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A sim ple m odelfor drag reduction
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D irect Num ericalSim ulations established that the FENE-P m odelofviscoelastic ows exhibits

the phenom enon ofturbulent drag reduction which is caused in experim ents by dilute polym eric

additives. To gain analytic understanding ofthe phenom enon we introduce in thisLettera sim ple

1-dim ensionalm odeloftheFENE-P equations.W edem onstratedragreduction in thesim plem odel,

and explain analytically the m ain observationswhich include (i)reduction ofvelocity gradientsfor

�xed throughputand (ii)increase ofthroughputfor�xed dissipation.

The addition of few tens of parts per m illion (by

weight) oflong-chain polym ers to turbulent  uids can

bring about a reduction of the friction drag by up to

80% [1]. This \drag reduction" phenom enon has im -

portant practicalim plications besides being interesting

from the fundam entalpoint ofview,integrating turbu-

lence research with polym erphysics. In spite ofintense

interestforan extended period oftim e [2,3,4],Sreeni-

vasan and W hite[1]recently concluded that\itisfairto

say thattheextensive-and continuing -activity hasnot

produced a � rm grasp ofthe m echanism sofdrag reduc-

tion". Recently howeverit wasshown that drag reduc-

tion isobserved in DirectNum ericalSim ulation ofm odel

viscoelastic hydrodynam ic equations[5,6,7]. From the

theoreticalviewpointtheseobservationsarecrucial,indi-

cating thatthe phenom enon isincluded in the solutions

ofthe m odelequations. Understanding drag reduction

then becom es a usualchallenge of theoreticalphysics.

In this Letter we presenta further sim pli� cation ofthe

m odelequationsand gain analyticinsightsinto the phe-

nom enon. The FENE-P equation for the  uid velocity

u(r;t)containsan additionalstresstensorrelated to the

polym er:

@u

@t
+ (u � r )u = � r p+ �sr

2
u + r � T + F ; (1)

where�s istheviscosity oftheneat uid,F istheforcing

and the stress tensor T is determ ined by the polym er

conform ation tensorR according to

T (r;t)=
�p

�p

�

f(r;t)

�2
0

R (r;t)� 1

�

: (2)

here�p isaviscosityparam eter,�p isarelaxationtim efor

thepolym erconform ation tensor,�0 istherm sextension

ofthe polym ersin equilibrium ,and f(r;t)isa function

that lim its the growth ofthe trace ofR . The m odelis

closed by the equation ofm otion for the conform ation

tensorwhich reads

@R ��

@t
+ (u � r )R�� =

@u�

@r
R � + R �

@u

@r�
(3)
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FIG .1:The m ean ow velocity asa function ofthe distance

from thewallfortheFENE-P (dashed line)vs.theNewtonian

ow (continuous line). The pro�les hardly change near the

wall,butthe am plitude islargerforthe FENE-P solution.
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These equations were sim ulated on the com puter in a

channelorpipegeom etry.Them ain observationson the

e� ectofthepolym eron the turbulent ow thatweneed

tofocuson arethefollowing:(i)Fora� xed pressuregra-

dient at the wallthe  uid throughput is increased (see

Fig. 1). (ii)Fora � xed throughputthe gradientatthe

walldecreases(i.e. the dissipation decreases). (iii)The

trace ofthe conform ation tensorR followsqualitatively

the rm s stream wise velocity (see Fig. 2). W e are par-

ticularly interested in point(iii)sincein ouropinion the

spacedependence ofthe am ountofstretching (and with

itofthee� ectiveviscosity)iscrucial,and com pare[8,9]

fora discussion ofthispointin the contextofthe insta-

bility oflam inar  ows. O bviously,Eqs. (1)-(3)as they

stand are not am enable to analytic investigation in the

turbulentregim e. To gain insightwe therefore attem pt

to sim plify them asm uch aspossible withoutlosing the

m ain phenom ena (i)-(iii).Considerthereforea m odelfor

the stream wise velocity which is the Burger’s equation

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210523v1
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FIG .2: Upper panel: the dependence of the rm s velocity

uctuationsas a function ofthe distance from the wall. W e

are interested in Urm s forcom parison with ourm odel.Lower

panel:thetraceoftheconform ation tensorR asa function of

thedistancefrom thewall.W estressthequalitativesim ilarity

to the dependence ofUrm s in the upperpanel.

