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A coarse-grained bead-spring-dashpot chain model with the dashpots representing the presence of internal
friction, is solved exactly numerically, for the case of chains with more than two beads. Using a decoupling
procedure to remove the explicit coupling of a bead’s velocity with that of its nearest neighbors, the govern-
ing set of stochastic differential equations are solved with Brownian dynamics simulations to obtain material
functions in oscillatory and steady simple shear flow. Simulation results for the real and imaginary com-
ponents of the complex viscosity have been compared with the results of previously derived semi-analytical
approximations, and the difference in the predictions are seen to diminish with an increase in the number of
beads in the chain. The inclusion of internal friction results in a non-monotonous variation of the viscosity
with shear rate, with the occurrence of continuous shear-thickening following an initial shear-thinning regime.
The onset of shear-thickening in the first normal stress difference coefficient is pushed to lower shear rates
with an increase in the internal friction parameter.

I. INTRODUCTION

The presence of an additional mode of dissipation in
polymer molecules arising from intramolecular interac-
tions, denoted as internal friction or internal viscosity1–7,
has been invoked to reconcile the high values of dissipated
work observed in force spectroscopic measurements on
single molecules8–11, the steepness of the probability dis-
tribution of polymer extensions in coil-stretch transitions
observed in turbulent flow12, and the dampened reconfig-
uration kinetics of biopolymers13–25. The discontinuous
jump in the stress in polymer solutions upon the incep-
tion or cessation of flow26,27 has also been attributed to
internal friction. Given its wide-ranging impact, a care-
ful investigation of the consequences of the presence of
internal friction is essential. As shown in Fig. 1, the
bead-spring-chain model28,29, widely used to describe the
dynamics of flexible polymer chains, has been modified
to include a dashpot in parallel with each spring to ac-
count for internal friction effects2,28,30. The dashpot pro-
vides a restoring force proportional to the relative veloc-
ity between adjacent beads, and acts along the connector
vector joining these beads. The machinery for the solu-
tion of coarse-grained polymer models through Brownian
dynamics (BD) simulations is well-established28,29: the
equation of motion for the connector vector velocities is
combined with an equation of continuity in probability
space to obtain a Fokker-Planck equation for the sys-
tem, and the equivalent stochastic differential equation
is integrated numerically. The inclusion of internal vis-
cosity, however, results in a coupling of connector vector
velocities and precludes a trivial application of the usual
procedure for all but the simplest case of a dumbbell.
By expanding the scope of an existing methodology for
velocity-decoupling5, the exact set of governing stochas-
tic differential equations for a bead-spring-dashpot chain
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withNb beads, and its numerical solution using BD simu-
lations is presented here. The thermodynamically consis-
tent31 stress tensor expression for this model is derived,
and material functions in simple shear and oscillatory
shear flows have been calculated.
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FIG. 1. Representation of a polymer chain as a sequence
of beads connected by spring-dashpots. The Hookean spring
constant associated with each spring is H, and the damping
coefficient of each dashpot is K.

It is instructive to first briefly survey the methods em-
ployed in the past, before turning our attention to the
solution proposed in the present work. Booij and van
Wiechen2 used perturbation analysis to expand the con-
figurational distribution function of a Hookean spring-
dashpot in terms of the internal friction parameter, ϕ =
K/ζ, which is the ratio of the dashpot’s damping coef-
ficient, K, to the bead friction coefficient, ζ, and pre-
dicted optical and rheological properties in the presence
of steady shear flow. On the other hand, Williams and
coworkers offered a semi-analytical approximate solution
for the stress-jump5 of bead-spring-dashpot-chains with
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an arbitrary number of beads, using a decoupling pro-
cedure which is discussed at length later in this paper.
They also obtained predictions for the complex viscosity
of such chains by writing the configurational distribution
function as a series expansion in strain6. While the ap-
proach of Booij and van Wiechen 2 is restricted to small
values of the internal friction parameter, the solutions
proposed by Williams and coworkers5,6 are applicable
only in the linear viscoelastic regime. The transient vari-
ation and steady-state values of viscometric functions of
bead-spring-dashpot chains with arbitrary chain-length
in shear flow have been predicted32,33 using the linearized
rotational velocity34–36 (LRV) approximation for the in-
ternal viscosity force. The LRV approximation, however,
was shown to be incorrect2,5,6 and its use was subse-
quently discarded. For the simplest case of a single-
mode dumbbell-dashpot, it is straightforward to formu-
late the governing Fokker-Planck equation and obtain
its equivalent stochastic differential equation. Both lin-
ear viscoelastic properties37,38 and viscometric functions
in steady-shear flow38,39 have been calculated for this
model using Brownian dynamics (BD) simulations, for
arbitrary values of the internal friction parameter. The
single-mode spring-dashpot model has also been solved
using a Gaussian approximation for the distribution func-
tion40,41. Upon comparison against exact BD simula-
tion results, it was found that the Gaussian approxima-
tion (GA) offers accurate predictions of linear viscoelastic
properties, but is unable to predict the shear-thickening
of viscosity37,38 predicted by the exact model. Further-
more, the predictions for the stress jump in the start
up of shear flow, obtained from BD simulations on the
exact model, the Gaussian approximation, and the semi-
analytical treatment of Manke and Williams agree with
one another37.

Fixman42 has shown that the effects of bond length
and bond angle constraints in stiff polymer models may
be sufficiently mimicked by a Rouse/Zimm-like chain
with internal friction. A preaveraged form of the inter-
nal friction force was chosen for analytical tractability,
and this simplified model yields predictions for equilib-
rium and linear viscoelastic properties, such as the bond-
vector correlations and storage and loss moduli, that are
in reasonable agreement with that of stiff polymer chains.
McLeish and coworkers developed the Rouse model with
internal friction43 (RIF), wherein the standard contin-
uum Rouse model is modified to include a rate-dependent
dissipative force that resists changes in the curvature of
the space-curve representing the polymer molecule. An
expression for the autocorrelation of the end-to-end vec-
tor of the chain, and a closed-form expression for the fre-
quency response of the chain has been derived by them43.
The RIF model, and its variants19,20,44 which include
excluded volume interactions and preaveraged hydrody-
namic interactions, has been widely used to interpret the
results of experiments and simulations on conformational
transitions in biopolymers17,45,46, where the polymers do
not experience a flow profile. The RIF model represents

a preaveraged treatment of internal friction, while, in
this work, we have developed an exact model which ac-
counts for fluctuations in the internal friction force. To
the best of our knowledge, an expression for the tran-
sient evolution of the mean-squared end-to-end vector of
an RIF chain in flow is unknown, as are the viscometric
functions. A thorough test of the accuracy of the preav-
eraging approximation, by comparing model predictions
for observables at equilibrium and in flow, against exact
BD simulations which account for fluctuations in internal
friction, will be published as a separate study47.

There currently exists no methodology that is able to
predict both linear viscoelastic properties and viscomet-
ric functions in shear flow for bead-spring-dashpot chains
with arbitrary number of beads and magnitude of in-
ternal friction parameter. We address this deficiency
by solving the bead-spring-dashpot chain problem ex-
actly. We compare BD simulation results for the stress
jump and complex viscosity against approximate analyt-
ical predictions given in Ref. 5 and Ref. 6, respectively,
and present steady-state results for viscometric functions
in simple shear flow for the general case of Nb > 2, for
the first time.

A crucial step in our methodology is the decoupling
of the connector vector velocities of neighboring beads.
Stripping away all physical detail, the decoupling prob-
lem may be stated as follows: given a “generating equa-
tion” for some Sj which is of the form

Sj = dj−1Sj−1 + ej+1Sj+1 + ξ (X1, X2, . . . , XN ) (1)

where j ∈ [1, N ], and the Xi do not depend on the Sj ,
with {ξ, dj , ej} being some arbitrary functions of the Xi,
is it possible to write an expression for Sj solely in terms
of the Xi that does not explicitly depend on any other Si
? Manke and Williams5 have proposed a three-step pro-
cedure for the solution of this problem. As the first step,
the equation for Sj is successively substituted into Sj+1,
starting from j = 1. At the end of this forward substi-
tution step, an equation for Sj is obtained that only de-
pends explicitly on Sj+1 and Xi with 1 ≤ i ≤ j. The sec-
ond step is a backward substitution, where the equation
for Sj is successively substituted into Sj−1, starting from
j = N . This results in an expression for Sj that only de-
pends explicitly on Sj−1 andXi with j ≤ i ≤ N . Finally,
upon combining the results from the forward and back-
ward substitution procedures, the decoupling procedure
is completed, resulting in Sj = Ajξ (X1, X2, . . . , XN )
where Aj is defined recursively in terms of d and e.
While the decoupling methodology developed by Manke
and Williams has been adopted in the present work, we
differ significantly in the generating equation which is
subjected to the decoupling procedure. A detailed dis-
cussion highlighting the differences is given in Sec. II. A
schematic representation of the decoupling methodology
is displayed in Fig. 2.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Sec. II
describes the bead-spring-dashpot chain model for a
polymer, presents the governing stochastic differential
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S2

<latexit sha1_base64="Qo7IuSbhSAf1bk8y4lt62SCbuv0=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dBIvgqiSlYN0V3LisaB/QhjCZTtqhk0mYmSgl5lPcuFDErV/izr9x0mahrQcGDufcyz1z/JhRqWz72yhtbG5t75R3K3v7B4dHZvW4J6NEYNLFEYvEwEeSMMpJV1HFyCAWBIU+I31/dp37/QciJI34vZrHxA3RhNOAYqS05JnVdBQiNcWIpXdZ5qWNzDNrdt1ewFonTkFqUKDjmV+jcYSTkHCFGZJy6NixclMkFMWMZJVRIkmM8AxNyFBTjkIi3XQRPbPOtTK2gkjox5W1UH9vpCiUch76ejLPKVe9XPzPGyYqaLkp5XGiCMfLQ0HCLBVZeQ/WmAqCFZtrgrCgOquFp0ggrHRbFV2Cs/rlddJr1J1m/eq2WWu3ijrKcApncAEOXEIbbqADXcDwCM/wCm/Gk/FivBsfy9GSUeycwB8Ynz/QpJRZ</latexit>

S1

<latexit sha1_base64="6fkuMqJOmrKofR4yV6jUQAtiUTM=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dDBbBVUlEsO4KblxWtA9oQ5hMp+3QySTMTJQS8yluXCji1i9x5984abPQ1gMDh3Pu5Z45QcyZ0o7zbZXW1jc2t8rblZ3dvf0Du3rYUVEiCW2TiEeyF2BFORO0rZnmtBdLisOA024wvc797gOVikXiXs9i6oV4LNiIEayN5NvVdBBiPSGYp3dZ5qdu5ts1p+7MgVaJW5AaFGj59tdgGJEkpEITjpXqu06svRRLzQinWWWQKBpjMsVj2jdU4JAqL51Hz9CpUYZoFEnzhEZz9fdGikOlZmFgJvOcatnLxf+8fqJHDS9lIk40FWRxaJRwpCOU94CGTFKi+cwQTCQzWRGZYImJNm1VTAnu8pdXSee87l7Ur24vas1GUUcZjuEEzsCFS2jCDbSgDQQe4Rle4c16sl6sd+tjMVqyip0j+APr8wfPH5RY</latexit>

SN�1

<latexit sha1_base64="oeMRvIB3njlvoYN8465+MwWg4Dg=">AAAB/HicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf0S7dDBbBjSWRgnVXcONKKtoHtCFMppN26OTBzEQoIf6KGxeKuPVD3Pk3TtostPXAwOGce7lnjhdzJpVlfRultfWNza3ydmVnd2//wDw86sooEYR2SMQj0fewpJyFtKOY4rQfC4oDj9OeN73O/d4jFZJF4YOaxdQJ8DhkPiNYack1q+kwwGpCME/vs8xNb8/tzDVrVt2aA60SuyA1KNB2za/hKCJJQENFOJZyYFuxclIsFCOcZpVhImmMyRSP6UDTEAdUOuk8fIZOtTJCfiT0CxWaq783UhxIOQs8PZknlcteLv7nDRLlN52UhXGiaEgWh/yEIxWhvAk0YoISxWeaYCKYzorIBAtMlO6rokuwl7+8SroXdbtRv7pr1FrNoo4yHMMJnIENl9CCG2hDBwjM4Ble4c14Ml6Md+NjMVoyip0q/IHx+QPhzJTn</latexit>

SN

<latexit sha1_base64="BvuondjkalAJf1M7tvIZNRM/wSw=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dBIvgqiRSsO4KblxJRfuANoTJdNIOnUzCzEQpMZ/ixoUibv0Sd/6NkzYLbT0wcDjnXu6Z48eMSmXb30ZpbX1jc6u8XdnZ3ds/MKuHXRklApMOjlgk+j6ShFFOOooqRvqxICj0Gen506vc7z0QIWnE79UsJm6IxpwGFCOlJc+spsMQqQlGLL3LMi+9yTyzZtftOaxV4hSkBgXanvk1HEU4CQlXmCEpB44dKzdFQlHMSFYZJpLECE/RmAw05Sgk0k3n0TPrVCsjK4iEflxZc/X3RopCKWehryfznHLZy8X/vEGigqabUh4ninC8OBQkzFKRlfdgjaggWLGZJggLqrNaeIIEwkq3VdElOMtfXiXd87rTqF/eNmqtZlFHGY7hBM7AgQtowTW0oQMYHuEZXuHNeDJejHfjYzFaMoqdI/gD4/MH+zCUdQ==</latexit>

Sj

<latexit sha1_base64="s9dUmINkp0MvYPmB7fJwix6/Nmc=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dDBbBVUmkYN0V3LisaB/QhjCZTtqxkwczE6XEfIobF4q49Uvc+TdO2iy09cDA4Zx7uWeOF3MmlWV9G6W19Y3NrfJ2ZWd3b//ArB52ZZQIQjsk4pHoe1hSzkLaUUxx2o8FxYHHac+bXuV+74EKyaLwTs1i6gR4HDKfEay05JrVdBhgNSGYp7dZ5qb3mWvWrLo1B1oldkFqUKDtml/DUUSSgIaKcCzlwLZi5aRYKEY4zSrDRNIYkyke04GmIQ6odNJ59AydamWE/EjoFyo0V39vpDiQchZ4ejLPKZe9XPzPGyTKbzopC+NE0ZAsDvkJRypCeQ9oxAQlis80wUQwnRWRCRaYKN1WRZdgL395lXTP63ajfnnTqLWaRR1lOIYTOAMbLqAF19CGDhB4hGd4hTfjyXgx3o2PxWjJKHaO4A+Mzx8ly5SR</latexit>

. . .

