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Abstract

This paper evaluates the behavior of a single rigid ellipsoidal particle suspended in homogenous viscous flow with a
power-law Generalized Newtonian Fluid (GNF) rheology using a custom-built finite element analysis (FEA)
simulation. The combined effects of the shear-thinning fluid rheology, the particle aspect ratio, the initial particle
orientation and the shear-extensional rate factor in various homogenous flow regimes on the particles dynamics and
surface pressure evolution are investigated. The shear-thinning fluid behavior was found to modify the particle’s
trajectory and alter the particle’s kinematic response. Moreover, the pressure distribution over the particle’s surface is
significantly reduced by the shear-thinning fluid rheology. The FEA model is validated by comparing results of the
Newtonian case with results obtained from the well-known Jeffery’s analytical model. Furthermore, Jeffery’s model
is extended to define the particle’s trajectory in a special class of homogenous Newtonian flows with combined
extension and shear rate components typically found in axisymmetric nozzle flow contractions. The findings provide
an improved understanding of key transport phenomenon related to physical processes involving fluid-structure
interaction (FSI) such as that which occurs within the flow-field developed during material extrusion-deposition
additive manufacturing of fiber reinforced polymeric composites. These results provide insight into important
microstructural formations within the print beads.

Introduction

Theoretical analysis of particle behavior in a viscous homogenous suspension is a well-known Fluid Structure
Interaction (FSI) problem which has a variety of applications in key transport phenomena observed in physical
rheological systems such as the movement of cells and platelets in blood plasma’, the motion of reinforcing particles
in fiber-filled polymer melt suspensions during polymer composite processing”, proppants transport in fracturing
fluids’, migration of gaseous bubbles in quiescent viscous flows? etc. The rheology of particle suspensions is
inherently complex due to a host of factors, including the presence of inter and intra particle forces arising from
hydrodynamic interaction, contact collision between particles, confinement effect and particle deformability,
Brownian disturbance, non-Newtonian viscoelastic fluid rheology, anisotropic particle geometry and concentration,
and existence of various flow regimes within the system, etc.”®’. The study of particle suspension dynamics often
starts with the evaluation of single rigid spherical particle suspension under Newtonian simple shear flow which also
provides insight into the rheology of dilute suspensions®’. As an example, the dynamics of a single rigid ellipsoidal
axisymmetric particle has been used extensively to investigate particle dynamics and flow-field structure of polymer
composite melt flows during processing to assess their microstructure” /%’

Theoretical studies on particle migration in homogeneous viscous flow are commonly based on the assumptions of
negligible inertia effects, Newtonian fluid rheology and non-deformable particle shape, conventionally referred to as
“standard conditions” ’°. Pioneering works of Oberbeck’’, Edwardes’# and Jeffery’> evaluated the orbit of an
ellipsoidal rigid particle suspended in a homogenous shear viscous flow, where particle motion was determined to be
a function of initial condition which has been validated experimentally’’. In other work, Bretherton showed that lateral
positioning of spherical isotropic particles remains unchanged relative to their initial position in quiescent
sedimentation or unidirectional shear viscous flow!’”. Additionally, Cox found that the orientation of transversely
isotropic rigid particles in unconfined quiescent sedimentation would remain fixed at its initial value throughout its
motion’®. These studies showed that under ‘standard conditions’, the motion and trajectory of a body of revolution
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depends on its initial conditions. For instance, the so called ‘degeneracy’ of Jeffery’s orbits is used to describe the
indeterminacy of particle’s motion in sheared viscous suspension whereby an axisymmetric particle may assume any
of the infinitely possible metastable periodic orbits depending on its initial position. Experimental observations have
revealed a tendency for suspended particles to eventually acquiesce to an equilibrium configuration within a finite
timescale or equilibrium rate of approach irrespective of its initial configuration contrary to theoretical predictions
based on “standard conditions™?. Jeffery’” first suggested the possibility that spheroidal particles in a sheared viscous
suspension with a theoretically indeterminate nature based on first order approximations, may eventually assume
special configurations which are the path of least energy dissipation. Taylor’” was one of the earlier researchers to
provide experimental basis for Jeffery’s hypothesis and proposed that the higher order terms neglected in Jeffery’s
approximate equations were responsible for the observed departure in the actual particle’s behavior from theoretical
predictions. In a separate experimental study Saffmann et al.”” showed that suspended particle’s do not always settle
in preferred configuration states, however when they do, the contributions of the non-Newtonian fluid viscosity
neglected in Jeffery’s approximate equations accounted mainly for the observed discrepancy between theoretical
predictions and actual particle’s behavior. Other non-linear effects such as fluid and particle inertia, confinement and
end effect were found to be infinitesimal as to significantly alter the particle’s motion within a finite timescale.
Jeffery’s equations are generally found to be sufficient in predicting particle’s kinematics in a dilute and semi-dilute
viscous shear-thinning particle suspension yielding only minor deviations from experimentally observed response’’>%.
However, in the concentrated regime, the Jeffery’s model are no longer valid in predicting particle’s motion as the
departures of theoretical prediction from experimental observations becomes significant due to the combined effect
of short range fiber interactions and shear-thinning fluid rheology neglected in Jeffery’s model assumptions’’. The
effect of other rheological properties on the dynamics of a suspended particle such as higher order viscoelasticity fluid
behavior that may be found in actual FSI physical systems have also been investigated by several researchers. An
increase in the fluid elasticity results in a slow drift of prolate spheroids in sheared viscous suspension across spectrum
of degenerate Jeffery orbits from a tumbling orbit to a log-rolling state and at drift rates proportional to the shear rate**
2#, Moreover, an excessive shear rate was found to result in particle realignment with the prevailing flow direction and
the critical shear rate for flow realignment depended on the particles aspect ratio and Ericksen’s number.

