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Abstract

Thixotropy is characterized by an increase in viscosity when a material is subjected to
no flow (quiescent) or weak flow conditions and a decrease in viscosity when it is
subjected to strong flow conditions. The characteristic timescale associated with the
thixotropic phenomenon, particularly how the viscosity increases with time, has been
termed the thixotropic timescale. In the literature, several approaches have been
suggested for estimating the thixotropic timescale. The most prominent approach,
however, infers it from a specific form of a kinetic expression for structure parameter
evolution. In this paper, we study the various kinds of structural kinetic models, and
by carrying out a careful analysis of the same, we propose a parameter for the
thixotropic timescale that is associated with the most generic form of the kinetic
expression for structure parameter evolution. We observe that when the viscosity of
the structural kinetic model undergoes continuous increase with time and eventually
diverges under quiescent conditions, which we believe is the most practical scenario,
our analysis suggests that increasing the thixotropic timescale weakens the thixotropic
character of a system. We also propose a new phenomenological measure of the
thixotropic timescale: T, = (dInn/dt)™!, where 1 is viscosity and t is time. The
proposed definition allows a straightforward and unique way to determine thixotropic
timescale through experiments and agrees well with the conventional notion of

thixotropy.



Introduction

Thixotropy is associated with an increase in the viscosity of a material when it
is subjected to no flow (quiescent) or weak flow conditions and a decrease in viscosity
under strong flow conditions [1]. Distinctly, the phenomenon is related to two aspects:
one is an increase in viscosity, which is an outcome of microstructural build-up; while
the second is a decrease in viscosity that occurs due to microstructural breakdown
under flow [2-4]. The characteristic time associated with the structural build-up that
causes an increase in viscosity may typically be termed the thixotropic or
restructuration timescale [5-7]. The other timescale is an imposed timescale associated
with the applied deformation field, typically an inverse of the second invariant of the
rate of strain tensor [1]. The ratio of these two timescales is a natural dimensionless
number, the value of which is expected to determine how the microstructure gets
altered as a function of time under the applied deformation field [7-10]. In this work,
we discuss various features associated with the restructuration or thixotropic timescale,
and possible issues with the way this timescale is presently defined. Our analysis leads
to a proposal for a thixotropic timescale obtained from a generic kinetic expression of
the evolution of structure parameter. We also put forth a phenomenological proposition
of the thixotropic timescale, offering a straightforward experimental estimation method

that agrees well with the established understanding of thixotropy.

According to Barnes [11], the origin of the term thixotropy is attributed to
Peterfi [12]. The historic development associated with the same has been discussed in
detail elsewhere [7, 11]. According to IUPAC, thixotropy is defined as [7]: “the
continuous decrease of viscosity with time when the flow is applied to a sample that has
been previously at rest, and the subsequent recovery of viscosity when the flow is
discontinued.” As comprehensively articulated in the literature [3, 7, 10, 11, 13, 14],
this definition does not safeguard the inclusion of non-linear viscoelasticity under the
purview of thixotropy. Consequently, doubts have been raised about the independent
existence of the phenomenon of thixotropy, and if it does have an independent
existence, boundaries have been created to unequivocally separate it from nonlinear
viscoelasticity [7, 13]. In our opinion, any material capable of showing microstructural
evolution that causes increase in viscosity under no-flow and no stress conditions, and
is homogeneous over mesoscopic lengthscales, such that the whole phenomenon is

deformation field reversible is intrinsically thixotropic in nature. However, distinction



between thixotropy and viscoelasticity, and what issues it leads to, is discussed

elsewhere [3, 7, 10, 11, 13-15], and hence we will not dwell on it in this study.

In the contemporary literature, there is no unique way to explicitly describe the
thixotropic timescale. Some definitions employ the structural kinetic model to illustrate
the thixotropic timescale, while others infer it from the experimental data, either by
associating it with a specific experimental feature or by simply fitting the experimental
data with generic expressions. The structural kinetic model has been considered to be
the most convenient representation to introduce the thixotropic timescale [5]. It is
comprised of an evolution equation of structure parameter that denotes a conceptual
dimensionless measure of a structure at a given time instance. However, since there
are no strict measures that put constraints on the variation of structure parameter,
one class of models constrains the structure parameter between 0 and 1 [13], while the
other class of models allows variation of the same between 0 and oo [6, 16]. In both
cases, the lower limit is the thixotropic structureless state, while the upper limit is a
full or equilibrium structured state. If the structure parameter in the former case is
assumed to be 1 € (0, 1), the evolution of the same in the absence of any flow (quiescent
conditions) typically takes a form: dA/dt = (1 —1)/Ty, where t is time and Ty is a
constant having dimensions of time [5]. Therefore, for this formalism, with an initial
state as a structureless state, 1 evolves as: A =1 —exp (—t/T;). In this expression A
increases with increase in t/T;, which is suggestive of structural build-up.
Consequently, the corresponding timescale T; has been termed as the thixotropic time
scale [5, 7, 8, 10]. Interestingly, the literature is mute what T; should be called if one
considers a different form dA/dt = F(A)/T; under quiescent conditions, where F (1) is
an arbitrary function of A, for example F(1) = (1 —A1)?, p > 0.

We now consider a case wherein the structure parameter is unbounded: A €
(0,0). For this case, the evolution equation of the same in the absence of any flow has
been proposed to have a form dA/dt = 1/T, [6]. In this case, Ty also has dimensions of
time. Staring from the structureless state, A evolves as A = t/T,. In this expression, A
increases as t/T, increases, indicating structural growth. Consequently, the
corresponding timescale Ty, has been termed as the characteristic time of structural
evolution or the restructuration time [6, 7], which has identical physical meaning as
the thixotropic timescale. Interestingly, depending on whether a material reaches finite
viscosity associated with an equilibrium state or infinite viscosity by undergoing eternal

aging, two seemingly different measures of thixotropic timescales have been proposed



in the literature [7]. Furthermore, as discussed in greater detail below, depending on
the bounds of the structure parameter, whether an increase or decrease in the so-called
thixotropic time causes weakening or strengthening of the thixotropic character of a
material, is also a matter of contention. There are several issues that need careful
assessment. The first one is, can a structure parameter, which by itself does not have
any definite physical meaning, be used to describe the thixotropic timescale? Secondly,
can the definition of thixotropic timescale, which in principle, could be an important
characteristic feature of a thixotropic material, be confined to a specific form of
evolution equation? Another issue is, whether thixotropic time is a constant or can

vary with time. In this work, we shall analyze these questions in detail.

There have been various other proposals wherein the thixotropic timescale has
been inferred from the experimental data. Ewoldt and coworkers [9] proposed a
procedure that involves the application of step change in shear rate or magnitude of
oscillatory strain to a thixotropic material and recording the corresponding output
variable (either stress or elastic modulus). Subsequently, they fitted an appropriate
function involving the Maxwell model like a sum of exponential decay, or the Kelvin-
Voigt model like a sum of retarded increase to the output variable, whichever is
applicable. The corresponding fitted timescale leads to either a discrete or continuous
spectrum (by converting the sum to an integral) of characteristic timescales involved
in the process. They term these spectra to be recovery or breakdown spectra depending
upon the whether process of applied step jump involves recovery or breakdown in the
structure. In another proposal, the thixotropic timescale has also been inferred from
the rheological hysteresis experiments. In a typically adapted procedure, thixotropic
material is subjected to a stepwise decrease in the shear rate from a high value to a
low value followed by a stepwise increase in the shear rate back to the high value with
a certain step time 8t. It has been observed that the area of the hysteresis loop when
plotted as a function of &t shows a bell-shaped curve. The characteristic thixotropic
timescale of a material is proposed to be related to the value of §t at which the area
of the hysteresis loop is maximum [8, 17-20]. Interestingly, hysteresis loops are also
observed for non-linear viscoelastic materials and hence they do show the bell-shaped
curve when the area of the hysteresis loop is plotted as a function of &t [21].
Consequently, there is always a concern regarding how much the viscoelastic character
of a material influences the nature of the bell-shaped curve in thixo-viscoelastic

materials.