(u in the stream wise directions with gradients in the y

(wall-norm al)direction),to which the e� ect ofa scalar

R isadded:

ut+ uuy = �uyy + sR y + F ; (4)

R t+ uR y = �
1

�
R + Ruy : (5)

where a subscripty standsfor a partialderivative with

respectto y. In the following we shalldenote Eqs. (4)-

(5)with the acronim ousuR m odel. The param eters is

related to the polym er concentration,and � is the re-

laxation tim e ofR. W e willconsider the m odelin the

dom ain � L � y � L,with boundary conditionschosen

later.W e willdenote spatialaveragesby pointed brack-

ets,hAi�
RL

� L A(y)dy. The sim plicity ofthe uR m odel

allows us to state the energy budget in sim ple term s.

M ultiplying (4) by u and taking the spatialaverage of

(4)and (5)weobtain:

1

2

d

dt




u
2
�

= � �



u
2

y

�

+ shuR yi+ hF ui (6)

d

dt
hRi= �

1

�
hRi+ 2hRuyi (7)
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FIG .3: Com parison ofthe solution ofthe uR m odel(con-

nected circles) to the solution ofBurger’sequation (continu-

ousline).Thedashed linecorrespondstothefunction R .The

param etersare � = 104,u0 = 1:17,s= 0:25 and R 0 = 2:5.

The term huR yim easuresthe \energy" given by the ve-

locity � eld u to the polym er� eld R.M ultiplying (7)by

s=2 and sum m ing (7)with (6)weobtain:

d

dt
(
1

2




u
2
�

+
s

2
hRi)= � �




u
2

y

�

�
s

2�
hRi+ hF ui (8)

In the steady state the overallpower hF ui is balanced

by the overallenergy dissipation per unit tim e D ,D =

�



u2y

�

+ s

2�
hRi.Theterm 1

2




u2
�

+ s

2
hRirepresentsthe

sum ofthekineticenergyofthe ow plusthepotentialen-

ergy ofthe stretched polym ers.W e rem ark thatalready

from theseelem entaryconsiderationitbecom esclearthat

fora � xed powerinputthe existence ofthe term s

2�
hRi

necessarily reducesthe gradientsofu in agreem entwith

point(ii)above. To addresspoints(ii)and (iii)further

we consider nextthe solution ofthe m odelwith F = 0

and with a � xed velocity u and stretching R at� L and

L.In otherwords,we takeasboundary conditions

u(� L)= u0;u(L)= � u0;R(� L)= R(L)= R 0 : (9)

In Fig. 3 we com pare the solution ofthe uR m odelto

that ofthe pure Burger’s equation (i.e. Eq. (4) with

R = F = 0.) To focus our thinking we would like the

readerto considerthesolution in the lefthalfspaceasa

m odelofthestream wisevelocity com ponentin thelower

halfchannel, with the solution in the right half space

being sim ply an anti-sym m etric copy. The position of

the lateral\wall" ism odeled by the pointwhere u = 0.

Thinking thisway points(ii)and (iii)areclearly dem on-

strated. W e proceed now analytically to dem onstrate

drag reduction (point(ii))and to understand the pro� le

ofR (point(iii)). Firstwe considerthe stationary solu-

tion ofthe pure Burger’s equation. Integrate equation

(4)in y to � nd

1

2
u
2 = �uy +

1

2
u
2

0
(10)
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where the constantofintegration was� xed by noticing

that for L su� ciently large uy is expected to vanish at

the boundaries.M ultiplying (10)by uy,and integrating

between � L and L using the boundary conditions,we

� nd the viscousdissipation �

�� �hu
2

xi=
2

3
u
3

0
(11)

