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Flow phase diagram s for concentration-coupled shear banding

S.M . Fiedind] and P. D . O In sted]
Polymer IRC and D epartm ent of Physics & A stronom vy,
University of Leaeds, Leeds LS2 9JT, United K ingdom
D ated: January 14, 2022)

A fter surveying the experim ental evidence for concentration coupling in the shear banding of
wom like m icellar surfactant system s, we present ow phase diagram s spanned by shear stress (or
strain—rate) and concentration, calculated w ithin the two- uid, non-local Johnson-Segalm an (d-JS—

) model. W e also give results for the m acroscopic ow curves (_; ) for a range of (average)
concentrations . For any concentration that is high enough to give shear banding, the ow curve
show s the usualnon-analytic kink at the onset ofbanding, follow ed by a coexistence \plateau" that
slopes upwards, d =d _ > 0. A s the concentration is reduced, the width of the coexistence regin e
din inishes and eventually tem inates at a non-equilbbrium critical point [ ¢; <;_c]. W e outline
the way in which the ow phase diagram can be reconstructed from a fam ily of such ow curves,

(_; ), measured for several di erent values of . This reconstruction could be used to check new
m easurem ents of concentration di erencesbetw een the coexisting bands. O urd-JS— m odelcontains
two di erent spatial gradient tem s that describe the interface between the shearbands. The rstis
in the viscoelastic constitutive equation, w ith a characteristic (m esh) length 1. T he second is in the
(generalised) C ahn-H illiard equation, w ith the characteristic length forequilbrium concentration—

uctuations. W e show that the phase diagram s (and so also the ow curves) depend on the ratio
r I ,wih loss of unique state selection at r= 0. W e also give results for the fi1ll shearbanded
pro les, and study the divergence of the interfacial w idth (relative to 1and ) at the critical point.

PACS numbers: 47504+ d Non-Newtonian uid ows{ 4720k Hydrodynam ic stability{ 3620.r M acro—

m olecules and polym er m olecules

I. NTRODUCTION

For many complex uids, the intrinsic constitutive
curve of shear stress as a function of shear rate _ is
non-m onotonic, adm itting m ultiple values of shear rate
at com m on stress. For sem idilute wormm likem icelles, the—
ory [, 2, 3] predicts the ©Hm ACEG ofFig.[. In the
range _¢1 < _ < _ wherethe stress isdecreasing, steady
hom ogeneous ow (Fig.[k) is unstable ﬂ]. For an ap—
plied shear rate _ in this unstabl range, Spenlky, C ates
and M cLeish E] proposed that the system separates into
high and low shear rate bands (., and _+; Fig.[Bb) and
that any change in the applied shear rate then m erely ad—
Justs the relative fraction of the bands, whilk the stress

se1 Which is comm on to both) rem ains constant. The
steady state ow curve then hasthe form ABFG . Several
constitutive m odels augm ented w ith interfacial gradient
tem s have captured this behaviour E,E,H,E].

E xperim entally, this scenario has been widely ob-—
served in sem dilute wom lke m icelles [, [1d, [11]. The
steady state ow curve Which is often attained only
after very long transients E']) has a well de ned, re—
producble stress plateau ;1. Coexistence of high and
low viscosity bands has been observed by NM R spec—
troscopy E, E, E, E]. Further evidence com es from
an allangle neutron scattering (SAN S) E,E,lﬂ,lﬁ,lﬁ];
and from ow birefringence #B) [19,R2d, 21,271, which
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FIG. 1l: Schematic ow curves for wom lke m icelles: the
hom ogeneous constitutive curve is ACEG ; the steady shear—
banded ow curve is BF (without concentration coupling in
planar shear) or B'’F’ (with concentration coupling, or In a
cylindrical C ouette device) .

reveals a (quasi) nem atic birefringence band coexisting
w ith an isotropic one (but see E,@]) .

In som e system s, the coexistence plateau is not per—
fectly at, but slopes upward slightly with increasing
shear rate B'F’ in Fig.[ll). See, or examplk, Ref. 23
for CTAB (03M )/NaNOs (1:79M )/H,0 at m icellar vol-
ume fraction = 11% . This e ect is much m ore pro—
nounced in other, m ore concentrated system s that are
near an underlying (zero-shear) isotropicnem atic (IN)
transition (  30% ) [14,[14, 241

In a cylindrical C ouette geom etry, this upward slope
is qualitatively consistent w ith the inhom ogeneous stress
arising from the cell curvature: as the high-shear band
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FIG .2: (@) Hom ogeneous shear rate and () banded pro ls.

at the inner cylinder expands outward with increasing
applied shear rate, the applied torque m ust increase to
ensure that the interface between the bands stays at the
selected stress 1 [B]. However a m ore generic explana—
tion, Independent of geom etry, is that the shear banding
transition is coupled to concentration [1,127]. In this case,
the properties of each phase m ust change as the applied
shear rate is tracked through the coexistence regin €, be—
cause m aterial is redistributed between the bands as the
high shearband growsto 1lthe gap.

G enerically, one expects ow to be coupled to concen—
tration in viscoelastic solutions where the di erent con—
stituents (polym er and solvent) have w idely separated
relaxation tim escales 28, 129, 13d, 131, 134, 133, 134, 135].
Thiswasexplained by H elfand and Fredrickson HEF') 29]
as follows. In a sheared solution, the parts of an ex—
tended polym er m olecule @ icelle for our purposes) in
regions of low er viscosity w ill, upon relaxing to equilb-
rium , m ove m ore than the parts m ired in a region of
high viscosity and concentration. A relaxing m olcule
therefore on average m oves tow ards the higher concen—
tration region. T his provides a positive feedback m echa—
nism whereby m icelles can m ove up their own concentra—
tion gradient, and leads to ow-enhanced concentration

uctuations perpendicular to the shear com pression axis.
Thiswas observed in steadily sheared polym er solutions
In theearly 1990’s 32]. In a ram arkable paper, Schm it et
al. 27] discussed the in plications ofthis feedback m echa—
nisn fortheonsetof ow instabilities. Strongly enhanced
concentration uctuationsw ere subsequently cbserved in
the early tin e kinetics ofthe shear banding instability in
Ref. [34].

Recently, therefore, we introduced a model of
concentration-coupled shear banding [37,138] by com bin—
Ing the di usive Johnson Segalm an (d-JS) m odel [4,139]
wih a two— uld approach 2§, 144, 141, 142] to concentra—
tion uctuations. This \d-JS— " m odel does not address
the m icroscopics of any particular viscoelastic system ,
but Instead should be regarded as a m inin alm odel that
com bines (i) a constitutive curve like that of sem dilute
wom lke m icelles (Fig.[l) with (i) the non-local (inter—
facial) tem s required for selection of a unigque banded
state [@]and (iil) a sin ple approach to concentration cou—
pling.

In Refs. [37,138], we exam ined the linear stability of ini-
tially hom ogeneous shear states in thisd-JS— m odelw ith
respect to coupled uctuations In shear rate _, m icellar
strain W and oconcentration . W e thereby calculated

the \spinodal", inside w hich such hom ogeneous states are
unstable. W e also calculated the selected length scale at
which inhom ogeneiy rst em erges during startup ow s
In the unstable region. In the lm it of zero concentra-
tion coupling, the unstable region coincides w ith that of
negative slope in the hom ogeneous constitutive curve, as
expected; but no length scale is selected during startup.
C oncentration coupling enhances this instability at short
length scales. It thereby broadens the region of insta-—
bility, and selects a length scale at which inhom ogeneity
m ust em erge.

In the present paper, we compute the correspond-
ing steady-state ow phase diagram (the \binodals" and
their tie-lines). As far as we are aware, this is the

rst concrete calculation ain ed at qualitatively describ—
Ing concentration-coupled shearbanding for system s such
as sem idilite womn like m icelles. W e start in Sec. [
by describing the experin ental background in m ore de—
tail. W e also com pare our present calculation w ih the
only other existing one for concentration-coupled shear
banded states, In concentrated solutionsofrigid rods [43].
Th Sec.[IT we sum m arize our d-JS— m odel. W e then re—
view our results for the spinodal onset of instability in
Sec.[[. In Sec.[] we describe our num erical procedure
for com puting the banded steady states, w ith brief dis—
cussion of our careful study of mesh and nite size ef-
fects. W e then (Sec.fd) present our results orthe ow
phase diagram s and shearbanded pro les. W e conclude

in Sec.iL1.

