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Finite Extension ofPolym ers in Turbulent Flow
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The statistics ofpolym ers advected by a turbulent ow are investigated. To lim it the polym er

lengthsabove to coil{stretch transition,a FENE-P type relaxation law isused. The turbulence is

m odeled by a random strain,delta-correlated in tim eand with G aussian statistics.Thedistribution

ofpolym er lengths for both the coiled and stretched states are derived,from which are obtained

analyticalexpressionsforthem om entsofthedistribution.Thepolym erstresson theuid decreases

linearly with the inverse ofthe D eborah num ber. The degradation (breaking) ofthe polym ers is

also discussed,showing thateven forlarge D eborah num bersom e polym erscan rem ain unbroken.

PACS num bers:83.10.N n,61.25.H q,05.40.+ j,47.27.G s

K eywords:polym ers,hom ogeneous turbulence,stretch-coiltransition

O ne ofthe principalm otivationsto study the proper-
tiesofpolym ersdiluted in a turbulentow isto under-
standtheTom se�ect,alsoknownasdragreduction [1,2],
whereby the e�ectofa sm allconcentration ofpolym ers
isto dram atically reduce the pressurerequired to m ain-
tain a turbulentow ata given velocity in a pipe. Itis
thoughtthattheextension ofthepolym ersby thestrains
in the turbulentow (the coil{stretch transition)iscru-
cialto that e�ect [1,3]. M ore recently,there has been
greatprogressin understanding the m icroscopic behav-
ior ofbiologicalpolym ers such as DNA [4,5,6],which
givecon�dencethatthereisa regim ewherethepolym er
tension dom inatesthe relaxation tim e [7],asopposed to
hydrodynam ice�ects.

The dynam ics of polym ers in incom pressible turbu-
lence was studied recently in Refs. [8, 9, 10, 11].
Balkovsky et al. [8, 10], building on the approach
of Lum ley [12], m odeled the turbulence as a hom o-
geneous,isotropic,delta-correlated random strain| the
K raichnan{K azantsev m odelofturbulence [13, 14, 15,
16,17,18](see the review by Falkovich etal.[19])| for
polym erswhose relaxation is described by the Hookean
dum bbellm odel[20].Chertkov [9]extended theanalysis
to generalnonlinearrelaxation m odels.Experim ents[11]
and num ericalsim ulations[21]validatem any ofthe�nd-
ingsofthesepapers.

In thisletterweexplorethecoiled and stretched states
ofpolym ers assum ing the popular FENE-P m odel[20,
22,23](FiniteExtension NonlinearElastic)fortherelax-
ation forceofthe polym er.The advantageofthe FENE
m odelisthatitsnonlinearnaturepreventsthepolym ers
from beingin�nitein length abovethecoil{stretchtransi-
tion:itlim itsthem to a �nite,�xed length.The results
for the PDF ofthe polym er lengths in both the coiled
and stretched states are presented,as wellas m om ents
ofthe distribution,the polym erstresson the uid,and
a discussion ofpolym er degradation by breaking. For
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de�niteness and sim plicity, G aussian statistics for the
strain are assum ed throughout,though the calculation
herein could beredoneform orearbitrary statisticsusing
the path integralform alism used by Chertkov [9]. The
em phasisisthuson presenting closed form ,analytically
sim ple expressionsthatgive a reasonable description of
the physics. Com pressibility e�ects are neglected,as is
the feedback ofthe polym erson the ow,justi�ed when
the polym er stress is m uch less than ��� [8],where � is
theuid (Newtonian)viscosity and ��isthem ean rateof
strain.

I. FO K K ER {P LA N C K EQ U A T IO N

Theshapeofthepolym ersischaracterized by thesym -
m etric conform ation tensor,A,which describes the de-
form ation ofthepolym ersfrom a coiled ballofradius�0
into a stretched ellipsoid in the presence of ow. W e
take the equation ofm otion forthe conform ation tensor
to bethatofa generalviscoelasticuid with a relaxation
force term (only the longestrestoring tim e istaken into
account),

dA ij

dt
= A

ik
@ku

j + @ku
i
A
kj
�
2

�

�
f(A kk)A ij

� �
2

0 �
ij
�
;