With respect to the aforementioned background, we analyze the following
aspects in this work. Firstly, we assess a question of whether the definition of
thixotropic timescale should depend on how a structural kinetic model has been
proposed. We consider two different kinds of structural kinetic models and discuss
various features of the thixotropic timescale they lead to. We discuss an important
aspect of limits on the thixotropic timescale and its relation to the
weakening /strengthening of the thixotropic phenomenon. Subsequently, we consider a
most generic form of the evolution equation of the structure parameter and propose a
specific parameter as a universal candidate for the thixotropic time scale. Finally,
taking a cue from this discussion and considering the intrinsic definition of thixotropy,
we also propose a new phenomenological measure of thixotropic timescale and discuss

characteristics associated with the same.

Thixotropic timescales from the structural kinetic models

The structural kinetic model is generally thought to be the most useful
theoretical framework for describing thixotropic behavior. The structural kinetic model
is comprised of three components [22-24]. The first component is the evolution of the
structure parameter that conceptually describes the actual state of the structure.
Usually, the evolution equation of the structure parameter is represented by first-order
kinetics with microstructural build-up and break-down terms. The second component
is the constitutive equation, which could be inelastic or viscoelastic with or without
frame invariance depending upon the application. Finally, the third and equally
important component is the relationship between the structure parameter and the
parameters of the constitutive equation such as viscosity, modulus, etc. The third
component is the key that translates the conceptual but still vague notion of a state
of the structure to more tangible and measurable properties of a material. One of the
earliest structural kinetic models is due to Goodeve and Whitfield [25], whose more

generalized form can be expressed as:

ar_ (1-2) 3 . (1)
@ T f@y.

The first term on the right denotes the microstructural build-up while the second term

depicts the microstructural break-down. The specific form proposed by Goodeve and
Whitfield [25] is obtained for f(4) = kA. For the class of expression given by Eq. (1),



A varies from 0 (devoid of structure) to 1 (completely structured or equilibrium state).
The microstructural breakdown is due to the applied deformation field whose strength
is expressed by the second invariant of the rate of strain tensor given by y.
Dimensionally, the parameter T; has units of inverse of time, and since it signifies the
rate of structural evolution, T; has been termed the thixotropic timescale in the
literature [5, 7, 8, 10]. If a constant shear rate y, is applied to a material following Eq.
(1) with f(A1) = kA, in its structureless state (1 =0 at t = 0), Eq. (1) can be solved

analytically to obtain,

1= 1 —exp(=(kTyy + D)(t/Ty)) (2)
1+ kT, y
It can be seen that Eq. (2) intrinsically leads to a dimensionless group: T; ¥, which has

been termed as Thixotropy number by Mujumdar et al. [5] and Larson and Wei [7],
while the Mnemosyne number by Jamali and McKinley [8]. Interestingly Eq. (2) also
leads to another dimensionless number, t/T;. Since T; has been expressed as the
thixotropic timescale, the dimensionless group t/T; has been represented as mutation

number [8] or an inverse of the thixotropic counterpart of the Deborah number [10].

In Fig. 1(a), we plot 1 as a function of t/T; for different values of Ty y for k =
1. In a limit of t/T; — 0, A increases with t/T;. For T; ¥y > 1, A reaches a steady state
for t/T; = (Ty¥)™Y, while for T;y < 1, A1 attains a steady state for t/T; = 1.
Furthermore, as evident from Eq. (2), for T; y » 1 steady state value of 1 is given by
Ass = (T ¥)7L. On the other hand, for T; y < 1, A4 saturates to 1 with decrease in
T; y. Furthermore, in this representation, it is proposed that in the limit T; y < 1 effect
of thixotropy can be neglected while in the limit T; y > 1, the effect of thixotropy is
strong [5, 8, 10, 26]. On the other hand, on similar lines, it has been suggested that
the limit of T; = 0 is devoid of thixotropy. Under quiescent conditions (y = 0), since
it takes t =0(T;) time for A to reach the equilibrium, in a limit of T; = 0, material
reaches the full structured state (the equilibrium state) from the structureless state
instantaneously. Thereafter material remains in the time-invariant state forever.
Consequently, in terms of the so-called thixotropic Deborah number, any finite time
larger than T; (t » T;) is suggestive of an extremely weak (or no) thixotropy limit in
terms of time. For a thixo-viscoelastic material, ratio of stress relaxation time to
thixotropic time has been termed as the thixoelastic parameter [8, 26]. It has been
proposed that when the thixotropic timescale is far greater than the stress relaxation

time, thixotropic effects dominate over the viscoelastic effects and the other way



around. In general, it is clear that in this representation, under quiescent conditions,
the thixotropic timescale is perceived as similar to that of viscoelastic relaxation
timescale but in the thixotropic context. The way in the stress relaxation experiments,
a viscoelastic material achieves the equilibrium after time of the order of relaxation
time has passed, thixotropic material is expected to attain the equilibrium for times

greater than the thixotropic timescale.

Let us now study an alternative representation. In an important contribution,

Coussot et al. [6, 16] proposed a different structural kinetic model given by:

dA 1
N TONY (3)
dt T, Dy,

where A is the newly defined structure parameter that varies from 0 (devoid of
structure) to oo (progressively higher value of A suggests build-up of structure to a
greater extent). Interestingly, for eternally aging materials, Larson and Wei [7]

proposed a similar kinetic equation for a structure parameter (A;) given by:

dA;, 1 (4)

Tl T, A F(Y),

In both Eq. (3) and (4), Ty has dimensions of a timescale. Coussot defines Ty as the
restructuration time of a material [6], while Larson and Wei [7] term the product
ToF;(y) as thixotropy number, implying T, to be the thixotropic timescale. A specific
case of Eq. (3) has been proposed by Coussot et al. [6, 16] with F(A) = BA, where f is
a constant. Interestingly if we consider F;(y) = By in Eq. (4), the model by Larson
and Wei [7] (with A = A;) becomes identical to that proposed by Coussot et al. (Eq.
(3)) [6, 16]. If we subject the material following Eq. (3) in its structureless state (1 =0

at t = 0) to a constant shear rate y,, we get,

A= 1- exP(—.B(Tol'/o)(t/To)) (5)
BToy '

As per Eq. (5), as Ty = 0, A goes on increasing at a faster rate. In this approach also

we get two dimensionless numbers: Tyy and Ty/t. Out of which the former is equally

good candidate for thixotropy number.
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Figure 1. Structure parameter is plotted as a function of dimensionless time for
different values of dimensionless shear rate (T; y or Ty y). (a) represents Eq. (2) with
k =1, wherein 2 is plotted as a function of t/T; while (b) represents Eq. (5) with g =

1, wherein A is plotted as a function of t/Tj.



In Fig. 1(b) we plot A as a function of t /T, for different values of Ty y for g = 1.
In a limit of t /Ty = 0, A increases with t/T,. Interestingly, in this formalism, regardless
of any non-zero value of Ty ¥, A reaches a steady state for t/Ty = (T, ¥)~! and the
steady state value of A is given by Ay = (T )~ 1. Consequently, for any given value
of y, the value of A will take a higher value with a decrease in T, when compared at
the same t. Most distinctly, for T, ¥ — 0, A keeps on increasing indefinitely and follows:
A~t/T,, which suggests at any value of t, A increases with a decrease in T, to take
progressively higher values and tends to co. In any case, a decrease in Ty causes an
increase in A, which, by definition, means a greater extent of microstructural build-up.
Consequently, under quiescent conditions, in this formalism T, — 0 is not a progressive
weakening of thixotropic behavior. On the contrary, according to Eq. (3) and (4), as
T, decreases, dA/dt goes on increasing. Consequently, rate of structure formation
becomes faster. Thixotropic effect then can actually be considered to be getting
stronger in a limit of Ty = 0. On the other hand, in Eq. (3), in a limit Ty = oo, dA/dt —
0 and the rate of enhancement of A or the rate of structural build-up gets weaker.
Hence, in a limit of Ty — oo effect of thixotropy can be considered to be weakening. As
per Eq. (5), for Ty = oo is a limit for which A remains at its structureless value forever
(A = 0), suggesting material is devoid of thixotropy. In this framework, Ty does not
come across as a thixotropic counterpart of relaxation time. Consequently, the ratio
Ty/t may not be termed as thixotropic counterpart of Deborah number. The only
aspect one can be certain about is higher the value of T,/t weaker is the micro-

structural evolution.