<latexit sha1_base64="xdV1Ns8rKGPqaNmhdEdDg0fGgeI=">AAACEnicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkpqLeCF48VTFtoQ9lstu3S3U3YnQgh9Dd48aB/xZt49Q/4Tzy6bXOwrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ34Lrfzsbm1vbObmmvvH9weHRcOTltmzjVlPk0FrHuhsQwwRXzgYNg3UQzIkPBOuHkbuZ3npg2PFaPkCUskGSk+JBTAlby+1EMZlCpujV3DrxOvIJUUYHWoPJj52gqmQIqiDE9z00gyIkGTgWblvupYQmhEzJiPUsVkcwE+fzYKb60SoSHsbalAM/VvxM5kcZkMrSdksDYrHoz8T+vl8LwJsi5SlJgii4WDVOBIcazz3HENaMgMksI1dzeiumYaELB5rO0JZRLP+QGJNGZjqZlG5W3Gsw6addrXqN2+9CoNutFaCV0ji7QFfLQNWqie9RCPqKIo2f0it6cF+fd+XA+F60bTjFzhpbgfP0CjEGe1Q==</latexit>

. . .

<latexit sha1_base64="xdV1Ns8rKGPqaNmhdEdDg0fGgeI=">AAACEnicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkpqLeCF48VTFtoQ9lstu3S3U3YnQgh9Dd48aB/xZt49Q/4Tzy6bXOwrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ34Lrfzsbm1vbObmmvvH9weHRcOTltmzjVlPk0FrHuhsQwwRXzgYNg3UQzIkPBOuHkbuZ3npg2PFaPkCUskGSk+JBTAlby+1EMZlCpujV3DrxOvIJUUYHWoPJj52gqmQIqiDE9z00gyIkGTgWblvupYQmhEzJiPUsVkcwE+fzYKb60SoSHsbalAM/VvxM5kcZkMrSdksDYrHoz8T+vl8LwJsi5SlJgii4WDVOBIcazz3HENaMgMksI1dzeiumYaELB5rO0JZRLP+QGJNGZjqZlG5W3Gsw6addrXqN2+9CoNutFaCV0ji7QFfLQNWqie9RCPqKIo2f0it6cF+fd+XA+F60bTjFzhpbgfP0CjEGe1Q==</latexit>

SN

<latexit sha1_base64="BvuondjkalAJf1M7tvIZNRM/wSw=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dBIvgqiRSsO4KblxJRfuANoTJdNIOnUzCzEQpMZ/ixoUibv0Sd/6NkzYLbT0wcDjnXu6Z48eMSmXb30ZpbX1jc6u8XdnZ3ds/MKuHXRklApMOjlgk+j6ShFFOOooqRvqxICj0Gen506vc7z0QIWnE79UsJm6IxpwGFCOlJc+spsMQqQlGLL3LMi+9yTyzZtftOaxV4hSkBgXanvk1HEU4CQlXmCEpB44dKzdFQlHMSFYZJpLECE/RmAw05Sgk0k3n0TPrVCsjK4iEflxZc/X3RopCKWehryfznHLZy8X/vEGigqabUh4ninC8OBQkzFKRlfdgjaggWLGZJggLqrNaeIIEwkq3VdElOMtfXiXd87rTqF/eNmqtZlFHGY7hBM7AgQtowTW0oQMYHuEZXuHNeDJejHfjYzFaMoqdI/gD4/MH+zCUdQ==</latexit>

SN�1

<latexit sha1_base64="oeMRvIB3njlvoYN8465+MwWg4Dg=">AAAB/HicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf0S7dDBbBjSWRgnVXcONKKtoHtCFMppN26OTBzEQoIf6KGxeKuPVD3Pk3TtostPXAwOGce7lnjhdzJpVlfRultfWNza3ydmVnd2//wDw86sooEYR2SMQj0fewpJyFtKOY4rQfC4oDj9OeN73O/d4jFZJF4YOaxdQJ8DhkPiNYack1q+kwwGpCME/vs8xNb8/tzDVrVt2aA60SuyA1KNB2za/hKCJJQENFOJZyYFuxclIsFCOcZpVhImmMyRSP6UDTEAdUOuk8fIZOtTJCfiT0CxWaq783UhxIOQs8PZknlcteLv7nDRLlN52UhXGiaEgWh/yEIxWhvAk0YoISxWeaYCKYzorIBAtMlO6rokuwl7+8SroXdbtRv7pr1FrNoo4yHMMJnIENl9CCG2hDBwjM4Ble4c14Ml6Md+NjMVoyip0q/IHx+QPhzJTn</latexit>

Sj

<latexit sha1_base64="s9dUmINkp0MvYPmB7fJwix6/Nmc=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dDBbBVUmkYN0V3LisaB/QhjCZTtqxkwczE6XEfIobF4q49Uvc+TdO2iy09cDA4Zx7uWeOF3MmlWV9G6W19Y3NrfJ2ZWd3b//ArB52ZZQIQjsk4pHoe1hSzkLaUUxx2o8FxYHHac+bXuV+74EKyaLwTs1i6gR4HDKfEay05JrVdBhgNSGYp7dZ5qb3mWvWrLo1B1oldkFqUKDtml/DUUSSgIaKcCzlwLZi5aRYKEY4zSrDRNIYkyke04GmIQ6odNJ59AydamWE/EjoFyo0V39vpDiQchZ4ejLPKZe9XPzPGyTKbzopC+NE0ZAsDvkJRypCeQ9oxAQlis80wUQwnRWRCRaYKN1WRZdgL395lXTP63ajfnnTqLWaRR1lOIYTOAMbLqAF19CGDhB4hGd4hTfjyXgx3o2PxWjJKHaO4A+Mzx8ly5SR</latexit>

S2

<latexit sha1_base64="Qo7IuSbhSAf1bk8y4lt62SCbuv0=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dBIvgqiSlYN0V3LisaB/QhjCZTtqhk0mYmSgl5lPcuFDErV/izr9x0mahrQcGDufcyz1z/JhRqWz72yhtbG5t75R3K3v7B4dHZvW4J6NEYNLFEYvEwEeSMMpJV1HFyCAWBIU+I31/dp37/QciJI34vZrHxA3RhNOAYqS05JnVdBQiNcWIpXdZ5qWNzDNrdt1ewFonTkFqUKDjmV+jcYSTkHCFGZJy6NixclMkFMWMZJVRIkmM8AxNyFBTjkIi3XQRPbPOtTK2gkjox5W1UH9vpCiUch76ejLPKVe9XPzPGyYqaLkp5XGiCMfLQ0HCLBVZeQ/WmAqCFZtrgrCgOquFp0ggrHRbFV2Cs/rlddJr1J1m/eq2WWu3ijrKcApncAEOXEIbbqADXcDwCM/wCm/Gk/FivBsfy9GSUeycwB8Ynz/QpJRZ</latexit>

S1

<latexit sha1_base64="6fkuMqJOmrKofR4yV6jUQAtiUTM=">AAAB+nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfqS7dDBbBVUlEsO4KblxWtA9oQ5hMp+3QySTMTJQS8yluXCji1i9x5984abPQ1gMDh3Pu5Z45QcyZ0o7zbZXW1jc2t8rblZ3dvf0Du3rYUVEiCW2TiEeyF2BFORO0rZnmtBdLisOA024wvc797gOVikXiXs9i6oV4LNiIEayN5NvVdBBiPSGYp3dZ5qdu5ts1p+7MgVaJW5AaFGj59tdgGJEkpEITjpXqu06svRRLzQinWWWQKBpjMsVj2jdU4JAqL51Hz9CpUYZoFEnzhEZz9fdGikOlZmFgJvOcatnLxf+8fqJHDS9lIk40FWRxaJRwpCOU94CGTFKi+cwQTCQzWRGZYImJNm1VTAnu8pdXSee87l7Ur24vas1GUUcZjuEEzsCFS2jCDbSgDQQe4Rle4c16sl6sd+tjMVqyip0j+APr8wfPH5RY</latexit>

Sj ⌘ f (Sj+1, ⇠)

<latexit sha1_base64="lCOnKc96yz8nhpamI1hlsWm6IAQ=">AAACJXicbVDJSgNBEO2Je9yiHr0MBkExhBkJGMFDwIvHiGaBTAg9nZqkTc9id40YhvkZL/6KFw8GETz5K3aWQ1weFDzeq6KqnhsJrtCyPo3MwuLS8srqWnZ9Y3NrO7ezW1dhLBnUWChC2XSpAsEDqCFHAc1IAvVdAQ13cDn2Gw8gFQ+DWxxG0PZpL+AeZxS11MldJI5Psc+oSG7StJPcpQ7cx/zBKXiOAA+P5mztnthpwXnkjuS9Ph53cnmraE1g/iX2jOTJDNVObuR0Qxb7ECATVKmWbUXYTqhEzgSkWSdWEFE2oD1oaRpQH1Q7mXyZmoda6ZpeKHUFaE7U+YmE+koNfVd3jm9Wv72x+J/XitErtxMeRDFCwKaLvFiYGJrjyMwul8BQDDWhTHJ9q8n6VFKGOtisDsH+/fJfUj8t2qXi+XUpXynP4lgl++SAHBGbnJEKuSJVUiOMPJEX8kZGxrPxarwbH9PWjDGb2SM/YHx9A7GNpow=</latexit>

Sj ⌘ g (Sj�1, ⇠)

<latexit sha1_base64="ysIS2M1nrQ/5ZhsVH8KPGREZ02Q=">AAACJXicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1aOXYBEqaElEUMFDwYvHirYVmhA220m7dvPh7qRYQv6MF/+KFw+KCJ78K25rD1p9MPB4b4aZeX4iuELL+jBmZufmFxYLS8XlldW19dLGZlPFqWTQYLGI5Y1PFQgeQQM5CrhJJNDQF9Dy++cjvzUAqXgcXeMwATek3YgHnFHUklc6y5yQYo9RkV3luZfd5g7cpXzg7HcdAQFWftjaPbDzfeeeO5J3e7jnlcpW1RrD/EvsCSmTCepe6dXpxCwNIUImqFJt20rQzahEzgTkRSdVkFDWp11oaxrREJSbjb/MzV2tdMwglroiNMfqz4mMhkoNQ193jm5W095I/M9rpxicuBmPkhQhYt+LglSYGJujyMwOl8BQDDWhTHJ9q8l6VFKGOtiiDsGefvkvaR5W7aPq6eVRuXYyiaNAtskOqRCbHJMauSB10iCMPJAn8kJejUfj2Xgz3r9bZ4zJzBb5BePzC7ZVpo8=</latexit>

Sj ⌘ Aj⇠

<latexit sha1_base64="M/uvx21F9b/zCa4FtJv7n3kXO54=">AAACEnicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAgKUhIpWHcVNy4r2gc0IUymk3baycOZSbGEfIMbf8WNC0XcunLn3zhpg2jrgQuHc+7l3nvciFEhDeNLW1hcWl5ZLawV1zc2t7b1nd2mCGOOSQOHLORtFwnCaEAakkpG2hEnyHcZabnDy8xvjQgXNAxu5Tgito96AfUoRlJJjn6cWD6SfYxYcpOmTjJILXIX05F18qNfpM7AuqeOXjLKxgRwnpg5KYEcdUf/tLohjn0SSMyQEB3TiKSdIC4pZiQtWrEgEcJD1CMdRQPkE2Enk5dSeKiULvRCriqQcKL+nkiQL8TYd1VndqeY9TLxP68TS69qJzSIYkkCPF3kxQzKEGb5wC7lBEs2VgRhTtWtEPcRR1iqFIsqBHP25XnSPC2blfL5daVUq+ZxFMA+OABHwARnoAauQB00AAYP4Am8gFftUXvW3rT3aeuCls/sgT/QPr4BKLafBA==</latexit>

Output

<latexit sha1_base64="dGqhZ+wVYNeXW6pZA/KEaEKzQI8=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxFHxbv2r9qnr0slgET2W3CNZbwYs3K9haaJeSTbNtbDZZkrdCWfofvHhQxKv/x5v/xrTdg7YOBIaZ98ibCRPBDXret1NYW9/Y3Cpul3Z29/YPyodHbaNSTVmLKqF0JySGCS5ZCzkK1kk0I3Eo2EM4vp75D09MG67kPU4SFsRkKHnEKUErtW9TTFLslyte1ZvDXSV+TiqQo9kvf/UGiqYxk0gFMabrewkGGdHIqWDTUi81LCF0TIasa6kkMTNBNr926p5ZZeBGStsn0Z2rvzcyEhsziUM7GRMcmWVvJv7ndVOM6kHGpU3EJF18FKXCReXOorsDrhlFMbGEUM3trS4dEU0o2oJKtgR/OfIqadeq/kX16q5WadTzOopwAqdwDj5cQgNuoAktoPAIz/AKb45yXpx352MxWnDynWP4A+fzB9Mvj0c=</latexit>

Step

<latexit sha1_base64="gmq+cNWYjFpfK7TOpJFpZ6b1mco=">AAAB63icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mKYL0VvHisaD+gDWWz3bZLN5uwOxFK6F/w4kERr/4hb/4bN20O2vpg4PHeDDPzglgKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ20SJZrzFIhnpbkANl0LxFgqUvBtrTsNA8k4wvc38zhPXRkTqEWcx90M6VmIkGMVMekAeD8oVt+ouQNaJl5MK5GgOyl/9YcSSkCtkkhrT89wY/ZRqFEzyeamfGB5TNqVj3rNU0ZAbP13cOicXVhmSUaRtKSQL9fdESkNjZmFgO0OKE7PqZeJ/Xi/BUd1PhYoT5IotF40SSTAi2eNkKDRnKGeWUKaFvZWwCdWUoY2nZEPwVl9eJ+1a1buq3tzXKo16HkcRzuAcLsGDa2jAHTShBQwm8Ayv8OaEzovz7nwsWwtOPnMKf+B8/gASLI4+</latexit>

(1) Forward Substitution

<latexit sha1_base64="MCJOwXM07eaQ30PPx4UpPycvPh0=">AAACA3icbVDLSsNAFJ34rPEVdaebwSLUTUmKYN0VBHFZ0T6gDWUymbRDJ5MwD6WUght/xY0LRdz6E+78GydtFtp64MLhnHtn7j1ByqhUrvttLS2vrK6tFzbsza3tnV1nb78pEy0waeCEJaIdIEkY5aShqGKknQqC4oCRVjC8zPzWPRGSJvxOjVLix6jPaUQxUkbqOYcl7xReJeIBiRDe6kCaN3Rm2XbPKbpldwq4SLycFEGOes/56oYJ1jHhCjMkZcdzU+WPkVAUMzKxu1qSFOEh6pOOoRzFRPrj6Q0TeGKUEEaJMMUVnKq/J8YolnIUB6YzRmog571M/M/raBVV/THlqVaE49lHkWZQJTALBIZUEKzYyBCEBTW7QjxAAmFlYstC8OZPXiTNStk7K1/cVIq1ah5HARyBY1ACHjgHNXAN6qABMHgEz+AVvFlP1ov1bn3MWpesfOYA/IH1+QP/fpZ3</latexit>

