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Finite E xtension of Polym ers in Turbulent F low

Jean-Luc Thi eau]t,-
D epartm ent of A pplied P hysics and A pplied M athem atics, C olum bia University, New York, NY 10027&

T he statistics of polym ers advected by a turbulent ow are investigated. To lin it the polym er
lengths above to coil{stretch transition, a FENE-P type relaxation law is used. The turbulence is
m odeled by a random strain, delta-correlated in tim e and w ith G aussian statistics. T he distrdbution
of polym er lengths for both the coiled and stretched states are derived, from which are obtained
analytical expressions for them om ents ofthe distrbution. T he polym er stresson the uid decreases
linearly with the inverse of the D eborah number. The degradation (poreaking) of the polym ers is
also discussed, show ing that even for lJarge D eborah num ber som e polym ers can rem ain unbroken.

PACS numbers: 83.10Nn, 6125Hq, 0540+ 3, 4727Gs
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O ne of the principalm otivations to study the proper—
ties of polym ers diluted In a turbulent ow is to under-
stand the Tom se ect, also known asdrag reduction E}, .’g:],
w hereby the e ect of a am all concentration of polym ers
is to dram atically reduce the pressure required to m ain—
tain a turbulent ow at a given velociy in a ppe. It is
thought that the extension ofthe polym ersby the strains
In the turbulent ow (the coil{stretch transition) is cru—
cial to that e ect [_:]_4', 3]. M ore recently, there has been
great progress in understanding the m icroscopic behav—
ior of biological polym ers such as DNA t_l], :5, :_é], w hich
give con dence that there is a regin e w here the polym er
tension dom nates the relaxation tin e ij.], as opposed to
hydrodynam ic e ects.

The dynam ics of polym ers in incom pressble turbu-
knce was studied recently in Refs. H, :§ :1d :ll:
Balkovsky et aL [8 :lO], buiding 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 odel of turbulence {3, :14 19,
:Lé :17.,:15] (see the review by Falkovich et al {19 | or
polym ers whose relaxation is described by the H ookean
dum bbellm odel QO Chertkov @] extended the ana]ys:s
to generalnonlinear relaxation m odels. E xperin ents [1].
and num erical sin ulations fZl-] validatem any ofthe nd-
ngs of these papers.

In this letter w e explore the coiled and stretched states
of polym ers assum ing the popular FENE-P m odel 120
23,23] F inite E xtension N onlinearE Jastic) for the relax-
ation force of the polym er. T he advantage ofthe FENE
m odel is that its nonlinear nature prevents the polym ers
from being in nite in length above the coil{ stretch transi-
tion: i lin tsthem to a nite, xed length. The results
for the PDF of the polym er lengths in both the coiled
and stretched states are presented, as well as m om ents
of the distrdbution, the polym er stress on the uid, and
a discussion of polym er degradation by breaking. For
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de niteness and sin plicity, G aussian statistics for the
strain are assum ed throughout, though the calculation
herein could be redone form ore arbitrary statistics using
the path integral form alin used by Chertkov @]. The
em phasis is thus on presenting closed form , analytically
sin ple expressions that give a reasonable description of
the physics. Com pressbility e ects are neglected, as is
the feedback of the polym ers on the ow, justi ed when
the polym er stress is m uch less than [{z.l],where is
the uid N ewtonian) viscosity and isthem ean rate of
strain.