II. EXPERIM ENTAL BACKGROUND;
THEORETICAL CONTEXT

In this section, we discuss In m ore detail the experi-
m ental evidence for concentration coupling in the shear
banding ofwom lkem icelles. W e survey both (i) concen—
trated system s near the zero-shear IN phase transition
and (i) sem idilute system s, in which underlying nem atic
Interactions are likely to be less in portant. C orrespond—
ngly, we com pare the present calculation (@im ed at the
sam idilute system s) with an earlier calculation of ow
phase diagram s In concentrated solutions of rigid rods
(near the IN transition) [43].

T he earliest observations of an upw ardly sloping stress
plateau in wom lkem icelleswerem ade by Schm ittt etal
[14] and Berret et al. [15,126]. Schm it et al. [L6] studied
CpCI3/NaCl3(0.05M )/H,0 at the high m icellar vol-

um e fraction 31% , just below the onset of the TN
transition at = 34% . In the steady-state ow curve,

the stress Increased sm oothly up to the critical shear rate
_y,where i showed a pronounced dow nw ard kink before
curving upward again or _ > _\ (qualiatively like B'F’
in Fig.[). SANS m easurem ents con m ed a superposi-
tion ofnem atic and isotropic contributions in this regin e
_> _y,wih thenem atic contribution rising linearly from
zeroat _= _»

Berret et al. [19, 126] studied CpC V/hexanol/N aC 1 for



severalm icellar volum e fractions, again at a volum e frac—
tion just below the onset of the zero-shear IN transition
( 32% ). Theoverallheight ofthe coexistence plateau
(Wwhich again sloped upwards in _) was found to allw ith
Increasing surfactant concentration ! v, extrapolat-
ng to zero at v, which is already biphasic In zero
shear. They also found an Increasing nem atic contribu-
tion to SAN S pattems for increasing shear rates above
_. They further used the SAN S data to show that the
nem atic high shear) band was m ore concentrated than
the Iow shearband.

A s noted above, the m a prity of existing calculations
of shearbanded states have assum ed uniform concentra-
tion. An In portant exosption is the calculation ofO In —
sted and Lu 43]. A lthough this model was ained at
concentrated solutions of rigid rods, it broadly captured
som e of the experin entalphenom enology for the concen—
trated ( 30% ) womn like m icelles |15, |14, 1264]. For
exam ple, the overall height of the coexistence plateau

se1 INcreased from zero asthe concentration was reduced
below the threshold . of the zero-shear IN biphasic
regin e. T he coexistence plateau sloped upw ard m arkedly
In shear rate. In further agreem ent w ith experin ent, the
high shear (nem atic) phase had a higher volum e fraction
of rods. It should be noted that m odel of Ref. 43] was
explicitly ain ed at concentrated system s, which in zero
shear are already close to the IN transition: hence, the
dynam ics of the relevant order param eter Q was driven

by a free energy that already contained a phase tran—
sition. In contrast, the sinple free energy Fo W ) we
consider below has no underlying phase transition, and

ow —induced efects are driven by convective, rather than
dissppative (relaxational) dynam ics.
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FIG. 3: Height of the coexistence plateau in the system

CpC VN aSal/brine. The 5 leftm ost points are taken from the
data of Ref. [9]. The righthand point represents the zero-—
shear biphasic regin e of this system , and is in accordance
w ith the extrapolation ofG ( )= g1 In Ref. [9] (seem ain text
for details) .

There have also been several experim ental studies

of concentration dependence in the shear banding of
m ore dilute womm like m icellar solutions. For exam ple,
Berret et al. [9] investigated the non-linear rheology of
CpC /N aSal/brine in the concentration range 5%  20% ,
wellbelow the IN . transition at 36% . (N. is \ne—
m atic calam iic".) In contrast to the m ore concentrated
\prenem atic" system s, the plateau height ) decreased
w ith decreasing concentration: see the left 5 points in
Fig.[d. The width of the plateau also decreased so that
the di erence _j o~ 1l to zero at a critical point
ci_c; ¢ (leffmostpoint n Fig.[d). (T hesetrendsarethe
sam e as those n Fig.|6 (d)| below .) ITn contrast the scald
plateau height &1=G ( ) Where G is the plateau m odu-—
lus) decreased w ith increasing concentration and extrap—
olated to zero in the zero-shearbihasic (IN) regin e at
> . 33% . According to this extrapolation (which
isactually wellbeyond the naldata point at 22% ),
and In the absence ofa divergence In G ( ), the unscaled
plateau height o) must itself 211 to zero at 33%
(rightm ost data point in Fig.[d), consistent w ith the be—
haviour of the concentrated system s discussed above. To
sum m arise, the plateau height 4 appears to be a non—
m onotonic fiinction of concentration, Increasing w ith
through the studied regine 5% < < 20% before (prob—
ably) 2lling to zero in the zero-shear biphasic T N
regin e 33% .

A though this experim ent showed that shear band-
Ing depends on the overall concentration of the solu-—
tion, there is relatively little evidence for concentration—
coupling (ie. concentration di erences between the
bands) n such dilute system s, far from the IN tran-
sition. Indeed, the experin ent just described revealed
no discemible upward slope in the coexistence plateau.
W e are not aware of any measurem ents of concen-
tration di erences between the coexisting shear bands
In such system s. Nonetheless, recent experin ents on
CTAB (03M )/NaNO3 (179 )/H,0 at = 11% Ri]did
reveal a stress plateau w ith slight upward slope. A long
w ith the generic expectation that ow should be cou-—
pled to concentration in these viscoelastic solutions, this
suggests that an explicit calculation of concentration dif-
ference in the shear bands of system s far from an IN
transition m ight be worthw hile.

In this paper, therefore, we present the rst such cal-
culation, using our d-JS— model [37, [38]. In contrast
to the work of O Im sted et al. [43] Por concentrated rigid
rods, shear banding in the d-JS— m odel is not due to
any underlying nem atic feature of the elastic free energy
Fe@W ). Instead the instability results m ainly from the
non-lineare ectsofshear (the Intrinsic constitutive curve
has a region ofnegative slope), though it can be strongly
enhanced by concentration coupling in system s close to
an underlying Cahn-H illiard (CH) dem ixing instability
(govemed by the osm otic free energy F°( )). Indeed,
the d-JS—- m odel captures a broad crossover between
(1) Instabilities that arem ainly m echanical (govemed by
the negative slope ofthe ow curve) and (il instabilities
that are essentially CH dem ixing (govemed by F° ( )),



but now triggered by shear. [Likew ise, In practice there
should be no sharp distinction between concentrated m i
celles w ith an underlying nem atic feature in F*@W_) on
the one hand and \non-nem atic" m ore dilute) sy_stan s
on the other: any more re ned model should allow a
an ooth crossover between the two cases. This will be
the focus ofa future publication [44].]

III. MODEL

In this section we outline the d-JS— m odel, which cou—

ples shearbanding instabilities to concentration in a sim —
plk way by combining the non-local Johnson-Segaln an
(d-JS) model 39] wih a 2- uid fram ework 2§, [31] for
concentration uctuations. W hile this description is self-
contained, readers are referred to Ref. [38] for fuller de—
tails.

A . Free energy

In a sheared uid, one cannot strictly de ne a free en—
ergy. N onetheless, for realistic shear rates, m any intemal
degrees of freedom of a polym eric solution relax quickly
on the tim escale ofthe m oving constraints and are there—
fore essentially equilbrated. Integrating over these fast
variables, one ocbtains a free energy fora given xed con—

guration ofthe slow variables. Forourpurposes, the rel-
evant slow variablesarethe uidm om entum andm icellar
concentration  (which are both conserved and therefore
truly slow in the hydrodynam ic sense), and the m icel-
lar strain W_ that would have to be reversed in order to
relax the m icellar stress (which is slow for all practical

m @tvyr)v, =rG()W r

In this equation, G ( )W_

purposes) :

@R? @R°

W = _
€R @R

3.1)

w here BO is the deform ed vector corresponding to the
undefom ed vector R.