(2) Backward Substitution

<latexit sha1_base64="l8i9t54rY4Lig/m3sL1UHgAZuP4=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPEVddnNYBHqpiRFsO6KblxWtA9oQ5lMJ+3QySTMQymhCzf+ihsXirj1I9z5N07aLLT1wMDhnPuYe4KEUalc99taWV1b39gsbNnbO7t7+87BYUvGWmDSxDGLRSdAkjDKSVNRxUgnEQRFASPtYHyV+e17IiSN+Z2aJMSP0JDTkGKkjNR3iuXqKbxEePyAxADe6kCaITrzbLvvlNyKOwNcJl5OSiBHo+989QYx1hHhCjMkZddzE+WnSCiKGZnaPS1JYnahIekaylFEpJ/OjpjCE6MMYBgL87iCM/V3R4oiKSdRYCojpEZy0cvE/7yuVmHNTylPtCIczxeFmkEVwywROKCCYMUmhiAsqPkrxCMkEFYmtywEb/HkZdKqVryzysVNtVSv5XEUQBEcgzLwwDmog2vQAE2AwSN4Bq/gzXqyXqx362NeumLlPUfgD6zPH52Xlsw=</latexit>

(3) Combine expressions from (1) and (2) to get decoupled expression

<latexit sha1_base64="IJGwCqnHsANi0Z4xPNXXcrpSGGk="></latexit>

for Sj

<latexit sha1_base64="6EmbO+Qu8hglw9NQX0fDei+E/Xg=">AAAB/3icbVC7TsNAEFyHVwgvAxINzYkEiSqyIyRCF4mGMgjykBIrOl/OyZHz2bo7I0XGBb9CQwFCtPwGHX+DnbiAhKlGM7va2XFDzpS2rG+jsLK6tr5R3Cxtbe/s7pn7B20VRJLQFgl4ILsuVpQzQVuaaU67oaTYdzntuJOrzO88UKlYIO70NKSOj0eCeYxgnUoD88gLJKr0fazHBPP4NhnE90mlNDDLVtWaAS0TOydlyNEcmF/9YUAinwpNOFaqZ1uhdmIsNSOcJqV+pGiIyQSPaC+lAvtUOfEsf4JOU2WIsiReIDSaqb83YuwrNfXddDILqha9TPzP60XaqzsxE2GkqSDzQ17EkQ5QVgYaMkmJ5tOUYCJZmhWRMZaY6LSyrAR78eVl0q5V7fPq5U2t3KjndRThGE7gDGy4gAZcQxNaQOARnuEV3own48V4Nz7mowUj3zmEPzA+fwAgN5WC</latexit>

Aj ⌘ ĥ ({d, e})

<latexit sha1_base64="pTJGbLwKVggioPEsBYjJbHwo/Yg="></latexit>

Decoupling Methodology
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Given Sj = dj�1Sj�1 + ej+1Sj+1 + ⇠, the following procedure leads

to an expression for Sj that does not depend explicitly on any other Si

FIG. 2. Schematic of three-step decoupling methodology introduced in Manke and Williams5.

equations and the stress tensor expression, and contains
simulation details pertaining to the numerical integra-
tion of the governing equations. Sec. III, which is a
compilation of our results and the relevant discussion,
is divided into three sections; Sec. III A deals with code
validation, Sec. III B presents results for the complex vis-
cosity calculated from oscillatory shear flow simulations,
and Sec. III C contains results for steady shear viscomet-
ric functions,. We conclude in Sec. IV. Appendix A con-
tains the detailed steps showing the implementation of
the decoupling algorithm represented in Fig. 2, and the
derivation of the governing Fokker-Planck equation for
the system.

As described later in detail, the governing stochastic
differential equation and the stress tensor expression re-
quire the evaluation of a divergence term which does not
appear in conventional bead-spring-chain models. The
Supplementary Material outlines a procedure for evalu-
ating these terms analytically. A brief comparison of the
simulation time scaling of models with internal friction,
as function of the number of beads in the chain, is also
included in the Supplementary Material.

II. GOVERNING EQUATION AND SIMULATION
DETAILS

We considerNb massless beads, each of radius a, joined
by N ≡ (Nb − 1) springs, each of Hookean spring con-
stant H, with a dashpot of damping coefficient K in par-
allel with each spring, as shown in Fig. 1. The position
of the ith bead is denoted as ri, and the connector vector
joining adjacent beads is represented as Qi ≡ ri+1 − ri.
As will be seen shortly, in the absence of hydrodynamic
interactions (HI), the inclusion of internal viscosity (IV)
results in an explicit coupling of the connector vector
velocities between nearest neighbors, and these veloc-
ities may be decoupled using the procedure suggested

by Manke and Williams5. The simultaneous inclusion of
fluctuating hydrodynamic interactions and internal vis-
cosity, however, results in a one-to-all coupling of the
connector vector velocities, which renders the problem
intractable using the Manke and Williams approach5. It
is noted, however, that in dumbbell models with internal
viscosity, hydrodynamic interactions significantly mag-
nify the stress jump and perceptibly affect the transient
viscometric functions38. Coarse-grained polymer models
which incorporate both fluctuating hydrodynamic inter-
actions and internal viscosity are currently unsolved for
the Nb > 2 case. In this work, we restrict our attention
to freely-draining bead-spring-dashpot chains.

The chain, as shown in Fig. 1, is suspended in a
Newtonian solvent of viscosity ηs where the velocity vf

at any location rf in the fluid is given by vf(rf, t) ≡
v0 + κ(t) · rf, where v0 is a constant vector, and the
transpose of the velocity gradient tensor is denoted as

κ ≡ (∇vf)
T

. The chain is assumed to have completely
equilibrated in momentum space, and its normalized con-
figurational distribution function at any time t is spec-
ified as Ψ ≡ Ψ (r1, r2, ..., rNb

, t) = (1/Z) exp [−φ/kBT ],
where φ denotes the intramolecular potential energy
stored in the springs joining the beads, kB is Boltz-
mann’s constant, T the absolute temperature, and Z =∫

exp [−φ/kBT ] dQ1dQ2 . . . dQN . The spring force in

the kth connector vector is denoted as F s
k = ∂φ/∂Qk,

with F s
k = HQk for a Hookean spring. The expression

for the internal viscosity force, F IV
k , in the kth connector

vector may be written as F IV
k = K

(
QkQk/Q

2
k

)
· JQ̇kK,

where J. . .K denotes an average over momentum-space.
Within the framework of polymer kinetic theory28, the
Fokker-Planck equation for the configurational distribu-
tion function is obtained by combining a force-balance
on the beads (or connector vectors) with a continuity
equation in probability space. The force-balance man-
dates that the sum of: (i) the internal friction force due
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to the dashpot, (ii) the restoring force from the Hookean
spring, (iii) the random Brownian force arising from colli-
sions with solvent molecules, and (iv) the hydrodynamic
force which represents the solvent’s resistance to the mo-
tion of the bead, equals zero. It is convenient to work
with connector vectors, rather than bead positions, for
models with internal friction, and the following equation
is obtained for the momentum-averaged velocity of the
kth connector vector

JQ̇kK = κ ·Qk −
1

ζ

∑

l

Akl ·
(
kBT

∂ ln Ψ

∂Ql
+

∂φ

∂Ql

+K
QlQl

Q2
l

· JQ̇lK
)

(2)

where ζ := 6πηsa is the monomeric friction coefficient,
and Akl = Aklδ where Akl are the elements of the Rouse
matrix, given by

Akl =





2; k = l

−1; |k − l| = 1

0; otherwise

(3)

and the solid and dashed underlined terms on the RHS

of Eq. (2) represent the Brownian and spring force con-
tributions, respectively. Since Manke and Williams5

were concerned only with the evaluation of the stress-
jump, which occurs instantaneously upon the incep-
tion of flow, they assumed that the configurational
distribution function may be reasonably approximated
by its equilibrium value. Since the Brownian and
spring forces exactly balance each other at equilibrium,
i.e., kBT (∂ ln Ψeq/ ∂Ql) + (∂φ/∂Ql) = 0, Manke and
Williams5 ignore both these forces in their equation of
motion. Here, however, we aim to find the exact govern-
ing equation that is valid both near and far away from
equilibrium, and have consequently retained both the un-
derlined terms in the force-balance equation.

As seen from Eq. (2), there is an explicit coupling be-
tween the velocity of the kth connector vector and its
nearest neighbors which precludes a straightforward sub-
stitution into the equation of continuity for the config-
urational distribution function. This velocity-coupling
may be removed by applying the decoupling scheme de-
scribed in Fig. 2, to obtain the governing Fokker-Planck
equation for the system, as shown in Appendix A. Using
lH ≡

√
kBT/H and λH ≡ ζ/4H as the length- and time-

scales, respectively, and denoting dimensionless variables
with an asterisk as superscript, the dimensionless form
of the Fokker-Planck equation is given as

∂ψ∗

∂t∗
= −

N∑

j=1

∂

∂Q∗j
·
{[
κ∗ ·Q∗j −

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k=1

Ujk · (κ∗ ·Q∗k)− 1

4

N∑

k=1

Âjk · F ∗sk (4)

− 1

4

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k=1

∂

∂Q∗k
· V T

jk

]
ψ∗
}

+
1

4

N∑

j,k=1

∂

∂Q∗j

∂

∂Q∗k
:
[
ÂT
jkψ
∗
]

where the definitions of the dimensionless tensors,

Ujk,Vjk, and Âjk, are provided in Eqs. (A23) and (A32)
of Appendix A. In the absence of internal friction, both

Ujk, andVjk reduce to 0, and Âjk becomes the Rouse
matrix. In order to simplify the notation, it is conve-
nient to rewrite the Fokker-Planck equation in terms of
collective coordinates. We define

Q̃∗ ≡ [Q∗1, Q
∗
2, ..., Q

∗
N ]

≡
[
Q∗11 , Q

∗2
1 , Q

∗3
1 , Q

∗1
2 , Q

∗2
2 , ..., Q

∗3
N

]

and write Q̃∗i = Q∗βk , where k = 1, 2, ..., N and β =

1, 2, 3 (represent Cartesian components in the x, y, z di-
rections, respectively), with i related to k and β as

i = 3 (k − 1) + β. Similarly, F̃ ∗s ≡ [F ∗s1 , F ∗s2 , ..., F ∗sN ],

and ṽ∗ ≡ [v̂∗1 , v̂
∗
2 ..., v̂

∗
N ], with v̂∗j =

∑N
k=1 (∂/∂Q∗k) ·V T

jk .
The diffusion matrix D of size N ×N is defined, whose

elements are the tensors Âjk. The block matrix K∗ is de-
fined such that its diagonal elements are given by the 3×3
matrix κ∗, and its off-diagonal blocks are 0. Lastly, the
block matrix U consists of the tensors Ujk. In terms of
these collective variables, the stochastic differential equa-
tion equivalent to Eq. (4), using Itô’s interpretation29, is
given by

dQ̃∗ =

[
K∗ · Q̃∗ −

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

)
U ·
(
K∗ · Q̃∗

)
− 1

4
D · F̃ ∗s − 1

4

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

)
ṽ∗
]
dt∗ +

1√
2
B · dW̃ ∗ (5)
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where W̃ ∗ is a 3N−dimensional Wiener process, and B · BT = D. The symmetricity and positive-definiteness of
the diffusion matrix is established empirically in Section II F of the Supplementary Material. The square-root of the
diffusion matrix is found using Cholesky decomposition48. Equation (5) is solved numerically using a simple explicit
Euler method, as follows

Q̃∗ (tn+1) =Q̃∗n +

[
K∗ (tn) · Q̃∗ (tn)−

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

)
U (tn) ·

(
K∗ (tn) · Q̃∗ (tn)

)
− 1

4
D∗ (tn) · F̃ ∗ s (tn)

−
(

1

4

)(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

)
ṽ∗ (tn)

]
∆tn +

1√
2

∆S̃∗n

(6)

where ∆S̃∗n = B ·∆W̃ ∗
n .

In order to relate the time-evolution of the connector vectors to macroscopically observable rheological properties,
it is necessary to specify an appropriate stress tensor expression for the model discussed above. The formal, thermo-
dynamically consistent stress tensor expression for free-draining models with internal friction may be obtained using
the Giesekus expression31, as follows

τ p =
npζ

2

〈
N∑

j=1

N∑

k=1

CjkQjQk

〉

(1)

=
npζ

2


 d
dt

〈∑

j,k

CjkQjQk

〉
− κ ·

〈∑

j,k

CjkQjQk

〉
−
〈∑

j,k

CjkQjQk

〉
· κT


 (7)

where Cjk is the Kramers matrix28. Upon simplification,

τ p = npkBT (Nb − 1) δ − np

〈
Nb−1∑

k=1

QkF
c
k

〉
(8)

which is formally similar to the Kramers expression28, except that the force in the connector vector, F ck , is redefined
to include contributions from both the spring and the dashpot (also noted in Refs. [ 31,39,49] for Hookean dumbbells
with IV), as follows,

F c
k = F s

k +KCkQk (9)

where Ck =
(
Qk · JQ̇kK/Q2

k

)
. Plugging Eq. (9) into Eq. (8) and using the closed-form expression for Ck as given by

Eq. (A20), the dimensionless stress tensor expression is obtained as

τ p

npkBT
= (Nb − 1) δ −

[〈∑

k

Q∗kF
∗s
k

〉
− 1

2

(
ε

1 + ε

)〈∑

k,l

(Q∗kF
∗s
l ) · µTkl

〉]
− 1

2

(
ε

1 + ε

)[〈∑

k

µTkk

〉

+

〈∑

k,l

Q∗k
∂

∂Q∗l
· µTkl

. . . . . . . . . . .

〉]
−
(

2ε

1 + ε

)
κ∗ :

〈∑

k,l

χ
(k)
l Q∗lQ

∗
lQ
∗
kQ
∗
k

Q∗lQ
∗
k

〉 (10)

where ε = 2ϕ, and the definitions of µkl andχ
(k)
l are provided in Eqs. (A23) and (A25) of Appendix A.