I. FOKKER{PLANCK EQUATION

T he shape ofthe polym ers is characterized by the sym —
m etric confom ation tensor, A, which describes the de—
form ation ofthe polym ers from a coiled ballofradius o
Into a stretched ellipsoid in the presence of ow. We
take the equation ofm otion for the conformm ation tensor
to be that ofa generalviscoelastic uid w ith a relaxation
force term  (only the longest restoring tim e is taken into
account),

da ™

= £ @M1 g B,

@)

= Aik @kuj + @kuiAkj

where £ @**) depends only on the trace AX¥ of A, and
isequalto 1 when A = 27, and d=dt= @=@t+ u*@y is
the advective derivative. W e take the velocity eld to be
incom pressble, @u* = 0. @Unless otherw ise noted, re—
peated Indices are summ ed.) The conform ation tensorA
can be diagonalized, w ith eigenvalues 2 that evole ac—

cording to
d _ . Leo ) = @
at 0 ’

with ~*  (@x) = et @euter the velocity gradient tensor

progcted on the orthonom aleigenvectors, e . There is
no sum over on the right-hand side of (2_5 .
W hen the viscous scale ofthe ow ismuch larger than

thepolym er length (the typicalsituation), the turdoulence
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appears locally asa constant strain. In the context ofour
m odel, the polym ers are stretched ellipsoids whose m a-
praxis isaligned w ith the dom inant stretching direction,
associated w ith the largest Lyapunov exponent, positive
here for an ncom pressble ow . This alignm ent is ob—
served In num erical experin ents i_2§l] W e thus neglect
the subdom nant directions in @) and w rite

d 1 2 2
ot () 0 ®3)
where isthe largest and (t) is the Lyapunov expo—

nent associated w ith the dom inant direction of stretch—
ng.

W e take (t) to be a random variable satisfying

ho e = ¢ & hoi= ; @
w here the angle brackets denote a average over (t). In
generalwe have , slnce the standard deviation can—
not be larger than the m ean for the positive G aussian
variabl

To get a Fokker{P lanck equation for the PDF of ,
we Introduce the characteristic function, Z (; ) =
hexp (1 )i. W e can then derive an equation of m otion
for Z from @) and average. G aussian Integration by
parts [_2-4, 2-5, 2-6, :_2-:}] allow s evaluation of tem s of the
form h Zi, nally yielding a closed equation for 2. In—
verse Fourder transform ation of Z w ith regpect to then
gives the equation ofm otion forP (; ), the PDF of ,

1 1 2 2

@P=3 @ @ P @ P+ —-Q@ £(°) o= P:
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(The @ acton alltem sto their right.) This isthe sam e
Fokker{P lanck equation as derived by Chertkov {_9.], ex—
cept that instead ofdi usivity we shalluse them Inin um

polym er size ( as an ultraviolt cuto . Thisalso allows

us to treat the coild state in Section I

II. THE COILED STATE

W e st dealwih the case of relatively unstretched
polym ers, so that their e ective radius (the m axin alex—
tension ofthe ellipsoid describing the deform ation of the
polym ers) is much less than the m axin al extension of
the polym er. In that case we assum e that the polym ers
are In a linear force response regin e and we can use the
H ookean dum bbellm odel, £ ( 2) = 1. Sinhce the detem i+
nant of A is greater than ( 3)? (see the appendix), we
can assum e that the largest principal axis  (the only
one we model) is larger that (, and assum e the PDF
of wvanishesfor < .

The Fokker{P lanck equation {3) with f = 1 can be
solved for the steady-state distribution,

Pc() 2= 2); ®6)
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FIG.l:Momentsh "i= § ofthe PDF ofpolym er lengths in
the coiled state for di erent valuesofn,with = = = 1.

where = 1= , = = . From the PDF we can
derive an exact expression for itsm om ents,

h™i o,
0 ( ;)

where (@;x) is the lower incom plete gamm a function.
( @;1 ) isequalto (@), the complete gamm a function.)
For > , the denom nator in (:_7.) is positive and nite,
and forn < 2( ) so is the num erator.

Forn= 2( ) the num erator diverges, so that the
moment h “ibecomesin nite. When = then= 0
m om ent diverges, which m eansthat thePDF P becom es
unnom alizable. T hus the physical picture is as follow s:
for large only m om ents associated w ith largen di-
verge, but as is Jowered m ore m om ents diverge,
Indicating that on average m ore polym ers have anom a—
Jously Iong lengths, that is, they are uncoiled. For =
allpositive (n > 0) m om entsare in nite, which indicates
that the polym ers are essentially all In a stretched (uUn-
coiled) state, but also pointing to a breakdown in the
theory because of the in nite m om ents.