T he resulting free energy is assum ed to com prise sep—
arate oam otic and elastic com ponents,

F=F°()+Fe(W:; ): 32)
T he osm otic com ponent is
Z h g i
FO() = dx £()+ S )?
Z
3 daa+ *OEY @f; 63
where £9 is the osm otic susceptibility and  is the equi-

Ibrim correlation length for concentration uctuations.
T he elastic com ponent is

Z

Fe@ ; )=1 &xG()r W log( +W) (34)

In which G () is the m icellar stretching m odulus.
B . D ynam ics

T he basic assum ption of the two— uid m odel is a sep—
arate force balance for the m icelles (velocity v, ; volum e
fraction ) and the solvent (velocity v.) within any ele-
m ent of solution.

The m icellar force balance equation is:

t2r: oD (1 xp: B3)

2G ( & —5 is the viscoelastic m icellar backbone stress due to deform ation of the local

m olecular strain, while the osm otic stress I yesults from direct m onom eric interaction. The Newtonian stress

2 n D:?n descrbes fast m icellar processes (e.g. Rouse m odes) w ith D:?n the traceless symm etric m icellar strain

rate tensor. The force v, wherev, ,= v
Tnoom pressbility determ ines the pressure p.

m

_V,, In pedes relative m otion;

is the drag coe cient Eq. E3).

Likew ise, the solvent force balance com prises the N ew tonian viscous stress, the drag force (equal and opposite to

the drag on the m icelles), and the hydrostatic pressure:

s@ ) @+ voxr)v,=2r:(1

( Wrer @ Jr p: (3.6)

E quations[3H and [328 contain the basic assum ption of \dynam icalasym m etry", ie. that the viscoelastic stress acts

only on them icelles and not on the solvent. A dding them , and assum ing equalm assdensities , = ¢
the overall force balance equation for the centre ofm ass velocity, v =

F()

@+vr)y Dw=rG ()W =

, we obtain
ve + @ A

S

+2r: oD 3.7)



Subtracting them W ith each predivided by is own volum e fraction), we obtain an expression for the relative m otion

Vi1 ™ ¥p

"

2
Dy = r (l (l )2 =

G (LW

_N=

which de nesthem icellar di usion coe cientD
to Egs. B and B8 B4].

£90) 2@ =

Vg, which in tum speci es the concentration uctuations:

F 2r D) 2. @ )D°

+ m —]

r 3.8)

. W e have om itted negligble inertial corrections

T he essence of the 2— uid m odel is that the physically distinct elastic and osm otic stresses appear together In the
forocebalance equation [32) and also in the generalised CH equation [E8). This allow sm icellar di usion in response
to gradients in concentration and in the viscoelastic stress. W e will see below that this gives rise to a positive HF
feedback between concentration and ow [29], allow ing m icelles to di use up their own concentration gradient.

For the dynam ics of the viscoelastic m icellar backbone strain we use the phenom enological d-JS m odel [{,139]:

L
@+v,r)W =a@ W +WD )+ @W: _ #W)+2D_ —()+ ()LW:, (3.9)
|
whe1:e2:m =rv, (v, )T with v,) Q@ (v ) D . The interfacialtem s

() istheM axwelltin e and lisa length scale discussed
in Sec.[IIID] below . The slip param eter a m easures the
non-a nity of the m olecular deform ation, ie. the frac—
tional stretch of the polym eric m aterial w ith respect to
that of the ow eld. For pj< 1 (slp) the intrinsic
constitutive curve in planar shear is capable of the non—
m onotonicity of F ig.[l.

W e use Eqns.[33, B8 and B3, together w ith the in—
com pressbility condition, r v = 0, as ourm odel for the
rem ainder of the paper.

C. Flow geom etry. Boundary conditions

W e consider idealised planar shearbounded by In nie
pltesaty = f0;Lgwih (v;rv;r *~ v) In the ®;9;2)
directions. W e allow variationsonly In the ow —grad_jent
direction, and therefore set all other derivatives to zero:
@ :::= 0,Q, :::= 0. In appendix[B]l we give all the rele—
vant com ponents of the m odel equations[3.], 38 and B3
In this coordinate system .

T he boundary conditions at the plates are as follow s.
For the velocity we assum e there is no slip. For the con—
centration we assum e

(3.10)

which ensures (In zero shear at least) zero ux of con—
centration at the boundaries. Follow ing Ref. [B], for the
m icellar strain we assum e

QW =08 ; (311)

C onditions[3I0 and Bl together ensure zero concentra—
tion ux at the boundary even In shear. For the con-
trolled shear rate conditions assum ed throughout,
Z L
_= dy_ (y) = constant:
0

(3.12)

The model contains two di erent interfacial temm s.
The rst is the gradient term on the RHS of Eqn. (33).
The length 1in this term could, for exam ple, be set by
them esh size orby the equilbrium correlation length for
concentration uctuations. Here we assum e the fom er,
since the dynam ics ofthem icellar conform ation arem ore
Iikely to depend on gradients in m olecular conform ation
than in concentration. P hysically, one can interpret the
gradient term in equation 33 as resulting dynam ically,
from the di usion of stretched m olecules across the inter-
face 48], or statically, from nem atic interactionsbetw een
the m icelles, or both. There is, at present, no acospted
theory for these gradient tem s In sem dilute solutions.
The equilbrium correlation length ofcourse stillenters
our analysis through our second interfacial term , in the
oam otic free energy of Eqn.[33.

Together, land set the length scale ofany interfaces.
T hroughout this paper, we study the physical lin i In
which 1and are an all com pared to the system size so
that we have a sharp interface connecting two bulk hom o—
geneousphases. In this case, the solution to E qns 321,383
and 3 naturally ts the zero-gradient boundary con-
ditions, and is invariant undery ! y=2, 1! 1=2 and

! =2. T herefore, a sin ultaneous reduction in 1and
by the sam e factor only changes the overall length ofthe
Interface, and not the values of the order param eters In
each phase (which determ ines the phase diagram ). How —
ever the phase diagram does depend slightly on the ratio
r= 1 :below wewillgive resuts forr= 0;r= 1 and
r= 0 (1). This provides a concrete exam pl of the early
Insight of Lu and co-workers [@], that the banded state
m ust depend on the nature ofthe interfacialterm s. This
contrasts notably w ith equilbbrium phase coexistence, In
which the dynam icalequations are integrable and there—
fore insensitive to interfaces.



P aram eter Sym bolQ | Value at = 0:11 ‘dng ‘

dlbog _
R heom eter gap L 0:d15mm 0
M axwell tin e 0d7s 11
P lateau m odulus G 232Pa 22
D ensity 10° kgm 3 0
Solvent viscosity s 10 3 kgm 's ! 0
R ouse viscosity m 04 kgm tgt 0
M esh size 26 10°m -0.73
D i usion coe cient D 35 10 'm?s? 0.77
D rag coe cient 24 10 12kgm Sst| 154
C orrelation length 60 10’'m 0.77
Slip param eter a 0:92 0

TABLE I:Experin ental valies of the m odel's param eters at
volum e fraction = 0:11 (colum n 3). Scaling law s for the de—
pendence of each param eter upon (colum n 4). In m ost cal-
culations we use the reference values ofcoumn 3 at = 0:41,
then tune using the scaling laws of column 4. O nly where
stated do we allow the param eters to vary independently.