The bead-spring-dashpot chain is subjected to steady
simple shear flow and small amplitude oscillatory shear
flow. The flow tensor, κ, for simple shear flow has the
following form

κ ≡ κ∗ λ−1
H = γ̇




0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0


 (11)

and is characterized by the following viscometric func-

tions

ηp = −τp,xy
γ̇

Ψ1 = −
[
τp,xx − τp,yy

γ̇2

]

Ψ2 = −
[
τp,yy − τp,zz

γ̇2

]
(12)

where τp,xy refers to the xy element of the stress tensor,
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FIG. 3. Illustration of the efficacy of variance reduction for
a ten-bead chain with internal friction in small amplitude os-
cillatory shear flow.

and ηp, Ψ1, and Ψ2 denote the shear viscosity, the first
normal stress difference coefficient, and the second nor-
mal stress difference coefficient, respectively. For small-
amplitude oscillatory shear flow, we have

κ = γ̇0 cos(ωt)




0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0


 (13)

The material functions relevant to this flow profile, η′(ω)
and η′′(ω), are given by

− τp,xy = η′(ω)γ̇0 cos(ωt) + η′′(ω)γ̇0 sin(ωt) (14)

Variance reduction29,50 has been used in the evalua-
tion of steady-shear viscometric functions at low shear
rates (λH γ̇ < 1.0), and for the calculation of oscillatory
shear material functions at all frequencies reported in this
work. In Fig. 3, the effectiveness of variance reduction in
oscillatory shear flow has been illustrated by comparison
against data obtained from control simulations without
variance reduction, for the same ensemble size of 104 tra-
jectories and a step-size of ∆t∗ = 10−3.

Where appropriate, the viscometric functions have ei-
ther been scaled by their respective Rouse chain values,
ηR and ΨR

1 , in steady shear flow, given as28

ηR = npkBTλH

[
N2

b − 1

3

]
(15)

ΨR
1 = 2npkBTλ

2
H

[
(N2

b − 1)(2N2
b + 7)

45

]
(16)

or by the Rouse values of the real and imaginary portions

of the complex viscosity given by28

(η′)
R

= npkBT

N∑

j=1

λj

1 + (λjω)
2 (17)

(η′′)
R

= npkBT

N∑

j=1

λ2
jω

1 + (λjω)
2 (18)

where λj = 2λH/aj , and aj = 4 sin2 [jπ/2Nb] are the
eigenvalues of the Rouse matrix. Note that the dynamic
viscosity, η′, has the solvent viscosity contribution sub-
tracted off and the convention is followed throughout this
paper. Shear rates and angular frequencies are scaled us-
ing λp ≡

(
ηR/npkBT

)
, which is the characteristic relax-

ation time defined using the Rouse viscosity.

The underlined terms in Eqs. (6) and (10) may be
calculated by two routes: analytically, using recursive
functions as explained in Sec. II of the Supplementary
Material, or they can be calculated numerically. The
connector vectors appearing in Eqs. (19)–(20) below are
in their dimensionless form, with the asterisks omitted
for the sake of clarity. The numerical route for the cal-
culation of divergence is described below. Consider the
general divergence,

∂

∂Qk
· Gjk =

3∑

β=1

3∑

γ=1

∂

∂Qβk

(
Gβγjk

)
eγ (19)

where β and γ run over the three Cartesian indices, Gjk is
a configuration-dependent tensor, and eγ is a unit vector.
The computation of the divergence requires the calcula-
tion of nine gradient terms, which are evaluated using the
central-difference approximation. One such evaluation is
shown here as an example:

∂

∂Q1
k

(
G12
jk

)
=

1

2∆1

[
G12
jk

(
Q1
k + ∆1, Q

2
k, Q

3
k

)

− G12
jk

(
Q1
k −∆1, Q

2
k, Q

3
k

)
] (20)

where ∆1 is the spatial discretization width along one
Cartesian direction, representing the infinitesimal change
in Q1

k. The error in the evaluation of the gradient using
this approximation scales as O

(
∆2

1

)
. We have validated

that the divergences calculated numerically agrees with
that obtained using recursive functions, and have chosen
the numerical route in view of its faster execution time
that is largely invariant with chain length. In numerical
computations, we set ∆1 = ∆2 = ∆3 = ∆d = 10−5,
unless noted otherwise.
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FIG. 4. Procedure for estimation of stress jump illustrated
for a three-bead chain with ϕ = 1.0, subjected to steady-
shear flow at λH γ̇ = 50. A fourth order polynomial is fit to
the transient shear viscosity data, to obtain the extrapolated
value at t∗ = 0.0.

III. RESULTS

A. Code Validation

In Fig. 4, the methodology for the estimation of the
shear stress jump from BD simulations is illustrated for
a three-bead chain with an internal friction parameter of
unity, subjected to a dimensionless shear rate of λH γ̇ =
50. The shear viscosity is recorded as a function of time,
and a fourth order polynomial is fit through the data
points, to obtain its extrapolated value at t∗ = 0, which
represents the stress-jump, as indicated by the triangle.

In Fig. 5, the stress-jump calculated for different chain
lengths using the procedure described above is plotted as
a function of the dimensionless shear rate. It is observed
that the stress jump is independent of the shear rate, in
agreement with the theoretically expected trend7. The
horizontal lines in the figure represent the approximate
analytical values for the stress jump evaluated by Manke
and Williams5, and very good agreement is observed be-
tween the values estimated using the two approaches.

In Fig. 6 (a), the stress jump evaluated from BD sim-
ulations for two different values of the internal friction
parameter is plotted as a function of the number of
springs in the chain. The semi-analytical approximation
of Manke and Williams5 is found to compare favourably
against the exact simulation result. Furthermore, it is ob-
served that the stress jump scales linearly with number of
springs in the chain, with the slope of the line dependent
on the internal friction parameter. It is instructive to
first understand the two simplifying assumptions made
in Manke and Williams5 before interpreting the data in
Fig. 6 (b) where the percentage difference between the
analytical and simulation results is plotted as a function
of chain length at a fixed value of the internal friction

✵ ✶✵ ✷✵ ✸✵ ✹✵ ✺✵

✵�✺

✶

✶�✺

✷

FIG. 5. Stress jump as a function of dimensionless shear
rate for various chain lengths and a fixed internal friction
parameter of ϕ = 1.0. Lines are approximate solutions by
Manke and Williams5. Error bars are smaller than symbol
size.

parameter. The first assumption is that the configura-
tional distribution function at the inception of flow may
be approximated by its equilibrium value, as mentioned
in the discussion surrounding Eq. (A4). Secondly, it is as-
sumed that the terminal connector vectors and interior
connector vectors contribute equally towards the stress
jump. This assumption is necessary only for chains with
N > 2, because there is no distinction between a termi-
nal and interior connector vector for a dumbbell (N = 1),
and the two connector vectors for the N = 2 case are
shown by Manke and Williams5, using the first assump-
tion, to contribute identically to the total stress jump. It
is anticipated that the second assumption would be most
severely tested in chains with fewer number of springs,
where the terminal springs represent a larger fraction of
the overall chain, and becomes progressively better with
an increase in the number of springs. The expected trend
is clearly borne out by Fig. 6 (b), where the deviation be-
tween the exact simulation result and the analytical value
first increases (beyond N = 1) and later decreases with
the number of springs in the chain.

B. Complex viscosity from oscillatory shear flow

In Fig. 7, the material functions in oscillatory shear
flow are plotted for a fixed value of the internal friction
parameter, and varying number of beads in the chain.
The exact BD simulation results, indicated by symbols,
are compared against the the approximate prediction
given by Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 , shown as solid
lines. Schieber40 has obtained predictions for η′ and η′′

for Hookean dumbbells (Nb = 2) with internal viscosity,
using a Gaussian approximation (GA), and these predic-
tions have been shown using dash-dotted lines. The high-
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FIG. 6. (a) Comparison of stress jump obtained using extrap-
olation of BD simulation data, and approximate solutions by
Manke and Williams5 indicated by solid lines. (b) Percent-
age difference between stress jump obtained using the two
approaches, as a function of chain length. Dashed lines are
drawn to guide the eye. Error bars are smaller than symbol
size.

frequency-limiting value of η′ obtained by GA agrees with
that derived by Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 . Fur-
thermore, while the functional form of η′′ obtained by GA
matches with the expression given by Dasbach, Manke,
and Williams 6 , they differ in the sense that the GA pre-
dicts a ϕ-dependent rescaling of the frequency which is
absent in the latter work.

As seen from Fig. 7 (a), the inclusion of internal fric-
tion into the Rouse model introduces a qualitative change
in the variation of the dynamic viscosity, η′, with the ap-
pearance of a plateau in the high-frequency regime, in
contrast to the Rouse model where η′ → 0 in the high-
frequency limit. The numerical value of the plateau is
equal to the stress jump, as seen from our simulations,
which is in agreement with the theoretical prediction

of Gerhardt and Manke 7 . Since the stress jump scales
linearly with the number of beads in the chain[Fig. 6 (a)],
and the Rouse viscosity, ηR, scales as N2 [Eq. (15)], the
height of the high-frequency plateau decreases with an
increase in the number of beads in the chain. The differ-
ence in the dynamic viscosity for the three different cases
are less perceptible in the low frequency regime, where
they are all seen to approach the respective Rouse viscos-
ity. The GA prediction40 is seen to perform marginally
better than the Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 predic-
tion at low frequencies. With the increase in the number
of beads, the Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 approxi-
mation compares satisfactorily against BD simulation re-
sults.

In Fig. 7 (b), the dynamic viscosity for chains with
internal friction is scaled by its corresponding values for
a Rouse chain and plotted as a function of scaled fre-
quency. It is seen that the departure from Rouse predic-
tion is pushed to higher values of the scaled frequency
with an increase in the number of beads. Furthermore,
since models with internal friction predict a saturation
of the dynamic viscosity at high frequencies, and since
the Rouse model prediction in the high frequency regime
decays asymptotically as ∼ ω−2 [Eq. 17], the scaled dy-
namic viscosity is expected to vary as ∼ ω2 at high fre-
quencies. This scaling is observed for all three cases ex-
amined in Fig. 7 (b). The long-chain (Nb = 100) result
predicted by the Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 plot-
ted on the same graph, further enunciates that for a fixed
value of ϕ, the effect of internal friction decays with an
increase in chain length.

A similar weakening of internal friction effects has also
been predicted by the RIF model43, where the relax-
ation time of a mode q is simply the sum of a mode-
number-dependent Rouse contribution (τR

q ≡ τR/q2),
and an internal friction contribution (τint) that is inde-
pendent of mode-number. Here, τR =

(
N2

bζ/π
2H
)

is
the Rouse relaxation time, and τint = K/H is a char-
acteristic timescale defined on the basis of the damping
coefficient of the dashpot. The relative magnitude of the
two timescales is then

τint

τR
q

=

(
πq

Nb

)2

ϕ (21)

Two aspects are clear from the pre-averaged model pre-
dictions, for a fixed value of ϕ: Firstly, for a fixed
chain length, the effects of internal friction are most pro-
nounced at the higher mode numbers, i.e., at short time
scales, and has the least impact on the global relaxation
time, corresponding to the q = 1 case. This aspect is
qualitatively evident from Fig. 7 (b): at low frequencies,
where long wavelength motions (low mode numbers) are
perturbed, the dynamic viscosity for chains with inter-
nal friction is indistinguishable from the Rouse value.
At higher frequencies, where short wavelength motions
(large mode numbers) are probed, a clear departure from
the Rouse value is observed, and one could consider that
the deviation occurs at some critical mode number for
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FIG. 7. Plots of the real (η′) and imaginary components (η′) of the complex viscosity, as a function of the scaled frequency, for
a fixed value of the internal friction parameter and three different values for the number of beads in the chain. The solid lines
are approximate solutions given in Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 . The dash-dotted lines represent predictions obtained
using the Gaussian approximation40. Error bars are smaller than symbol size.

a given chain length. Secondly, for a given mode num-
ber, the effect of internal friction diminishes with an in-
crease in the chain length. This trend is also evident from
Fig. 7 (b), where it is observed that the onset of deviation
from the Rouse prediction is pushed to higher frequen-
cies with an increase in chain length. Hagen and cowork-
ers16,51,52 predict, based on experimental reconfiguration
time measurements on proteins, that the effect of inter-
nal friction is most easily discernible in short molecules
that fold on microsecond-timescales, and could scarcely
be detected in longer molecules whose folding times are
in the millisecond range.

In Fig. 7 (c), the imaginary component of the com-
plex viscosity, η′′, is normalized by the Rouse viscosity
and plotted as a function of the scaled frequency. The
Rouse scaling exponents at the low, intermediate and
high frequency regimes are indicated in the figure. It is
seen that inclusion of internal friction does not affect the
Rouse scaling at low and high frequencies. In the inter-
mediate frequency regime, a power law region appears
with an increase in the number of beads, with an expo-

nent not exactly identical to the Rouse value. However,
it is anticipated that the Rouse exponent in the interme-
diate frequency regime would be attained for chains with
greater number of beads. As observed in the case of η′,
the accuracy of the Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 pre-
diction is seen to improve with an increase in the number
of beads. Notably, for the two-bead case, the GA predic-
tion for η′′ is closer to the BD results at low frequencies,
but a slight deviation is observed at values of the scaled
frequency, β∗ > 2.

In Fig. 7 (d), η′′ is normalized by its corresponding
value for a Rouse chain and plotted as a function of fre-
quency. At the coarsest level of discretization (Nb = 2),
there is a striking, qualitative difference between the
Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 approximation and ex-
act BD simulation results, in that the former predicts
a frequency-independent response, while the latter ex-
hibits a frequency-dependent variation which is also seen
in models with higher number of beads. The GA predic-
tion, however, captures the frequency dependence at the
Nb = 2 level, but is unable to account for the slight in-
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FIG. 8. Plots of the real (η′) and imaginary components (η′) of the complex viscosity, as a function of the scaled frequency,
for a fixed value of the internal friction parameter and three different values for the number of beads in the chain. The lines
are approximate solutions given in Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 . Error bars are smaller than symbol size.

crease observed at β∗ > 2, and underestimates the mag-
nitude of the high-frequency plateau. Furthermore, the
low-frequency plateau for all the three values of the chain
lengths (Nb) simulated is seen to approach unity, which
is also the value predicted by the Dasbach, Manke, and
Williams 6 approximation in the long-chain (Nb = 100)

limit. Additionally, the onset of decrease in η′′/ (η′′)R
is

pushed to higher frequencies as the number of beads in
the chain is increased.

In Fig. 8, the effect of the internal friction parame-
ter on material functions in oscillatory shear flow is ex-
amined for a five-bead chain. The exact BD simulation
results, indicated by symbols, are compared against the
the approximate prediction given by Dasbach, Manke,
and Williams 6 , shown as lines.

