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ABSTRACT

In this study, the concept of rheo-optics is applied that explores the flow birefringence caused by stress components along the
optical axis of the camera since it is often overlooked in the traditional theories of photoelastic flow measurement. A novel
aspect of this research is that it involved conducting polarization measurements on simple shear flows, specifically from a
perspective in which a shear-velocity gradient exists along the camera’s optical axis. A parallel-plate-type rheometer and a
polarization camera are employed for these systematic measurements. The experimental findings for dilute aqueous cellulose
nanocrystal suspensions demonstrates that the flow birefringence can be expressed as a power law based on the power of the
second invariant of the deformation-rate tensor. This suggests that flow birefringence can be universally characterized by the
coordinate-independent invariants and a pre-factor determined by the direction of polarization measurement. By adjusting
the nonlinear term in the stress-optic law, its applicability could be expanded to include three-dimensional fluid stress fields in
which the stress is distributed along the camera’s optical axis.

Introduction
The non-invasive measurement of the internal stress states of fluids in flow is of great importance for flow engineering and
biomechanics. For bulk fluid pressure measurements, the method of measuring velocity fields with particle tracking velocimetry1

or particle image velocimetry2 is commonly used. However, they require spatial derivatives of velocity fields to determine the
stress, in which the noise amplification problem appears. Other methods have also been proposed to evaluate the information
corresponding to the stress based on unique phenomena, such as light scattering and magnetic resonance3–5. These methods can
convey information relating to the stress driving the fluid intact. Among these approaches, measurement of stress or velocity
gradient distributions by the photoelastic method6 has been applied and is attractive due to its high measurement sensitivity and
experimental simplicity.

The photoelastic method was developed as a stress-measurement technique for solids, and it has been further developed and
widely studied for 50 years7. Among solid materials, various studies considering the measurement of stresses and residual
stresses, especially in glass, have been undertaken6, 8. Stress-loaded materials change their refractive index with regard to the
direction of polarization vibration in response to strain. Therefore, when two orthogonally polarized light beams are transmitted
through a strained material, retardation will appear between them. The incident and emitted polarized light is represented
by a composite vector of the two linearly polarized light beams, and their trajectories will differ due to the retardation of the
composite vector. Depending on the trajectory difference, the result can be classified as linearly, elliptically, or circularly
polarized light. When circularly polarized light is incident onto a stress-loaded material, it will be emitted as elliptically
polarized light with retardation ∆ and orientation angle φ . The values of ∆ and φ (photoelastic parameters) correspond to the
principal-stress difference and the principal-stress direction, respectively6. In the photoelastic method, stress can be estimated
from ∆ based on the stress-optic law (SOL)8, 9:

∆ =
∫

C1(σ1 −σ2) dh, (1)
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where: dh is the infinitesimal thickness of the material; C1 is the stress-optic coefficient; and σ1 and σ2 are the maximum and
minimum principal stresses, respectively. However, Eq. (1) holds only for two-dimensional (2D) stress fields with no stress
along the optical axis, or, if there is stress along the optical axis, then it must be uniform. This means that ∆ can be obtained
by only considering the secondary principal stress difference10, 11. Here, the secondary principal stress difference (σ1 −σ2)
is the principal stress difference projected onto a plane perpendicular to the camera’s optical axis. In the case of 3D stress
fields, applying the SOL is more complicated than in the above equation. For stress distributions along the camera’s optical
axis, it is necessary to introduce the concepts of the “optically equivalent model”12 and “integrated photoelasticity”8, 13. This
makes it possible to consider that the 3D stress fields consist of sufficiently thin linear polarizers that can be assumed to be 2D
stress fields. Thus, the polarization state transmitting through the 3D stress field can be calculated by multiplying the Mueller
matrices of each optically equivalent model13.

