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Abstract

The well-known problem of unidirectional plane flow of a flurnda half-space due to the impulsive motion of the plate
it rests upon is discussed in the context of the second-guadéhe Oldroyd-B non-Newtonian fluids. The governing
equations are derived from the conservation laws of massmemdentum and three correct known representations of
their exact solutions given. Common mistakes made in tkeeglitire are identified. Simple numerical schemes that
corroborate the analytical solutions are constructed.
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1. Introduction

Following|Tr [land Raj al (2000), consider a fldidemsityo(x, t) and velocity fieldu(x, t), wherex is
the spatial coordinate artdhe temporal one. Conservation of mass dictates that
o+odivu=0, (1)

where a superimposed dot denotes the material deriv@ivedg /ot + (u - grad)§. Cauchy’s first law of continuum
mechanics supplies the additional conservation of monmeeguation:

ol =divT +b, )

whereT(x, 1) is the stress tensor, amgx, t) represents the body force(s).

We suppose that the fluid is incompressible and homogeneadihsity = grado = 0 = o = const =: go(> 0)
for all x andt. Then, Eq.[(IL) implies that div = 0, meaning that such a fluid can only undergo isochoric metion
Assuming a Cartesian coordinate system, whetexi + yj + zk with unit vectors in the three coordinate directions
1, 7 andk, one such motion is the unidirectional plane flaw- u(y, t)z, which clearly satisfies div = 0. Finally, we
assume no external forces act on the fllid= 0. All this means that the fluid fills the half-spage- 0 with a solid
plate lying in thex-z plane (i.e., ay = 0). The motion is uniform (translation-invariant) in tk@ndz directions.

In 1851, Stokes considered a specific case of such a unidinatplane floMl He was interested in the case
wherein the plate af = 0 is set into motiorsuddenlyat timet = 0*. In other words, the plate’s velocity is given
by U(t) = U(t)H(t), whereH(-) denotes the Heaviside unit step function, &hd) is some smooth function, i.e., it
possesses as many continuous derivatives with respeohtf-oo, +c0) as needed, that we are free to specify. Stokes
himself made the distinction betweéht) andU(t) clear @ 1, p. 101), yet a bewildering array ofepsp
from the 1990s and 2000s fail to take this into account. Teaokhe no-slip boundary condition, the fluid near the
boundary assumes the velocity of the the plate, u@,t) = U(t)H(t). Consequently, if one needs to compute the
acceleration of the fluid at the plate (e.g., when applyimgRburier sine transform to a mixed derivative), the correct
expression i%(o, t) = U’()H () + U(t)s(t), wheres(-) denotes the Dirac delta function. Of course, such eqaaliti
are meant in theense of distributionas thegeneralized functions ) ands(t) fail to have point-values everywhere

(Kolmogorov and Fom|n, 197%21). An ubiquitous but inexcusable mistake is to drop{gs(t) term.
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1.1. Second-grade fluid

TheRivlin—Ericksen fluidsalso known adluids of grade r(Truesdell and Rajagopal, 2000, Chap. 6), are a model
of isotropic simple fluids of the dierential type. Their constitutive relation can be writtsraa expansion in terms of
the Rivlin—Ericksen tensomy. For the incompressible second-grade fluid it takes the form

T= —p| +S, S= ,qu]_ + a1Ar + (IzA%, trD =0, (3)

wherep is the isotropic (indeterminate) stre¢ss the identity tensorS is the extra (determinate) stregs, = 2D,
Ak:1 = Ax+Aggradu + (gradu) TAx (k > 1),D = % [gradu + (gradu) ] is the symmetric part of the velocity gradient
(sometimes referred to as the infinitesimal rate of straémpor, and ar superscript denotes the transpose. The
constanjuo(> 0) is understood in the usual sense of fluid viscosity fromidlaastokes theory, and the second-grade
(constant) parameteng anda, will be discussed shortly.