The dichotomy associated with the thixotropic timescale defined in two different
ways appears to originate because of different bounds on the structure parameter,
which as such is a mere representative description of a state of the structure.
Consequently, what truly matters is the relationship between the parameters of the
constitutive equation (such as viscosity, elastic modulus, etc.) and the structure
parameter. Furthermore, we need to obtain a relationship between above defined two
kinds of thixotropic timescales for the identical rheological behavior shown by the
corresponding models denoted by Eq. (1) and Eq. (3) (or Eq. (4)). Firstly, we assume
that the rheological response is inelastic and is described by the generalized Newtonian

model given by:

o=y, (6)

10



where y is the rate of strain tensor and o is the stress tensor. The viscosity (1) is a
function of the structure parameter given by: n = noh(Ad) = noH(A), such that for 4 =
0 or A =0,7n=n We now transform Eq. (3) from A € (0,) to A € (0,1) using 4 =
—In(1 — A) leading to,

A (1-2)

at = DF(—1n(1 — 1)) (7)
=7~ (A= DE(=In(l -2y

Interestingly Eq. (7) takes the same form as Eq. (1) with f(1) = (A = 1)F(=In(1 — 1))
and Ty = Ty. On the other hand, Eq. (1) can be transformed from A € (0,1) to A €
(0,00) using A =1 — e~ to give:

drn 1

e — My (8)
T, e’ f(1—e™My.

On similar lines, Eq. (8) takes the same form as Eq. (3) with F(A) = ef(1 —e™) and
Ty = T;. The thixotropic time scale is related to evolution of material under quiescent
conditions (y = 0). In addition, the thixotropic time scale as defined in the literature
[5, 7, 8, 10] for structural kinetic models with A € (0,1) is associated with the coefficient
of the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (1) or (7) and hence, it is independent
of the functional form f(1). On similar lines, thixotropic timescale as defined for
structural kinetic models with A € (0, o) is also independent of the nature of function
F(A) [6, 7]. It is therefore astonishing that the thixotropic timescale comes out to be
identical (Ty = Ty) for both the formulations that employ 4 € (0,1) to A € (0, ). It is,
therefore, perplexing that two seemingly different formalisms, but with the identical

definition of thixotropic timescale, lead to completely opposite limits of thixotropy.

Two frameworks: Infinite and finite viscosity models

To explore the matter further we need to analyze how structure parameter is
perceived in a limit of the equilibrium state. The case A1 € (0,1) seemingly suggests
that the fully structured equilibrium state is well defined with A = 1. In contrast, for
A € (0,0) the upper limit associated with the fully structured equilibrium state is ill-
defined since it gets realized as A — oco. However, as previously mentioned, a structure
parameter, whether 4 € (0,1) or A € (0, ), signifies a conceptual but still vague notion
of the microstructure's state at a given point in time. Consequently, in order to have

any tangible information from a structure parameter it must be related to parameters

11



of the constitutive model, which for the present case is viscosity, given by: n =
noh(4) = noH (A). Notwithstanding which structural kinetic model is used, we consider
two cases: (i) the equilibrium state has finite viscosity, and the corresponding model is
termed a finite viscosity model, and (ii) the equilibrium state has infinite viscosity and

the corresponding model is termed as infinite viscosity model.

In order to analyze the effect of viscosity on structure parameter, particularly
whether viscosity remains finite (7f;,) or approaches progressively high value tending
to infinity (9;,,5), we use the following two expressions that have already been proposed
in the literature. For 15, we use an expression proposed by Jamali and McKinley [8],

given by:

Nfin = No +Npd = 1o +1p(1 —e™h), (9)
where 7, is the structural contribution to the viscosity such that ny +mn, is the
equilibrium viscosity associated with a material. In this work we consider n,/n, = 100.

We use the same expression for 1;,¢ as proposed by Coussot et al. [16, 27] and used by
Wei et al. [27]:

Ning = Noe™ = noe~*MA=D = 5, (1 - )77, (10)
where « is a positive number. Throughout this work we consider it to be & = 1. These
models can now be described as, (i) Finite viscosity model: Eq. (3) with with F(A) =
BA, Eq. (6), and Eq. (9); and (ii) Infinite viscosity model: Eq. (3) with with F(A) =
BA, Eq. (6), and Eq. (10). As discussed above, the choice of structural kinetic
parameter evolution equation either Eq. (1) (that is same as Eq. (7)) or Eq. (3) (that
is identical to Eq. (8)) is immaterial as through 1 € (0,1) & A € (0, ) transformation,
we should expect the identical results. It is important to note that, the infinite viscosity
model also shows time dependent yield stress through viscosity bifurcation. Other
variations of the infinite viscosity model employed elsewhere show monotonic,
Herschel-Bulkley-like (constant stress plateau in a limit of small shear rates), or non-
monotonic flow curves for the steady-state flow [4, 24, 28, 29]. The expression of
viscosity given by Eq. (10) specifically leads to a non-monotonic flow curve, and hence

necessarily shows yield stress [16].

To begin with, we solve both the models analytically with an initial condition
of A= 0 at t = 0, for different values of Ty y. The results of the finite viscosity model
are shown in Fig. 2(a). It can be seen that the material always attains a steady state

under the application of any shear rate (zero or non-zero) that is given by: ngip ¢s =

12



Mo + r)p(l - e‘l/BTOV). In a limit of very high shear rate (y — 00), the viscosity does
not change with time and always remains at the initial value (n fin = Nfinss = 770)- The
results can also be interpreted by considering the value of ¥ to be constant and varying
Ty. Accordingly, for a given y, decrease in Ty, on one hand, allows the attainment of a
higher value of viscosity but the time required to reach the same goes on decreasing.
Increase in Ty, on the other hand, reduces the steady state value of viscosity but

attainment of the same gets prolonged.
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Figure 2 Viscosity normalized by viscosity associated with the structureless state is
plotted for (a) Finite viscosity model (1,/no = 100) and (b) Infinite viscosity model

(a = 1) as a function of t /T, for various values of Tyy. For both the models we consider

g=1.

Now we turn to the infinite viscosity model, whose results are plotted in Fig.
2(b). For this model, the material always attains a steady state under the application
of any non-zero shear rate that is given by: 05 s = noe®PTo¥ . As expected, for a very
high shear rate (y — o), the viscosity always remains constant at the initial value
(mnf = Ninf.ss = r)o). Furthermore, for a constant y, decrease in T, leads to a higher
value of steady state viscosity but the time associated with achievement of the steady
state goes on decreasing. Increase in T, causes a decrease in the steady state value of
viscosity, however, it takes a proportionally longer time to attain the same. In a limit
of either Ty — 0 or y — 0, the viscosity goes on increasing indefinitely as shown in Fig.
2(b).

Among the various cases discussed in Fig 2, the scenario of quiescent conditions,
that is y = 0 is an important case. Consequently, we solve both models analytically
for quiescent or no flow conditions (y = 0) with an initial condition of A =0 at t = 0.
For either of the cases, A evolves linearly as given by: A = t/T,. Consequently, for a

finite viscosity model, an evolution of viscosity is given by:

Nfin Mp ( t)
—=14+—|1- ——
No * 7)0( P Ty (11)

Eq. (11) clearly shows that in a limit of t/Ty — oo, equilibrium value of Nfin g = 1o +

np is attained. An evolution of viscosity for an infinite viscosity model is given by:

t
-~ = exp (CZT—O) (12)
As expected, Eq. (12) suggests that 71 increases indefinitely with increase in time

normalized by Ty.