T he com bination can be rew ritten

i (7

= De' 1);

whereD e istheD eborah num ber, the ratio ofthe polym er
relaxation tin escale over the advection tim escale. The
transition to the stretched state thus occurs orDe 1.
A few moments are plotted as a function of the D eb-
orah number in Fi. -'!4', show ing their divergence as D e
approaches unity.

For + 1lm oderately large ( uctuationsare an allcom —
pared to them ean), them ain contribution to the integral
representation of the incom plete gam m a fiinction occurs
well below , so we can replace the upper integration
bound byl in {}) and obtain

De= ; 8)

hoi o, ( n=2)

0 ( )

: )



The even m om ents then reduce to sin ple products of
m onom ial factors according to the factorial property of
the gamm a function. A sin pli cation occurs forn = 2,

h?i N
7~ — =10 (+ )]°: 10)
0

This is a particularly signi cant m om ent, since the poly—
mer stress on the uid isproportionalto A 2.

Note that the singular denom inator n {10), which
com es from the gamm a function num erator of (:g), in -
plies that the polym er length can bem uch lJargerthan
even below the coil{stretch transition. O f course, when
it becom es too large we m ust include nonlinear contribu—
tions to the relaxation force, the topic ofthe next section.

III. THE STRETCHED STATE

Aswe saw in Section :j:[, the H ookean dum bbellm odel
fails once the D eborah number reaches unity, because
it cannot prevent the polym ers from becom ing In niely
long g] O ne standard way to prevent this is to use the
FENE-P model 6, 24,23], for which
2
0

£(?%) = (11)
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T he restoring force of the polym ers is now such as to
lim it their length to , (though they m ake break before
reaching that length, aswe see below ). W e assum e that
the elongation ofthe polym ers is an aller than the viscous
length, so that their length is 1im ited by their own elas—
ticity and not b¥ the hydrodynam icm echanism ofTabor
and de G ennes (_28 29]

Since In this section we are interested in the stretched
state of lIong polym ers, we may neglect o n both
in @) and {I1), which leads to the stationary distribution

Ps() RO =2 12)
Unlike the distrbution cbtained in [@,i10], thisPDF ex—
hibitsa cuto at ,,re ecting the fact the 1im ited size of
the polymers. W ealso mpossa cuto at ¢ ranall ,
because cannot be lss than the equilbriim length o
(see the appendix). In Ref. [{] di usivity was used to
regularize the PDF at small , but both methods are
equivalent sihce ¢ dropsout In our approxin ation.

Themomentsofthe PDF {_fg) are found to be

hi tn=2) (+1) L:z; 03
n ( ) (+1+n=2) (+1)_,

where X), = &+ n)= ) is the Pochhamm er sym —
bol. Thisexpression isvald for > 0, orequivalently
forDe> 1.AtDe= 1,Eq. {{3) predicts zero Jength for
the polym ers, but this is just a sym ptom of the neglect
of o .Rather, the coiled solution of Section \If m ust then
be used.

FIG.2: Posttive moments h "i= ; of the PDF of polym er
lengths In the stretched state,with = = = 1.
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FIG.3: Negative moments h "i=  ofthe PDF of polym er

lengths In the stretched state,with = = = 1.
Forn= 2,Eq C_l-Zj ) again takes a simnpli ed fom ,
h2i B ! 1 pe' w4
2 +1 + 1+ 17

so the average polym er stress (proportional to h 2i) is
linear n the Inverse D eborah number. Som e positive
n > 0) and negative 0 < 0) mom ents are plotted as
a function of the D eborah number in Figs. 4{3. The
negative m om ents diverge asD e approachesunity, a con—
sequence of the neglect of .