Next we consider the solution ofthe uR m odelfor the

sam eboundary conditions(9)and R � 0.In thestation-

ary state R t = 0,and by dividing Eq.(5)by Ru we can

integrateitform ally in y and obtain:

R = ajujexp(�
1

�

Z
dy

u
) (12)

wherea isa constantofintegration.Thisequation isthe

explanation ofpoint(iii). Itsaysthatforsm allvelocity

u � 0,i.e. for y � 0,R necessarily goes to 0. In par-

ticular,approxim ating u = � m y near the point y = 0,

we obtain R � jujb where b = 1 + 1=(m �). Thus we

should expect that at positions with sm allu where the

gradientofu islargethe genericbehaviorofR isa cusp

with R = 0 form � � 1.To com pute the dissipation an-

alytically we considerthe lim it� ! 1 ,i.e. we look for

a solution atthe zero orderofthe perturbation seriesin

1=�.In thislim it:

R =
R 0

u0
juj: (13)

Returning to Eq.(4)weintegrateitin y to obtain

�uy =
1

2
u
2
� SR + sR 0 �

1

2
u
2

0
: (14)

W e can now substitute Eq. (13) in the dom ain � L �

y � 0 where juj= u,and integrate between � L and 0.

M ultiplying theresultby afactorof2we� nd theviscous

dissipation �R

�R =
2

3
u
3

0
� 3sR 0u0 (15)

Thisresultisan analyticdem onstration ofpoint(ii).W e

note that our analysis has been perform ed in the lim it

� ! 1 . For large but � nite values of� the qualita-

tive picture we have drawn is unchanged. Needless to

say,the above discussion can be reform ulated by keep-

ing constantthe energy dissipation while increasing the

valueofu attheboundary,to dem onstratepoint(i).W e

choose however to dem onstrate point (i) next,using a

forced solution. Point (i) is m ost clearly dem onstrated

in theuR m odelusing periodicboundary conditionsand

constant forcing. W e consider 0 � y � 2� and choose

the externalforcing F to be:

F (y) = f0sin(4y=3); for0� y �
3�

2
;

F (y) = f1sin(4y); for
3�

2
� y � 2� : (16)
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FIG .4: The solution ofthe uR m odelwith constantforcing

and periodic boundary conditions (connceted circles). Con-

tinuousline:the Burgerequation withoutthe polym er.

W e exam ined the solutionsofthe uR m odelforthe set

ofparam eters f0 = 0:1,f1 = 0:05,� = 0:01,s = 0:01

and initialconditions R(y) = 2sin(y). The rem aining

param eteristhe relaxation tim e �.Itturnsoutthatfor

very sm allvalues of�,no e� ect ofthe polym er � eld is

observed. (W e rem ark that for periodic boundary con-

ditions the lim it � ! 0 corresponds to the case ofno

polym er.) For � ! 1 no stationary solutions can be

obtained. For� sm allerthan som e criticalvalue �c,the

solution ofthe uR m odelshows stable stationary solu-

tionswith drag reduction. The typicalsituation is pre-

sented in Fig. 4, showing the num ericalsolutions for

� = (0:15)� 1 � �c, com pared against the solution of

Burger’sequation.The uR m odelshowsa largeram pli-

tudenearthestrongestshock duetoforcingatx = 3�=4.