(1)

where f(A kk)depends only on the trace A kk ofA,and
isequalto 1 when A = �20 I,and d=dt= @=@t+ uk@k is
theadvectivederivative.W etakethevelocity �eld to be
incom pressible,@kuk = 0. (Unless otherwise noted,re-
peated indicesaresum m ed.) Theconform ation tensorA
can be diagonalized,with eigenvalues�2� thatevolveac-
cording to

d��

dt
= �̂�� �� �

1

�

�
f(����)�� � �

2

0=��

�
; (2)

with �̂�� (t;x):= e
i
� @ku

i
e
k
� the velocity gradienttensor

projected on the orthonorm aleigenvectors,e�.Thereis
no sum over�on the right-hand side of(2).
W hen theviscousscaleoftheow ism uch largerthan

thepolym erlength (thetypicalsituation),theturbulence
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appearslocally asaconstantstrain.In thecontextofour
m odel,the polym ers are stretched ellipsoids whose m a-
joraxisisaligned with thedom inantstretchingdirection,
associated with the largestLyapunov exponent,positive
here for an incom pressible ow. This alignm ent is ob-
served in num ericalexperim ents [23]. W e thus neglect
the subdom inantdirectionsin (2)and write

d�

dt
= ���

1

�

�
f(�2)�� �

2

0=�
�
; (3)

where�isthelargest�� and �(t)istheLyapunov expo-
nent associated with the dom inant direction ofstretch-
ing.
W e take�(t)to be a random variablesatisfying

h�(t)�(t0)i� ��2 = �(t� t
0)�; h�(t)i= ��; (4)

where the angle bracketsdenote a averageover�(t). In
generalwehave� � ��,sincethestandard deviation can-
not be larger than the m ean for the positive G aussian
variable�.
To get a Fokker{Planck equation for the PDF of�,

we introduce the characteristic function, Z(t;�) =
hexp(i��)i. W e can then derive an equation ofm otion
for Z from (3) and average. G aussian integration by
parts [24,25,26,27]allows evaluation ofterm s ofthe
form h�Zi,�nally yielding a closed equation for Z. In-
verseFouriertransform ation ofZ with respectto �then
givesthe equation ofm otion forP(t;�),the PDF of�,

@tP = 1

2
�@ ��@��P �

��@� �P +
1

�
@�
�
f(�2)�� �

2

0=�
�
P:

(5)

(The@� acton allterm sto theirright.) Thisisthesam e
Fokker{Planck equation asderived by Chertkov [9],ex-
ceptthatinstead ofdi�usivity weshallusethem inim um
polym ersize�0 asan ultravioletcuto�.Thisalso allows
usto treatthe coiled state in Section II.

II. T H E C O ILED STA T E

W e �rst dealwith the case ofrelatively unstretched
polym ers,so thattheire�ectiveradius(them axim alex-
tension oftheellipsoid describing thedeform ation ofthe
polym ers) is m uch less than the m axim alextension of
the polym er. In thatcase we assum e thatthe polym ers
arein a linearforce responseregim e and we can use the
Hookean dum bbellm odel,f(�2)= 1.Sincethe determ i-
nant ofA is greater than (�30)

2 (see the appendix),we
can assum e that the largest principalaxis � (the only
one we m odel) is larger that �0,and assum e the PDF
of�vanishesfor�< �0.
The Fokker{Planck equation (5) with f = 1 can be

solved forthe steady-statedistribution,

Pc(�)� �
�1�2(���) exp(� ��

2

0=�
2); (6)

1 1.5 2 2.5 3
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

0.25

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

D e
�1

h
�
n

i
=
�
n 0

FIG .1: M om entsh�
n

i=�
n

0 ofthe PD F ofpolym erlengthsin

the coiled state fordi�erentvaluesofn,with � := ��=� = 1.

where � := 1=��, � := ��=�. From the PDF we can
derivean exactexpression foritsm om ents,

h�ni

�n
0

= �
n=2 (�� �� n=2;�)

(�� �;�)
; (7)

where (a;x) is the lower incom plete gam m a function.
((a;1 )isequalto�(a),thecom pletegam m afunction.)
For� > �,the denom inatorin (7)ispositive and �nite,
and forn < 2(�� �)so isthe num erator.
For n = 2(�� �) the num erator diverges,so that the

m om ent h�ni becom es in�nite. W hen � = � the n = 0
m om entdiverges,which m eansthatthePDF Pc becom es
unnorm alizable. Thusthe physicalpicture isasfollows:
forlarge�� � only m om entsassociated with largen di-
verge, but as �� � is lowered m ore m om ents diverge,
indicating that on average m ore polym ers have anom a-
lously long lengths,thatis,they areuncoiled.For�= �

allpositive(n > 0)m om entsarein�nite,which indicates
thatthe polym ersare essentially allin a stretched (un-
coiled) state,but also pointing to a breakdown in the
theory becauseofthe in�nite m om ents.
Thecom bination �� � can be rewritten

