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A sin ple m odel for drag reduction
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D irect Num erical Sin ulations established that the FENE-P m odel of viscoelastic ow s exhibits
the phenom enon of turbulent drag reduction which is caused In experin ents by dilite polym eric
additives. To gain analytic understanding of the phenom enon we introduce in this Letter a sin ple
1-din ensionalm odelofthe FENE P equations. W e dem onstrate drag reduction in the sim plem odel,
and explain analytically the m ain observations which include (i) reduction of velocity gradients for

xed throughput and (i) increase of throughput for xed dissipation.

The addiion of few tens of parts per m illion (y
weight) of long—chain polymers to turbulent wuids can
bring about a reduction of the friction drag by up to
80% i;:]. This \drag reduction" phenom enon has in -
portant practical im plications besides being interesting
from the findam ental point of view , integrating turbu-—
lence research w ith polym er physics. In spite of intense
nterest for an extended period of tine @, d, 4], Sreeni-
vasan and W hite tl_;'] recently concluded that \it is fair to
say that the extensive —and continuing —activity hasnot
produced a m grage of the m echanisn s of drag reduc—
tion". Recently however i was shown that drag reduc—
tion is observed in D irect Num erical Sin ulation ofm odel
viscoelastic hydrodynam ic equations E, :_é, :j.]. From the
theoretical view point these ocbservations are crucial, indi-
cating that the phenom enon is inclided in the solutions
of the m odel equations. Understanding drag reduction
then becom es a usual challenge of theoretical physics.
In this Letter we present a further simn pli cation of the
m odel equations and gain analytic insights into the phe-
nom enon. The FENE-P equation for the uid velocity
u (r;t) contains an additional stress tensor related to the

polym er:
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where g istheviscosity oftheneat uid,F isthe forcing
and the stress tensor T is detem ined by the polym er
conform ation tensor R according to

o f@iD

2
P 0

T (r;v) = R@E;v)y 1 : )

here , isa viscosity param eter, , isa relaxation tin e for
the polym er conform ation tensor, ( isthe m sextension
of the polym ers In equilbrium , and £ (r;t) is a function
that 1im its the growth of the trace of R . The m odel is
closed by the equation of m otion for the conform ation
tensor which reads
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FIG.1l: Themean ow velocity as a function of the distance

from thewallfortheFENE-P (dashed line) vs. theN ew tonian
ow (continuous line). The pro ks hardly change near the

wall, but the am plitude is larger for the FENE P solution.
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These equations were simulated on the computer in a
channelor pipe geom etry. Them ain observations on the
e ect ofthe polym er on the turbulent ow that we need
to focus on are the follow Ing: (i) Fora xed pressuregra—
dient at the wall the uid throughput is increased (see
Fig. 1). (i) Fora xed throughput the gradient at the
wall decreases (ie. the dissipation decreases). (iii) The
trace of the conform ation tensor R ©llow s qualitatively
the m s stream w ise velocity (see Fig. 2). W e are par-
ticularly interested in point (ili) since in our opinion the
space dependence of the am ount of stretching (and w ith
it ofthe e ective viscosiy) is crucial, and com pare -'_IB,-'_b]
for a discussion of this point in the context of the insta—
bility of Jam nar ows. Obviously, Egs. :_('.l)—:_(:B) as they
stand are not am enable to analytic Investigation in the
turbulent regin e. To gain insight we therefore attem pt
to sin plify them asmuch as possble w thout losing the
m an phenom ena (I)—(iil) . C onsider therefore a m odel for
the stream w ise velocity which is the Burger’s equation
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FIG . 2: Upper panel: the dependence of the m s velocity

uctuations as a function of the distance from the wall. W e
are Interested in Uy s fOr com parison w ith ourm odel. Lower
panel: the trace ofthe conform ation tensorR asa function of
thedistance from thewall. W e stress the qualitative sin ilarity
to the dependence 0of U, s In the upper panel.

(U In the stream w ise directions w ith gradients in the y
(wallnom al) direction), to which the e ect of a scalar
R is added:

Ug+ uuy, = Uyyt SRy + F ; 4)

R¢+ uR, = ER + Ruy : 5)
where a subscript y stands for a partial derivative w ith
regpect to y. In the llow ing we shall denote Egs. @)—
@3) w ith the acronin ous uR m odel. The param eter s is
related to the polym er concentration, and  is the re-
laxation tine of R . W e will consider the m odel in the
domain L y L, wih boundary conditions chosen
later. W e uhj]ldenote soatial averages by pointed brack—
ets,IAi ", A (y)dy. The sinplicity of the uR m odel
allow s us to state the energy budget In sinpl tem s.
M ultiplying @) by u and taking the spatial average of
@) and @) we obtain:

14 , 2 . .
-—— u® = u, + shuR,i+ W ui )
2dt
a ., 1, .
—MmRi= —-MRi+ 2Ru,i (7)
dt

FIG . 3: Com parison of the solution of the uR m odel (con-
nected circles) to the solution of Burger’s equation (continu-
ous line). T he dashed line corresponds to the function R . The
param eters are = 104,u0 = 1:17,s= 025 and Rg = 2:5.