Recently, studies have been conducted on the application of photoelastic methods to fluids, and it has been shown the
principle of Eq. (1) can be applied to quasi-2D flows14, 15. However, the possibility of applying photoelastic methods to 3D fluid
stress fields has not yet been fully discussed. As the flow becomes more 3D, the stress distribution along the camera’s optical
axis (hereafter simply the “optical axis”) becomes more significant. The effect of this stress distribution on the retardation is
most obvious near the centre of the channel flow. Specifically, the retardation measurements obtained by integration along
the optical axis deviate from zero. These experimental findings have also been verified by numerical calculations, which
established that the regions in which the impact of 3D effects are found to be dominant are close to the plane of symmetry16.
This phenomenon has been reported in circular and rectangular channels with aspect ratios close to 117–19. It has been concluded
that this is due to shear on the upper and lower surfaces of the channel, although quantitative insights were limited. Systematic
investigations still need to identify the effect of the stress distribution along the optical axis on photoelastic parameters, intending
to apply photoelastic methods to 3D fluid stress fields.

Investigations of the optical-anisotropy responses to the shear rate (shear stress) have been conducted using rheo-optics.
Starting from the apparatus proposed by Lodge20 and Philipoff21, the filament stretching rheometer22 and the capillary
breakup extensional rheometry dripping-onto-substrate (CaBER-DoS) method23, 24 were developed to perform birefringence
measurements on liquid polymers under uniaxial extension flow. Additionally, the use of rheometers in shear flow has also
been reported in many studies; as optical-anisotropy measurement systems are easy to incorporate into experimental apparatus,
there have been reports of the use of rheometers with different measurement principles, including the concentric cylinder
(CC)-type25, 26, the parallel plate (PP)-type27, 28, and the cone plate (CP)-type29. The optical-anisotropy induced by secondary
principal stress difference can be measured from the shear-vorticity direction, e.g., in uniaxial extension systems and CC-type
rheometers. Conversely, measurements from the shear direction provide a direct visualization of the stress along the optical
axis rather than showing the principal stress difference. This is due to the existence of a velocity gradient along the optical
axis, which is of interest for the present study. Most previous rheo-optical measurement cases using PP-type rheometers have
considered non-Newtonian fluids, such as molten polymers27, 30, 31. In general, the flow behaviour of non-Newtonian fluids
differs considerably from that of Newtonian fluids. Therefore, any measurements will include not only shear but also elastic
and normal stress contributions. Evaluating birefringence after isolating these stresses is a complicated and challenging process.

In the present study, photoelastic measurements were performed in the direction of shear on a simple Couette flow using a
PP-type rheometer. To simplify the discussion, we used a fluid that can be assumed to be a Newtonian fluid as the first step. We
used a dilute suspension showing Newtonian behaviour as the birefringent fluid and attempted to extract the stress components
along the optical axis. The tendency of birefringence induced by the stress along the optical axis was quantitatively examined
and compared with the results obtained in previous studies.

Principles

This section outlines the basic theory of polarization measurements, mainly focusing on flow birefringence and the SOL9.

Flow birefringence of fluids
Birefringent fluids are composed of crystals or polymer chains with large aspect ratios. This is the key to changing the refractive
indices n⊥ and n∥ perpendicular and parallel to the direction of vibration of the transmitted light, respectively. One of the
optical anisotropies, birefringence δn, is a physical quantity that indicates the magnitude of the anisotropy of the refractive
index. Birefringence is defined as the absolute value of the difference between the major and minor diameters of the index
ellipsoid:

δn = |n⊥−n∥|. (2)

As long as there is no stress loading, birefringent fluids show optically isotropic properties (n⊥ = n∥) because the particles
are randomly oriented by Brownian motion. However, when shear is applied, the crystals or polymers become aligned in the
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Figure 1. Schematic of nanocrystals in solution (a) when no stress is applied, (b) under stress loading. Although needle-like
nanocrystals are shown, the mechanism of onset is the same with macromolecular chains.

direction corresponding to the stress, resulting in optical-anisotropy (n⊥ ̸= n∥). When the particles are strongly oriented in a
particular direction, the anisotropy of the refractive index becomes stronger and the value of the birefringence increases (see
Fig. 1a). Conversely, when the applied shear is reduced, the orientation becomes random again and birefringence is no longer
induced (see Fig. 1b). This phenomenon is known as flow birefringence32; as examples of birefringent fluids, aqueous cellulose
nanocrystal (CNC) suspensions33, wormlike micelle solutions34, and xanthan gum solutions35 are well known for showing
birefringence.