In Fig. 3(a) we plot normalized viscosity for the finite viscosity model given
by Eq. (11) for different values of thixotropic timescale Ty. It can be seen that, in a
limit of Ty = 0 the viscosity instantaneously approaches the equilibrium value and

thereafter remains invariant of time. As a result, this limit of Ty — 0 has been termed

14



as no thixotropy limit. With increase in Ty, time required to attain the equilibrium
goes on increasing such that equilibrium is achieved over a timescale of ¢(T,). Fig.
3(b) depicts the time evolution of normalised viscosity for the infinite viscosity model
given by Eq. (12). In a limit of Ty = 0, the viscosity increases extremely sharply.
However, the rate of the time evolution of viscosity reduces as T, increases, when

compared at any time t.
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Figure 3. (a) Normalized viscosity is plotted as a function of dimensional time for the
finite viscosity model given by Eq. (11) for no flow conditions (y = 0). It can be seen
that, with increase in Ty, time required to achieve the equilibrium viscosity (1o + 1)
goes on increasing. Consequently, thixotropic behavior has been proposed to get
stronger with increase in T,. (b) Normalized viscosity is plotted as a function of
dimensional time for the infinite viscosity model given by Eq. (12) under quiescent
conditions (y = 0). As shown in the figure, as T, decreases, viscosity increases at a
faster rate. As a result, thixotropic behavior has been proposed to get weaker with

increase in Tj.

We now discuss the limit of Ty = oo for both models. For the infinite viscosity
model, in a limit of t/Ty < 1, the Taylor series expansion of Eq. (12) leads to:
Ninf/Mo =1+ a(t/Ty) + o((t/Ty)?), and (ninf - 7)0)/770 increases linearly with slope
proportional to 1/T,. Accordingly, for the infinite viscosity model, it has been proposed
that thixotropic behavior gets weaker with an increase in T,. For finite viscosity model,
in a limit of t/Ty « 1, the Taylor series expansion of Eq. (11) leads to: 1, /1o =1+
(n,/10)(t/Ty) + o ((t/Tp)?). Accordingly, for the finite viscosity model, (ir — 1) /M0
also increases linearly with slope proportional to 1/T,. In a limit of Ty, — co an increase
in viscosity becomes so weak that it remains practically constant. Therefore, in this
limit, viscosity in both the models: the infinite viscosity model as well as the finite
viscosity model shows identical behavior (viscosity remains constant over the entire
duration of the observation timescale). Paradoxically, this identical behavior in the
limit of Ty — oo, has been considered as having no (or weak) thixotropy limit by the
infinite viscosity model while strong thixotropy limit by the finite viscosity model. The
concept of thixotropic Deborah number also does not hold for this limit of T, — oo, as
for any practically explorable observation times, Ty/t — oo, but thixotropic effect in
this domain would actually be negligible. In addition, for thixo-viscoelastic material,
the thixo-elastic parameter that is the ratio of stress relaxation time and T, will always
be very small. However, there won’t be dominance of thixotropy, and the material will
always behave as a standard viscoelastic material.

The part of the definition of thixotropy suggests the phenomenon of an
increase in viscosity is associated with the quiescent conditions. For the infinite
viscosity model, as the name suggests viscosity diverges to infinity, while for the finite

viscosity model viscosity always reaches the equilibrium value. Under the application
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of constant shear rate, applied to a system under a structureless state, viscosity does
increase in both cases but with a reduced rate, and irrespective of the nature of the
model, always reaches a steady state value. Therefore, how strongly viscosity increases
with time can be considered as an indicator to judge the strength of the thixotropic
character of a material under no-flow as well as constant shear rate conditions.
Consequently, we obtain the derivative dlnn/dInt for both, the infinite viscosity model
as well as the finite viscosity model. The corresponding expressions of dlnn/dInt for

infinite viscosity model is given by:

d%‘:f = a—exp( B(Toi)(t/To)). (13)
The limit of quiescent Condltlons (Toy = 0) of Eq. (13) is given by
dlnn s ot
dnt _ °T, (14)

For the finite viscosity model dInn/dInt is given by:
dinnsin _Tpt e A
dint No TO [1 i np (1 A)]

exp(—B(Toy)(t/To)), (15)

where A is given by Eq. (5). Again in the no-flow limit (Tyy — 0), Eq. (15) reduces to:

(-7)
dinny, ( >np P T,
dint — \To/ 1, n AN (16)
P11 = -
<1 + = <1 exp ( To))

In Fig. 4, we plot dlnn/dInt as a function of T/t for both the finite viscosity
model (Eq. (16) with n,/1 = 100) and the infinite viscosity model (Eq. (14) with a =
1) for different Tyy including the quiescent condition of Tyy = 0. The limit of T/t «< 1
indicates that limit when the observation time is always significantly greater than Tj.
On the contrary, Ty/t > 1 is that limit when observation time is extremely small
compared to Ty. However, if we compare at any fixed observation time (t = constant),
change in Ty/t indicates essentially the variation of Ty. It can be seen that, for the
finite viscosity model, dlnn/dInt - 0 in both the limits T/t K 1 and T/t > 1
irrespective of the value of Tyy. The large t or low T, branch as well as maximum
associated with dlnn/dInt shift to higher value of Ty/t. More specifically under
quiescent conditions, this behavior suggests that for the finite viscosity model, for any

given time t, the thixotropic effect goes on diminishing in both high and low T, limit.
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Figure 4. Rate of evolution of viscosity as a function of time (dInn/dlnt) is plotted as
a function of Ty /t for different values of Tyy for (a) the finite viscosity model (Eq. (16)
with np/19 = 100) and (b) the infinite viscosity model (Eq. (14) with a = 1).
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On the other hand, for the infinite viscosity model for no flow conditions
(Toy = 0), dlnn/dint = oo in a limit of Ty/t « 1 while dlnn/dInt - 0 in a limit of
To/t > 1. This suggests that for the infinite viscosity model strength of the thixotropic
phenomenon increases with decreasing T,. For non-zero values of T,y, however, the
infinite viscosity model also attains a steady state. Consequently, in a limit of large
times or Ty/t < 1, dlnn/dint - 0 thereby showing a non-monotonic behavior. With
increase in Tyy the maximum in dlnn/dInt as well as large t (or low T,) branch shifts
to lower values of T/t such that as Tyy < 1, the maximum vanishes. Therefore, it can
be seen that both models show qualitatively different behaviors under no-flow
conditions.

It is important to note that the behavior shown in Fig. 2 is specifically for the
models expressed by Eq. (14) and Eq. (16). Nevertheless, for no flow conditions, it is
apparent that any model that incorporates finite viscosity will always show a non-
monotonic behavior while any model that incorporates infinite viscosity, wherein
viscosity continuously increases with time, will show a monotonically decreasing curve
(may not be a straight line on a double logarithmic plot) when dlnn/dlInt is plotted as
a function of Ty/t as shown in Fig. 4. This discussion, therefore, evidently suggests
that limits associated with decreasing or increasing strength of thixotropy in terms of
T, is applicable only when the equilibrium state associated with thixotropic material
has infinite viscosity. Usually, such material does not attain equilibrium over
practically explorable times, and hence viscosity keeps on increasing as a function of
time indefinitely. More specifically, when viscosity keeps on increasing indefinitely, Fig.
4 suggests that an increase in Ty, weakens the thixotropic character of a material and
the other way around. On the other hand, when material eventually achieves finite
viscosity, no such correlation between change in Ty and weakening/strengthening of
the thixotropic character can be made. Therefore, specifically for the infinite viscosity
structural kinetic model formalism given by Eq. (3) with F(A) = BA, Eq. (6), and Eq.
(10), we can express two dimensionless numbers, Ty/t and Ty, as mentioned in table
1. For no flow condition, and when time t is measured from the structureless state,
greater is the dimensionless number T,/t weaker is the thixotropic effect at that time
t. On the other hand, when system is subjected to shear rate y in its structureless
state, increase in T,y weakens the microstructural build-up and consequent viscosity

evolution.
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Table 1. Dimensionless numbers for the infinite viscosity structural kinetic model and

associated limits

Ty /t, No flow condition and time t is measured from the structureless state

To/t K1 Strong thixotropy limit
To/t > 1 Weak or diminishing thixotropy limit
Toy, when the system is subjected to a shear rate y in its structureless state
Toy <1 Strong microstructural or viscosity evolution
Toy » 1 Weak or diminishing microstructural build-up or viscosity
evolution