The temm huR ,im easures the \energy" given by the ve-
Icity edu tothepolymer edR .M ultiplying(7) by
=2 and summ ing }) with @) we cbtain:
d 1
—

2 s . 2 s . .
— u® + —MRi= u — MRi+ HFui @)
dt 2
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In the steady state the overall power HF ui is balanced
by the overall energy dissipation per unit tineD ,D =

u? + £ MRi.Thetem 3 u® + 2IR1 represents the
sum ofthe kineticenergy ofthe ow plisthepotentialen-
ergy ofthe stretched polym ers. W e rem ark that already
from these elem entary consideration it becom esclearthat
ora xed power input the existence of the tem 3> IR 1
necessarily reduces the gradients ofu in agreem ent w ith
point (i) above. To address points (ii) and ({ii) further
we consider next the solution ofthemodelwih F = 0
and wih a xed velocity u and stretching R at L and
L . In other words, we take as boundary conditions

u( L)=up;u)= uy;R(L)=R@L)=Rg: (9)

In Fig. 3 we com pare the solution of the uR m odel to
that of the pure Burger’s equation (ie. Eg. ('_4) w ith
R = F = 0. To focus our thinking we would lke the
reader to consider the solution In the left half space asa
m odel ofthe stream w ise velocity com ponent in the lower
half channel, wih the solution in the right half space
being sin ply an antisymm etric copy. The position of
the lateral \wall" is m odeled by the point where u = 0.
Thinking thisway points (i) and (iii) are clearly dem on—
strated. W e proceed now analytically to dem onstrate
drag reduction (oint (ii)) and to understand the pro ke
ofR (ooint (iii)). F irst we consider the stationary soli—
tion of the pure Burger's equation. Integrate equation
@ nyto nd
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uy + Euo (10)



w here the constant of Integration was xed by noticing
that for L su ciently large uy is expected to vanish at
the boundaries. M utiplying ClO ) by uy, and integrating

between L and L usihg the boundary conditions, we
nd the viscous dissipation
2
li= 5ug 1)

N ext we consider the solution of the uR m odel for the
sam e boundary conditions @) andR 0. In the station—
ary state Ry = 0, and by dividing Eq. (r'_d) by Ru we can
Integrate i form ally in y and cbtain:
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where a is a constant of integration. T his equation is the
explanation of point (iii). It says that for an all velocity
u 0, ie. ry 0, R necessarily goes to 0. In par-
ticular, approxin ating u = my near the pointy = 0,
we obtain R 1P whereb= 1+ 1= ). Thus we
should expect that at positions wih an allu where the
gradient ofu is large the generic behavior ofR isa cusp
with R = 0 form 1. To com pute the dissipation an-—
alytically we consider the Iim it ! 1 , ie. we ook for
a solution at the zero order of the perturbation serdes in
1= . In this lim it:

Ro |,
R=—mj 13)
Up
Retuming to Eq. ('_4) we Integrate i In y to obtain
1, 1,
uy = Eu SR + sRg Euo : (14)

W e can now substitute Eq. C_l--f:) In the domain L
y 0 where 31j= u, and integrate between L and 0.
M ultiplying the result by a factorof2 we nd the viscous
dissipation g
R = 5ug 3sR oug 15)

T his resul is an analytic dem onstration ofpoint (i). 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 constant the energy dissipation whilke increasing the
value ofu at the boundary, to dem onstrate point (I). W e
choose however to dem onstrate point (i) next, using a
forced solution. Point (i) is m ost clearly dem onstrated
In the uR m odelusing periodic boundary conditions and
constant forcing. W e consider 0 y 2 and choose
the extemal forcing F to be:
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F () = fisindy); ﬁ>r7 y 2 (1)

FIG . 4: The solution of the uR m odelw ith constant forcing
and periodic boundary conditions (connceted circles). Con-
tinuous line: the Burger equation w ithout the polym er.