Stress-optic law (SOL)
The retardation ∆ obtained by the photoelastic method is the summation (integrated value) of the birefringence along the optical
axis. The retardation ∆ caused by flow birefringence δn is related to the strain rate ėi j inside the fluid36:

∆cos2φ =
∫

α1(ėyy − ėxx)+α2[(ėyy + ėxx)(ėyy − ėxx)+ ė2
zy − ė2

xz] dz, (3)

∆sin2φ =
∫

2α1ėxy +α2[2(ėyy + ėxx)ėxy +2ėxzėyz] dz. (4)

Here, the optical axis is defined as the z axis of a Cartesian coordinate system, and α1 and α2 are functions of the physical
properties of the fluid. For Newtonian fluids, the stress is proportional to the strain rate. Therefore, Eqs. (3) and (4) can be
expressed using stress19:

∆cos2φ =
∫

C1(σyy −σxx)+C2[(σyy +σxx)(σyy −σxx)+σ
2
zy −σ

2
xz] dz, (5)

∆sin2φ =
∫

2C1σxy +C2[2(σyy +σxx)σxy +2σxzσyz] dz. (6)

In these equations, C1 = α1/η and C2 = α2/η2, in which η is the shear viscosity of the fluid. Aben and Puro37 also discussed
the optical relationship based on Eqs. (5) and (6) and assumed that the stress components along the optical axis, i.e., σxz, σzy,
and σyz, were negligible. In other words, they made the assumption that C2 = 0, which leads to the proposal of:

∆ =
∫

C1

√
(σxx −σyy)2 +4σxy2 dz. (7)

It should be emphasized again that Eq. (7) is a relation that holds only for 2D stress fields. Moreover, Eq. (7) is an often-used
expression in the solid-state photoelastic method37, 38.

Methodology
In this section, the details of the experiments are presented. Unless otherwise indicated, all experiments were repeated at least
three times per case at 25◦C.
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Figure 2. (a) Schematic of the rheo-optical setup, in which Ri and Ro are the inner and outer radii of the transparent part of the
plate, respectively. (b) Representative intensity image for CNC suspension 1.0 wt% at shear rate γ̇ = 1000 s−1. As shown in
inset 1 of panel (b), retardation is obtained from four neighbouring polarizers. (c) Temporal evolution of retardation at no flow.

Experimental setup
Figure 2a shows a schematic of the rheo-optical measurement system. The stress-controlled rheometer (MCR 302, Anton
Paar Co., Ltd.) was equipped with a parallel plate (PP43/GL-HT, Anton Paar Co., Ltd., plate radius Ro = 21.5 mm) made of
quartz glass and a flat glass plate (PTD200/GL, Anton Paar Co., Ltd.). In this system, shear flow is induced by clockwise
rotation of the plate, and the average shear stress and torque are logged. Left-handed circularly polarized light is generated by
attaching a polarizer and 1/4-wave plate to an LED light source (SOLIS-525C, Thorlabs Co., Ltd., wavelength λ = 525 nm).
This polarized light is reflected from the top of the plate by a mirror and emitted as elliptically polarized light with retardation
∆ and orientation angle φ . The transmitted elliptically polarized light is reflected by the mirror again and enters the polarization
camera (CRYSTA PI-1P, Photron Co., Ltd.), which is equipped with a 524-nm band-pass filter. The polarization camera has a
spatial resolution of up to 512×512 pixels and a temporal resolution of 1.55 Mfps. In these experiments, all measurements
were made with a resolution of 512×512 pixels (44.5 µm/pixel) at 1000 fps. Additionally, the gap height between the plates
was always fixed at H = 100 ±5 µm, and the shear rate was set to 1000–10,000 s−1. Note that the shear rate is specified at 2/3
of the plate radius. This is the range in which it is expected that no artefacts will appear in the rheological measurement results
(for further details, please see the Appendix).