) was the first to consider plane flows of the seogradie fluid and giveorrect solutions using the
Laplace transform and the Bromwich integral inversion folam However, he did not consider Stokes’ first problem.
Following his derivation, for which he is rarely given credhe stress tensor for our unidirectional plane flow has the
component representation

2
proa(f e
[T] = /Jog—;j, +C¥1% —p+(a’1+2a’2) (Z—;) 0|l (4)
0 -p
Substituting Eq.[{4) into EqL{2), we obtain

ou  ap d°u d°u ap dud’u ap
e e ta——,  0=-i2m+20) =L, 0=-°E 5
DTt~ “ax sy T “ovatay’ gy 2t 20 p g, az ®)

Since the plate is infinite, translational invariance in eplane implies that the pressure cannot depena onz
(Fetter and Walecka, 200861), i.e.,dp/dx = dp/dz = 0. This leads t@ = p(y,t) = P + (@1 + 2a2)(du/dy)? from
the second equation in E@] (5), wheseg is the ambient pressure and at most a function ®he determination of the
pressure is always overlooked in papers on this topic, yegiftundamental part of the solution to this problem.

Finally, we note the following thermodynamic restrictiong > 0 anda; + a» = 0 (Dunn and Rajagopal, 1995).
Whena; < 0, the problem becomes ill-posed in the sense of Hadaraldr@m et al., 1965).

1.2. Oldroyd-B fluid

@) proposed a number of constitutive relati@mnsncompressible fluids with fading strain memory
(retardation) exhibiting stress relaxation. The so-chifeompressibl®©Ildroyd-Bfluid is the one with

T=-pl+S  S+4:S=u(A1+1A), trD=0, (6)
where theupper-convectetime derivativeMdEO, Sec. 3(a)) is given by
F=5- (gradu)™§ — § gradu + (divu)F. (7)

Here,1; and 1, are therelaxation timeandretardation time respectively, angy is the fluid’s viscosity (as before).
Noting thatS = S(y, t) due to translation-invariance in tixez plane, the second equation in Ed. (6) has the component
form:

Sxx + ﬂlagtxx - ﬂlsyxg—; - ﬂlsxyg—; Sxy + /ll% - ﬂlsyyg—; sz + ﬂl% - ﬂlsyzg—;
Syx + /ll% - ﬂlsyyg—; Syy + ﬂl% Syz + A1 6;yz
Szx + /11% — /llszy‘;—;’, Szy + /1]_ B;Zy Szz + /1]_ 6221
—2uod2 (Z—;)Z #oz—; + #oﬂz% 0
= ﬂo’;—; + ﬂoﬂz% 0 - (8)
0 0



From the assumptions that prior to start-up the fluid is &t ves have tha§(y, 0) = 0, whence the equations for the
componentSy;, Szx, Syy, Syz, Szy andS;; give

Sxz=S;x=Sy=Sy;=S;y=S;=0 Vt>0, y>0. 9)
Since the stress tensor must be symmetric,T.e=,TT (= Syy = Syx, in particular), the remaining equations are

0Syy ou d°u OSyx du du
= S A —211S —2upAd 10
ot = Mo ay + pod 26t6y xx + Al—F— ot 1 xyay o2 (ay) (10)

This derivation was first giv {%’%@6@ though mamyrors employ a clumsy and abbreviated version of it
0

without giving him any credi Sec. 4) prasensimilar derivation for a problem in polar coordinates.
Substituting the first equation in E@J (6) into Eg. (2) andattieg thatS = S(y, t), we obtain

Sxy + A1—

6U 6p asxy Bp 6Syy Bp
g 0=-2F 4+ =X 0= 11
QO T “ox oy oy "oy oz’ (11)

As in Sec[L11, translation invariance in tke& plane impliesip/dx = dp/dz= 0. Then,p = p(y,t) = Pe + Syy(Y, 1) =
P thanks to Eq.[(9) and the second equation in Eql (11). NextcareeliminateSy, from the first equation in
Eqgs. [ID) and (1) by taking thederivative of the former and thtederivative of the latter. Thus, we arrive at

ou 62U 6%u 8%u
A 12
00— 3y +oolios = Hooos Y + Hodo—— (12)

ayotay’
The two non-trivial component,, andS,y of the determinate stress can be calculated from[Ed. (1@ wiscfound
from Eq. [12). This completes the formulation of the problem
Considerations from thermodynamics (Raj [an gy 2000) restrict the values of the relaxation and
retardation times to be such that < A3, though here we present some solutions also validifor 1;. Causality
requires thafl; > 0. Then, for the problem to be well-posed in the sense of Hadda necessary (but notfBaient)

condition is thatl, > 0. Experimental observations support all of these regirist(Toms and Strawbridge, 1953;
[1958).