As seen from Fig. 8 (a), the height of the high-
frequency plateau in the dynamic viscosity varies directly
with the magnitude of the internal friction parameter.
The low frequency, or long wavelength, response of the
chain is unaffected by a variation in the internal friction
parameter. In Fig. 8 (b), the dynamic viscosity normal-
ized by its corresponding value for a Rouse chain and

plotted as a function of the scaled frequency. This quan-
tity is seen to increase as the square of the frequency, for
the same reasons elaborated in connection with Fig. 7 (b).

In Fig. 8 (c), the imaginary component of the complex
viscosity is scaled by the Rouse viscosity and plotted as
a function of frequency. The effect of the variation in
the internal friction parameter is almost negligible in the
low frequency regime and is weak in the high frequency
regime.

The difference between the approximate model pre-
dictions and the exact BD simulation results are most
starkly visible in Fig. 8 (d), where the imaginary compo-
nent of the complex viscosity is scaled by its correspond-
ing value for a Rouse chain and plotted as a function
of the scaled frequency. Firstly, the approximate model
predicts a low-frequency plateau that is dependent on
the internal friction parameter. The simulation results,
however, appear to converge on a low-frequency plateau
value that is almost independent of the IV parameter.
Secondly, the difference between the two predictions is
seen to increase with the internal friction parameter.

In addition to the assumptions made in connection
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with the calculation of the stress jump, the Dasbach,
Manke, and Williams 6 approximation also relies on a
normal-coordinate transformation, using the eigenvectors
of the Rouse matrix, which allows the writing of a sep-
arate diffusion equation for each of the normal modes,
and the subsequent evaluation of the material functions.
Based on the comparison of this approximation against
exact BD simulations and the GA prediction, it appears
that this route for coordinate transformation is justi-
fied for longer chains, but might not be prudent for
the two-bead case. Furthermore, as explained in de-
tail by Schieber and coworkers39, the evaluation of the
stress tensor in the Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 ap-
proach relies on approximating an average of the ratio,〈
QQ/Q2

〉
, by the ratio of averages, 〈QQ〉 /

〈
Q2
〉
. This

could be another probable source of discrepancy between
the approximation and the exact BD simulation results
observed in Figs. 7 and 8.

A major motivation for the inclusion of internal friction
in early theoretical models for polymeric solutions32,36,53

was to explain the high-frequency limiting value of the
dynamic viscosity, η′(ω →∞) ≡ η′∞, observed in experi-
ments54–56. An improvement to the Rouse/Zimm models
was sought since they predict that the dynamic viscos-
ity vanishes in the limit of high frequency, in contrast
with experimental observations which in most instances
indicate a positive limiting value54–56. Models with in-
ternal friction, however, are able to successfully predict
this plateau. There do exist systems, however, where the
limiting value of the dynamic viscosity in the high fre-
quency limit is negative57. A detailed experimental in-
vestigation of the solvent molecule and polymer segment
relaxation dynamics in such systems has been conducted
by Lodge and coworkers57,58. They conclude that such
negative values of η′∞ cannot be explained within the
existing polymer kinetic theory framework. Suggested
modifications to the framework comprise the inclusion of
an additional term in the stress tensor expression that ac-
counts for coupling effects between the polymer molecules
and the solvent59. It is not clear what factors determine
when internal friction may be invoked to explain high
frequency oscillatory shear data, and when additional
physics needs to be considered. This is an important
question that awaits theoretical and experimental inves-
tigation, but is beyond the scope of the present work.

C. Steady-shear viscometric functions

In Fig. 9, the steady-shear values of the material func-
tions defined in Eq. (12) are scaled by the corresponding
values for a Rouse chain and plotted as a function of
the characteristic shear rate. Schieber has shown40, us-
ing the Gaussian approximation for dumbbells, that the
zero-shear rate viscometric functions are unaffected by
internal viscosity. The simulation data is found to concur
with this prediction for all the three material functions.
It is found that Ψ2 is practically zero across the range of

shear rates examined for all the cases.

As observed from Figs. 9 (a) and (d), there is a strik-
ing similarity in the steady-shear variation of viscosity
between Rouse chains with internal viscosity, and Rouse
chains with hydrodynamic interactions60,61, in that there
is shear-thinning followed by shear-thickening. For bead-
spring-dashpot chains with a fixed number of beads, it
is observed that the characteristic shear rate at which
the minimum in the viscosity occurs is largely unaffected
by the internal friction parameter. At shear rates larger
than this critical value, the viscosity is found to increase
with an increase in the IV parameter. For Rouse chains
with hydrodynamic interactions, not only is the zero-
shear-rate viscosity different from the free-draining case,
the shear-dependence of viscosity is markedly dependent
on the number of beads in the chain60: for Nb < 6, the
Rouse viscosity is lower than the Zimm viscosity, and at
large shear rates, where the effect of HI weakens, the vis-
cosity values tend towards the Rouse value, and a shear-
thinning is observed, following the Newtonian plateau at
low shear rates. For Nb ≥ 6, however, the Rouse vis-
cosity is greater than the Zimm viscosity, and at higher
shear rates, the weakening of hydrodynamic interactions
result in an upturn in the viscosity, causing it to ap-
proach the Rouse limit. An analogous explanation for
the shear-thickening observed in Rouse chains with inter-
nal friction does not seem possible, since not only does
the internal friction parameter result in a pronounced in-
crease in shear thickening at high shear rates, but the
viscosity is also seen to exceed the Rouse value, clearly
ruling out any weakening of the internal friction effects
at high shear rates.

As seen from Figs. 9 (b), the onset of shear-thinning in
the first normal stress difference coefficient is pushed to
higher shear rates, and the extent of shear-thinning re-
duced, with an increase in the number of beads at a fixed
value of the internal friction parameter. For an internal
friction parameter value of ϕ = 1.0, and the range of
shear rates examined in the present work, there doesn’t
appear to be a shear-thickening in the first normal stress
difference coefficient. BD simulations for Hookean dumb-
bells with internal friction by Hua and Schieber 37 show
a similar plateauing in the first normal stress difference
coefficient, as seen in the present work. There appears to
be a suggestion, but no clear evidence of shear-thickening
of Ψ1, in their work37.

It is anticipated that a shear-thickening in Ψ1 would be
observed at higher values of the internal friction param-
eter, as evidenced by Fig. 9 (e), where the effect of the
internal friction parameter on the first normal stress dif-
ference coefficient is examined for a five-bead chain. At
lower values of ϕ, there is no pronounced shear-thickening
in Ψ1, but a value of ϕ = 3.0 results in the onset of a pro-
nounced shear-thickening at λpγ̇ ≈ 100.0. Furthermore,
this critical shear rate for the onset of shear-thickening
in Ψ1 is about an order-of-magnitude larger than that in
the case of viscosity.

It appears plausible that the shear-thickening in the
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FIG. 9. Steady-shear viscometric functions for bead-spring-dashpot chains with varying (a) number of beads in the chain and
(b) values of the internal friction parameter. The horizontal lines in the figures indicate the material functions for a Rouse
chain.

viscosity and the first normal stress difference coefficient
involves an interplay of internal friction and the number
of beads in the chain.

A prevalent notion in the literature33,62–64 is that the
ϕ → ∞ corresponds to the rigid-rod limit. This is sup-
ported by the following observation. The stress jump for
rigid dumbbells with a Gaussian distribution of lengths
is given by39 ηjump,rigid = 0.4npkBTλH ; while the stress
jump for Hookean dumbbells with IV has the follow-
ing form given by Manke and Williams5, ηjump,IV =
0.4 [2ϕ/(1 + 2ϕ)]npkBTλH . Clearly, taking the ϕ → ∞
limit for Hookean spring-dashpots gives the rigid-rod re-
sult. The similarity between the two models, however,
ceases here, and their steady-shear viscometric func-
tions look markedly different: while bead-rod-chains are
known to display a plateau in viscosity at high shear-
rates65, preceded by a shear-thinning regime, there is
a pronounced increase in shear-thickening as ϕ is in-
creased for flexible chains with internal friction. Further-
more, while the first normal stress difference coefficient
for bead-rod chains shear-thins continuously65, chains
with IV exhibit a slight shear-thickening at high shear
rates, as discussed previously.

A detailed comparison of the rheological properties of
FENE dumbbells with IV and rigid dumbbells is given
in Ref. 38 where it is concluded that a combination of
finite extensibility and a high value of the internal friction
parameter (ϕ ≥ 5) is required to qualitatively mimic the

steady-shear rheological response of rigid-rod models.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The exact set of stochastic differential equations, and
a thermodynamically consistent stress tensor expression
for a Rouse chain with fluctuating internal friction has
been derived. The BD simulation algorithm for the solu-
tion of these equations has been validated by comparison
against approximate predictions available in the litera-
ture for the stress jump, and material functions in os-
cillatory and steady simple shear flows have been calcu-
lated. Semi-analytical predictions6 for the dynamic vis-
cosity are in near-quantitative agreement with the exact
simulation results, with the accuracy improving with an
increase in the number of beads in the chain. The differ-
ence between the predictions and the simulation results
are more pronounced for the case of the imaginary com-
ponent of the complex viscosity. The approximation by
Dasbach, Manke, and Williams 6 fails to capture the fre-
quency dependence of η′′ for the dumbbell case observed
in exact BD simulations and predicted by the Gaussian
approximation40.

The approach developed by Williams and coworkers5,6,
however, is valid only in the linear viscoelastic regime,
and cannot be used to obtain steady-shear viscometric
predictions. The Gaussian approximation40 solution is
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only available for Hookean dumbbells with internal fric-
tion, and is unable to predict the shear-thickening in vis-
cosity observed in exact Brownian dynamics simulations.

Bead-spring-dashpot chains exhibit a non-monotonous
variation in the viscosity with respect to the shear rate,
with shear-thinning followed by shear-thickening. At a
fixed value of the internal friction parameter, the shear-
thickening effect is seen to weaken with an increase in
the number of beads in the chain. Increasing the in-
ternal friction parameter at a fixed value of the num-
ber of beads in the chain leads to an increase in shear-
thickening. The inclusion of internal friction results in
a slight shear-thickening of the first normal stress dif-
ference coefficient, with the onset of thickening pushed
to lower shear rates with an in increase in the internal
friction parameter.

The importance of hydrodynamic interactions in de-
scribing the dynamics of dilute polymer solutions is well-
documented38,66. However HI has not been considered

in the present work, because its inclusion introduces an
explicit coupling between all bead-pairs, and the proce-
dure developed here is not applicable for the decoupling
of the connector vector velocities. The solution of bead-
spring-dashpot chains with hydrodynamic and excluded
volume interactions is a subject for future study.
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Appendix A: Implementation of decoupling methodology and derivation of governing Fokker-Planck equation

Consider the quantity

Ck =
Qk · JQ̇kK

Q2
k

; k = 1, 2, · · · , N (A1)

Upon taking a dot-product on both the sides of Eq. (2) with Qk/Q
2
k, an equation for Ck is obtained as

Ck =
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Qk

Q2
k

)
· κ ·Qk −
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kBT
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Qk

Q2
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(
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(A2)

where

Lk ≡ cos θk =
Qk ·Qk+1

QkQk+1
(A3)

Upon grouping together terms containing Ck on the RHS and simplifying, the generating equation is obtained as

Ck =

(
ζ

ζ + 2K

)(
Qk

Q2
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)
· (κ ·Qk)−
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)]
(A4)

Eq. (A4) is then subjected to the forward and backward substitution schema discussed previously, to obtain a decoupled
expression for Ck. In the forward substitution step, the equation for Ck is substituted into that for Ck+1, starting
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with k = 1. The general expression obtained at the end of this step can be shown, by induction, to be

Ck (1−Mk) =
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and

E
(k)
l = 2Γ

(k)
l − Γ

(k)
l−1 − Γ

(k)
l+1 (A8)

Here, Γ
(k)
l is defined only for 0 < l ≤ k ≤ N , and is set to zero otherwise. The backward substitution step involves

plugging in the equation for Ck into Ck−1, starting with k = N . The general expression at the end of this step can
be shown, by induction, to be
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The vector G̃
(k)
l appearing in Eq. (A9) is constructed

using a slightly elaborate procedure. It is useful to first
consider a block Rouse matrix, R, of size Υ × Υ, where

Υ = (N − k) + 1, whose each element is a 3× 3 matrix,
and has the following structure,

R =




2δ −δ 0 · · ·
−δ 2δ −δ 0 · · ·
0 −δ 2δ −δ · · ·
...

...
...

0 0 · · · −δ 2δ




(A12)

and define the intermediate quantity,
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which is then used to populate a block matrix, Θ̂
(k)

, of size Υ×Υ that has the following structure
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Ỹ

(k)
2 Ỹ
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(A14)

We next consider the block matrix Z(k) constructed from R and Θ̂
(k)

, such that Z(k) = R · Θ̂(k)
. Now, G̃

(k)
k+m =

Z
(k)
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th
diagonal element of Z(k). A change of variable, k → (k + 1), in Eq. (A9) permits

us to write
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(k+1)
l ·

(
∂φ

∂Qk

)

Lastly, by inserting the backward substitution result, Eq. (A15), into the equation obtained from forward substitution,
Eq. (A5), the decoupled expression is obtained as

Ck (1−Mk − Pk) =

(
ζ

ζ + 2K

)(
1

Qk

) N∑

l=1

Λ̂
(k)

l · (κ ·Ql)

−
(

1

Qk

)[(
kBT

ζ + 2K

) N∑

l=1

Ĵ
(k)
l ·

(
∂ ln Ψ

∂Ql

)
+

(
1

ζ + 2K

) N∑

l=1

Ĵ
(k)
l ·

(
∂φ

∂Ql

)] (A16)

with

Λ̂
(k)

l =





Γ
(k)
l ; l < k

(
Qk

Qk

)
; l = k

(
K

ζ + 2K

)
ρ̃

(k+1)
l ; l > k

(A17)

and

Ĵ
(k)
l =





E
(k)
l ; l < k

E
(k)
l − (1− δkN )

(
1

1− Pk+1

)(
K

ζ + 2K

)
Lk

(
Qk+1

Qk+1

)
; l = k

(1− δkN )

[(
K

ζ + 2K

)
G̃

(k+1)
l −

(
Qk

Qk

)]
; l = k + 1

(
K

ζ + 2K

)
G̃

(k+1)
l ; l > (k + 1)

(A18)
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The procedure for the construction of G̃
(k+1)
l which appears in Eq. (A18) is fairly similar to that described in

Eqs. (A12)–(A14) for the construction of G̃
(k)
l , with the only caveat that the size of the block matrices, R and the

Θ̂
(k+1)