E. M odelparam eters

The d-JS- m odel Eqgns.[3,[38,39) has the Hliow —
Ing param eters: the solvent viscosity s and densiy ;
the plateau modulus G ; the M axwelltine ; the Rouse
viscostty n ;them esh size J; the osm oticm odulus £0( )
and the equilbbrium correlation length  (recallEqn [33);
the drag coe cient and the slip param etera. W e also
need to know the typical rheom eter gap, L . A reference
set of param eter values at = 0:1 is summ arised In
table[l. T hese values were taken from experim ent or cal-
culated using scaling argum ents: see Ref. [38] for details.
N ote that explicit data isnot available or £P( ); however
dynam ic light scattering gives the di usion coe cient

® 2
b f()—((l)’Z: (3.13)

In thispaperwew illbe guided by these param etervalues,
but sub ct to the ollow ing considerations.

First, we are only interested In steady states so for
convenience can take the lim it of zero Reynolds num ber
( = 0) and rescale the kinetic coe cient 1= so that
the di usion tine L?=D is of order the M axwell tim e.
These choices have no e ect on the steady state, but
m ake our num erical calculation of it m uch m ore e cient
oy evolving the dynam ical equations 322, B8 and [29).
Second, realistic interfaces are m uch narrower than the
typical rheom eter gap, with land both of O (10 “L).
To resolve such Interfaces @llow ng am inim al10 num er-
ical m esh points per interface) would therefore require
0 (10%) grid points, whilk in practice we are lim ited to
O (10%). W e will therefore use arti cially large values of
land .Howeverthisdoesnot a ect the phase diagram ,
provided the interface is still an all com pared w ith the

Intrinsic

FIG. 4: ow curves (dotted Ilines) for =
0:11;0:10:::0:01 (downwards). Spinodals for concentration
couplings = 10 2;10%;10 % .

gap size: see Sec.[ Hr details, and Fig. [ Hr a typical
banded pro . Finally, we arti cially increase the Rouse
viscosity n by a factor 50 to ensure, again for num erical
convenience, that the shear rate ofthe high shearphase is
not too large. T his does quantitatively change the phase
diagram , but we checked that the qualitative trends are
not a ected.

Exploring this large param eter space is a daunting
prosoect so we shall not, in general, vary the param e-
ters independently ofeach other. nstead we sin ply tune
the concentration , relying on known sem idilite scaling
law s for the -dependence of the other param eters (cok
umn 4 oftablell) . Howeverwew ill, .n separate  sweeps,
vary the degree of concentration coupling, which is dic—
tated by ratio oftheelasticterm r G ( )W_ to the osm otic
tem r £ and which we encode in the param eter

G% = 041) 514)
2f0( = 041)
(W here a prim e denotes a derivative) . In other SW eeps

we will vary the characteristic Interface widths 1( =
041) and ( = 0:11), to investigate any dependence
of the phase diagram on the ratio = in the doublk lim i
E=L! 0, =L ! 0.In what ollows, we adopt the conve-
nient shorthand of 1for1( = 0:11) wih the understand-
Ing that 1does actually varies wih  according to the
scaling given in table[l. W e do likew ise or

T hroughout we rescale stress, tin e and length so that
G(=011)=1, ( =04dl)=1l,andL = 1.

Iv. INTRINSIC FLOW CURVES;SPINODALS

The hom ogeneous intrinsic steady state ow curves
(_;)=G()ny+ ()_ﬂlatsatisﬁ/@Lz@t =
@MW = 0 are shown as dotted lines in Fig.[A. (The av-
erage viscosity () o+ @ ) s.) The region
of negative slope ends at a \critical' point 0:015.



CPC1/NaSalin brine [9] show sthe sam e trend. For com —
plteness, in App. Bl we give analytical results for the
steady state conditions in hom ogeneous shear ow .

In Ref. 37,138]we lineardised iIn uctuationsabout these
hom ogeneous states to nd the spinodal region In which
the hom ogeneous states are unstable. T he spihodals are
shown in F ig Jd ©rdi erent levels concentration coupling,

In the lin it of zero concentration coupling !0,
uctuations in the \m echanical variables", W and _ de—
couple from those in concentration, and are unstabk i
the region of negative constitutive slope, as expected.
Separately, the concentration could have its own Cahn-—
H illiard dem ixing instability, when the di usion coe —
cient D < 0; however we are interested only n ow-—
Induced Instabilitiesand sstD > 0 throughout. For nie
> 0, the region ofm echanical instability is broadened
by coupling to the concentration uctuations, as seen In
Fig.[. This can be understood as follow s. C onsider the
rstterm in the squarebracketsofEqn.{Z8). T hiscauses
m icellestom ove up gradients in the viscoelastic stressW_,
thereby increasing the concentration in stressed regio?s.
IfGY ) > 0 (assum ed here), the increased concentration
causes the stress to increase further, closing a positive
HF R29] feedback loop whereby the m icelles can di use
up their own concentration gradient.

V. NUMERICAL DETA ILS

In this section, we outline our num erical procedure for
solving the dynam icalequations[3,[3.8 and 329 and dis—
cuss our careful study of tin estep, m esh size and nite
size e ects. Readers who are not interested in these is-
sues can skip this section.

W e consider variations only In the ow gradient direc—
tion, In which we discretise y 2 0;1 on an algebraic grid
yn = nN, orn = 0;1:::N,. We stored andW_on
these grid points. The velocities v, and v, were stored
on half grid points y, 4 1=, and we used linear Interpola—
tion between the half and full grid points. Likew ise we
discretized time such that t, = n t. W e evolved the
discretized equations 34, B8 and 39 using the C rank-
N icholson algorithm which is sem i-im plicit In tin e, w ith
centred space derivatives

For each run, we seeded an initial pro le that was ei-
ther hom ogeneous up to a sn all random contribution,
or inhom ogeneous according to = L+ oos(x)]
(w ih 0:d). W e then evolved the discretized equa-
tionsl37,[38 and[Z3 underan in posed wallvelocity until
a steady banded state was reached. W e checked that the
hom ogeneous phases between the interfaces were insen—
sitive to the initial conditions. H ow ever, for the random
initial condition several bands could form (@and did not
coarsen over any accessble tin escale) . T herefore in m ost
runs we used the co-sinusoidal initial pro k, to conve—
niently obtain jist two bands (as in Fig.[[J).

For the dynam ics to be independent of tin estep,

Ty [—1=0016
2N 1=0.008
: --- 1=0.004
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0.14 T i 3 |

N T N
(p 024 026 028 03
E X

012 .k
L 21.36; ]
1435:;-- ==
0.1~ 1345 ‘0‘.2‘0‘.4‘0‘.6‘0‘.8‘ 1 T T T
| ‘x | | |
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
y

FIG.5: Main gure: steady banded concentration pro l at
=10%, =0,_= 70, = 0i15. Sold linesl= 0:016,
for W,; t) = (100;0:05); (200;0:0125); (400;0:0125), dotted

lines 1 = 0008 for Ny; t) = (200;0:05); (400;0:003125),

dashed lines 1= 0:004 for N,; t) = (400;0:05); (800;0:05).

Upper inset, the sam e data, enlarged in the kft hand phase
(decreasing with increasing Ny ). Lower inset: correspond-—
ing selected stresses, for the sam e param eter values and m esh
sizes (decreasing stress w ith increasing Ny ).

a very amall tin estep has to be used. However the
num erically-attained steady is m uch less sensitive hence
allow ng much larger tim e-steps. A typical steady state
changes by less than 10 3% for a factortwo reduction
in tin estep [@. For the special case of = 0, tin esteps
t/ N , % can be used, since the highest spatial deriva-
tive is second order. For 6 0, we have a fourth or-
der derivative in Eqn.[38 and much am aller tin esteps
t/ N, * must be used.

In all our calculations, we are Interested In the physi-
cal lim it where the interface w idth ismuch sn aller than
the rheom etergap . T his creates a delicate balance, sihoe
narrow Interfaces require a very ne grid. Therefore we
adopted the follow ing procedure. For any xed value of
the interfacial lengthscales land , we perfom ed several
runs w ith progressively ner m eshes (put alwayswih a
an all enough tin e-step) until the shear banded pro ke
and selected stress didn’t depend on the mesh. This is
quite easy to achieve: a typical steady state presented be—
low changesby lessthan 0:1% upon doubling the num ber
ofm esh points. W e then reduced land (in xed ratio)
until the order param eters In the hom ogeneous phases
changed by lss than 0:5% upon further halving of 1and

but always ensuring convergence w ith regpect to the
num ber of grid points). A sam ple study ofthese issues is
presented in Fig.[d for the specialcase = 0.