2. Exact solutions by integral transform methods

2.1. Second-grade fluid

Definingv := po/00 anda := a1/00 and supplying EqL{5) with the boundary condition discuseesec[1 and a
proper decay condition 3s— co, we have the following initial-boundary-value problem {IB):

ou d%u d%u

ﬁ - Vay t+a 6y6t(9y (y7 t) € (O’ OO) X (O’ OO)' (13a)
u(0,t) = UgH(t), u—0 asy— oo, t>0; (13b)
u(y,0)=0, y> 0. (13c)

Second-grade solution representation {Christov and Christov, in présspssumer > 0. Using first the Fourier
sine transform in y and solving the resulting ordinaryfeliential equation in t with the Laplace transform, one obsai

sin(ey) —véExA 2a [ £singy) —vExA
ﬂ'j(; £ eXp(1+a§2)d§+7 o 1+ a&? eXp(1+a§2)d§]' (14)

While many authors have attempted to obtain this solutidmisfbv and Christov (in pre'ss) show that all of them
make the mistake of dropping thé(t)s(t) term (recall the discussion in Sdd. 1) in the expressmrth‘erplates
acceleration when applying the Fourier sine transform. Aeseof papers| (Erdoga:

2005 mab) promulgates this error, while incorrecllynging that there is a “deeper” mathematical reason that

3

u(y, t) = UgH(t) |1




their erroneous solution does not agree with the correctacaptransform solution. Meanwhile, three recent pa-

pers (Zierep and Fetecau, 2007; Zierep et al., 2007; ZiexdBahning, 2008) make use of the incorrect version

of Eq. (I3) to perform some manipulations rendering thesults erroneous. The transform error is also commit-

ted in (Feteciu and Fetetau, 2002; Shenlet al.,| 2006),eivhan incorrect solution of Stokes’ first problem for a
second-grade fluid over a heated plate is obtained. Similéhan et al.[(2008) obtain erroneous solutions for MHD
second-grade fluid flows.

Second-grade solution representation ,) Assumer > 0. Using the Laplace transform in t and the
Bromwich integral inversion formula, one obtains

-1

u(y, t) = UgH(t) [l - %foa g™ sm( \jl_ )(:;7} (15)

Note that Eq.[(T4) can be transformed into Eq] (15) by thetiulien n = £2/(1+ a?£?). This solution representa-
tion is correctly generalized to the case of a porous hafepy Jordan and Puri (2003), while an erroneous version
of the porous-half-space problem for the related Burgeiﬁ ftucorrected inmmlm

Second-grade solution representation §8andelli gopal a aldi, 1995Assumer > 0. Using the Laplace
) and standard Laplace inversion tables, one obtains

u(y,t)_UoH(t)[ ~10/0) fo we“lo(ZN/gt(v/a))erfc(z \/; «/Z) dg], (16)

whereerfc() is the complementary error function ang(-) the modified Bessel function of the first kind of order zero.

Note that both Bandelli et Al. (1995) @@984) omit thaH(t) pre-factor. This is not a triviality because,
as the following theorem shows, liny: u(y, t) # 0 = u(y, 0) for this problem. This is known as tlséart-up jumpand

its physical significance is gracefully explainedlin (Jor@ad Puri, 2003; Jordan, 2010).

Theorem 1 (Bandelli, Rajagopal and Galdi, 1999)et Wy, t) be a function for whicldu/dy, du/dt andd?u/otdy are
all integrable at(y, t) = (0, 0), then|u(e, 0) — u(0, €)] - 0 ase — O*.