Thixotropic timescale from a generic expression of the structural kinetic model

The methodology of defining the thixotropic timescale that was discussed in
the previous section can be extended to a generic expression of the kinetic equation of
the structural parameter 1 bounded by 0 (structureless state) and 1 (fully structured

equilibrium state) given by:
dA - - _

= = ~kfor . DGr (D) + kafo (7, D 9o (6) + kafy (D (0), (17)

where the pre-factors k;, k,, and k3 are model parameters. The first term on the right
is the flow-induced breakdown term, the second term is an orthokinetic term
representing flow-induced collision leading to structural build-up and the third term is
a perikinetic term that corresponds to Brownian/thermal motion-induced aggregation
under no flow conditions [1, 7, 30, 31]. Correspondingly fi,(¥,4)gpr(2), fo (¥, 1) go(t)
and f, ) gp(t) represent breakdown, orthokinetic and perikinetic functions. Most of
the models use: fbr()'/, i) =yarb, fo(]'/, /T) = )'/C(l — /T)d and fp(i) = (1 - /T)e, where a,
b, ¢, d and e are parameters. Furthermore, the independent time-dependent terms
or(t), go(t) and g,(t) are not present in most of the models. However, since Dulart
and Mewis [32] employ g, () =t7!, g,(t) =t ™ and g,(t) =t™", with the model
parameters | =m =n in their formulation as it leads to stretched exponential
relaxation behavior, we have included the same in a non-specific fashion in this generic
expression. Moreover, strictly speaking, flow-induced structural build-up is not a
thixotropic phenomenon, and hence for any further analysis we consider k, = 0. We
now consider a special case of Eq. (17) with gp,(t) = go(t) = g,(t) = 1, and carry out

some rearrangement leading to:
1 da for @, )
—_— = 3 — KT (18)
fo(4) dt fo(4)
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As discussed before, since the structure parameter 1 € (0, 1) represents a conceptual
but vague notion of the extent of structure build-up, it can be easily converted to
A € (0,0) for certain kinds of functional forms of f, (/T) that are usually used in the

structural kinetic model by expressing:

f»(2)
which can be used to rewrite Eq. (18) as:
dA , A(A
_ o Jor @A) (20)

It can be seen that the form of Eq. (20) is equivalent to Eq. (3) (or Eq. (4), which is
the same as Eq. (8)), that makes Ty = k3 to be the thixotropic timescale.

Let us now consider another special case of Eq. (17) wherein k, = 0 and g,,(t)

and g,(t) are non-zero. Eq. (17) can be rearranged to give:

1 di_ for (7, A)
fp(/T)E = k3gp(t) — k1 ngr(t)' (21)

In this equation, A € (0,1) can be converted to A € (0, ) by:

1

dA(t) = ——=dA(t) 22
A0 -
Incorporation of Eq. (22) into Eq. (17) leads to:

dA for (7, A(A))

i k3gp(t) — k4 ngr(t)- (23)

In this expression k3 g, (t) has units of inverse of time. Consequently, it leads to a very

interesting form of thixotropic timescale:

To(t) = (24)

k3gp(t)
which suggests it depends on time and is not a constant as conventionally considered.

This question, whether thixotropic timescale is necessarily a constant or should depend
on observation time has not been considered in the literature and deserves a debate.
The important fact is that the thixotropic behavior is inherently time-dependent, for
which relaxation time has also been observed to be time-dependent [23, 33-37]. Hence,
there should not be a constraint that prevents the thixotropic time from being time-
dependent. Moreover, the perikinetic kinetic term in Eq. (17), which is responsible for
thixotropic microstructural build-up, depends on the mobility of the constituents. With

an increase in viscosity, the mobility of the same becomes sluggish and hence the
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thixotropic structural build-up also becomes slow. Therefore, consideration of a time-
dependent thixotropic timescale could indeed be one of the ways to model a thixotropic
system. If we consider g,(t) =t™", To(t) = k3 1t Such time dependent thixotropic
timescale has been considered in the literature before and has indeed been observed to
have power law dependence on time [24]. Under quiescent conditions, the structural
kinetic model proposed by Dulart and Mewis [32] is given by: Z—f =ky(1— Dt™. Our
analysis clearly shows that the thixotropic timescale for their model indeed depends
on time and is given by: To(t) = k3't". By fitting their model to the experimental
data, they obtain n = 0.37 and n = 0.362 respectively for their Fumed silica and

Carbon black systems [32].

Physically thixotropic timescale suggests a timescale associated with
microstructural evolution that causes an increase in viscosity of a material. However,
microstructural evolution occurs over different length scales in a material and hence it
is expected that it will occur over many timescales, leading to a spectrum of thixotropic
times. The aforementioned proposal for the thixotropic timescale also paves the way
for obtaining the spectrum of thixotropic timescales by generalizing the model proposed
by Wei et al. [27, 38]. Accordingly, the structure parameter A has been subdivided into

an array of structure parameters A; having a relation:

AN = ) wi©h(AD, (25)
where h(A) is a suitable function of A such as: h(A) = A [27], h(A) = 1 — e~ [38], etc.

In addition, each A; has an independent evolution expression given by:

dA; 1 (26)
e _CF(A: Y
dt Tol(t) Cl ( v y)l

where w;(t) and Ty;(t) represent the spectrum of thixotropic times. A pre-factor c;, on
the other hand, represents how individual i*" structure parameter gets altered by the
deformation field. While expressing the multimode model, we have gone one step
further in expressing the evolution of A; by considering the time-dependent spectrum
of thixotropic times. The expressions equivalent to Eqs. (25) and (26), less the
deformation field induced rejuvenation term, have been routinely used in the glassy
polymer literature [39-41], wherein the physical aging part of the same is equivalent to
thixotropic structural build-up. The corresponding KAHR model (Kovacs-Aklonis-
Hutchinson-Ramos model) also considers Y,;w; =1 [39, 41]. The thermo-rheological

simplicity is maintained by keeping w; to be a constant [39-41]. If a material behavior
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does not require the spectrum of thixotropic timescales to depend on time, w; and Ty;
can be considered as constants. To complete the model Egs. (25) and (26) can be
combined with a constitutive equation (such as the generalized Newtonian Model given
by Eq. (6)) and an expression that relates parameters of the constitutive equation and
A (such as given by Eq. (9) or (10)). The parameters w;(t), Tp;(t) and ¢; including
their time dependence, if any, can be obtained by fitting the model to the experimental
data. The overall framework can be extended to include viscoelasticity in the
thixotropic framework by using an appropriate linear or non-linear viscoelastic model
with a single mode or spectrum of relaxation times. It would be interesting to
understand whether there could be a relation between A; (and Ty;th mode) and the
viscoelastic relaxation mode. However, in case the viscoelasticity is included, the
rejuvenation term in Eq. (26) needs to be explicitly dependent only on stress and not
on the deformation rate in order to prevent violation of the second law of
thermodynamics [29]. However, in the present work, we restrict ourselves to inelastic

constitutive equations.

The Equilibrium state of a thixotropic material: Finite Viscosity or Infinite Viscosity:

The above discussion raises an important question on how under quiescent
conditions the real thixotropic materials behave in a limit of long times and the nature
of the equilibrium state associated with the same. There are varied opinions in the
literature on this matter. Moller et al. [42] term thixotropy to be a phenomenon
associated with reversible physical aging and shear rejuvenation, such that under rest
material develops a structure that is flow-resisting (or shows yield stress). They also
state yield stress of thixotropic material necessarily increases with time. This suggests
that Moller et al. [42] consider thixotropy necessarily leads to infinite viscosity
eventually. Balmforth et al. [43] also take a similar stand wherein they mention that
thixotropy implies an increase in static yield stress as a function of rest time. Others
consider thixotropic behavior to be more accommodating as many employ different
kinds of finite viscosity models in their formulations [5, 7, 8] indicating they are
comfortable with thixotropic materials having an equilibrium state that has finite
viscosity. The topic of thixotropy and its relation to the presence of yield stress
(suggesting that viscosity indeed diverges) has been dealt with within the literature in
great detail and varied opinions exist on this matter that have been summarized

elsewhere [4, 33, 44, 45].
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In the literature, a huge number of systems have been termed as thixotropic,
and an exhaustive list of the same is given by Barnes [11], Mewis and Wagner [1, 22,
46], and Larson and Wei [7]. To the best of our knowledge and understanding, these
systems can be divided into two categories. One category for which there is enough
evidence in the literature that under quiescent conditions the viscosity of the same
goes on increasing indefinitely. In the case of the other category, the experiments have
not been performed to ascertain whether the material reaches equilibrium and viscosity
reaches a time-invariant constant value that is finite. Many times, a potential
thixotropic material shows a constant value of G' and G"' as a function of time when
subjected to small amplitude oscillatory shear [4]. However, in our opinion, that does
not necessarily mean the material is time-invariant. We believe that the most reliable
way to ascertain whether rheological behavior is time-dependent or not is to subject
the same to either step stress (leading to creep flow) or step strain (inducing stress
relaxation) at different intervals of time (t,,) [3, 47]. In this case, since t is time, t — t,,
becomes the time elapsed since application of strep stress or step strain. If the
corresponding creep compliance (J) or stress relaxation modulus (G) shows an
additional dependence on t,,, such that ] = J(t — t,,, t,,) or G = G(t — t,, t,), it clearly
indicates that material does not reach an equilibrium over a period of t,, [33]. We
believe that unless this test has been performed, it would not be appropriate to say
that any material has reached time invariant equilibrium state.