VI. RESULTS

W e now present our resuls for the steady-state ow
phase diagram s, ow curves and shear banded pro ks.
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FIG .6: Phassdiagram sand ow curvesfor = 10 2, =00 Prsmalll=L. R ecallthat lisactually a function of :weareusing
the convenient shorthand oflforthevalue1( = 0:11).) (@) Thin (upper) solid lines: tie lines for1= 0:016;N, = 100; t= 005.

Thick (lower) solid lines: tie lines for 1= 0:008;N, = 200; t= 0:05. A s described in the m ain text, we actually rescaled 1

in the successive runs of each sweep (ie.as was tracked from 0:15 down to ) so that the interfacial width rem ained
(approxim ately) constant throughout the sweep: the value of 1in the gure legends refers to the value used in the rst run ofthe
sweep, at = 0:15. (b,c) Solid lines: tie lines repeated in the ( ;_), ( ; ) representations for 1= 0:008;N , = 200; t= 005.

(d) Solid lines: m acroscopic ow curves for = 0:11;0:10;:::0:04 (downward). These ow curveswere recontructed from the tie
lines ofthe phase diagram s (using the tie lines shown In this gure, and som e additionalones). Because we have only calculated
tie lines for discrete values of , In som e cases the reconstructed ow curves stop short of the singlephase region, and have

been continued by eye with a dashed lne. The inset In (d) show s the sam e data, but on a log-log plot. T he experin entally
observed slope 0:3 ism arked as a dot-dashed line for com parison. The spinodal is shown in each ofFigs a-d as a dashed line.
In (b,d) the thin dotted lines are the Intrinsic (hom ogeneous) constitutive curves for = 0:11;0:1 :::0:01 (downwards).

Because one of our aims is to show that the shear- 16 0; =0,r I =1); B)nnterfacialtemm sin both
banded state depends on the nature of the interfacial the constitutive and concentration equations, 33 and 38
temm s, we consider three separate cases: @) Interfacial 16 0; & 0,r= 0 (1)); and (C) interfacial term s only
term s only in the viscoelastic constitutive equation 23  in the concentration equation[38 (1= 0; 6 0;r= 0).



A . Interfacialterm s only in the viscoelastic
constitutive equation: 16 0, = 0.

In this section, we set the correlation length for con—
centration uctuations, , to zero and consider am allbut
non-zero values the interfacial lengthscale 1 in the consti-
tutive equation [33.

1. Flow phase diagram s
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FIG .7: Phase diagram s for three di erent degrees of coupling
to concentration for = 0 and small =L.

For any given shear banded pro lg, the values of the
order param eters In each ofthe two hom ogeneousphases
specify the two ends ofone tie line in the phase diagram .
Analogously to equilbrium tie lines, the concentrations
and strain rates of the coexisting states are related to
them ean strain rate _ and m ean concentration by the
lever rule,

6.1)
©2)

= 1+ 0 ) 2

_= a2+t @ )2i

is the volum e fraction of material in state
(15_1). For each of several values of the concentra—
tion coupling, , we calculated the full phase diagram
via a succession of shear startup runs, all at the critical
shear rate _.( ) (determ ined from Fig.M), for average
concentrations ranging from = 0:15 down to the crit-
ical value . ( ). For concentrations below the critical
point the response of the system is smooth as a func—
tion of stress. In ourm odel, this arises because decreas-
Ing concentration reduces the viscosity of the low shear
rate branch faster than i reduces the viscosity of high
shear rate branch. Hence the stressm axin um decreases
w ith decreasing concentration, disappearing when the
stress m axin um vanishes. A fematively, in a m ore di-
lute system the plateau m odulus and M axwell tin e are
both an aller, and one expects a an aller stress and higher
strain rate at the onset of instability.

The results or = 10 2, which gives rather strong
concentration coupling, are shown in Fig J8ab,c. Because
thewidth, , ofthe interface in the banded state is set by

w here

1, but w ith a prefactor that diverges at the critical point,

In each successive mun we rescaled 1 so that rem ained

(approxin ately) equalto tsvalue ( L) in the rstrun

at = 0:15.W e retum below to study the divergence of
=1 at the critical point.

To illustrate the nite size considerations of Sec. [l
(above), in Fjg. we show the tie lines cbtained for
two di erent (starting) valies of 1. A1l the resuls are
converged w ith respect to mesh neness and tin estep
(not explicitly shown), but the tie lines di er slightly
between the two values of 1. However all seem to be
consistent w ith one given binodal line: we do not have
any explanation for this apparent consistency.

To investigate the e ect of reducing the coupling to
concentration, we repeat the phase diagram or = 10 ?
alongsidethat or = 10 3and = 10 * m Fig.[. As
expected, the concentration di erence between thebands
tendsto zeroas ! 0.

2. Flw curves

So far, we have discussed the ow phase diagram s.
M easurem ent of these diagram s still presents an open
challenge to experim entalists, due to the di culty in
m easuring the concentration ofm icelles in each band (@1~
though SAN S data hasbeen used to estin ate the bands’
concentrations In system s near the IN transition 2641]).
In this section we discuss the m acroscopic ow curves,
which are relativly easily m easured using conventional
bulk rheology. However it is in portant to realise that a
st of ow curves (_; ) measured for several values of

actually contains the sam e nform ation as the phase
diagram : reconstruction of the latter from the form er is
described in Fig.[[AA fiill set of ow curves could there—
fore be used to check m easurem ents of concentration dif-
ferences.

In this work, we take the opposite approach for con—
venience, and reconstruct the steady-state ow curves
from the tie lines of the phase diagram . The results are
shown In Fig.|6 (d@)]. The inset show s the sam e data on a
log—log plot, to enable com parison w ith Ref.[19] in which
the coexistence plateau In a log—log representation was a
reasonably straight line (over the shearrate range inves-
tigated) with slope 0:3. Note that the results shown in
Fig.[fd) are in units of G ( = 0:1) and ( = 0:i1).
In Ref. [46], Berret replotted the ow curves In units
of G () and (), ndig scaling collapse of the fam ily

(_; )=G()vs. _ () In the ow shear regine _ ! O.
W e do not nd this scaling collapse  ig.[[dl) because we
have used an arti cially Jarge high-shear N ew tonian con—
trdoution _ fornum erical convenience (recallSec[IIIEI):
the overall zero shearviscosity, G ( ) ( )+ () therefore
doesnot scaleasG () ( ), even approxin ately.

To check the reconstruction of ow curves from the
phase diagram , we also explicitly calculated the ow
curve at a single = 0:{d1. To do this, we 1st per-
formm ed a shear startup ata given _ In theunstable region.
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FIG.8: M acroscopic ow curves for = 10 2 at = 011.

Thick solid line: reconstructed from the tie lines of the phase
diagram . D ot dashed and dashed lines: calculated by directly
m easuring the average stress and strain rate during a strain
rate sweep for 1= 0:016;N, = 100; t= 005 (dot-dashed)

and 1= 0:008;N, = 200; t= 005 (dashed). (The slight

discrepancy between these three curves is discussed in the
text.) The thin dotted line is the intrinsic (hom ogeneous)
constitutive curve.

1.5r T o
o og s
- sssacasase e ° 0.8
o o
1+ o © |
H 0©
s b 00°
0000°" ° 0=10"
: e
0.5 a=10 .
° g=10"
O | | | |
0 5 10 15 20
Y

FIG . 9: M acroscopic ow curves (from direct m easurem ents
of the stress and strain rate) for three di erent degrees of
coupling to concentration .