The contrapositive of this theorem states thai(ié, 0) — u(0, €)| /~ 0 ase — 07 (i.e., the initial and boundary data
areincompatiblg, the solution to the IBVP may fail to have integrable eitfiest andor mixed second derivatives
at (y,t) = (0,0). This means that the solution itself is ill-behaved (siag) there. Indeed, for Stokes’ first problem
we have incompatible initial and boundary data. Therefiooen (Bandelli et al., 1995, Eq. (3.10)), we hauéy, t) —
u(y,0)] /» 0 ast — 0, whence linpo- u(y,t) # lim¢o- u(y, t)E This fact about limits of singular functions is
completely unrelatetb integral transform methods. In the recent literatures oan find béfling statements such as
“it was shown that the previous attempts to solve the protidgmsing the Laplace transform technique are erroneous
and that the method of the Laplace transform does not workhisrproblem” (Erdogan, 2003). However, such a
statement is patently false as the two Laplace and one Fainie transform solutionaboveare all correct, they
satisfy all conditions imposed, and they are equivalent.

2.2. Oldroyd-B fluid
Again, definingv := uo/00 and supplying Eq[{12) with the boundary condition discdsseSec[] and a proper
decay condition ag — oo, we have the following IBVP:

au 6u2 d%u d%u
; 17
o Mo = Vo 3 +Vlp—— Fyody’ (¥,1) € (0, ) x (0, c0); (17a)
u(O, t) = UpH(t), u—0 asy— oo, t>0; (17b)
u(y,0) =0, %(y, 0)=0, y > 0; (17¢)

2|t appears thdt Tanndr (1962) was the first one to realizefdhithe Oldroyd-B fluid. He notes that “the integral form .oes not satisfy the
.. conditions at = 0, there being no derivative at that point.” Yet, worries wahihis fact preventel Amlo5 (1969) from obtaining the sohuti
in Eq. [I2), though he had all the “pieces” of it. Meanwhilénd (1963) shows his solutions for flows of second-grade $liidve continuous
derivatives at = 0, however, all of these are faobmpatibleinitial and boundary conditions.
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Oldroyd-B solution representation 1 (Christov and Jordan, 2009Pefinex := 1,/4; and assuma; , > 0. Using
the Fourier sine transform in y, solving the resulting omlin diferential equation in t with the Laplace transform,
one obtains

1- [ (LI+(§t)sm( )d§+ (Ll(ft)sm( )d§+ff ﬂ+(§t)3|n(fy)d§], k<1,

u(y, t) = UgH(t) erfc(z—‘m), k=1
-2 ey sin( %) dz, 0> 1,
(18)

where?/. (£, t) correspond to €¢) = 0, respectively:

expl-g(&)t/Aa] { V/F(€) cosh[t/ 1) T(E)] + 9(&) sinh[t/40) YT}  xe expl-g(e)t/ il sinhlt/ A1) YT@]

U.(&1) = V7O NIG)

iy - expl-g(&)t/ 1] { ViT @)l cos[t/12) VIT@E + g(&) sin[(t/ 1) VT @)1} kg expl-g(@)t/ ] sin[(t/1,) M],
V] HG]

and

&,= Kk Iy2-kF2V1-K, @) =3[ -22-0+1], 9@ =31+« >0.

Oldroyd-B solution representation 2r2) Definex := 1,/4; and assuméd;, > 0. Using the Laplace
transform in t and the Bromwich integral inversion formutae obtains

u(y,t) = UOH(t)( + }fom exp{—

y n .
o \/;M(n)[ cosi(r) - Sln9(n)]}

X sin{/liln - \/% \/gM(n)[cosG(n) N sine(n)]} %) (19)

where

1+7n2 _ _
M) = TKZUZ’ 0(n) = % [tan 1p—tan 1(/(77)].

Oldroyd-B solution representation 3(Morrison/1956) Definex := 1,/1; and assumey , > 0 andx < 1. Using the
Laplace transform in t and a special splitting of the resudtiquotient, one can invert the transform-domain solution
using standard tables of inverses to obtain

u(y,t)—UoH(t)eXp[( )tl}[efc[z\/z\/_} 1;’([01/11{ [ 1 \/T}

i P e 2 o)

where (-) is the Bessel function of the first kind of order p.