Recently Joshi and coworkers [4, 48, 49] showed that while aqueous Carbopol
dispersion and hard-sphere glass (59.5 and 62.5 volume % suspension of sterically
stabilized spherical poly(methyl methacrylate) in squalene) do not show any evolution
of dynamic moduli as a function of time, these systems show a strong waiting time
dependence in creep: ] = J(t — t,,, t,,), and hence have been termed to be thixotropic.
Furthermore, many materials that have been termed thixotropic in the literature [1,
7, 11, 22, 42, 46] show yield stress, which itself is a manifestation that their viscosity
diverges with an increase in time. The corresponding value of yield stress may remain
constant or increase with time. In our opinion, the constant value of yield stress,
however, does not imply that the material has reached the equilibrium state as it can
still show waiting time-dependent creep compliance (J = J(t —t,,, t,,)), as observed by
Bhattacharyya et al. [4].

The above discussion brings us to an important question whether there exists

a thixotropic material that shows an equilibrium state and whether such an equilibrium
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state has finite viscosity. Let us consider a thought system that constitutes a dilute
suspension of colloidal particles that undergo Brownian motion, which share attractive
interactions. With time, the particles are expected to form clusters, whose size grows
with time. Such microstructural build-up is a characteristic thixotropic feature as it
indeed leads to an increase in viscosity as a function of time under no flow/no stress
conditions. It has been claimed that for sufficiently strong attractive interaction
energy, gel formation that spans the space — that is suggestive of divergence of viscosity
— may happen for arbitrary low-volume fractions (¢ = 0) [50]. The literature, however,
is mute, if such percolated gel formation should take place even if the particles possess
just enough attractive interactions capable of forming clusters. We, therefore, believe
that theoretically there could a very small minority of thixotropic systems that show
an equilibrium state, whose viscosity is finite, and hence can be modeled by the finite
viscosity model expressed by Eq. (9). Since such materials will always be inelastic,
increase and decrease in their viscosity respectively under quiescent and under
deformation field conditions will lead to their recognition as thixotropic. Nevertheless,
in such systems, change in viscosity with time under quiescent conditions as well as
under the application of the deformation field would be extremely small, and hence
the change in viscosity may not be easily detectable. We further believe that most of
the systems of practical importance undergo continuous evolution of viscosity with
time over reasonably explorable timescales such that their viscosity eventually
diverges, and the equilibrium state if it is realizable, has infinite viscosity.
Consequently, the material necessarily shows yield stress through viscosity bifurcation
[4, 16]. For such systems, the behavior of J(t —t,,, t,,) or G(t — t,, t,,) shows classical
signature for thixotropic materials that is different from non-thixotropic viscoelastic
materials. Agarwal et al. [3] leverage this difference to propose a criterion that
distinguishes a viscoelastic response from a thixotropic response.

In the previous section, we discussed the definition of thixotropic timescale
from the point of view of generic structural kinetic model formalism. It is clear that
the definition is not affected by whether the equilibrium state of a material possesses
finite viscosity or infinite viscosity. However, the viscosity of practically important
thixotropic materials seems to diverge with time. For such materials, we can certainly
mention that an increase in the thixotropic timescale does make the thixotropic effect
weaker. If the thixotropic timescale increases with time as indicated by Eq. (24), the

thixotropic behavior of a material gets weaker as time passes.
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A phenomenological proposal for thixotropic timescale

The earlier section discussed a universal expression for the thixotropic
timescale, along with its corresponding distribution, for a generic kinetic expression of
the evolution of structure parameter. However, two main concerns persist. Firstly,
determining a thixotropic timescale becomes challenging when a material's
experimental behavior doesn't follow the predictions of a structural kinetic model
outlined in Eq. (17) for single mode or Eq. (26) for multiple modes (The way multimode
Maxwell model is guaranteed to predict any linear viscoelastic response, which leads
to the determination of relaxation time distribution, it is not clear whether the
multimode structural kinetic model is equipped to predict any thixotropic response).
Secondly, whether calculated by Eq. (17) or (26), the thixotropic timescale still relies
on a structural parameter that lacks clear physical significance until it is linked to
rheological parameters. Consequently, the same spectrum will lead to different
rheological responses if different relationships between rheological parameters and
structure parameters are used. These aspects indeed raise doubts about the reliability
of the estimated thixotropic timescale and its distribution. Unfortunately, there is no
definitive resolution available for these concerns at the moment particularly when
adhering to a structural kinetic model to determine the thixotropic timescale. We
believe the other way to define the thixotropic timescale is by taking a
phenomenological approach. Considering the fundamental definition of thixotropy,
which involves an increase in viscosity under quiescent conditions, the thixotropic
timescale can be defined by expressing the build-up part of the viscosity (under no

flow conditions) as:
ldn 1
n dt Tthix

fory = 0. (27)

Therefore, if Ny = 1| y= is viscosity under no-flow conditions, Eq. (27) leads to an

explicit definition of the thixotropic timescale given by:

dlnn !
Tthixz( dtNF) , (27a)

which is intrinsic to the evolution of viscosity under quiescent conditions — the
fundamental basis of thixotropic behavior. There are several important aspects
associated with the proposed expression of thixotropic timescale. Firstly, the
phenomenological basis of the same wherein the expression allows estimation of the

thixotropic timescale directly from the experimental data. Consequently, the proposed
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expression is independent of any structural kinetic formalism accompanied by a
constitutive equation or other mathematical model used to describe the thixotropic
behavior. The next aspect is that the proposed definition given by eq. (27) does not
assume the thixotropic timescale to be a constant, but allows its variation as a function
of time depending upon the evolution behavior of viscosity. As discussed before,
thixotropy, by definition, is a time-dependent phenomenon, wherein the structure
builds up with time. Essentially, in many cases, it is the length scale associated with
the structure that progressively increases with time. An increase in length scale is
expected to decrease the mobility of the structure, thereby increasing the timescale
associated with the thixotropic phenomenon.

We believe that experimental estimation of the proposed thixotropic timescale
by Eq. (27) that requires the determination of viscosity under no-flow conditions is, in
principle, a straightforward task. If thixotropic material is inelastic, the evolution of
viscosity can be monitored by assessing the evolution of viscous modulus, as in the
terminal regime 1 = G''/w. Furthermore, as a material undergoes structural build-up
with time, it gains viscoelastic character, and it is likely that it eventually shows yield
stress. We believe that the information on viscosity enhancement under such
circumstances can be obtained by monitoring the evolution of instantaneous modulus
(Gy = G(t - 0)) and relaxation time of the same (g, where subscript sr stands for
stress relaxation) as viscosity is a product of instantaneous modulus and relaxation
time: 1 = GyTg. Both modulus and relaxation time can be obtained by subjecting the
thixotropic material to step strain or step stress at different waiting times. This
procedure to estimate modulus and relaxation time has been discussed in detail
elsewhere [3, 4, 34, 51]. Usually, the stress relaxation time of the materials that have
been considered thixotropic such as clay dispersion, hard-sphere glass, concentrated
emulsions, etc. is observed to show power law dependence on time given by: 74 =
Ar,ln_” t#, where A is a proportionality constant, 7,, is the microscopic timescale and u
is the power law index [3, 4, 34, 51]. In this expression t is the time associated with
evolution of material from its structureless state. Usually, the instantaneous modulus
is a weak function of time, and for the sake of simplicity, if we consider it to be a
constant, we get: n = GOArrln_” t#. The corresponding thixotropic timescale can then be
estimated as: T;p, = t/u. It is interesting to note that the phenomenological way of