Polarization camera
A polarization camera (CRYSTA PI-1P, Photron Co., Ltd.) was used to detect the retardation ∆, which is the integrated value of
birefringence along the optical axis of the light transmitted through the apparatus. Using the phase-shifting method39, this was
obtained from the radiance through linear polarizers oriented in four different directions (0◦, 45◦, 90◦, and 135◦) in an area of
2×2 pixels (as shown in inset 1 of Fig. 2b). Defining the light intensities detected at each of these pixels as I1, I2, I3, and I4,
respectively, the retardation can then be given by:

∆ =
∫

δn dz =
λ

2π
sin−1 2

√
(I3 − I1)2 +(I2 − I4)2

I1 + I2 + I3 + I4
, (8)

where λ [m] is the wavelength of the light source. As the retardation is obtained from four linear polarizers, the spatial
resolution was 512×512 pixels, which is 1/4 of the 1024×1024-pixel light-intensity image. As there is no stress distribution
along the optical axis, the retardation ∆ can be calculated as the product of the birefringence δn and the gap height H. Therefore,
in this study, we calculated the birefringence by dividing the retardation measurements by H.

Data acquisition and analysis
An arc-shaped region of interest (ROI-A) located at a distance L ≈ 3 mm from the edge of the plate (outlined in yellow in
Fig. 2b) was chosen, and the background-subtracted retardation field during flow was provided by the CRYSTA Stress Viewer
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software package (Photron Co., Ltd.). This background-subtraction process is based on the presence of a certain degree of
unevenness on the plate surface or birefringence in the plate or stage itself, which can cause a spatial distribution of retardation
even when there is no flow. The position of ROI-A was chosen to avoid possible interference at the edges of the plate by
the liquid–air interface or the liquid meniscus40. ROI-A was also chosen to keep the uniformity of the lighting system, as
the polarized image sensors use the light intensity itself to calculate the birefringence, as explained in the previous section.
Another arc-shaped region, ROI-B (shown in red in inset 2 of Fig. 2b), with a width of 10 pixels (440 µm), was also chosen for
quantitative characterization of the flow birefringence. This was selected to ensure that the shear-rate variation along the radial
direction was kept to a minimum, with ≈0.8% difference. Therefore, within ROI-B, the shear rate applied to the microscopic
fluid is γ̇rep = 0.75R0Ω/H, and this was considered as the representative shear rate in the polarization measurements. Here,
Ω [rad/s] is the angular velocity of the rotating plate.

The parallelism of the plate to the stage was not perfect. Therefore, due to changes in the integral of the birefringence, the
measured retardation also changed with time. To exclude this effect, measurements were taken after a sufficient time had passed
from the start of the plate’s rotation and averaged over 1000 frames. As the polarization cameras measure the light intensity
distribution as an image, minute noise in the intensity values is included in the calculation results as a constant retardation
value, even if the fluid is not flowing. Figure 2c shows the time variation of the spatial average retardation in ROI-B measured
with no flow. The retardation at a certain level was measured to be 1.46 nm; therefore, the birefringence was calculated on the
assumption that this value (δn,error ≈ 1.5×10−5) was included as a measurement error or uncertainty.