, remain Υ×Υ, where Υ = (N − k) + 1. Defining

Λ
(k)
l =

(
1

1−Mk − Pk

)
Λ̂

(k)

l

J
(k)
l =

(
1

1−Mk − Pk

)
Ĵ

(k)
l

(A19)

Eq. (A16) may be rewritten as

Ck =

(
1

1 + 2ϕ

)(
1

Qk

) N∑

l=1

Λ
(k)
l · (κ ·Ql)−

(
1

1 + 2ϕ

)(
1

Qk

)[(
kBT

ζ

) N∑

l=1

J
(k)
l ·

(
∂ ln Ψ

∂Ql

)

+

(
1

ζ

) N∑

l=1

J
(k)
l ·

(
∂φ

∂Ql

)] (A20)

to give the decoupled expression for Ck. Noting that the equation for the momentum-averaged velocity of the jth

connector vector in a freely-draining chain is given by

JQ̇jK = κ ·Qj −
N∑

k=1

Ajk ·
(
kBT

ζ

∂ ln Ψ

∂Qk
+

1

ζ

∂φ

∂Qk

)
− ϕ

N∑

k=1

Ajk ·QkCk (A21)

and substituting the expression for Ck from Eq. (A20) into Eq. (A21),

JQ̇jK = κ ·Qj −
N∑

k=1

Ajk ·
(
kBT

ζ

∂ ln Ψ

∂Qk
+

1

ζ

∂φ

∂Qk

)
−
(

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k,l=1

Ajk ·
(
Qk

Qk

)
Λ

(k)
l · (κ ·Ql)

+

(
kBT

ζ

)(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k,l=1

Ajk ·
(
Qk

Qk

)
J

(k)
l

. . . . . . . . . . . . .
·
(
∂ ln Ψ

∂Ql

)
+

(
1

ζ

)(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k,l=1

Ajk ·
(
Qk

Qk

)
J

(k)
l ·

(
∂φ

∂Ql

)

(A22)

The dashed and dotted underlined terms in Eq. (A22) are denoted by the tensors αkl and µkl, respectively. The
following simplifications in notation are introduced before proceeding to the next step:

αkl =

(
Qk

Qk

)
Λ

(k)
l ; µkl =

(
Qk

Qk

)
J

(k)
l

Ujl =
N∑

k=1

Ajk ·αkl; Vjl =
N∑

k=1

Ajk · µkl
(A23)

Using Eqs. (A17) and (A19), an alternate definition for αkl that is more convenient for the construction of the stress
tensor expression, may be constructed as,

αkl = χ
(k)
l

(
QkQl

QkQl

)
(A24)

where

χ
(k)
l =





(
1

1−Mk − Pk

)(
K

ζ + 2K

)k−l [∏k−1
i=l

(
1

1−Mi

)
Li

]
; l < k

(
1

1−Mk − Pk

)
; l = k

(
1

1−Mk − Pk

)(
K

ζ + 2K

)l−k [∏l
i=k+1

(
1

1− Pi

)
Li−1

]
; l > k

(A25)
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The equation for JQ̇jK then becomes

JQ̇jK = κ ·Qj −
N∑

k=1

Ajk ·
(
kBT

ζ

∂ ln Ψ

∂Qk
+

1

ζ

∂φ

∂Qk

)
−
(

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

)[ N∑

l=1

Ujl · (κ ·Ql)

−
(
kBT

ζ

) N∑

l=1

Vjl ·
(
∂ ln Ψ

∂Ql

)
+

(
1

ζ

) N∑

l=1

Vjl ·
(
∂φ

∂Ql

)] (A26)

which is simplified to

JQ̇jK =

[
κ ·Qj −

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k=1

Ujk · (κ ·Qk)

]
− 1

ζ

N∑

k=1

(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)
·
(
∂φ

∂Qk

)

− kBT

ζ

N∑

k=1

(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)
·
(
∂ ln Ψ

∂Qk

) (A27)

As the next step, the expression for JQ̇jK will be substituted into the equation of continuity, recognizing that the
homogeneous flow profile allows one to write the continuity equation solely in terms of the relative coordinates, Qj .
This means that the distribution function Ψ (rc,Q1,Q2, ...QN ) can be replaced by ψ (Q1,Q2, ...QN ), and we have

∂ψ

∂t
= −

N∑

j=1

∂

∂Qj
·
{

JQ̇jKψ
}

= −
N∑

j=1

∂

∂Qj
·
{[
κ ·Qj −

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k=1

Ujk · (κ ·Qk) (A28)

− 1

ζ

N∑

k=1

(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)
·
(
∂φ

∂Qk

)]
ψ

}
+
kBT

ζ

N∑

j,k=1

∂

∂Qj
·
(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)
· ∂ψ
∂Qk

The last term on the RHS of Eq. (A28) must be processed further, in order to render the Fokker-Planck equation
amenable to the Itô interpretation29. Invoking the identity

∂

∂Qj
·Ξjl ·

∂h

∂Ql
=

∂

∂Qj

∂

∂Ql
:
[
ΞT
jlh
]
− ∂

∂Qj
·
[
h
∂

∂Ql
·ΞT

jl

]
, (A29)

where Ξjl is an arbitrary tensor, and h is a scalar, we may write

∂

∂Qj
·
(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)
· ∂ψ
∂Qk

=
∂

∂Qj

∂

∂Qk
:

[(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)T
ψ

]

− ∂

∂Qj
·
{
ψ

∂

∂Qk
·
(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)T} (A30)

Recognizing that the Rouse matrix, Ajk is composed only of constant values independent of the chain connector
vectors, we have (∂/∂Qk) ·AT

jk = 0, and can simplify Eq. (A30) to the form

∂

∂Qj
·
(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)
· ∂ψ
∂Qk

=
∂

∂Qj

∂

∂Qk
:

[(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)T
ψ

]
+

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

)
∂

∂Qj
·
{
ψ

∂

∂Qk
· V T

jk

}
,

which, upon substitution into Eq. (A28), results in

∂ψ

∂t
= −

N∑

j=1

∂

∂Qj
·
{[
κ ·Qj −

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k=1

Ujk · (κ ·Qk)− 1

ζ

N∑

k=1

(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)
·
(
∂φ

∂Qk

)
(A31)

−
(
kBT

ζ

)(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

) N∑

k=1

∂

∂Qk
· V T

jk

]
ψ

}
+
kBT

ζ

N∑

j,k=1

∂

∂Qj

∂

∂Qk
:

[(
Ajk −

ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk

)T
ψ

]
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Defining

Âjk = Ajk −
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ
Vjk (A32)

and non-dimensionalizing Eq. (A31) using the length- and time-scales, lH and λH , the dimensionless Fokker-Planck
equation may be written as shown in Eq. (4) of Sec. II.
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29H. C. Öttinger, Stochastic Processes in Polymeric Fluids
(Springer, Berlin, 1996).

30J. Ravi Prakash, “The kinetic theory of dilute solutions of flexible
polymers: Hydrodynamic interaction,” in Advances in the Flow

and Rheology of Non-Newtonian Fluids, Rheology Series, Vol. 8,
edited by D. Siginer, D. De Kee, and R. Chhabra (Elsevier,
Netherlands, 1999) pp. 467–517, 1st ed.
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S1. INTRODUCTION

The main paper outlines a methodology for the deriva-
tion of the governing stochastic differential equations
(SDE) for a free-draining bead-spring-dashpot chain
model for a polymer with internal friction, and presents
viscometric functions in steady simple shear and small
amplitude oscillatory shear flows. The details corre-
sponding to various aspects of the study have been pre-
sented here.

This document is organized as follows. Section S2
presents a route for the conversion of finite continued
fractions into ratios of recursive polynomial relations:
Secs. S2 A to S2 C present results for polynomial rep-
resentations of continued fractions, and a list of tensor
identities that is useful for the analytical calculation of
the divergence terms appearing in the governing stochas-
tic differential equation and the stress tensor expression.
In Sec. S2 D, a detailed example of the use of recursive re-
lations is provided. In Sec. S2 E, a comparison between
the divergence calculated numerically and using recur-

sive relations is presented. Sec. S2 F discusses the sym-
metricity and positive-definiteness of the diffusion tensor.
Lastly, Sec. S3 contains a discussion on the scaling of the
computation time of the Brownian dynamics code as a
function of the number of beads in the chain.

The connector vectors and associated quantities ap-
pearing in this document are in their dimensionless form,
with the asterisks omitted for the sake of notational sim-
plicity. Summations are indicated explicitly, and the Ein-
stein summation convention is not followed.

S2. A RECURSIVE ALGORITHM FOR THE
CALCULATION OF GRADIENTS OF CONTINUED
FRACTIONS

The discrete Euler version of the governing stochastic
differential equation for bead-spring-dashpot chains with
Nb beads and N ≡ (Nb − 1) springs, and the stress ten-
sor expression, are reproduced here from Sec. II of the
main paper

Q̃ (tn+1) =Q̃n +

[
K (tn) · Q̃ (tn)−

(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

)
U (tn) ·

(
K (tn) · Q̃ (tn)

)
− 1

4
D (tn) · F̃ s (tn)

−
(

1

4

)(
ϕ

1 + 2ϕ

)
ṽ (tn)

]
∆tn +

1√
2

∆S̃n

(1)

τp
npkBT

= (Nb − 1) δ −
[〈

N∑

k=1

QkF
s
k

〉
− 1

2

(
ε

1 + ε

)〈 N∑

k,l=1

(QkF
s
l ) · µTkl

〉]
− 1

2

(
ε

1 + ε

)[〈 N∑

k=1

µTkk

〉

+

〈
N∑

k,l=1

Qk
∂

∂Ql
· µTkl

. . . . . . . . . . .

〉]
−
(

2ε

1 + ε

)
κ :

〈
N∑

k,l=1

χ
(k)
l QlQlQkQk

QlQk

〉 (2)

where ε = 2ϕ, ṽ ≡ [v̂1, v̂2 ..., v̂N ], with v̂j =∑N
k=1 (∂/∂Qk) · V T

jk . Clearly, Eqs. (1) and (2) re-

quire the calculation of the divergences (∂/∂Qk) ·V T
jkand

(∂/∂Ql) · µTkl for all values of {j, k, l} ∈ [1, N ]. It is
straightforward to evaluate these divergences numeri-

a)Electronic mail: rajarshi@chem.iitb.ac.in
b)Electronic mail: ravi.jagadeeshan@monash.edu

cally, using the central difference approximation scheme
for the calculation of gradients. In this section, an ana-
lytical route for the calculation of these gradients is pre-
sented.

It may be seen that both V T
jk and µTkl possess essen-

tially the same structure, i.e; they may be written as a
sum of nt tensors, as

V T
jk = π1 + π2 + · · ·+ πnt

(3)
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S2

where each term on the RHS has the following general
structure

πq = h (Mq, Pq)

[
QiQm

QiQm

]
(4)

where q ∈ [1, nt], and i,m ∈ [(q − 1) , (q + 1)]. In gen-
eral, the quantities Mk and Pk are defined recursively as
follows

Mk = p

(
L2
k−1

1−Mk−1

)
; with M1 = 0

Pk = p

(
L2
k

1− Pk+1

)
; with PN = 0

(5)

where

p =

(
K

ζ + 2K

)2

; Lk ≡ cos θk =
Qk ·Qk+1

QkQk+1
(6)

For any scalar h, and any tensor H, the divergence of
their product obeys the following identity,

∇ · (hH) = (∇h) ·H + h∇ ·H (7)

The evaluation of (∂/∂Qk) · V T
jk or (∂/∂Ql) · µTkl would

require knowledge of the gradient of the scalar prefactor,
∂h/∂Qk. The difficulty in analytically evaluating this
gradient term may be illustrated by considering a spe-
cific form of h(Mq, Pq), say, h ≡ [1 − M6]−1, which is

encountered in the calculation of Γ
(7)
6 , required for the

construction of Λ
(7)
6 , and subsequently that of the ele-

ments of the block matrix, U , as evident from Eqs. (A17),
(A19) and (A23) of the main paper. Suppose it is desired
to calculate the gradient of h with respect toQ3. We may
begin by representing h as

h =
1

1−M6
=

1

1− pL2
5

1− pL2
4

1− pL2
3

1− pL2
2

1− pL2
1

(8)

where only L2 and L3 are functions of Q3. Clearly, it
is not trivial to apply the quotient-rule to evaluate the
gradient of h with respect to Q3. Fortunately, continued
fractions of the type indicated in Eq. (8), and finite con-
tinued products of such fractions, may be expressed as
ratios of polynomials1,2.

Suppose we define

Ik = (1−M1) (1−M2) .. (1−Mk−1) (1−Mk) (9)

It can be shown that

Ik+2 = 1− pL2
1 − pL2

2 − p
[
k+1∑

i=3

L2
i Ii−1

]
(10)

Similarly, defining

Dk = (1− Pk) (1− Pk+1) .. (1− PN−1) (1− PN ) (11)

where N is the number of springs in the chain, it can be
shown that

Dk = 1− pL2
N−1 − pL2

N−2 − p
[
N−3∑

i=k

L2
iDi+2

]
(12)

Note that while I0 is not defined according to Eq. (9),
we set I0 = I1 = 1 for programming convenience. Simi-
larly, we set DN+1 = DN = 1 for the same reason.

Using Eqs. (9)–(12), it can be shown that

[
k−1∏

i=l

(
1

1−Mi

)]
=
Il−1
Ik−1

, (13)

[
l∏

i=k+1

(
1

1− Pi

)]
=
Dl+1

Dk+1
, (14)

1

1−Mk
=
Ik−1
Ik

, (15)

1

1− Pk
=
Dk+1

Dk
, (16)

and

1

1−Mi − Pk
=

1(
Ii
Ii−1

)
+

(
Dk

Dk+1

)
− 1

(17)

Using the polynomial representations introduced above,
we may concisely write

∂h

∂Q3
=

∂

∂Q3

[
1

1−M6

]
=

∂

∂Q3

(
I5
I6

)
(18)

The quotient rule may now be applied to the ratio of
polynomials given on the RHS of Eq. (18). The next
task is to obtain general expressions for the gradients,
∂Ik/∂Qj , and ∂Dk/∂Qj .