Computational models that account for particle inertia, non-Newtonian fluid rheology and/or shape deformability have
more recently emerged. These more advanced models are often used to assess the departure of each from related
theoretical predictions of fiber kinematics based on standard conditions. These advanced models are either developed
from analytically formulations based on variational principles or asymptotic series expansion about the limits of
standard theoretical model assumptions’? or developed from numerical based simulations®. Analytical models are
relatively faster, and computationally more efficient compared to numerical models, however these models are non-
flexible, often restricted to predicting unique quantities and are less accurate due to oversimplification?’. Methods
based on variational principle are used to define limit bounds on the hydrodynamic drag coefficient of a spherical
particle in GNF fluid subject to creeping flow?. The method has been successfully applied to obtain limit bounds
solutions on the drag for spheres in GNF fluids for different viscosity models including the Newtonian model’’, power-
law model®, the Carreau model”” and the Ellis model*’. The approach is more accurate for predicting hydrodynamic
bounds in just Newtonian and power-law fluid models and the limit bounds diverges with increasing shear-thinning.
Perturbation based methods are generally used to compute solutions of fluid flow at relatively low Weissenberg
number’’. For instance, asymptotic perturbation about the leading order Newtonian fluid model has been used to
evaluate the motion of transversely isotropic rigid particles in second-order viscoelastic fluid suspension’’#.
Consistent with experimental observations, at low shear rates, the viscoelastic fluids cause the suspended particle to
slowly drift through various Jeffery’s orbit until the attainment of an equilibrium orientation state in the flow vorticity
direction. At higher shear rates, particles re-orient with the flow direction and its rotation suppressed. Extension of the
theory to particle shapes revealed that while prolate spheroids tend towards a log-rolling position in the vorticity
direction, oblate spheroids had an affinity for tumbling in the flow plane’. On the contrary, application of the
perturbation technique to investigate the effect of weakly shear-thinning fluid rheology on particles motion in
unconfined sheared viscous suspension revealed that the degeneracy of Jeffery’s orbit where unaffected by the non-
Newtonian fluid rheology’’. However, Jeffery’s orbit and period were found to be instantaneously modified by the
shear-thinning fluid behavior, and the quantitative modifications depended on the particle’s initial conditions.
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Prior research that utilized numerical simulation techniques are summarized in various review literature® %37, The
method is tenable to increased model complexity and improved idealization of actual physical systems with increased
accuracy. However, the method is computationally intensive and suffers from high computational cost. Numerical
based models are classified into mesh-free or particle-based methods (PBM) and the traditional gridded continuum or
element-based method (EBM)*>°. To avoid detraction from the primary focus of this paper, the reader is referred to
existing review literature for more details**°. PBM is a meshless, fully Lagrangian-based highly adaptive technique
that allows for instantaneous tracking of individual particle response within a heterogenous multiphase system and
capable of modeling flow fronts, free surfaces and accurately solving large deformation problems’*’. Examples of
PBM includes the explicit Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamic (SPH) and the Moving Particle Semi-Implicit (MPS)
method and Discrete Element Method (DEM). Although PBM has been applied to evaluate the development of
complex single-phase flows with non-linear fluid rheology**#, the behavior of suspended particles in non-linear
suspension flow are seldom evaluated with this method. Typical DEM solution techniques include the Dynamic
Numerical Simulation (DNS), Lattice Boltzmann Method (LBM), and particle Finite Element Analysis (pFEA).
Applications of DEM to FSI problems are summarized in various literature® /. DEM has been extensively used to

study the behavior of single particles in Newtonian viscous suspension’’~’ and also in non-linear viscous suspension®”
53