Working fluid: Cellulose nanocrystal suspensions
Suspensions of CNCs (Alberta Pacific Co., Ltd.) of two different concentrations were studied: 0.5 wt% and 1.0 wt%. These
suspensions were prepared by mixing CNCs with ultrapure water using a hot stirrer at 40◦C and 650 rpm for more than
24 hours. The shear viscosities of these prepared CNC suspensions were then measured using a rheometer equipped with
a 50-mm-diameter cone plate (CP50–0.5, Anton Paar Co., Ltd.) to obtain η values. The measurement results are shown in
Fig. 3. As can be seen, the 0.5 wt% CNC suspension behaved like a Newtonian fluid, whereas the 1.0 wt% CNC suspension
showed a weak shear-thinning nature. Here, the clouding number N is introduced to note the particle-particle interaction of the
CNCs. N is expressed as N = 2cv(l/d)2/3 [–] using the particle volume concentration cv (can be estimated from the CNC’s
density), particle length l and particle width d41. For N < 1, particles are relatively free to move; conversely, collisions between
particles occur for N > 1. The aspect ratio of the CNCs used in the present study is comparable to those used in previous
studies (l/d ≈ 16)15, 26, 42. Referring to morphology and the CNC density of 1,500 kg/m333, the N for 0.5 wt% and 1.0 wt%
suspension was 0.56 and 1.13, respectively. N > 1 may be one of the reasons for the non-Newtonian nature of the 1.0wt% CNC
suspension as shown in Fig. 3. However, the change the shear viscosity η was only O(0.1) mPa·s. for changes in shear rate γ̇

between 103–104 [s−1]. In addition, the normal stress (Weizenberg effect) was also measured using a rheometer, and the values
were small enough to be regarded as measurement errors. Consequently, in the present study, we regarded the dilute CNC
suspensions as Newtonian fluids.

10-1 100 101 102 103 104

100

101

102
CNC 0.5 wt%
CNC 1.0 wt%
Water
Low torque limit

10-1 100 101 102 103 104

100

101

102
CNC 0.5 wt%
CNC 1.0 wt%
Water
Low torque limit

102 103 104

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

Figure 3. Steady shear viscosity η for CNC suspensions at different concentrations. The inset shows an enlarged region
at γ̇ = 102–104 s−1.
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Results and discussion
Visualized birefringence fields at different shear rates are shown in Fig. 4a and Fig. 4b. As can be seen, the birefringence
increased significantly as the shear rate was increased. This is because the CNCs attain more uniform orientations with
increasingly strong shear leading to a stronger optical-anisotropy. The magnitude of birefringence obtained was δn ∼ O(10−5),
comparable to the values found in previous studies26, 43–45. In the experiments, we observed an uneven distribution of
birefringence outside ROI-A, which was seen to vary unsteadily. This was considered to be an effect of interference at the
liquid–air interface due to the plate’s rotation.

We now consider an analytical model to help understand the measurement results. A simple analytical model of shear flow
between the plates can be expressed:

u(x,y,z) = Ω
z
H
[−y,x,0]T, (9)

where H is the gap height. The strain tensor ė is:

ė =
Ω

H

 0 0 −y
0 0 x
−y x 0

 . (10)

This means that the birefringence measured in the present study was induced by strain (stress) components along the optical
axis. Substituting each component of the above tensor into Eqs. (3) and (4) yields:

δn = (C2η
2)Ω2 x2 + y2

H2 = (C2η
2)

(
rΩ

H

)2

. (11)

Thus, the birefringence is particularly dependent on the square of the radius r and the square of the plate’s angular velocity Ω,
as long as C2 and η are constant.

Line profiles of birefringence distributed across the radial direction of ROI-A at varying shear rates are shown in Fig. 4c
and Fig. 4d. These show that the shear rate increases outwardly from the centre of the plate, which leads to an increase in the
birefringence. When these results are compared with the analytical model, the quadratic dependence of the birefringence on r is
evident in the experimental results; however, the birefringence is clearly not proportional to the square of Ω. This deviation
indicates that C2 is not a constant value, and in particular that it varies with the shear rate. Details are given later in this section.