It is worth noting that the gradient is m aintained ex-

trem ely close to the one obtained by the Burger equa-

tion,dem onstrating nicely point(i). Point(iii)isnicely

dem onstrated in Fig.5 which presentsthesolution forR

togetherwith u2 forboth the uR m odeland the Burger

equation. As one can clearly see,the behavior ofR is

sim ilar to what observed in Fig. 1,nam ely there is a

qualitative sim ilarity between the space dependence of

R and u2,here with sharp cusp in R near the point of

m axim um gradientofu. O n the otherhand,the sm all-

estshock presentin thesolution ofBurger’sequation has

been com pletely sm oothed outby theuR m odel.Thisis

an indication thatwhen R isnotsu� ciently suppressed

where the gradientofu issigni� cant,there can be drag

enhancem ent. This im portant point willbe addressed

again in the concluding rem arks. Again,the sim plicity

ofthe m odela� ordsan analytic explanation ofwhy the

solution near the biggest shock shows a larger velocity

am plitude com pared to the Burgerequation. Lety0 be

theposition ofthem axim alvelocity neartheshock.The

position y0 isunchanged in the two m odels.W e can ex-

pand u, F and R as power series near y0. Let � be
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FIG .5: The solution ofthe uR m odelwith constantforcing

and periodic boundary conditions. D ashed line: R (y). Con-

nected circles:20u2 ofthe solution ofuR.Solid line:20u2 of

the solution ofBurger’sequation.

de� ned as � = ys � y0,where ys = 3�=4 is where the

velocity vanishes(the\wall" position in ourm odel).W e

have:

u(y)= u0 � u2y
2
;F (y)= F0 + F1y ;R(y)= R 0 + R 1y

(17)

where F0 � f0� and F1 � � f0 because ofEq. (16).

Inserting (17)into the uR m odel,weobtain:

u0 =
�f0 + sR 0�

� 1

� f0
= ub(1+ P ); P =

sR 0

��f0
(18)

where ub = �=� is the solution obtained without poly-

m er,(P = 0). The increm ent ofthe velocity,which is

responsibleforthedragreduction,isproportionaltosR 0.

In sum m ary, we have introduced a sim ple m odelof

the e� ect of polym eric additives to Newtonian  uids,

with the aim ofunderstanding in sim ple m athem atical

term s som e of the prom inent features associated with

the phenom enon ofdrag reduction. Needlessto say,the

m odel cannot be taken as quantitative; we were con-

cerned with the qualitative features sum m arized above

forconvenience aspoint(i)-(iii). W e dem onstrated that

ourm odelreproducesthesequalitativefeatures,and pro-

vided straightforward analytic explanation to allthose

features.Itappearsthatwecan draw from theresultsof

this m odela few im portant conclusions: (i) Argum ents

concerning the turbulentcascade processdo notappear

essential.Theseargum entsarethehallm arkofthetheory

presented in [4]which proposed that the m ain e� ect of

the polym eristo introduce a dissipativecuto� atscales

larger than the K olm ogorov scale,due to the polym er

relaxation tim e m atching there the hydrodynam ic tim e

scale.LookingatEq.(5)onecould think thatthelargest

velocity gradients could be estim ated as hjuyji � 1=�.

ButsinceR can go to zero wherethegradientislargest,

such estim ates cannot be m ade. M oreover,just an in-

crease in the dissipative scale cannot account for drag

reduction; a hom ogeneous increase in the e� ective vis-

cosity should lead by itselfto drag enhancem entrather

than reduction. (ii) Drag reduction is a phenom enon

thatappears on the scalesofthe system size,involving

energy containing m odes rather than dissipative,sm all

scalem odes[10].(iii)The m ain pointappearsto be the

space dependence ofthe stretching ofthe polym er,here

m odeled by the value ofR(y). It is crucialthat R is

sm allwhere the velocity gradients are large. It is the

space dependence ofthe e� ective viscosity which should

be looked atasthe source ofdrag reduction. A sim ilar

conclusion wasarrived to in the contextofthe study of

thestability oflam inar owsin a channelgeom etry [8,9]

accept that there the space dependence ofthe e� ective

viscosity had been introduced by hand. In the FENE-

P context as wellas in our m odel(and presum ably in

actualexperim ents) the space dependence appears self

consistently.Itrem ainstounderstand thisselfconsistent

build up ofdi� erentiale� ectiveviscosityin thecontextof

them uch m oreelaborateFENE-P m odel.In lightofthe

presentresultsthisappearsan extrem ely worthwhileen-

deavorthatwillshed im portantlighton thephenom enon

ofdrag reduction.
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