As mentioned in Ref. E_S%], the PDF of length can
also be used to estin ate the fraction of polym ers that
break. (This is a kind of degradation, though not the
sam e as say or DNA, where the two strands becom e
separate E-%(_i].) Assume a polymer breaks if the ten—
sion F (%) = £(?) = exceeds a critical value, F.. To
that critical tension correspondsa critical length, ., ob—
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FIG . 4: Fraction of polym ers that survive as a function of
the Inverse D eéborah num ber, for di erent valuesof = =
wih =, = 0.

tained by solving

- i 15)

a quadratic in .. The fraction of polym ers that sur-

vive is equalto the fraction shorterthan ., obtained by
integrating the PDF (14) from O to .,
B(2=2; i+ 1
Prob ( < = c_m ; 16
( c) B ( T r 1) (1e)

where B @;b) = @) )= @+ b) is the beta func-
tion, and B (z;a;b) is the incomplete beta function.
Since B (1;a;b) = B @;b), or .= L, none of the poly—
mers break. The fraction of surviving polym ers (ld) is
pbtted In Fig. -ff for di erent values of . For large
(am all uctations), the survival probability becom es a
step finction with \knee" at De® = 1 (o= n)?%: et
ther all polym ers survive or all are broken.

A consequence of z;L-_G) is that a signi cant frac-
tion of polymers can survive even for large Deb-—
orah number; For De 1) and 1,
Prob( < &)’ (e=nm)? ,whih isnot smallif isnot
too large. In other words, som e polym ers survive break—
age for large ifthe uctuations in (given by ) are
also large. O f course, this treatm ent is for one correla—
tion tin e of the turbulence. In reality a given polym er
is Jkely to be exposed to m any di erent random strains.
Because we have assum ed the turbulence to be delta—
correlated, the probability of survivalofthe polym ers de—
caysroughly as ( = n )? ¥ ,whereN = t=t_, with tthe
elapsed tin e and t.o the correlation tine. M ore gen-—
era]J_yé, for am aller D eborah num ber, take the N th power
of {le).)

FIG.5: Stability diagram showing that D = 1 » 3 must
have valie greater than or equalto unity. Constant-D curves
are dotted, with the D = 1 curve dashed.

APPENDIX :LOW ER BOUND ON POLYM ER
VOLUM E

W e show that the evolution equation ('_]:) for the poly—
m ers in plies a lower 1im it on the volum e of the polym er
ellipsoid. T hat volum e isproportionaltodetA = 2 2 2,
soweletD = 1 5, 3. Werescale suchthatk gk= 1.
For an allvolum es (low stretching) the H ookean approxi-
m ation applies, soweltf = 1in (lzi); the quantity logD
obeys

d
EtbgD: 3+ 1 + 2 + 3

=:L(): @7

T he sign changes of the derivative of logD are the sam e
as those of D since the logarithm is m onotonically in-—
creasing. Figure 15 shows the sign of L in the 1{ 3

plane, assum ing , = 1. W ithout loss of generality we
also assume 1 3, SO we need not consider the shaded
area. The solid curve isL = 0, where the determ inant
is constant. T he dotted curves show lines of constantD ,
the dashed line beng D = 1. The dotted and dashed
curves m ect at the spherical solution. Below the solid
curve, D must ncrease, and above it m ust decrease. T he
lineD = 1 lies entirely below L = 0 and is tangent to i
at 1= 3= 1l.Assum ing that the polym ers are Iniially
In the spherical (rest) state, we seethat D m ust either re—
m ain at or increase away from unity. In fact the only dis-
turbances that do not linearly decay back to the soherical
state are those along the solid Iine. Thepicturefor , 6 1
is three-dim ensional but is qualitatively the same. W e
conclude that D 1, so that the volum e of the ellipsoid
is no sm aller than the equilbriim sphere. Hence, the
largest polym er din ension, 1, isnever am aller than o,
Justifying ftsuse asa snallk ; cuto .
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