Morrison {1956) and Tanrdr (1962) both neglect to multiplgit solutions byH (t). ThougH Morrison(1956) was
not studying the Oldroyd-B fluid specifically, he obtained EZa) for the velocity in a viscoelastic rod whose stress
response is modeled by a dashpot in series with an elemesistiog of another dashpot and a string in parallel.

;)_ziéfﬂ et al. mB) claim a “new” solution to the IBVP in EfA)is obtained in their paper, though they use the
Laplace transform and a quotient splitting very similarttie bne in[(Morrison, 1956). Additionalli, it is claimed

that “the diagrams of the solutions” from (Fetecau and Rel¢200B) “are identical” to those in (Vieru ef al., 2008).
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Thou%h it remains unclear why a diagram (rather than an ateynlot of the solution) is relevant, the solution in

1 2008) is suspect because it appears to agthetveincorrectsolution in (Eetecau and Fetethu, 2003).
The latter along with the solution for the porous half-spand porous half-space over a heat plate versions of this

problem presented in_(Tan and Masudka, 2005b, a) were shmwa tvrong by Christov and Jordan (2009). Other
studies of Oldroyd-B (Fetecau, 2002; Fetecau bt al.,|2008nK2009; Fetecau etlal., 2009) and Bur etal.,

M) fluid flows are also erroneous because the mistake igiagphe Fourier sine transform is made.

3. Numerical solutions by finite-diference methods

To provide an independent check on the transform solutimemndgn Sed. 2, we also solve the corresponding IBVPs
numerically. The (uniform) spatial and temporal step saredefined ady := L/(M —1) andAt := t; /(K —-1), where
M > 2 andK > 2 are integers and now,(t) € (0, L) x (0, t]. Also, we Ietu’j‘ ~ u(y;, t") be the approximation to the
exact solution on the grid, whewg := jAy (0 < j < M — 1) andt” := nAt (0 < n < K — 1). For appropriately chosen
L > 1, the front does not reach tlge= L boundary for any € (0, t{], and so this is the “numerical infinity.”

For the computations shown below, we ude= K = 5000 andL = 20 to obtain highly-accurate solutions.
MarLap’s built-in Gaussian elimination algorithm is used to inviie symmetric tridiagonal matrices resulting from
the spatial discretizations. Additionally, the integresentations of the analytical solutions are evaluateduhe
high-precision numerical integration routiNéntegrate of the software package Mruemarica (ver. 7.0.1).

3.1. Second-grade fluid

As shown inl(Christov and Christdy, in press), we may dispecEq. [I3h) as follows:

Ssu) = vy 0y [ (™ + uf)] + @by, os 0y ). (21)

Here, 6. is the forward temporal dierence operator ang,. anddy,_ are, respectively, the forward and backward
spatial diference operatorammb%ﬁ). The boundary conditions from Ef.{13b) are implemgate

0 =0
Ww={" n=>u uy ;=0 0<n<K-1 (22)
Up, 1<n<K-1;

The initial condition isu® = 0 (0 < j < M — 1) owing to Eq.[(I3c). Itis a straightforward, though lengitalculation
(see, e. 9@04) to show that this implicip#evel Crank—Nicolson-type discretization is uncorafiti
ally stable and has truncation er@j(At)? + (Ay)?]. m) gives some explicit schemes for [Eq.113a),evew,
the present one is superior in both its accuracy and stabilit

Since there exist dimensionless varialilest(v/«) andy = y/ v/ such that the problem and solution no longer
depend orv ande (Coleman et dl/, 1965; Bandelli et al., 1995), the qualitatihape of the solution is invariant and
varying the parameters is not enlightening in any way. Tloeeein Fig[1, we have made use of these dimensionless
variables by showing(¥y, f)/Uo rather thanu(y, t). It is clear that the three analytical solutions to the IBYWEQ. [I3)
obtained by integral transforms presented in Ee¢. 2.1 adee¢ically with its numerical solution.