estimating thixotropic timescale shows a linear dependence on time.
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In addition to experimental determination, the proposed phenomenological
expression of the thixotropic timescale can be used for any theoretical formalisms. The
formalisms that employ non-structural kinetic model approaches such as the
population balance approach [52], the estimation of the derivative given by Eq. (27)
will directly lead to the thixotropic timescale. On the other hand, for the structural
kinetic models, the derivative given by Eq. (27) can be expressed in terms of the
parameters of the same. For example for the finite viscosity model given by Eq. (9),
the phenomenological thixotropic timescale can be obtained by Eq. (16) by simply
multiplying both the sides by t and taking the inverse. It clearly shows that thus
defined phenomenological thixotropic timescale depends on time and is equal to Tipi =
Tono/Mp in a limit t/Ty < 1 while Tp; = 00 in a limit t/Ty > 1. or For the infinite
viscosity model given by Eq. (10) the phenomenological thixotropic timescale is given
by Eq. (14), which interestingly is a constant given by Tipix = To/@. As mentioned
before, the infinite viscosity model given by Eq. (10) necessarily shows yield stress

through viscosity bifurcation.

The proposed phenomenological definition of thixotropic timescale given by

Eq. (27) suggests that smaller the value (%)_1 is, stronger is the thixotropic

character of a material at that time and vice a versa. The phenomenological definition

of thixotropic timescale therefore leads to a natural dimensionless number and is

expressed as a ratio of T¢p, to t given by:

Tepix 1 (dlnmvp>_1 _ (dlnTINF) !
dt dint / '

. . (28)
where t is the time associated with the evolution of material since its structureless
state. If material is shear melted, t is the time elapsed since the cessation of shear

melting. This ratio Ty, /t signifies the importance of thixotropic viscosity build-up at

dinnys

-1
TInt ) is, stronger is the thixotropic

any given time t. Smaller the value of T¢piy/t oOr (

character of material at that time t. Consequently, for (%)_1 »> 1 effect of
thixotropy can be neglected at that time t. While our proposed definition of the
thixotropic timescale is associated with the no-flow condition, under the application of
flow field viscosity may undergo an increase at a reduced rate compared to that under
quiescent conditions. Representative behavior of % under the application of constant
y, shown in Fig. 4, essentially suggests this behavior. However, if material in a

structured initial state (high viscosity) is subjected to a strong flow field, the viscosity
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-1
is expected to decrease with time and (d;%) will have a negative value. This will
correspond to a breakdown timescale of a material that will depend on the initial state

of a material and the nature and magnitude of the applied deformation field.

Conclusions

The thixotropic timescale represents the timescale associated with the
thixotropic phenomenon, which essentially involves microstructural build-up that leads
to an increase in viscosity. In the literature, various ways have been prescribed to
obtain the thixotropic timescale, the most prominent of which is its estimation from a
specific form of kinetic expression for the evolution of structural parameter. In this
work, we begin by analyzing two competing expressions for the evolution kinetics of
structure parameters that seemingly lead to different limits of thixotropic timescales.
In one case, a structure parameter is constrained to the range 0 (structureless state)
and 1 (fully structured equilibrium state), whereas in the other case, it spans 0
(structureless state) to oo (fully structured equilibrium state). Very interestingly,
careful assessment of both kinetic expressions leads to the identical meaning of the
thixotropic timescale. Considering one of the crucial aspects of the structural kinetic
model, which is a relationship between structure parameter and rheological parameters,
particularly the viscosity, we consider two models, the finite viscosity model and the
infinite viscosity model. The former, as the name suggests, assumes the viscosity of the
equilibrium state to be finite. The latter, on the other hand, prescribes the viscosity of
the same to be infinite in a limit of the equilibrium state. A meticulous assessment of
both the model formulations suggests that we can relate a variation in the thixotropic
timescale to a change in the strength of the thixotropic character of a material only
when the viscosity of the same continuously increases with time and eventually diverges
under quiescent conditions. Particularly, when viscosity diverges over time in the
absence of flow, which we believe is the most practical scenario, our study indicates
that the thixotropic phenomenon is attenuated with an increase in the thixotropic
timescale.

Subsequently, we consider the most generic expression for the kinetics of the
structure parameter evolution, and by performing appropriate manipulation of the
same, propose a universal candidate for the thixotropic timescale that is invariant of
the nature of the evolution equation. Interestingly, the proposed methodology can be

easily extended to encompass a spectrum of thixotropic timescales. Moreover, the
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methodology can also adapt to incorporate the prospect of time dependency in
thixotropic timescales, a proposal that needs to be debated in the literature. Given
that thixotropy is a time-dependent phenomenon, where structure builds up over
progressively larger lengthscales, it appears reasonable to consider the plausibility of
time-dependent thixotropic timescales. Although we establish the thixotropic
timescale(s) using a generic equation describing the kinetics of structural parameter
evolution, the ambiguity persists because the structural parameter provides only an
abstract idea of the material's state, necessitating an explicit quantification through
its relationship with viscosity. To tackle this issue, we introduce a new
phenomenological version of the thixotropic timescale given by, Ty = (dlnn/dt)™1,
where 7 is viscosity and t is time, which relies on time-dependent changes in viscosity.
Interestingly, this approach is universally applicable, catering to both experimental and
theoretical frameworks. The introduction of this definition not only streamlines the
process of identifying the thixotropic timescale through experimental/theoretical
investigations but also maintains coherence with the conventional notion of thixotropy,
wherein the gradual increase in viscosity as a function of time in the absence of flow

holds significance.

Acknowledgment: The author acknowledges financial support from the Science and
Engineering Research Board, Government of India (Grant numbers: CRG/2022/004868
and JCB/2022/000040). He thanks Professor Sachin Shanbhag for constructive
comments. He is also indebted to Professor Ronald Larson for critical feedback and

discussion on various aspects of thixotropy and its timescale.

References:

[1] Mewis, J., and Wagner, N. J., “Thixotropy,” Advances in Colloid and Interface
Science 147-148, 214-227 (2009).

[2] Dimitriou, C. J., and McKinley, G. H., A comprehensive constitutive law for waxy
crude oil: A thixotropic yield stress fluid,” Soft Matter 10, 6619-6644 (2014).

[3] Agarwal, M., Sharma, S., Shankar, V., and Joshi, Y. M., “Distinguishing thixotropy
from viscoelasticity,” Journal of Rheology 65, 663-680 (2021).

[4] Bhattacharyya, T., Jacob, A. R., Petekidis, G., and Joshi, Y. M., “On the nature

of flow curve and categorization of thixotropic yield stress materials,” Journal of

Rheology 67, 461-477 (2023).

30



[5] Mujumdar, A., Beris, A. N., and Metzner, A. B., “Transient phenomena in
thixotropic systems,” Journal of Non-Newtonian Fluid Mechanics 102, 157-178
(2002).

[6] Coussot, P., “Rheophysics of pastes: A review of microscopic modelling
approaches,” Soft Matter 3, 528-540 (2007).

[7] Larson, R. G., and Wei, Y., “A review of thixotropy and its rheological modeling,”
Journal of Rheology 63, 477-501 (2019).

[8] Jamali, S., and McKinley, G. H., “The Mnemosyne number and the rheology of
remembrance,” Journal of Rheology 66, 1027-1039 (2022).

[9] Sen, S., and Ewoldt, R. H., “Thixotropic spectra and Ashby-style charts for
thixotropy,” Journal of Rheology 66, 1041-1053 (2022).

[10] Wang, Y., and Ewoldt, R. H., “Thixotropy, antithixotropy, and viscoelasticity in
hysteresis,” Journal of Rheology 67, 1199-1219 (2023).

[11] Barnes, H. A., “Thixotropy - A review,” Journal of Non-Newtonian Fluid
Mechanics 70, 1-33 (1997).