To further investigate the variation of the stress-optic coefficient C2, its magnitude was estimated and compared. From
Eq. (11), the magnitudes of each parameter are δn ∼ O(10−5), η ∼ O(1) mPa·s, r ∼ O(10) mm, Ω ∼ O(101–102) rad/s, and
H ∼ O(100) µm. By magnitude comparison, the magnitude of C2 was estimated to be C2 ∼ O(10−7–10−6) Pa−2. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first systematic measurement report to identify the C2 value of a birefringent fluid. The stress-optic
coefficient C1, generally known as the photoelastic modulus, has been widely investigated in solid polymers, and it is known
to have a magnitude of O(10−12) Pa−146. In contrast, there have been a few reports on investigations of the C1 values of
fluids. For reference, the C1 values obtained for fluids are: worm-like micelles O(10−7) Pa−134, 44, 47, aqueous xanthan gum
solutions (0.3–0.7 mg/cm3) 3.3×10−8 Pa−135, and a 0.5 wt% CNC suspension O(10−5) Pa−119. Although simple comparisons
are difficult because of the different units, i.e., Pa−1 and Pa−2, the magnitude of C2 was found to be smaller than that of C1.
Nevertheless, it is inappropriate to assume that C2 can be ignored in the presence of stress distribution along the optical axis as
discussed in the Introduction of this paper.

Next, the trend of birefringence with respect to the shear rate was investigated. In Fig. 5, the vertical axis shows the
spatiotemporally averaged birefringence δn,ave in ROI-B, while the horizontal axis shows the representative shear rate γ̇rep. It
can be seen that the birefringence is increasing exponentially. When modelling the relationship between the flow birefringence
and shear rate, the following empirical nonlinear model was proposed by Lane et al.26:

δn = (A · γ̇)n · cm, (12)

where c [–] is the concentration of the suspension, and A [s], n [–], and m [–] are fitting parameters. The experimental
results were fitted using Eq. (12), and the black dash-dotted lines in Fig. 5 show the results. The fitting parameters were
A = 9.40×10−6 s, n = 0.552 and m = 1.71. It should be emphasized that this model is based on the results of polarization
measurements conducted from the vorticity direction to the shear using a CC-type rheometer, which is different from that used
in the present study.

As described in the previous section, flow birefringence is induced by the aligned orientation of crystals or polymer
chains dispersed in a fluid. For generalization, and to provide a better prospect for the physical interpretation of the present
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Figure 4. Visualized birefringence fields within ROI-A for (a) 0.5 wt% and (b) 1.0 wt% CNC suspensions under steady-state
conditions. Radial birefringence distributions of the plate in (c) 0.5 wt% and (d) 1.0 wt% CNC suspensions, in which the grey
shaded areas correspond to ROI-A. The error bars show the standard deviations and all data were time and circumferential
averaged.

experimental results, we attempt to disentangle the birefringence δn from the suspension concentration c and the direction of
the polarization measurement from the effect of CNC alignment due to the flow. We used tensor invariants that are independent
of the coordinate system. Therefore, the discussion henceforth will be based on the second invariant of the deformation-rate
tensor, Π [s−2], i.e.,

δn = (B ·Π)α · cβ . (13)

Here, B [s2], α [–], and β [–] are defined as new parameters. In the present system, Π can be calculated as:

Π(E) =
3

∑
i=1

3

∑
j=1

Ei jE ji =
1
2

(
Ω

H

)2

(x2 + y2) =
9
8

γ̇
2
rep, (14)

where E is the deformation-rate tensor:

E =
1
2
{(∇u)+(∇u)T}. (15)

Since Π is proportional to the square of the shear rate γ̇ from Eq. (14), n = 2α holds here. The δn measurements were fitted
using Eq. (13), and the results are shown by the black dashed lines in Fig. 6. The fitting parameters were B = 2.94×10−9 s2,
α = 0.276 (n = 0.552), and β = 1.71. Also represented in Fig. 5, it has been well reported that birefringence generally increases
nonlinearly as the shear rate is increased26, 43, 48, 49. This trend remains unchanged when organized by invariant, and the increase
in birefringence per invariant decreases with decreasing gradient at higher invariants.