3.2. Oldroyd-B fluid

Constructing a reliable finite-fierence scheme directly for EG.{17a) subject to Eq.]1(17bjtaut to be a diicult
task. An easier approach is to introduce the fluid’s acceteray = ou/dt with m’j‘ ~ w(yj, t"), then Eq.[(17a) can be
trivially rewritten as a system that we discretize by thédiwing semi-implicit Crank—Nicolson-type procedure:

n-1/2

22wl sl = — 3]+ ) + vy Sy w4 v2p0,.0, |3 (0 + )] (23)

6t+u i

Noting thatw(0, t) = Uod(t), the boundary conditions from E¢._(17b) are implemented as

0, n=0,
0, n=0,
nm:{u len<k_1. ™o={nfk lsnsm, Wy =wj =0 0sn<K-1 (24)
0, ]

T 0, n"<n<K-1;



Figure 1. Solutions to Stokes' first problem for the secoratlg fluid forf = 1 (bottom curve) and = 10 (top curve). Legend: Fourier sine
transform solution from Eq[{14)e), Puri's Laplace transform solution from E{._{19) Bandelli et al.’s Laplace transform solution from
Eq. [I8) @) and the numerical solution using the scheme from[EQG. (21) (-

The initial conditions aretjfl/z =% =0(0< j< M-1)owing to Eq.[[I7c). The scheme is not sensitive to the
parameten®, so we taker* = 10 in our calculations.

Unfortunately, due to the implementation of #héunction boundary condition, it is no longer straightf@md to
show stability. Nevertheless, numerical experiments sth@scheme is stable fait = O(Ay). It is easy to establish
the truncation error i©[(At)? + (Ay)?]. m%h@a gives@[(At)? + Ay] fully-implicit scheme for the system
of Egs. [I0) and(11), however, the present scheme is simptemore accurate. Other modern numerical approaches
to one-dimensional viscoelastic flows can be found.in (An liveiral 2010) and the references therein.

By using the dimensionless variablBs= t/1; andy = y/vvA; (Tanner, 2), it can be shown that quali-
tative diferences in the shape of the solution result only from hawing 1, x = 1 or« > 1. Experiments
(Toms and Strawbridge, 1953) suggest thigt 1»/1:) is in the range @5 to Q4. Therefore, in Figl]2, we take
k = 0.2 and use the dimensionless variables above to show thatrése @nalytical solutions to the IBVP in EG.{17)
obtained by integral transforms agree identically witmigsnerical solution.

Figure 2: Solutions to Stokes’ first problem for the Oldrdydhuid with « = 0.2 for f = 1 (bottom curve) andl = 7 (top curve). Legend: Fourier
sine transform solution from Ed_(118¢)( Tanner’s Laplace transform solution from Eg.](1M)( Morrison’s Laplace transform solution from
Eqg. [20) @) and the numerical solution using the scheme from [EQG. (23) (-

4. Conclusion

In the last decade, a disturbing trend has emerged in nortéxém fluid mechanics. Many authors have been re-
deriving known results, specifically those from the 195@stigh 1980s on the simple flows of certain non-Newtonian
fluids. Unfortunately, many errors have been made in these/"lerivations. When the problems considered are
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actually novel, it is usually a minute change (e.g., in a ltaug condition) that distinguishes them from the classical
works. Even when free of mathematical errors, these maile (it any) contribution to the mechanics of fluids.

Here, we presented three knoworrect solutions (by the Fourier sine transform, by the Laplacesfarm with
the Bromwich integral inversion formula and by Laplace sfanm with quotient splitting and tables of inverses) to
Stokes’ first problem for the second-grade and Oldroyd-RifluiAdditionally, we presented a representative list of
the papers in which the so-called “new solutions” are wroh@gomplete list would be far too long to attempt here.
The numerical schemes constructed in §&c. 3 provide a wimalgpendent check on the classical Laplace transform
solutions and the corrected Fourier sine transform saistio