�� � = �(De�1 � 1); De:= ���; (8)

whereDeistheDeborahnum ber,theratioofthepolym er
relaxation tim escale over the advection tim escale. The
transition to the stretched state thusoccursforDe� 1.
A few m om ents are plotted as a function ofthe Deb-
orah num ber in Fig.1,showing their divergence as De
approachesunity.
For�+ 1m oderatelylarge(uctuationsaresm allcom -

pared tothem ean),them ain contribution totheintegral
representation ofthe incom pletegam m a function occurs
wellbelow �, so we can replace the upper integration
bound � by 1 in (7)and obtain

h�ni

�n
0

’ �
n=2 �(�� �� n=2)

�(�� �)
: (9)
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The even m om ents then reduce to sim ple products of
m onom ialfactors according to the factorialproperty of
the gam m a function.A sim pli�cation occursforn = 2,

h�2i

�2
0

’
�

�� �� 1
= [1� �(��+ �)]�1 : (10)

Thisisa particularly signi�cantm om ent,sincethepoly-
m erstresson the uid isproportionalto A � �2.
Note that the singular denom inator in (10), which

com es from the gam m a function num erator of (9),im -
pliesthatthepolym erlength can bem uch largerthan �0
even below the coil{stretch transition. O fcourse,when
itbecom estoo largewem ustincludenonlinearcontribu-
tionstotherelaxation force,thetopicofthenextsection.

III. T H E ST R ET C H ED STA T E

Aswesaw in Section II,theHookean dum bbellm odel
fails once the Deborah num ber reaches unity, because
itcannotpreventthe polym ersfrom becom ing in�nitely
long [3]. O ne standard way to preventthisisto use the
FENE-P m odel[20,22,23],forwhich

f(�2)=
�2m � �20

�2m � �2
: (11)

The restoring force ofthe polym ers is now such as to
lim ittheirlength to �m (though they m akebreak before
reaching thatlength,aswe see below).W e assum e that
theelongation ofthepolym ersissm allerthan theviscous
length,so thattheirlength islim ited by theirown elas-
ticity and notby thehydrodynam icm echanism ofTabor
and de G ennes[28,29].
Sincein thissection weareinterested in thestretched

state oflong polym ers, we m ay neglect �0 � �m both
in (5)and (11),which leadstothestationarydistribution

Ps(�)� �
�1�2(���) (1� �

2
=�

2

m )
� (12)

Unlike the distribution obtained in [9,10],thisPDF ex-
hibitsacuto� at�m ,reectingthefactthelim ited sizeof
the polym ers.W e also im posea cuto� at�0 forsm all�,
because � cannotbe lessthan the equilibrium length �0

(see the appendix). In Ref.[9]di�usivity was used to
regularize the PDF at sm all�, but both m ethods are
equivalentsince �0 dropsoutin ourapproxim ation.
The m om entsofthe PDF (12)arefound to be

h�ni

�nm
=
�(�� �+ n=2)�(�+ 1)

�(�� �)�(�+ 1+ n=2)
=
(�� �)

n=2

(�+ 1)
n=2

; (13)

where (x)n := �(x + n)=�(x) is the Pochham m er sym -
bol.Thisexpression isvalid for�� �> 0,orequivalently
forDe> 1.AtDe= 1,Eq.(13)predictszero length for
the polym ers,butthis isjusta sym ptom ofthe neglect
of�0.Rather,thecoiled solution ofSection IIm ustthen
be used.
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Forn = 2,Eq.(13)again takesa sim pli�ed form ,

h�2i

�2m
=
�� �

�+ 1
=

��� ��1

��+ �
=
1� De�1

1+ ��1
; (14)

so the average polym er stress (proportionalto h�2i) is
linear in the inverse Deborah num ber. Som e positive
(n > 0) and negative (n < 0) m om ents are plotted as
a function ofthe Deborah num ber in Figs.2{3. The
negativem om entsdivergeasDeapproachesunity,a con-
sequenceofthe neglectof�0.
As m entioned in Ref. [9], the PDF of length can

also be used to estim ate the fraction ofpolym ers that
break. (This is a kind ofdegradation,though not the
sam e as say for DNA, where the two strands becom e
separate [30].) Assum e a polym er breaks if the ten-
sion F (�2) = f(�2)�=� exceeds a criticalvalue,Fc. To
thatcriticaltension correspondsa criticallength,�c,ob-
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the inverse D eborah num ber,fordi�erentvaluesof� := ��=�

with �c=�m = 0:7.

