di erence
between the pm m ing transitions described here and the conventionalM CT glass transition.
In the viciniy of a conventional transition, there are two divergent tin escales, those of the
(shorttine) and (longtime) relaxation processes. In contrast, at the pmm ing transitions
descrbed here, there is only one. Again, this is because the transition occurs at a di erent
point In param eter space to the underlying glass transition.

T hroughout the above discussion, we have tacitly assum ed that the stability of our solu—
tionsunder iteration also govemsthe physicalselection m echanian : a ow ing state ispreferred
to a am m ed one, w henever both exist. P hysically this is not obvious, but plausble; although
the iteration does not m ap directly onto a dynam ical evolution, it does suggest that any
transient violation oqua'_Ef, leading tem porarily to an In nitesin al shear rate In the noner-
godic state, will carry the system towards a steadily ow Ing solution unless 1 < < .
N onetheless, recall that a form al nonergodic solution does exist at zero shear rate w henever
Vo + > 4. W ere this to be physically stabl and the owing solution unstable, we would
have only one pmm ing transition, show ing all the behaviour of a conventional glass tran—
sition. But reports of ow ing colloids at high stresses in discontinuously shear-thickening
system s E:{:ff] m ake that outcom e unlkely. A more plausble (though equally soeculative)
scenario is hysteresis: it m ight be posssble to m aintain a m etastable amm ed state outside
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the range 1 < < by starting within that range and carefully changing the stress. T he
m odel predicts no lin it to this at high stresses, but at low ones, m etastability cannot extend
below g @4 vy)=
In this Letter we have presented a sin ple m odel of pmm ing in suspensions, based on a
schem atic m ode-coupling m odel of the glass transition. O ur m odel exhbits transitions to a
nonergodic state, which has properties sin ilar to that of the idealised glass state ofM C T [_l-é],
but (@ssum ing that the iterative stability of solutions also controls the physicalbehavior) the
Bm m ing transitions that we nd have a novel structure. T hey are not controlled directly by
a bifircation ofthe nonergodiciy param eter, but instead by the disappearance of an ergodic,
uld phase wihin a window of stress. A spects of the m odel appear consistent w ith recent
experin ents B], although m ore work is required to clarify the nature of static pmm ing in
dense colloids under stress. W e hope that our work w ill stim ulate such experim ents.
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