A. Forward continued product

We have seen how a recurrence relation for Ik can be
obtained. We now provide an expression for Ik as a poly-
nomial in p. Consider Ik where 1 ≤ k ≤ N is any integer.
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The degree, n, of the polynomial in p that expresses Ik is given by n =

⌊
k

2

⌋
where bic represents the greatest

integer lesser than or equal to i. We can then write

Ik = 1− p
k−1∑

i=1

L2
i f (1, k + 1, i) + p2

k−3∑

i=1

L2
i f (2, k − 1, i)− p3

k−5∑

i=1

L2
i f (3, k − 3, i) · · ·

+ (−1)
n
pn

k−(2n−1)∑

i=1

L2
i f (n, [k − (2n− 3)] , i) (19)

where the function f (m, l, j) is defined recursively as fol-
lows

f (m, l, j) =
l∑

s=j+2

L2
s f (m− 1, l + 2, s) (20)

with

f (1, l, j) = 1 ∀ l, j (21)

While Eq. (19) provides an expression for Ik as a polyno-
mial in p, for the calculation of ∂Ik/∂Qj , it is desirable
to obtain an expansion for Ik in terms of L2

ν . As evident
from Eq. (6), only Lj and Lj−1 depend on Qj . The cal-
culation of ∂Ik/∂Qj would therefore be simplified if an
expansion in terms of L2

ν is available. This is realized in
the following expression,

Ik = 1 +

k−1∑

ν=1

L2
ν q̃

(k)
ν (22)

with

q̃(k)ν =

n∑

µ=1

(−1)
µ
pµf̃

(
µ, [k − (2µ− 3)],−1; ˜̀

)
(23)

where 1 ≤ ν < k; ˜̀may in general be a set of numbers

but ˜̀= {ν} in Eq. (23), and the function f̃
(
m, l, j; ˜̀

)

is defined recursively as

f̃
(
m, l, j; ˜̀

)
=

l∑

s=j+2

s/∈λ̃
s>min(˜̀)

L2
s f̃
(
m− 1, l + 2, s; ˜̀

)

with

f̃
(

1, l, j; ˜̀
)

= 1 ∀ l, j, ˜̀ (24)

The set λ̃ is related to ˜̀as follows. For the general case

✲� ✵ � ✷ ✸ ✹

✲✵✁✷

✲✵✁�

✵

✵✁�

✵✁✷

✵✁✸

✵✁✹

FIG. S1. Plot of Ik [solid line, from Eq. (19)] and its gradient
in the y−direction [broken line, from Eq. (29)]. Symbols in-
dicate derivatives calculated using central-difference scheme,
with a spatial discretization width of ∆d.

of ˜̀ ≡ {a1, a2, a3, ..}, where the ai represent arbitrary

integers, λ̃ is constructed as

λ̃ ≡ {(a1 − 1) , a1, (a1 + 1) , (a2 − 1) , a2, (a2 + 1) , ...}

For the present case of ˜̀= {ν}, we have λ̃ = {ν−1, ν, ν+
1}. The conditional summation over the index s appear-
ing in the boxed equation above may be understood as

follows. For given values of {m, l, j; ˜̀}, the index s runs
from a lower limit of j+2 to an upper limit of l, with two

constraints. Firstly, s must not belong to the set λ̃, and
secondly, the value of s must be larger than the smallest

entry in the set ˜̀ . A detailed illustration of the use of

the recursive relations, f (m, l, j) and f̃
(
m, l, j; ˜̀

)
, has

been provided below, in Sec. S2 D.
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The next task is to find a general expression for
∂q̃

(k)
ν

∂Qj
.

Note that

∂q̃
(k)
ν

∂Qj
= 0; j < ν + 2 (25)

and the following equation holds when j ≥ ν + 2,

∂q̃
(k)
ν

∂Qj
= θ̃jν

[
n∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [k − (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {ν, j − 1})

]
∂L2

j−1
∂Qj

+ θ̂jk

[
n∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [k − (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {ν, j})

]
∂L2

j

∂Qj
;

(26)

where the underlined terms may be evaluated using
Eq. (45) and Eq. (46) given in Sec. S2 C, and the in-

dicator functions, θ̃jν and θ̂jk are defined as

θ̃jν =





0; j ≤ ν + 2

1; j > ν + 2

(27)

and

θ̂jk =





0; j = k

1; j 6= k

(28)

which enables us to write

∂Ik
∂Qj

=





0; j > k

∑j−2
i=1 L

2
i

∂q̃
(k)
i

∂Qj
+ q̃

(k)
j−1

∂L2
j−1

∂Qj
+ q̃

(k)
j

∂L2
j

∂Qj
; j ≤ k

(29)

In Fig. S1, the derivative of the polynomial Ik, with re-
spect to the y−th component of Qj , is plotted for ar-
bitrarily chosen values of k = 14, j = 7, and the chain
length, N = 20. There is an excellent agreement between
the derivative calculated numerically, and that obtained
analytically using Eq. (29).

B. Backward continued product

The backward continued product defined in Eq. (11) may be expressed as a polynomial in p. Consider Dk where

1 ≤ k ≤ N is any integer. The degree, n, of the polynomial in p that expresses Dk is given by n =

⌈
N − k

2

⌉
where

die represents the smallest integer greater than or equal to i. We write

Dk = 1− p
N−1∑

i=k

L2
i g (1, k − 2, i) + p2

N−1∑

i=k+2

L2
i g (2, k, i)− p3

N−1∑

i=k+4

L2
i g (3, k + 2, i) · · ·

+ (−1)
n
pn

N−1∑

i=k+2(n−1)
L2
i g (n, [k + 2(n− 2)] , i) (30)

where the function g (m, l, γ) is written recursively as

g (m, l, γ) =

γ−2∑

s=l

L2
s g (m− 1, l − 2, s)

with

g (1, l, γ) = 1 ∀ l, γ (31)

A polynomial expansion for Dk in terms of Lν may be
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FIG. S2. Plot of Dk [solid line, from Eq. (30)] and its gradient
in the x−direction [broken line, from Eq. (37)]. Symbols in-
dicate derivatives calculated using central-difference scheme,
with a spatial discretization width of ∆d.

written as

Dk = 1 +

N−1∑

ν=k

L2
νw̃

(k)
ν (32)

where

w̃(k)
ν =

n∑

µ=1

(−1)
µ
pµg̃(µ, [k + 2(µ− 2)] , (N + 1); ˜̀)

(33)

where k ≤ ν < N , and the function g̃
(
m, l, j; ˜̀

)
is writ-

ten recursively as follows

g̃
(
m, l, j; ˜̀

)
=

j−2∑

s=l

s/∈λ̃
s>min(˜̀)

L2
s g̃
(
m− 1, l − 2, s; ˜̀

)

with

g̃
(

1, l, j; ˜̀
)

= 1 ∀ l, j, ˜̀ (34)

In the expansion given by Eq. (33), ˜̀ = {ν}, and λ̃ =
{(ν − 1) , ν, (ν + 1)}.

The next task is to find a general expression for
∂w̃

(k)
ν

∂Qj
.

Note that

∂w̃
(k)
ν

∂Qj
= 0; j < ν + 2 (35)

and the following equation holds when j ≥ ν + 2,

∂w̃
(k)
ν

∂Qj
= θ̃jν

[
n∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµg̃(µ− 1, [k + 2(µ− 3)] , (N + 1); {ν, j − 1})

]
∂L2

j−1
∂Qj

+ θ̂jN

[
n∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµg̃(µ− 1, [k + 2(µ− 3)] , (N + 1); {ν, j})

]
∂L2

j

∂Qj
;

(36)

which enables us to write

∂Dk

∂Qj
=





0; j < k

∑j−2
i=k L

2
i

∂w̃
(k)
i

∂Qj
+ w̃

(k)
j−1

∂L2
j−1

∂Qj
+ w̃

(k)
j

∂L2
j

∂Qj
; j ≥ k

(37)

In Fig. S2, the derivative of the polynomial Dk, with respect to the x−th component of Qj , is plotted for arbitrarily
chosen values of k = 5, j = 10, and the chain length, N = 20. There is an excellent agreement between the derivative
calculated numerically, and that obtained analytically using Eq. (37).

C. List of tensor identities

The following identities, useful in the numerical calculation of divergence, are stated without proof:

∂Q2
i

∂Qk
= 2Qiδki (38)



S6

∂

∂Qk

(
Qi

Qi

)
=

1

Qk

[
δ − QkQk

Q2
k

]
δki (39)

∂

∂Qk
·
[
QiQj

QiQj

]
=

(
1

QiQj

)[
Qi −

(
QjQj

Q2
j

)
·Qi

]
δkj + 2

(
Qj

QjQi

)
δki (40)

∂Li
∂Qk

=

{(
1

Qi

)[(
Qi+1

Qi+1

)
− Li

(
Qi

Qi

)]}
δki

+

{(
1

Qi+1

)[(
Qi

Qi

)
− Li

(
Qi+1

Qi+1

)]}
δk,i+1

(41)

Setting i = (j − 1), k = j in Eq. (41),

∂Lj−1
∂Qj

=
1

Qj

[(
Qj−1
Qj−1

)
− Lj−1

(
Qj

Qj

)]
(42)

Setting i = k = j in Eq. (41),

∂Lj
∂Qj

=
1

Qj

[(
Qj+1

Qj+1

)
− Lj

(
Qj

Qj

)]
(43)

∂L2
i

∂Qk
=

{(
2Li
Qi

)[(
Qi+1

Qi+1

)
− Li

(
Qi

Qi

)]}
δki

+

{(
2Li
Qi+1

)[(
Qi

Qi

)
− Li

(
Qi+1

Qi+1

)]}
δk,i+1

(44)

Setting i = (j − 1), k = j in Eq. (44) and simplifying,

∂L2
j−1

∂Qj
=

2Lj−1
Qj−1Q2

j

[QjQj−1 − Lj−1Qj−1Qj ] (45)

Setting i = k = j in Eq. (44) and simplifying,

∂L2
j

∂Qj
=

2Lj
Qj+1Q2

j

[QjQj+1 − LjQj+1Qj ] (46)

∂

∂Qk
[LiLj ] =

(
Li
Qj

)[(
Qj+1

Qj+1

)
− Lj

(
Qj

Qj

)]
δkj +

(
Li
Qj+1

)[(
Qj

Qj

)
− Lj

(
Qj+1

Qj+1

)]
δk,j+1

+

(
Lj
Qi

)[(
Qi+1

Qi+1

)
− Li

(
Qi

Qi

)]
δki +

(
Lj
Qi+1

)[(
Qi

Qi

)
− Li

(
Qi+1

Qi+1

)]
δk,i+1

(47)

Setting i = (k − 1), j = k in Eq. (47) and simplifying,

∂

∂Qk
[Lk−1Lk] =

1

Qk−1Q2
kQk+1

{
Qk−1QkLk−1Qk+1 − 2Qk−1Qk+1Lk−1LkQk +QkQk+1LkQk−1

}
(48)

D. Illustrative example for algorithmic approach to gradient calculation of forward continued product

The application of a recursive-function-based route for the calculation of Ik and
∂Ik
∂Qj

will be made clear in this

section using an illustrative example, for k = 8, j = 4 in a chain with N = 10 springs. Note that the exact value of N
is immaterial for calculations of derivatives involving the forward continued product. The degree, n, of the polynomial

in p that expresses I8 is given by n =

⌊
8

2

⌋
= 4. Using Eq. (19), we have

I8 = 1− p
8−1∑

i=1

L2
i f (1, [8 + 1], i) + p2

8−3∑

i=1

L2
i f (2, [8− 1], i)− p3

8−5∑

i=1

L2
i f (3, [8− 3], i) + (−1)

4
p4

8−7∑

i=1

L2
i f (4, [8− 5] , i)

= 1− p
7∑

i=1

L2
i f (1, 9, i)

. . . . . . . . .
+ p2

5∑

i=1

L2
i f (2, 7, i)− p3

3∑

i=1

L2
i f (3, 5, i) + p4

1∑

i=1

L2
i f (4, 3, i) (49)
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From Eq. (21), the above underlined term is just unity, and Eq. (49) may be simplified as

I8 = 1− p
7∑

i=1

L2
i + p2

[
L2
1 f (2, 7, 1) + L2

2 f (2, 7, 2) + L2
3 f (2, 7, 3) + L2

4 f (2, 7, 4) + L2
5 f (2, 7, 5)

]

− p3
[
L2
1 f (3, 5, 1) + L2

2 f (3, 5, 2) + L2
3 f (3, 5, 3)

]
+ p4L2

1 f (4, 3, 1) (50)

The underlined term in Eq. (50) will be evaluated as an example. Using Eq. (20)

f (3, 5, 1) =
5∑

s=1+2

L2
s f ([3− 1], [5 + 2], s) =

5∑

s=3

L2
s f (2, 7, s)

= L2
3 f (2, 7, 3) + L2

4 f (2, 7, 4) + L2
5 f (2, 7, 5)

= L2
3

[
7∑

s=3+2

L2
s f ([2− 1], [7 + 2], s)

]
+ L2

4

[
7∑

s=4+2

L2
s f ([2− 1], [7 + 2], s)

]
+ L2

5

[
7∑

s=5+2

L2
s f ([2− 1], [7 + 2], s)

]

= L2
3

[
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

]
+ L2

4

[
L2
6 + L2

7

]
+ L2

5L
2
7

(51)

Following a similar procedure, the complete expression for I8 may be obtained as

I8 = 1− p
(
L2
1 + L2

2 + L2
3 + L2

4 + L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ p2

[
L2
1

(
L2
3 + L2

4 + L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+

+ L2
2

(
L2
4 + L2

5 + L2
6 + L2

7

)
+ L2

3

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ L2

4

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)
+ L2

5L
2
7

]

− p3L2
1

[
L2
3

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ L2

4

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)
+ L2

5L
2
7

]
− p3L2

2

[
L2
4

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)
+ L2

5L
2
7

]
− p3L2

3L
2
5L

2
7

+ p4L2
1L

2
3L

2
5L

2
7

(52)

It is now desired to take the gradient of I8 with respect to Q4. From Eq. (6), it is clear that only L3 and L4 are

functions of Q4. By grouping together the relevant terms on the RHS of Eq. (52), the expression for
∂I8
∂Q4

may then

be written as

∂I8
∂Q4

=

{
−p+ p2

(
L2
1 + L2

5 + L2
6 + L2

7

)
− p3L2

5L
2
7 − p3L2

1

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ p4L2

1L
2
5L

2
7

}
∂L2

3

∂Q4

+

{
−p+ p2

(
L2
1 + L2

2 + L2
6 + L2

7

)
− p3

(
L2
1 + L2

2

) (
L2
6 + L2

7

)
}
∂L2

4

∂Q4

(53)

where the underlined terms may be evaluated using Eq. (45) and Eq. (46) given in Sec. S2 C. Equation (53) has been
obtained using a bruteforce approach, by individually examining terms on the RHS of Eq. (52) and retaining the ones
that do not vanish when a gradient with respect to Q4 is taken. An algorithmic approach for obtaining an expression

for
∂I8
∂Q4

is illustrated next. Starting with Eq. (29),

∂I8
∂Q4

=
2∑

i=1

L2
i

∂q̃
(8)
i

∂Q4
+ q̃

(8)
3

∂L2
3

∂Q4
+ q̃

(8)
4

∂L2
4

∂Q4
= L2

1

∂q̃
(8)
1

∂Q4
+ L2

2

∂q̃
(8)
2

∂Q4
+ q̃

(8)
3

∂L2
3

∂Q4
+ q̃

(8)
4

∂L2
4

∂Q4
(54)
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The steps for the construction of
∂q̃

(8)
1

∂Q4
, using Eq. (26), may be written as

∂q̃
(8)
1

∂Q4
= θ̃41

[
4∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [8− (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {1, 3})

]
∂L2

3

∂Q4

+ θ̂48

[
4∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [8− (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {1, 4})

]
∂L2

4

∂Q4
;

(55)

recognizing that ν = 1, ˜̀= {ν, j − 1} = {1, 3} for the first term on the RHS of Eq. (55), and ˜̀= {ν, j} = {1, 4} for
the second term on the RHS. Upon simplifying Eq. (55) using the indicator functions defined in Eqs. (27) and (28),
we obtain

∂q̃
(8)
1

∂Q4
=

[
4∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [8− (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {1, 3})

]

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

∂L2
3

∂Q4

+

[
4∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [8− (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {1, 4})

]
∂L2

4

∂Q4
;

(56)

The contents within the square braces, underlined as shown above, will be evaluated explicitly next.

4∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [8− (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {1, 3}) = p2f̃(1, 9,−1; {1, 3})− p3f̃(2, 7,−1; {1, 3}) + p4f̃(3, 5,−1; {1, 3})

(57)

Now,

f̃(1, 9,−1; {1, 3}) = 1 (58)

which follows from Eq. (24). The f̃ appearing in the second term on the RHS of Eq. (57) is evaluated as

f̃(2, 7,−1; {1, 3}) =
7∑

s=−1+2

s/∈λ̃
s>min({1,3})

L2
s f̃ (1, 9, s; {1, 3})

where ˜̀= {1, 3}, and λ̃ ≡ {(1 − 1), 1, (1 + 1), (3 − 1), 3, (3 + 1)} = {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, with duplicate entries in the set λ̃
discarded. We therefore obtain

f̃(2, 7,−1; {1, 3}) =

7∑

s=1
s/∈{0,1,2,3,4}

s>1

L2
s f̃ (1, 9, s; {1, 3}) = L2

5 f̃ (1, 9, 5; {1, 3}) + L2
6 f̃ (1, 9, 6; {1, 3}) + L2

7 f̃ (1, 9, 7; {1, 3})

Eq. (24) implies that each of the underlined terms in the above equation is unity, allowing us to write

f̃(2, 7,−1; {1, 3}) = L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7 (59)
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Similarly,

f̃(3, 5,−1; {1, 3}) =
5∑

s=1
s/∈{0,1,2,3,4}

s>1

L2
s f̃ (2, 7, s; {1, 3}) = L2

5 f̃ (2, 7, 5; {1, 3})

We then have

f̃(2, 7, 5; {1, 3}) =
7∑

s=7
s/∈{0,1,2,3,4}

s>1

L2
s f̃ (1, 9, s; {1, 3}) = L2

7

and may write

f̃(3, 5,−1; {1, 3}) = L2
5L

2
7 (60)

Using Eqs. (58), (59), and (60), Eq. (57) may be rewritten as

4∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [8− (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {1, 3}) = p2 − p3

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ p4L2

5L
2
7 (61)

Following along similar lines, the contents of the square braces in the second term on the RHS of Eq. (55) may be
evaluated to be

4∑

µ=2

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ− 1, [8− (2µ− 5)] ,−1; {1, 4}) = p2f̃(1, 9,−1; {1, 4})− p3f̃(2, 7,−1; {1, 4}) + p4f̃(3, 5,−1; {1, 4})

= p2 − p3
(
L2
6 + L2

7

)

(62)

From Eqs. (61) and (62), Eq. (56) may be rewritten as

∂q̃
(8)
1

∂Q4
=
[
p2 − p3

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ p4L2

5L
2
7

] ∂L2
3

∂Q4
+
[
p2 − p3

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)] ∂L2
4

∂Q4

(63)

Following along similar lines, we obtain

∂q̃
(8)
2

∂Q4
=
[
p2 − p3

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)] ∂L2
4

∂Q4

(64)

The steps for the construction of q̃
(8)
4 are given next. Starting from Eq. (23),

q̃
(8)
4 =

4∑

µ=1

(−1)
µ
pµf̃(µ, [8− (2µ− 3)] ,−1; {4})

= −pf̃(1, 9,−1; {4}) + p2f̃(2, 7,−1; {4})− p3f̃(3, 5,−1; {4}) + p4f̃(4, 3,−1; {4})
(65)

Now,

f̃(1, 9,−1; {4}) = 1 (66)
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which follows from Eq. (24). The f̃ appearing in the second term on the RHS of Eq. (65) is evaluated as

f̃(2, 7,−1; {4}) =

7∑

s=−1+2

s/∈λ̃
s>min({4})

L2
s f̃ (1, 9, s; {4})

where λ̃ ≡ {(4− 1), 4, (4 + 1)} = {3, 4, 5}. We therefore obtain

f̃(2, 7,−1; {4}) =
7∑

s=1
s/∈{3,4,5}
s>4

L2
s f̃ (1, 9, s; {4}) = L2

6 f̃ (1, 9, 6; {4}) + L2
7 f̃ (1, 9, 7; {4})

Eq. (24) implies that each of the underlined terms in the above equation is unity, allowing us to write

f̃(2, 7,−1; {4}) = L2
6 + L2

7 (67)

Processing the terms,

f̃(3, 5,−1; {4}) =
5∑

s=1
s/∈{3,4,5}
s>4

L2
s f̃ (2, 7, s; {4}) = 0 ; and, f̃(4, 3,−1; {4}) =

3∑

s=1
s/∈{3,4,5}
s>4

L2
s f̃ (3, 5, s; {4}) = 0

Using Eqs. (66) and (67), Eq. (65) may be rewritten as

q̃
(8)
4 = −p+ p2

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)
(68)

Following along similar lines, we obtain

q̃
(8)
3 = −p+ p2

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
− p3L2

5L
2
7 (69)

Using Eqs. (63), (64), (68) and (69), Eq. (54) may be rewritten as

∂I8
∂Q4

= L2
1

{
[
p2 − p3

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ p4L2

5L
2
7

] ∂L2
3

∂Q4
+
[
p2 − p3

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)] ∂L2
4

∂Q4

}

+ L2
2

{
[
p2 − p3

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)] ∂L2
4

∂Q4

}
+

{
−p+ p2

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
− p3L2

5L
2
7

}
∂L2

3

∂Q4
+

{
−p+ p2

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)
}
∂L2

4

∂Q4

=

{
−p+ p2

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
− p3L2

5L
2
7 + L2

1

[
p2 − p3

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ p4L2

5L
2
7

]} ∂L2
3

∂Q4

+

{
−p+ p2

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)
+ L2

1

[
p2 − p3

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)]
+ L2

2

[
p2 − p3

(
L2
6 + L2

7

)]
}
∂L2

4

∂Q4

(70)

which, upon simplification, yields

∂I8
∂Q4

=

{
−p+ p2

(
L2
1 + L2

5 + L2
6 + L2

7

)
− p3L2

5L
2
7 − p3L2

1

(
L2
5 + L2

6 + L2
7

)
+ p4L2

1L
2
5L

2
7

}
∂L2

3

∂Q4

+

{
−p+ p2

(
L2
1 + L2

2 + L2
6 + L2

7

)
− p3

(
L2
1 + L2

2

) (
L2
6 + L2

7

)
}
∂L2

4

∂Q4

(71)
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It is thus observed that Eq. (71), which has been obtained
using the recursive-function-based route for the algorith-
mic calculation of the gradient, is identical to the expres-
sion for the gradient written using a bruteforce approach,
given by Eq. (53).

E. Calculation of divergence terms in SDE and stress
tensor expression

As the first step, it is desired to examine the effect
of the spatial discretization width, ∆d, on the accuracy
of the numerical calculation of the gradient. As an ex-
ample, the gradient of [1/(1−Mk − Pk)], evaluated with
respect to the connector vector Qj for different values
of j, k, andN , using the central-difference approximation
[Eq. (19) of the main paper], is compared against the so-
lution obtained using the recursive algorithm detailed in
Secs. S2 A- S2 C.

The error in the gradient evaluated using the central-
difference approximation is calculated as

% error =
|dnum − drecursive|
|drecursive|

× 100 (72)

where d ≡ (∂/∂Qj) [1/(1−Mk − Pk)], and |d|=√
d2x + d2y + d2z.

In Fig. S3, the variation of this error is plotted as
a function of the discretization width, ∆d, for several
test cases. For the data set denoted by empty diamond
symbols, the error is seen to decrease nearly monotoni-
cally with the decrease in the spatial discretization width.
However, for several other data sets, the error varies
non-monotonically as the spatial discretization width is
changed. Since the minima in the error, where it exists,
is observed to occur in the neighbourhood of ∆d = 10−5,
this value of the discretization width has been used in all
our calculations. It is noted that the time required for
the numerical calculation of the gradient is practically
independent of the discretization width.

In Fig. S4, the error in the calculation of divergence
terms, which appear in the governing stochastic differen-
tial equation and the stress tensor expression, is plotted
as a function of the chain length. The error is calculated
as

% error =
|znum − zrecursive|
|zrecursive|

× 100 (73)

where z ≡ (∂/∂Qk) · V T
jk or (∂/∂Ql) · µTkl, and various

values of j, k, and l have been considered. The error in
all the cases is seen to be ∼ 10−7%.

In Fig. S5, the execution time needed for calculating
the divergence is plotted as a function of chain length. At
lower values of the chain length, the execution times using
the two approaches are comparable. With the increase
in chain length, however, the time needed for recursive
calculation is vastly greater than that for the numerical
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✲✁

✶�
✲✂

FIG. S3. Variation of error in the calculation of gradient
[Eq. (72)], as a function of the spatial discretization width,
for two different chain lengths. An internal friction parameter
of ϕ = 200 is used for all the data points.

route. Furthermore, while the execution time using the
direct route is nearly independent of the chain length,
the time needed for the recursive route increases precipi-
tously at higher chain lengths, due to the larger number
of polynomial evaluations. In view of its faster execu-
tion execution time, and excellent accuracy (∼ 10−7%),
the numerical method for divergence calculation has been
used in all our simulations.

F. Calculation of square-root of the diffusion tensor

A pre-requisite to the use of the Cholesky decomposi-
tion method is that the matrix be positive-definite3. We
are not able to prove analytically that the diffusion ten-
sor, D, appearing in Eq. (6) of the main text is positive-
definite. However, we checked for a hundred different
random initial configurations of a forty-five spring chain
that the eigenvalues of the diffusion matrix are real and
positive.

In Fig. S6, the smallest eigenvalue for each sample
configuration, and difference between the diffusion ma-
trix and its transpose, are plotted for two different val-
ues of the internal friction parameter. The difference is
computed as follows: firstly, the diffusion matrix and its
transpose are subtracted, to generate a 3N × 3N ma-
trix. This matrix is then unwrapped to give an array,

d̂, of 9N2 elements. Finally, the 2−norm of this array is
computed, and taken to be a numerical measure of the
difference between the diffusion matrix and its transpose,
as

||DT −D|| ≡ |d̂|

=

√(
d̂1

)2
+
(
d̂2

)2
+ · · ·+

(
d̂9N2

)2 (74)

The difference computed in this manner is O(10−14),
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FIG. S4. Error in the calculation of (a) (∂/∂Qk) · V T
jk and

(b) (∂/∂Ql) · µT
kl, as a function of chain length. An internal

friction parameter of ϕ = 200 is used for all the data points.

meaning that the diffusion matrix may be considered
symmetric for all practical purposes.

S3. CPU TIME SCALING

In Fig. S7, the scaling of the execution time as a func-
tion of the chain length is presented for a code written us-
ing the simple explicit Euler method for solving the SDE.
The time taken for simulation of simple Rouse chains
scales with an exponent of 1.7 with respect to the chain
length, whereas chains with internal friction scale with an
exponent of 2.7. Moreover, running simulations on chains
with internal friction after dropping the noise term from
the governing equation does not seem to significantly af-
fect the execution time, indicating that the calculation of
the square root of the diffusion tensor, using Cholesky de-
composition, represents only a minor portion of the total
workload. Furthermore, the execution time and scaling
for chains with internal friction is practically unaffected
by the value of the internal friction parameter. The code

✶� ✶✁ ✷� ✷✁ ✸� ✸✁ ✹�
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✄
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✆

(a)

✶� ✶✁ ✷� ✷✁ ✸� ✸✁ ✹�
✶�

✲✂

✶�
✵
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✂

✶�
✄

✶�
☎

✶�
✆

(b)

FIG. S5. Execution time, in seconds, for the calculation of
(a) (∂/∂Qk) · V T

jk and (b) (∂/∂Ql) · µT
kl, using two different

methods, as a function of chain length. An internal friction
parameter of ϕ = 200 is used for all the data points. All
the runs were executed on on MonARCH, the HPC hosted
at Monash University, on the same type of processor [16 core
Xeon-E5-2667-v3 @ 3.20GHz servers with 100550MB usable
memory].

is written in a way that the simulation of chains without
internal friction involves neither the construction of the
U and D matrices, nor the evaluation of the divergence
terms or the square-root of the diffusion tensor. In fact,
the Rouse case is simulated exactly as given in Eq. (4.4)
of Ref. 4, which is a significant simplification over the
case with internal friction turned on.

In absolute numbers, the execution time for one trajec-
tory of a ten-bead Rouse chain is 0.07 seconds, whereas
that for a ten-bead Rouse chain with internal friction
(ϕ = 1.0) is 49.6 seconds, representing an increase that
is nearly three-orders in magnitude.
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FIG. S6. Test for symmetricity, and smallest eigenvalue of the
diffusion tensor, for a hundred randomly chosen initial values
of the chain configuration for a forty-five spring chain.
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FIG. S7. Scaling of simulation time as a function of number
of beads in the chain. Execution time is calculated as an av-
erage over one hundred trajectories at each value of Nb. Each
trajectory is 100 dimensionless times (λH) long. Simulations
performed on MonARCH, the HPC hosted at Monash Univer-
sity, with all the runs executed on the same type of processor
[16 core Xeon-E5-2667-v3 @ 3.20GHz servers with 100550MB
usable memory]. A step size of ∆t∗ = 10−2 is used for all the
simulation runs.
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