tained by solving

Fc =
1

�
f(�2c)�c =

1

�

�2m

�2m � �2c
�c; (15)

a quadratic in �c. The fraction ofpolym ers that sur-
viveisequalto thefraction shorterthan �c,obtained by
integrating the PDF (12)from 0 to �c,

Prob(�< �c)=
B (�2c=�

2
m ;�� �;�+ 1)

B (�� �;�+ 1)
; (16)

where B (a;b):= �(a)�(b)=�(a+ b) is the beta func-
tion, and B (z;a;b) is the incom plete beta function.
Since B (1;a;b)= B (a;b),for�c = �m none ofthe poly-
m ers break. The fraction ofsurviving polym ers (16) is
plotted in Fig.4 for di�erent values of�. For large �
(sm alluctations), the survivalprobability becom es a
step function with \knee" at De�1 = 1� (�c=�m )2: ei-
therallpolym erssurviveorallarebroken.

A consequence of (16) is that a signi�cant frac-
tion of polym ers can survive even for large Deb-
orah num ber; For �� � (De� 1) and �� 1,
Prob(�< �c)’ (�c=�m )2�,which isnotsm allif� isnot
too large.In otherwords,som epolym erssurvivebreak-
age forlarge �� ifthe uctuationsin �� (given by �)are
also large. O fcourse,this treatm ent is for one correla-
tion tim e ofthe turbulence. In reality a given polym er
islikely to beexposed to m any di�erentrandom strains.
Because we have assum ed the turbulence to be delta-
correlated,theprobability ofsurvivalofthepolym ersde-
caysroughlyas(�c=�m )2�N ,whereN = t=tcorr with tthe
elapsed tim e and tcorr the correlation tim e. (M ore gen-
erally,forsm allerDeborah num ber,takethe N th power
of(16).)
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FIG .5: Stability diagram showing that D := �1�2�3 m ust

havevaluegreaterthan orequalto unity.Constant-D curves

are dotted,with the D = 1 curve dashed.

A P P EN D IX :LO W ER B O U N D O N P O LY M ER

V O LU M E

W e show thatthe evolution equation (1)forthe poly-
m ersim pliesa lowerlim iton the volum eofthe polym er
ellipsoid.Thatvolum eisproportionaltodetA = �21�

2
2�

2
2,

soweletD := �1�2�3.(W erescale�such thatk�0k = 1.)
Forsm allvolum es(low stretching)theHookean approxi-
m ation applies,so weletf = 1 in (2);thequantity logD
obeys

�
d

dt
logD = � 3+

�
�
�2

1
+ �

�2

2
+ �

�2

3

�
=:L(�): (17)

Thesign changesofthederivativeoflogD arethesam e
as those ofD since the logarithm is m onotonically in-
creasing. Figure 5 shows the sign of L in the �1{�3
plane,assum ing �2 = 1. W ithout loss ofgenerality we
also assum e�1 � �3,so weneed notconsidertheshaded
area. The solid curve is L = 0,where the determ inant
isconstant.Thedotted curvesshow linesofconstantD ,
the dashed line being D = 1. The dotted and dashed
curves m eet at the sphericalsolution. Below the solid
curve,D m ustincrease,and aboveitm ustdecrease.The
line D = 1 liesentirely below L = 0 and istangentto it
at�1 = �3 = 1.Assum ing thatthepolym ersareinitially
in thespherical(rest)state,weseethatD m usteitherre-
m ain atorincreaseaway from unity.In facttheonly dis-
turbancesthatdonotlinearlydecaybacktothespherical
statearethosealongthesolid line.Thepicturefor�2 6= 1
is three-dim ensionalbut is qualitatively the sam e. W e
conclude thatD � 1,so thatthe volum eofthe ellipsoid
is no sm aller than the equilibrium sphere. Hence,the
largestpolym erdim ension,�1,isneversm allerthan �0,
justifying itsuseasa sm all-�1 cuto�.
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