W e exam Ined the solutions of the uR m odel for the set
of param eters f; = 01, £f; = 005, = 001,s= 001
and initial conditions R (y) = 2sin (y). The rem aining
param eter is the relaxation tine . Ik tums out that for
very am all values of , no e ect of the polymer eld is
observed. W e ram ark that for periodic boundary con—
ditions the Im it ! 0 corresgoonds to the case of no
poymer.) For ! 1 no stationary solutions can be
obtamned. For amnaller than som e critical value ., the
solution of the uR m odel show s stable stationary solu—
tions w ith drag reduction. T he typical situation is pre—
sented in Fig. :ff, show ing the num erical solutions for
= (0a5) * o, com pared against the solution of
Burger's equation. The uR m odel show s a larger am pli-
tude near the strongest shock due to forcngatx = 3 =4.
Tt 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 (iil) is nicely
dem onstrated Jl'l Fi. 5 w hich presents the solution forR
together w ith u? forboth the uR m odel and the Burger
equation. A s one can clarly see, the behavior of R is
sin ilar to what observed In Fig. 1, namely there is a
qualitative sin ilarity between the space dependence of
R and u?, here with sharp cusp in R near the point of
maxinum gradient of u. On the other hand, the sm all-
est shock present In the solution of B urger’s equation has
been com pletely an oothed out by the uR m odel. This is
an Indication that when R isnot su ciently suppressed
w here the gradient ofu is signi cant, there can be drag
enhancem ent. This In portant point w ill be addressed
again in the concliding rem arks. Again, the sin plicity
ofthemodela ordsan analytic explanation of why the
solution near the biggest shock show s a larger velociy
am plitude com pared to the Burger equation. Let yg be
the position ofthe m axim alvelociy near the shock. The
position yy is unchanged in the two m odels. W e can ex—
pand u, F and R as power series near yp. Let be
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FIG .5: The solution of the uR m odelw ith constant forcing
and periodic boundary conditions. D ashed line: R (y). Con-—
nected circles: 20u® of the solution of uR . Solid line: 20u® of
the solution of Burger’s equation.

de nedas =g Vo, whereys = 3 =4 is where the
velocity vanishes (the \wall" position in ourmodel). W e
have:

uly)=ug uyy’ ;F (y)=Fo+ F1y ;R (y) = Ry + R1y
()]
where Fy fp and F; fo because of Eq. (_l_d).

Inserting C_l-]') into the uR m odel, we cbtain:

fo+ sRy 1 sR g
U= ————= 1,1+ P); P = (18)

fo fO
where u, = = is the solution obtained w ithout poly—
mer, P = 0). The increm ent of the velocity, which is

responsible orthe drag reduction, isproportionalto sR.
In summ ary, we have introduced a sin ple m odel of
the e ect of polym eric addiives to New tonian
w ih the ain of understanding In sin ple m athem atical
term s som e of the prom inent features associated w ith
the phenom enon of drag reduction. N eedless to say, the
m odel cannot be taken as quantitative; we were con-—
cemed w ih the qualitative features sum m arized above
for convenience as point (i)—(iil) . W e dem onstrated that
ourm odel reproduces these qualitative features, and pro—
vided straightforward analytic explanation to all those
features. It appears that we can draw from the resultsof
thism odel a few im portant conclusions: (i) A rgum ents
conceming the turbulent cascade process do not appear
essential. T hese argum entsare the halim ark ofthe theory
presented in i_4] which proposed that the main e ect of
the polym er is to Introduce a dissipative cuto at scales
larger than the K oln ogorov scale, due to the polym er
relaxation tin e m atching there the hydrodynam ic tim e
scale. LookingatEq. 6'_5) one could think that the lJargest
velocity gradients could be estim ated as hja, ji 1= .
But sihce R can go to zero w here the gradient is largest,

uids,

such estin 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 itself to drag enhancem ent rather
than reduction. (i) D rag reduction is a phenom enon
that appears on the scals of the system size, involring
energy containing m odes rather than dissipative, an all
scale m odes t_l-C_)'] (ii}) Them ain point appears to be the
space dependence of the stretching of the polym er, here
m odeled by the valie of R (y). It is crucial that R is
an all where the velocity gradients are large. It is the
space dependence of the e ective viscosity which should
be looked at as the source of drag reduction. A sin ilar
conclusion was arrived to in the context of the study of
the stability of lam lnar ow s n a channelgeom etry :_[é;'_b]
accept that there the space dependence of the e ective
viscosity had been introduced by hand. In the FENE-
P context as well as In our m odel (@nd presum ably in
actual experin ents) the space dependence appears self
consistently. Tt rem ains to understand this self consistent
build up ofdi erentiale ective viscosity in the context of
the m uch m ore elaborate FENE P m odel. In light of the
present results this appears an extrem ely worthw hile en—
deavorthat w ill shed in portant light on the phenom enon
of drag reduction.
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