Given the astonishing amount of misinformation on this ¢apithe literature, we fder some advice to future
researchers based on the present work:

e The Laplace transformlwaysworks on a well-posed linear IBVP. The solutior] of Plri (1p8mains thdirst
correct exacsolution to Stokes'’ first problem for the second-grade fld&kpite the denigrating remarks many
authors, whose work is erroneous, make about this solution.

e The assumption that the fluid is initially at rest dictatestti(y, 0) = 0 (identically), whence:Y mk £(y,0) = 0 for
anyk. Using the latter equality fok > 1 does notconstitute an “additional” or “unphysical” assumption as

incorrectly claimed in (e.d., Tan and Masuoka, 2005b; Veral.| 2008) and many derivative works thereof.

e For partial diferential equations with mixed derivatives and incompatibitial and boundary data, the solution
doesnothave to satisfy the initial condition in backward time, jast — 0*.

e One has to be very careful in applying the Fourier sine (ome&)gransform to partial dierential equations
with mixed derivatives and incompatible initial and boundedata becausdistributional derivativesf the
Heaviside function will inevitably have to be taken for Stekproblems. Note that the same error exposed in
(Christov and Jordan, 2009; Christov and Christov, in Prisssommitted when solving the unsteady version
of Stokes’ second problem for non-Newtonian fluids. HoweverenU(t) ~ tX ast — 0 (k > 1), e.g.,
U(t) = sin(wt), the singularity is ameliorated thereby allowing an eemus derivation to produce a correct
solution. The same is true for the “constantly acceleraiage” problem in whichJ(t) = At.

e The decay boundary condition that— 0 “sufficiently fast” asy — o is typically enough to guarantee a
solution by the Laplace transform. In the case of the Fositer transform, keeping in mind we seeglassical
solution of the partial dierential equation, the implicit assumptions are made thiat twice continuously
differentiable iny, and thatu, du/dy andd?u/dy? are all integrable foy € (0, ). (Note that this presupposes
nothing about the regularity afin t, which we saw above is quite low.) In fact, it is known from theory of
integration (see Theorem 33.7 and Proposition 2 ) that these (implicit) assumptions not only
guarantee that the Fourier sine transform can be appliedlsoithatu anddu/dy — 0 asy — co. Confusion
about this has led some authors to impose the additionak@assary) condition thau/dy — 0 asy — co.

e Taking the limit as the non-Newtonian parameter(s) go to sliould reduce any solution to the known New-
tonian one. However, this @ecessary but not gicient condition. Consequently, this exercise provides any
insightonly if one fails to recover the Newtonian solution, meaning the non-Newtomine is wrong. For
the problems considered in the present work, it happensbththtthe correct and erroneous non-Newtonian
solutions reduce to the correct Newtonian one, which igtented by the error in computirfy(o, t) as its gov-
erning equation does not have a mixed third derivative, @@me never has to comp@p(o, t) when applying
the Fourier sine transform.

e The signs, thermodynamic restrictions on, and orders ofnitade of the non-Newtonian parameters cannot
be ignored. Introducing dimensionless variables is an easgdy to the lack of precise measurements of, e.g.,
the second-grade fluid’'s parametgr Then, plots can be made with ease and without loss of getyeral

Another important class of non-Newtonian fluids are thosthefMaxwell type, which exhibit stress relaxation
but have no strain memory (retardation), i.&,= 0 in Eq. [6). A thorough overview of the various (correct)usol
tion representations is given by Jordan etlal. (2004). Angbsitivity-preserving numerical scheme, which can be
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used as an independent check on any suspicious “new” sodutiat may appear in the literature, was constructed
by!Mickens and Jordan (2004). Another approach to ascartathe correctness of various solutions to Stokes’ first
roblem is to consider the asymptotic scalings of the veanid shear stress with time (Muzychka and Yovandvich,
) that they predict. Finally, we note that Preziosi avekph|(1987) also provide correct solutions to Stokes’ first
problem for viscoelastic fluids with a variety of memory kelswsing the Laplace transform, while Phan-Thien and Chew
) present numerical solutions to Stokes'’ first prolfiena class of viscoelastic fluids that reduce to the Oldroyd-
B and Maxwell models in certain distinguished limits.
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