We focus our discussion on the exponent which characterizes the tendency of birefringence with the deformation of the
fluid (solvent). Calabrese et al.33 studied the birefringence of 0.1 wt% CNC suspensions, and they proposed a proportionality
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Figure 5. Spatiotemporally averaged birefringence δn,ave and corresponding fit using Eq. (12) with A = 9.40×10−6 ,
n = 0.552 and m = 1.71, in which the error bars represent the standard deviation.

of δn ∝ γ̇0.9 from the results of their experiments. They reported CNC geometries with an average length of 260 nm and an
average width of 4.8 nm. Note that the 0.1 wt% CNC suspension was stated to be a dilute region with no particle interactions.
Lane et al. also found the relationship δn ∝ γ̇0.537 in part of an investigation into whether CNC suspensions (0.7–1.3 wt%) could
be used in studies of flow birefringence26. These suspensions were at concentrations above the dilute region, where particle
interactions need to be considered. The exponent of 0.9 differs significantly from the present results, while 0.537 is remarkably
close. We assume that the difference in n results from different CNC particle-interaction behaviours. In the existing literature,
the relationship between CNC particle shear alignment and rotational diffusion is described by the Péclet number Pe = |E|/Dr,
where |E| is the characteristic deformation rate50. When Pe ≥ 1, convective forces are strong enough to align CNCs to the flow
direction, eventually inducing birefringence. Here, Dr is the rotational diffusion coefficient which plays an important role in
flow birefringence. The Dr is determined by the CNC rod length l and the suspension concentration c, giving Dr ∝ c−2l−950, 51.
This indicates that the optical properties of CNC suspensions are due to different rod lengths and concentrations, resulting
in different exponents. The present experimental results and those of Lane et al.26 indicate that regardless of the direction
of polarization measurement with respect to shear, there seems to be a common physical background that leads to the flow
birefringence following a power law.

The consistency between the SOL (Eq. (11)) and the empirical relation (Eq. (13)) is now discussed. Since both equations
are equally related by δn,

C2η
2
γ̇

2 = (B ·Π)α · cβ →C2 =
Bα cβ

η2 Π
α−1. (16)

If we assume that the CNC suspension in the present study behaves as a Newtonian fluid, i.e., the change in the viscosity
coefficient η with the shear rate is sufficiently small,

C2 ∝ Bα cβ
Π

α−1 = (4.4×10−3)cβ
Π

−0.724. (17)

From Eq. (17), the coordinate-independent invariant Π and the pre-factor B, which reflects the direction of polarization
measurement, along with the concentration c, disentangle the magnitude of the stress-optic coefficient C2, which depends on
the coordinate. In other words, birefringence (optical-anisotropy) can be universally described by an invariant and certain kinds
of biases. The specific values of C2 in the present study are given in Fig. 7 using the infinite-shear viscosity at γ̇ = 104 s−1

with 1.3 and 1.7 mPa·s for 0.5 wt% and 1.0 wt% CNC suspensions, respectively. These values are consistent with the range
of the earlier magnitude-approximation result. Additionally, C2 was found to increase with increasing concentration of CNC
suspension. This means that the sensitivity to stress (degree of optical-anisotropy) increased with increasing concentration,
which is a well-known trend.

In summary, as in the PP-type rheometer used in the present experiments, C2 can be calibrated by simply using a flow field
with a shear-velocity distribution along the optical axis. The polarization measurement direction-dependent pre-factor B is then
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Figure 6. Spatiotemporally averaged birefringence δn,ave and corresponding fit using Eq. (13) with A = 2.94×10−9 ,
α = 0.276 and β = 1.71, in which the error bars represent the standard deviation.
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Figure 7. Determined values of C2 for each CNC suspension in base-10 logarithmic scale calculated from Eq. (17).

incorporated into the SOL as C2. We suggest that C2 as obtained in the present method can be replaced by C2 = f (B, Π, c) in
the SOL to give a good expression for the optical-anisotropy due to the stress distribution along the optical axis. A detailed
study of the physical quantities dominating the pre-factor B, which determines C2, is a subject for future work. We believe that
a systematic investigation of B has the potential to contribute to our understanding of the flow dynamics of complex fluids.