[12] Péterfi, T., “Die Abhebung der Befruchtungsmembran bei Seeigeleiern - Eine
kolloidchemische Analyse des Befruchtungsvorganges,” Wilhelm Roux' Archiv fiir
Entwicklungsmechanik der Organismen 112, 660-695 (1927).

[13] Larson, R. G., “Constitutive equations for thixotropic fluids,”” Journal of Rheology
59, 595-611 (2015).

[14] Rubio-Hernéndez, F. J., Sdnchez-Toro, J. H., and Pdez-Flor, N. M., “Testing shear
thinning /thixotropy and shear thickening/antithixotropy relationships in a fumed
silica suspension,” Journal of Rheology 64, 785-797 (2020).

[15] Choi, J., Armstrong, M., and Rogers, S. A., “The role of elasticity in thixotropy:
Transient elastic stress during stepwise reduction in shear rate,” Physics of Fluids
33, 033112 (2021).

[16] Coussot, P., Nguyen, Q. D., Huynh, H. T., and Bonn, D., *“Viscosity bifurcation
in thixotropic, yielding fluids,” Journal of Rheology 46, 573-589 (2002).

[17] Divoux, T., Grenard, V., and Manneville, S., “‘Rheological hysteresis in soft glassy
materials,” Physical Review Letters 110, 018304 (2013).

[18] Radhakrishnan, R., Divoux, T., Manneville, S., and Fielding, S. M.,
“Understanding rheological hysteresis in soft glassy materials,” Soft Matter 13,
1834-1852 (2017).

31



[19] Jamali, S., McKinley, G. H., and Armstrong, R. C., “Microstructural
Rearrangements and their Rheological Implications in a Model Thixotropic
Elastoviscoplastic Fluid,” Physical Review Letters 118, 048003 (2017).

[20] Javadi, E., and Jamali, S., “Thixotropy and rheological hysteresis in blood flow,”
Journal of Chemical Physics 156 (2022).

[21] Sharma, S., Shankar, V., and Joshi, Y. M., ‘“Viscoelasticity and rheological
hysteresis,” Journal of Rheology 67, 139-155 (2023).

[22] Mewis, J., and Wagner, N. J., Colloidal suspension rheology (Cambridge
University Press, 2012).

[23] Joshi, Y. M., “Dynamics of Colloidal Glasses and Gels,” Annual Review of
Chemical and Biomolecular Engineering 5, 181-202 (2014).

[24] Joshi, Y. M., “A model for aging under deformation field, residual stresses and
strains in soft glassy materials,” Soft Matter 11, 3198-3214 (2015).

[25] Goodeve, C. F., and Whitfield, G. W., “The measurement of thixotropy in
absolute units,” Transactions of the Faraday Society 34, 511-520 (1938).

[26] Ewoldt, R. H., and McKinley, G. H., “Mapping thixo-elasto-visco-plastic
behavior,” Rheologica Acta 56, 195-210 (2017).

[27] Wei, Y., Solomon, M. J., and Larson, R. G., “Letter to the Editor: Modeling the
nonmonotonic time-dependence of viscosity bifurcation in thixotropic yield-stress
fluids,” Journal of Rheology 63, 673-675 (2019).

[28] Coussot, P., Nguyen, Q. D., Huynh, H. T., and Bonn, D., ‘“Avalanche Behavior
in Yield Stress Fluids,” Physical Review Letters 88, 175501 (2002).

[29] Joshi, Y. M., “Thixotropy, nonmonotonic stress relaxation, and the second law of
thermodynamics,” Journal of Rheology 66, 111-123 (2022).

[30] Spyridakis, A., Moschopoulos, P., Varchanis, S., Dimakopoulos, Y., and
Tsamopoulos, J., ‘“Thixo-elastoviscoplastic modeling of human blood,” Journal of
Rheology 68, 1-23 (2023).

[31] Varchanis, S., Makrigiorgos, G., Moschopoulos, P., Dimakopoulos, Y., and
Tsamopoulos, J., ‘“Modeling the rheology of thixotropic -elasto-visco-plastic
materials,” Journal of Rheology 63, 609-639 (2019).

[32] Dullaert, K., and Mewis, J., ““A structural kinetics model for thixotropy,” Journal
of Non-Newtonian Fluid Mechanics 139, 21-30 (2006).

[33] Joshi, Y. M., and Petekidis, G., “Yield stress fluids and ageing,” Rheologica Acta
57, 521-549 (2018).

32



[34] Kaushal, M., and Joshi, Y. M., “Linear viscoelasticity of soft glassy materials,”
Soft Matter 10, 1891-1894 (2014).

[35] Rathinaraj, J. D. J., Lennon, K. R., Gonzalez, M., Santra, A., Swan, J. W., and
McKinley, G. H., ‘“Elastoviscoplasticity, hyperaging, and time-age-time—
temperature superposition in aqueous dispersions of bentonite clay,” Soft Matter
19, 7293-7312 (2023).

[36] Cloitre, M., Borrega, R., and Leibler, L., “Rheological aging and rejuvenation in
microgel pastes,” Physical Review Letters 85, 4819 (2000).

[37] Derec, C., Ducouret, G., Ajdari, A., and Lequeux, F., “Aging and nonlinear
rheology in suspensions of polyethylene oxide--protected silica particles,” Physical
Review E 67, 061403 (2003).

[38] Wei, Y., Solomon, M. J., and Larson, R. G., “A multimode structural kinetics
constitutive equation for the transient rheology of thixotropic elasto-viscoplastic
fluids,” Journal of Rheology 62, 321-342 (2018).

[39] Hodge, I. M., “Enthalpy relaxation and recovery in amorphous materials,”” Journal
of Non-Crystalline Solids 169, 211-266 (1994).

[40] Hutchinson, J. M., “Physical aging of polymers,” Progress in Polymer Science 20,
703-760 (1995).

[41] Kovacs, A. J., Aklonis, J. J., Hutchinson, J. M., and Ramos, A. R., “Isobaric
volume and enthalpy recovery of glasses. II. A transparent multiparameter theory,”
Journal of Polymer Science: Polymer Physics Edition 17, 1097-1162 (1979).

[42] Moller, P., Fall, A., Chikkadi, V., Derks, D., and Bonn, D., “An attempt to
categorize yield stress fluid behaviour,” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal
Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 367, 5139-5155 (2009).

[43] Balmforth, N. J., Frigaard, I. A., and Ovarlez, G., “Yielding to Stress: Recent
Developments in Viscoplastic Fluid Mechanics,” Annual Review of Fluid Mechanics
46, 121-146 (2014).

[44] Coussot, P., and Rogers, S. A., “Oldroyd's model and the foundation of modern
rheology of yield stress fluids,” Journal of Non-Newtonian Fluid Mechanics 295,
104604 (2021).

[45] de Souza Mendes, P. R., and Thompson, R. L., “Time-dependent yield stress
materials,” Current Opinion in Colloid & Interface Science 43, 15-25 (2019).

[46] Mewis, J., “Thixotropy - a general review,” Journal of Non-Newtonian Fluid

Mechanics 6, 1-20 (1979).

33



[47] Struik, L. C. E., Physical Aging in Amorphous Polymers and Other Materials
(Elsevier, Houston, 1978).

[48] Agarwal, M., and Joshi, Y. M., “Signatures of physical aging and thixotropy in
aqueous dispersion of Carbopol,” Physics of Fluids 31, 063107 (2019).

[49] Agarwal, M., Kaushal, M., and Joshi, Y. M., “Signatures of Overaging in an
Aqueous Dispersion of Carbopol,” Langmuir 36, 14849-14863 (2020).

[50] Segre, P. N., Prasad, V., Schofield, A. B., and Weitz, D. A., “Glasslike Kinetic
Arrest at the Colloidal-Gelation Transition,” Physical Review Letters 86, 6042-6045
(2001).

[51] Shahin, A., and Joshi, Y. M., “Hyper-aging dynamics of nanoclay suspension,”
Langmuir 28, 5826-5833 (2012).

[52] Jariwala, S., Song, R., Hipp, J. B., Diemer, R. B., Wagner, N. J., and Beris, A.
N., “A polydisperse model for thixotropic elasto-viscoplastic suspensions of

aggregating particles using population balances,” AIChE Journal 69, e18184 (2023).

34