W e then W ithout reinitialising the system ) decreased _
In steps to the edge of the coexistence regim e, ensuring
that a steady state was reached before m easuring the to—
tal stress. W e then reiniialised the system and repeated
the entire procedure, but now w ih increasing _
The results are shown In 8 or two di erent values of
1. T he slight discrepancy between the directly m easured
ow curve \plateaus" (ie. the inhom ogeneouse part of
the ow curve) and those reconstructed from the tie lines
is due to the nite size of the interface relative to the
celll, and so is an aller for the an allervalue of =L . The
construction described in Fig.[Id m plicitly assum es that
=L = 0.
A s expected for this value of (Which gives a large
concentration di erence between the bands; Fig. ),
the steady state ow curve \plateau" slopes strongly up—

Jum ps.

10

wardsin _. In Fig[dwe com pare the (directly m easured)
m acroscopic ow curve for the three levels of concentra—
tion coupling shown in Fig.[d: as expected, the slope of
the ow cuxve tends to zero w ith the degree of concen-—
tration coupling

The uptum in the measured ow curve at the edge of
the coexistence plateau (apparent at the lower binodal
Hr = 10 ? hFig.0) resutsagain from the nitevalue
of =L : the interface bum ps into the edge ofthe rheom e-
ter when one of the bands gets very narrow . W e expect
this (steady-state) e ect to be much less pronounced in
experim ental systam s, since realistic nterfaces are m uch
an aller than those used in our num erical study. Only
near a critical point, where the interface becom es very
broad (for xed 1), would we expect to see a true steady—
state bum p at the edge of the plateau. N onetheless, pro—
nounced bum ps are often apparent In data obtained via
upw ard strain-rate sweeps. H owever in m ost cases this is
likely to be a m etastable e ect, so that the bump could
be elin nated (or at least reduced) by reducing the rate
ofthe sweep [L1].

Asnoted in Sec.[l, in a curved C ouette geom etry the
\plateau" B 'F’ ofFig.ll) in the ow curvew ill slope up—
wards due to the inhom ogeneity of the stress eld, even
w ithout concentration coupling. It should be noted that
all calculations in this paper are for a planar shear ge—
om etry, and the slope of our ow curves in the coexis—
tence regin e results sokly from concentration coupling.
In fact, the slope in Fjg. is far greater than one
would typically expect from curvature e ects: fora Cou-
ette cellw ith radiusR andgap R, the stressm easured at
the inner Couette wallwould changeby = = 2 R=R
over the coexistence regin €, and so too would the relative
change in torque through the coexistence \plateau". The
slope ofFjg. would therefore require an atypically
large curvature of R=R 05.

3. Interfacialpro ks; divergence of interface width at the
critical point

W e now tum to the Interfacialpro les and widths. A
filll steady statebanded pro kefor = 10 2 (correspond-
ing to the rightm ost/upperm ost tie Ine n g.[@ab,c) is
shown by the thick Iines in Fig.[[A. A s required, the in-
terface is am ooth on the scale of the m esh, but sharp on
the scale of the gap size, ie. L=N L 1 where
is the w iddth of the interface. N ote that the shear rate is
negative across the gap since we have chosen to m ove the
wallat y = 0; accordingly we have plotted Wy, since
W yy isantisym m etric in shearrate. W, israthersnall
in the high shearband, as expected from the underlying
constitutive non-m onotonicity. M eanwhile W y, is very
large, while W 05 (recallthat W m easures defor—
m ation relative to the unit tensor _)_:thjs corresponds
to the m icelles being highly stretched along the ow di-
rection and is consistent w ith the experin ental cbserva-—
tion that the st nom al stress di erence progressively
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FIG . 10: Reconstruction of the ow phase diagram from a fam ily of m acroscopic ow curves
. Consider the ow curves ofFig.|10 (@)]. T he curve that starts at A and ends at B is for an
= 0:08. PointsA and B are at the edge of the two-phase region. Reading o the stress from Fig.|10 @)},
Likew ise reading o the strain rate, we get points A and B in
@), we can construct m any points on the binodal in Figs.|10 (b)] and

di erent average concentrations
average concentration
A and B give use two points on the binodal in Fig.|10 (b)|.
Fig.|10 (c)|. Repeating this for all the circles in F ig. |10 (

(©)

(_; ), measured for several

110 (c)], which can then be interpolated over to give the fullbinodal. W e now just need to specify the tie lines. In F ig.[10 (b)| this
is trivial: alltie lines are horizontal since the coexistence occurs at comm on stress (for gradient banding). In F J'g.|10 (c)|, to get
the slope of the tie line that starts at B we proceed by recalling that the tie line represents constant shear stress. T herefore
we nd another point, D, in Fjg.m that is at the sam e stress as point A, and read o its average strain-rate. Its average

concentration is already known. This gives point C In Fig. |10 (c)|.

Sin ilarly, D is the Im age of point B at constant stress.

R epeating this processwe can 1lin all the tie lines of the phase diagram .

40 7 =004 | -
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FIG .11: M acroscopic ow curvesasshown in F ig.|6 (d)]above,
but now with the stress in units of G ( ) and the strain rate
in unitsof ().

Increases throughout the banding regim e [L8]. T he con—
centration is lower in the high shear band, where W
is am aller (m ore negative): this is a direct result of the
tendency ofm delles to m ove up gradients in W, as de—
term ined by Eqn.[Z8 above.

In fact the interface width, , is slightly di erent for
each order param eter: we de ne i to be the distance
between the two points where the change in that order
param eter between the two hom ogeneous phases is 25%
and 75% complkte. For a xed valuie of 1 which sets
the overall scale ofthe nterface w idth), divergesat the
critical point (for each order param eter). In tracking
dow n tow ards the criticalpoint, therefore, we continually
rescaled 1 to ensure that the interface width rem ained

approxin ately constant. In each case, wem easured =l
foreach ofW 4y, W xx, W yy and : seeFig.[I3. A coording
to mean eld theory, the divergence should be of the
om =1 c) 2. Thepower 1=2 isaccordingly
shown in Fig.[[3 as a quide for the eye.

B . Interfacial term s in both the viscoelastic
constitutive equation, and in the concentration
equation: 16 0, 6 O.

W e now study the e ect of including Interfacial gra-
dient termm s in the concentration equation B8 (so that
now 6 0) aswellas in the viscoelastic equation 39,
16 0. Hence, whilk In the previous section we consid—
ered r = = 1, then, we now considerr = O (1).
In Fig.|14 @), we give the phase diagram for r = 04.
Comparing i wih ourresuts forr= 1 (@lso shown in
Fjg.), w e see that the slopes of the tie lines and the
overall binodal both depend quantitatively on r. [he
di erence between the results orr = 1 and r = 04
is far greater than any \error" associated w ith the fact
that we are not quite n the limit t! O, IN , ! 1,

Ny, ! 1,=.! 0and =L ! 0.] This provides a
concrete exam ple of the fact that shearbanding coexis—
tence is detem Ined by, and non-universal w ith respect
to, the Interfacial tem s [@]. A s noted above, this con—
trasts sharply with the equilbbriim case, In which the
equations of m otion are integrable and so the phase di-
agram is independent of the Interfacial term s. A though
conceptually in portant, this dependence is in practice
rather weak: the overall features of the phase diagram
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FIG . 12: Steady state shear banded pro ke at = 10 ?,
_ = 464, = 015 fortwo dierent ratios r = 1= . The
thick lnesare forr= 1 (1= 0:008, = 00), Ny = 200,

t= 005, as considered in this section. T he thin lines show
the corresponding results forr= 04 (1= 0:008, = 0:002),
Ny = 200, t= 000625 (to be discussed in Sec. (L1Blbelow),
for com parison.
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FIG . 13: Scaled Interface width =1 versus the distance from
the critical stress <. The dotted line isa power 0:5.

are unchanged. T he critical point is una ected.

In Fi. we show the corresponding m acroscopic
ow curves, reconstructed using the tie lines ofF jg.m.
Becauseweonly calculated a few tie lines in this case, the
recontruction is rather sparse. Nonethelss, the slight
dierencebetween r= 1 and r= 0#4 is apparent.