Conclusion
This paper provides the results of an investigation into the effect of the stress distribution along the camera’s optical axis on
optical-anisotropy. In the experiments, rheo-optical measurements were performed using a PP-type rheometer and a polarization
camera for a fundamental understanding of SOL. For the birefringent fluid, a dilute aqueous CNC suspension was used, showing
properties close to those of a Newtonian fluid. The birefringence was found to be induced by the shear-stress distribution along
the camera’s optical axis, rather than by a principal stress difference as considered in conventional photoelastic theory in a
2D stress field. The representative birefringence was found to increase nonlinearly and monotonically with the shear rate,
following a power function of the second invariant of the deformation-rate tensor. In addition, from the well-known SOL
and an empirical equation proposed in a previous study, the contribution of stress to optical-anisotropy can be determined
by a pre-factor representing the direction of polarization measurement and the invariant. The degree of optical-anisotropy
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(birefringence) in the present study corresponds to the coefficient (stress-optic coefficient C2) of the nonlinear term of the SOL.
Based on the present experimental results, it can be said that the assumption that C2 = 0 is not appropriate, especially when the
SOL is applied to 3D fluid stress fields in which the stress is distributed along the camera’s optical axis. By defining C2 as
a non-zero invariant function, the contribution of the stress component along the camera’s optical axis in each experimental
system can be quantitatively described. In the future, SOL with C2 term may provide a deeper understanding of complex fluids
showing non-Newtonian properties such as particle-particle interactions and polymer extension and contraction.

Appendix Estimation of experimental window
In rheological measurements of biomaterials, the results may not always show the real behaviour of the liquid due to various
disturbances. Possible disturbance factors include instrument specifications, secondary flows at high velocity52, and surface-
tension forces40, 53. To correctly understand the rheological and associated polarization measurements, it is important to
understand these limitations. To identify limitations, an experimental window was considered40. We assumed that within the
delineated region, there were no artefacts in the rheological and associated polarization measurements.

First, the minimum torque Tmin was obtained experimentally rather than from the equipment specifications. This is because
its value might be larger than the equipment specifications due to the surface tension of the fluid54, 55. To estimate the minimum
torque Tmin of the present rheometer, Fig. 8a shows the results of viscosity measurements from a low shear rate with water.
The torque showed an almost constant value at low shear rates, thereby providing misleading rheological results, in which
the water shows shear-thinning viscosity. In contrast, at shear rates above 1 s−1, the torque measurements varied with the
applied shear rate. We therefore defined the minimum torque as the value at the beginning of the increase. From Fig. 8a, we can
determine the minimum torque Tmin to be 35 nN·m. Based on the criterion T > Tmin, where the torque from steady viscosity is
T = (ηΩ/H)/Fτ , the boundary line is defined by:

H <
ηΩ

Fτ Tmin
. (18)

Here, Ω [rad/s] is the angular velocity and η is the viscosity of the fluid. This equation is than used in Fig. 8b for the
parallel-plate geometry Fτ = 3/(2πR0

3), where R0 is the plate radius40. The equipment limit for maximum speed is simply
determined by the criterion:

Ω < Ωmax, (19)

where Ωmax [rad/s] is the maximum rotation speed of the motor equipped in the present rheometer. The limit of secondary flow,
the maximum Reynolds number Remax, sets the boundary line, and this is based on the definition Re = ρΩH2/η for parallel
plates:

H <

(
Remaxη

ρΩ

)1/2

. (20)

Here, ρ [kg/m3] is the density of the fluid. In the present study, we set Remax = 4, which is a criterion within a torque
measurement error of 1% according to Ewoldt et al.40. Finally, a small-gap limit was set by applying the minimum height that
can be set, which is Hmin = 10 µm:

H > Hmin. (21)

By plotting the boundaries defined by Eqs. (18)–(21), we obtain the experimental window shown in Fig. 8b.
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