In Fig.[[d, we com pare a fullbanded pro ks forr =
1 and r = 0#4. The slight dependence on r is again
apparent.
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FIG.14: Phase diagram s and ow curves or = 10 ? and
r= 04 (1= 0:008, = 0:02) wih the corresponding data for
=102 andr=1 (1= 0008, = 0) for com parison.

C . Interfacial gradient term s only in the
concentration equation: 1= 0, € 0.

Finally we set the interfacial length 1 in the constitu—
tive equation equalto zero. T he constitutive equation is
now local, and the only source of spatial gradients is the
equilbriim correlation length for concentration uctua—
tions Eqns.BE8andBE3):r 1= = 0. In the absence of
concentration coupling, = 0, it is known that there is
no uniguely selected, sm oothly shear banded state when
1= 0 [@]. Herewe investigatew hether a am oothly banded
state is selected for € 0, by virtue of the Interfacial
term s in the concentration equation.

O ur num erics only gave a sm oothly banded pro l for
stresses near the critical point, even for the largest ac—
cessble valuesof and Ny.Thepro lsshown from left
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() Steady-state pro les for initial condition
(y) = + 0#cos( y): there is no selected
sm oothly banded state
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(c) Steady-state pro les for initial conditions

) =

+ 04 cos( y) and (y)=

+ 0:7cos( y):

the steady state depends on the initial condition.

FIG .15: (@) Phasediagram at = 10 2, orl= 00,

=002, r &

= 0:0, shown w ith the corresponding data for 1= 0:008,

= 002, r= 04 for com parison. T i lines are only shown near the critical point because for larger values of , there is no
unigquely selected, an oothly banded state. This is shown in Figs. b and c. In Figb the steady state pro ls from lft to right

at xed ordinate correspond to tie lines left to right in the upper Fig.@). Fig (c) show s the steady state pro I in _
466 wih initial condition (y) =
+ 0:7cos( y) (dashed lines): the \selected" state depends upon the initial condition { i.e. there is no state

two curves) and in (lower two curves) for =

and with (y) =

016 and _ =

(upper
+ 04 cos( y) (solid lines)

selection for 1= 0 for stresses far enough above the critical point.

to right n F J'g. are progressively fiirther above the
critical point. T he tie lines correponding to the am ooth
pro les near the critical point are shown In Fig. |15 @),
alongside the correponding resutsat r = 04 forcom par-
ison. Consistent with the discussion of non-universality
In the previous section, the phase diagram forr= 00 is
slightly di erent from that forr = 04 (and is di erent
again from the caser= 1 ;not shown).

For the spoiky pro ls, further from the critical point,
the binodal of the associated tie lines is irreqular (ot
shown in Fjg.), suggesting that the steady state is

not unigquely selected. In view ofthis, a natural question
is whether selection could occur in principle (ut is in—
accessible w ith any realistic m esh due to the pronounced
non-m onotonicity in W 4 (y)), or whether selection can-—
not occur, even in principle. In Fig.[15 (c) we show that
the steady state depends on the initial condition; so state
selection appears to be Iost when 1= 0. This num erical
observation is backed up by the follow ing analytical ar-
gum ent.

In steady state, the system must obey:



T he Poreebalance equation,

S( ) G )Wy ()I+ ()_= = const: (63)
The (mow local) constitutive equation, equa—
tion [E3),

W =W L ()] r = XX;XY;Vy: ©4)

T he steady-state of equatiof3. 8. For the purposes
ofthis analyticalargum ent we use a sin pli ed ver—
sion ofthisequation, which webelieve still captures
the essential physics:

Q; 6.5)

y

0= @7

y
w ith

G (WL O]

=£9) (6.6)

Thtegrating E qn &4 tw ice, and using the boundary
conditions @, O,@; 0 ory= 0;L,weobtain

@2 ;

z 6.7)

= const:=
where isan integration constant.

W enow show that a solution satisfying E gqns.[63 and[E4
cannot in general sin ultaneously satisfy Eqn.[E2.

C onsider rstjy Eagns. m and [E4. Sustituting W,y
from Eqn.[Ed into Eqn.[E3, we obtain an expression for
S5 ): thJs is just the fam ily of hom ogeneous consti-
tutive curves, as plotted in Fig.[ above. Because the
constitutive equation is local, the solution at all points
across the rheom eter cellm ust lie on one of these intrin—
sic constitutive curves. Indeed, as the shear rate changes
across the interface, the system must pass through con-
stitutive curves of di ering concentrations to m aintain a
uniform stress . In otherwords,a relation = (_; )
must be obeyed. The fam ily of these curves is shown as
dotted lines in F ig.[[8a. Forthe range of stressesat which

(_; ) isnon-m onotonic, musthavethe form shown in
Fig.[[% in which the derivative @2 changes sign three
tin es across the nterface, as n Fig.[[k. R ctually, the
form s of F ig.[[7b,c assum e that the pro ke in _ increases
m onotonically through the interface Fig.[[Aa). H owever
this m onotonicity w ill em erge self consistently from our
argum ent below .]

Howeverwe know from Eqn.[61 that @2 =
is plotted in F ig.[[Ao,c using Eqn 4 togetherw:i:h the
constraint = (_; ) (inposed from Egns.[E3 and &4,
as discussed above). From this plot we see that, for any

, a solution that starts and ends in hom ogeneousphases
(orwhich @2 = = 0) &7] can only involve atm ost
one sign change of @5 between the boundaries. This
inconsistency w ith Fig.[lc m eans that a steady banded
solution cannot exist for these stress values for which

(_; ) is non-m onotonic. To summ arize: for stresses
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far enough above the critical point that (_; ) is non—
m onotonic, a steady state solution cannot sim ultaneously
satisfy Eqns.[E3 and [ (which in ply three sign changes
of@§ ) at the same tine asEqn.[E (which only allow s
one sign change). Therefore there a steady, sm oothly
banded pro le cannot exist for such stresses.

T his argum ent is consistent w ith the sharp num erical
pro les of Fi. [[5b), which are repbtted in Fig.[Mda
(solid lines): each solution should have followed a lo—
cal dotted) curve (_), but instead has jim ped across
the region in which this curve is non-m onotonic. (T he
stresses used to generate the hom ogeneous solutions

(_; ) in Fig.[[8a were slightly di erent from those of
the num erical pro les: however the trend is still clear.)
A Yhough Eqn. [E3) is highly oversin pli ed, we believe
that the failure to negotiate the Interface due to the con—

ict described above is the reason fornon-selection in the
1], num erically solved m odel.

W e retum nally to justify our assum ption that the
shear rate m ust increase m onotonically through the in—
terface, and to discuss in m ore detail the nature of the
banded solution when i can exist (ie. for stresses near
crticial point where (_) is monotonic). M ultiplying
Eaqn.[E across by d =dy, integrating on , and im pos—

ing @, = 0 ateach boundary,we nd, for the sinpl ed
m odel of Eaqn.[ET,
Z r
d [ 1= 0; (6.8)
1
which is an \equal areas" construction. ( ; and . de—

note the boundary valuesaty = ) If, in addition, we
were to inpose that @, = 0 at each boundary, then the
construction m ust autom atically be as shown in Fig.[[8a.
Howeverwe did not actually In pose this condition in our
num erics, so the construction ofF ig.[[8b is also possible.
This in fact corresponds to a nite system , where the
true hom ogeneous state @;‘ = 08n is not quie reached
at the boundaries. Any other equal areas construction
(F ig.[[8c) is not possble, for the Hllow ing reason. C on—
sider starting at point C wih @, = O (whjch we do
In pose at the boundary In our num erics) . Eqgn.l6.] then
tells us that @2 < 0 at this point, so the ﬁmctjon )
must curve downwards from its starting point of zero
slope. Therefore locally decreases, and the system
m ovesto point C °. R epeating thisargum ent,we nd that
the system can never crossto thepointD . By sin ilarrea—
soning, the shear rate m ust rise m onotonically through
the Interface since any initial 21l (from the side of the
low shear band) would be sin ilarly unstable to point C
in Fig.[[8c above.

O f course the concentration equation [EH) is highly
oversim pli ed. For instance, a m ore realisticm odel (such
as the one of Eqn.[38) would have dependent prefac—
torsto the @ tem . The equalareas resuk ofEqn. [E8)
is therefore speci ¢ to our oversim pli ed Eqn. [EH), and
does not hod in general. Nonetheless we believe that
Eqn. correctly predicts the absence of a uniquely
banded solution for stresses far above the critical point,
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FIG .16: a) D otted lines: relation between and _ for the case of a local constitutive equation, for several values of the shear
stress, , calculated using Eqns. (E3) and [E4). Solid lines: the results of our num erics, show ing that the pro le cannot
properly negotiate the interface, as describbed in the m ain text. (N ote that the stresses used to generate the dotted and the
solid lines di er slightly, but the overall trend is still clear.) b) The fiinction ofEqgn. [E28 plotted vs. _ using the relation of

Figa). c) repltted vs.

via the basic con ict between the num ber of sign changes
of @5 across the interface, described above.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In thispaper, we have studied the role of concentration
coupling in the shearbanding ofcom plex uidsusing the
two— uid, non-local Johnson-Segalm an m odel. W e have
calculated phase diagram s for di erent degrees of cou—
pling between concentration and m echanical degrees of
freedom (m olecular strain), and found a phase diagram
qualitatively consistent w ith experin ents on m icellar so—
utions at dilutions wellbelow the equilbbrium isotropic—
tonem atic transition [@]. Speci c points to note are as
follow s.

1. The coexistence plateau in the steady-state ow
curve slopes upward with shear rate, because of
the concentration di erence betw een the coexisting
bands. The overall plateau height and width de—
crease w ith average concentration, termm inating in
a non-equilbrium critical point. CPC 1/NaSal in
brine [@] show s the sam e trend.

2.0 f the two coexisting bands, the high shear band
has a an aller concentration due to the fact that
concentration tends to move up gradients in the
nom alm icellar strain com ponent W ,, Wherey is
the ow-gradient direction). W_ describes defor-
m ation relative to the unit tensor _, and Wy, is
m ore negative in the high-shear pha_se than in the
lIower shear phase.) T ie lines of the phase diagram
In the _; plane therefore have negative slope.

3. The concentration gap is am aller for an aller values

of concentration-coupling / G9( )=f%( ), and
tends to zero in the Iim it ! 0. A ccordingly, the
coexistence region of the steady-state ow curve
becom es at in this Im it.

. W e have descrbed the way in which the ow phase

diagram can be reconstructed from the fam ily of
ow curves (_; ), measured for several average
concentrations  Fig.[Id).

. Thephase diagram and ow curvesdepend slightly

on the relative size of the interfacial term in the
viscoelastic constitutive equation to that In the
equation that speci es the concentration dynam —
ics. T his is a concrete dem onstration ofhow stress
selection and the coexistence conditions of driven
system s depend on the nature of the interface, In
contrast to equilbbrium coexistence.

.W e nd no unigue state selection when there are

no gradient tem s In the viscoelastic constitutive
equation, exospt for stresses that are close to the
critical point. T his in plies that, fora m odelto re—
produce a uniquely selected stress, it is not enough
to sin ply have gradient term sonly In, for exam ple,
the concentration dynam ics. T he dynam ical equa—
tions of m otion for each degree of freedom must
possess iInhom ogeneous term s to attain selection in
all situations. C onversely, In situations where such
tem s are physically absent, one can expect, under
certain conditions, no selection and hence a range
of control param eters (shear stress or strain rate)
forwhich the steady states are intrinsically history—
dependent.
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FIG .17: A ssum Ing that the shear rate varies m onotonically
across the interface (@), then ora relation (_; ) of Fig.[08a

that is non-m onotonic, the concentration must vary as in
b), with three sign changesin ® @5 asinc).

7. The interface width diverges at the critical point
as a power law ( <) "wihn 0:5, although
n di ers slightly across the di erent order param e~
ters.

A though ourd-JS— m odelishighly oversimn pli ed,we
believe that it contains the basic ingredients required for

APPENDIX A: D -JS-
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a st description of womm like m icellar surfactant solu—
tions at concentrations wellbelow the isotropicnem atic
(IN ) transition. In particular, i incorporates the m in—
In al set of realistic degrees of freedom (tensorial order
param eter for the m icellar strain together w ith concen-—
tration), and uni es a non-m onotonic ow curve wih
the H elfand-Fredrickson coupling between concentration
and ow . Sim ilar techniques could be applied to m ore
Involved Cates non-linear theory for womm lke m icelles
a,a1.

W e recalla previous calculationsby O In sted etal. was
ain ed at system sofrigid rodsnearthe IN transition 43].
In future work we hope to unify these tw o approaches into
a description of wom like m icelles that is valid over the
entire qopogquxann J:ange‘. ".‘I."h‘js‘shou]d p]:ovjde‘ a_ rst

05}-8) 4 ostb) 1 ogl0 ‘D .
L L A L
W WY
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Wl 8 VY
-05 4 -05- 4 05+ [c -
L A 1 L 1 L ] L A 1 L 1 L ] L wC’\ L 1 L ]
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? ¢ )

FIG. 18: O f these three proposed constructions specifying
the banded state when it is selected, near the critical point),
only a) and b) are consistent w ith the boundary conditions
@, = 0.0fthese,b) isfra nitesystem Prwhih @2 6 0
at the boundary whilk a) is for the realistic physical lin it
in which the interface is narrow com pared w ith the gap size,
connecting two hom ogeneous phases in which @;‘ = 08n.

step tow ards understanding the crossover regin e in the
data of Fig.[d, in which the coexistence plateau stress is
a non m onotonic fiinction of the m icellar concentration.
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EQUATIONS IN CARTESIAN COORDINATES

In this appendix, w e give the com ponents ofthe d-JS— m odel'sequations forplanarshear ow along the x direction,
allow ing gradients only in the ow -gradient direction, y, as describbed i Sec.[IICl, above. T he x com ponent of force—
balance is (in the zeroR eynolds lin it considered in this paper)

= @y G ( )ny]+

m @y [ @ernx]+

s@y [@ ) @ Vex ]t @1

The y com ponent of forcebalance is xed by incom pressibility, r v = 0, along w ith the boundary condition v, = 0:

0= vyt @

1y : @®2)
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T he relative velocity between the m icelles and solvent (@again ignoring inertial term s) is

a ) 1 1 1
Vi y Ny = _@y G ()w yy]+ 2— n @y [ @yvmy] 21— s@y [a )@{Vsy] @{F A 3)
a ) 1 1 1
Vn x by = ————— _@y G ()w xy]+ ~ m @y [ @yvmx] 1— s@y [a )@{VSX] @ 4)
F=f£0) g€ +2G°() Wyy+Wyx NWyWut Wyy+ Woxt+ 1 Wy’ @5)

T he evolution of the m icellar strain tensor is given by

CW xy + Vmy W yy = 2@ LWyx CVinx+ 3 L+ Q)W yyCyvinx + aW 4y CyViny + @yVin x ( )+ o
@ 6)

_ Wy  L0O)7@2W 4y
QW yy + Vay QW yy = (@ 1DWyiy@yVinx + 2aW Q@i y + 2@y Vi y ( )+ 0 ; A7)

W o 10)7@IW
QW xx + Viny QW 4 = L+ @)W 4y @y v x ( )+ 0 : @A 8)
F inally, the concentration dynam ics are
( )
a7

@t = @y - @yB ( )Wyy]+2 m@y[ @yvmy] s@y[(l )@/Vsy] @yF : (A9)

APPENDIX B:STATIONARY HOM OGENEOUS
SOLUTIONS OF THE D-JS- M ODEL

In plnar shear, the stationary hom ogeneous solutions

toEgns. BZMBI) orgiven _and arev,, v, v.=0
and
Wy = —7(); B1a)
1+ b2 2()
Woy= & = L= ®1b)
1+ a 1l+a)l+Db?
szzwxzzwyzzo; B1c)

1

whereb= 1 & . The steady state shear stress is gien

by

Xy — G ()W xy T nt @ ) s_ = constant: B2)
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