EBM types includes the Finite Element Method (FEM), the Finite Difference Method (FDM), the Finite Volume
Method (FVM) and the Boundary Element Method (BEM)*“”. In EBM, individual domain units are interconnected
via topological maps. EBM involves transformation of a complex Partial Differential Equation (PDE) into a system
of repetitive but simplified algebraic equations with solutions computed at the unit nodes, cells or elements level and
collated to yield an approximate general solution. EBM is a well-established and highly evolved numerical technique
extensively utilized in solving Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) and FSI transport problems. For single particle
suspension, an extra physical modelling that involves balancing the net hydrodynamic forces and couples on the
surface of the particle is required to compute the particles motion. FDM and FVM has been used to compute flow
field and fiber orientation dynamics in mold filling process’*°°. BEM has been successfully implemented to study
flow-field development of particulate suspension in viscous shear flow’”** and FEM has been used to study single
particle behavior in linear viscous shear flow”%. Relevant to this study are the applications of EBM in non-linear
single particle suspension. For instance, 2D FEM has been used to simulate single rigid spheroidal particle behavior
in dilute non-linear viscous shear flow”>%>%, The findings revealed that shear-thinning effect only slightly affected
the particle’s kinematic, and this impact diminishes with increasing fiber slenderness. Moreover, increased shear-
thinning was found to significantly reduced the magnitude of the pressure distribution surrounding the particle surface
although had negligible effect on the shape pressure profile itself> *

By reduction from 3D to 2D space numerical techniques have also been used to study the effect of dimensional space
on flow-field response surrounding a particle based on Jeffery’s model®’. While the particle’s motion was observed to
be unaffected by the dimensional space, the pressure distribution was found to differ significantly. Although a 2D
analysis may suffice to study particle’s motion in viscous suspension, a 3D analysis is necessary to accurately predict
the particle’s surface pressure distribution. It is evident that extensive literature on the behavior of axisymmetric
particles in viscous suspension exists, however, previous studies have focused on the evolution of particles dynamics
and are mostly based on linear shear flow. The local flow field structure surrounding the particle, including the velocity
and pressure distribution is seldom investigated which are particularly relevant in understanding complex processes
involved in physical rheological systems. Moreover, existing studies that also investigated development of the pressure
field surrounding a particle are based on flow analysis around fixed particle in space®*% that do not consider the
influence of the particle’s dynamics on the pressure distribution.

The present study utilizes 3D FEM based simulation to investigate the effect of non-standard Jeffery’s condition
including the effect of generalized Newtonian fluid (GNF) rheology on the dynamics and surface pressure distribution
of a single particle suspended in viscous homogenous flows. Firstly, we explore the effect of various factors such as
the fibers geometric aspect ratio and initial fiber angle on the single particles motion and surface pressure distribution
for a single particle suspended in Newtonian homogenous flow-field using Jeffery’s equation. Typical size of particles
encountered during Extrusion Deposition Additive Manufacturing (EDAM) polymer composite processing are on
average hundreds of microns in magnitude depending on the particles concentration and system’s scale, usually around
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50 — 100um for small scale EDAM systems and ~300um for large scale EDAM systems®. The rotary Peclet number
that characterizes these polymeric melt flow through an EDAM nozzle are orders of magnitude high (i.e. Pe, > 1).
Brownian effects arising from particle interaction with the surrounding fluid molecules are thus insignificant and have
been ignored in the current investigation since the hydrodynamic forces are expected to dominate the particle’s motion.
Jeffery’s equations are a good starting point for studying particles behavior in these Newtonian flows. More rigorous
stochastic statistical analysis accounting for Brownian disturbance such as that conducted by Leal et al.”” and Zhang
et al.” is a relevant study for future consideration. The generalized Newtonian FEA single fiber motion model
development is a non-linear extension to the Newtonian formulations of Zhang et al. °*”’ and Awenlimobor et al.’*%*
assuming a power-law non-Newtonian fluid behavior for fiber suspension rheology. A two (2) stage Newton Raphson
numerical algorithm is used in our simulation, firstly to solve for the steady-state flow-field velocities and pressure
distribution within the flow domain and secondly to compute the resulting translational and rotational velocities of the
rigid spheroidal particle during its motion in various homogenous flow fields by equilibrating the net force and couple
acting on the particles surface and the fiber’s instantaneous positions and orientations are updated using a numerical
ordinary differential equation (ODE) solution technique. FEA model validation is achieved by comparing steady state
responses at a single time step of the quasi-transient analysis of a single particle motion along Jeffery’s orbit obtained
from a custom-built FEA simulation with results obtained Jeffery’s Equations. Likewise, the behavior of the particle
(kinematics and surface pressure response) in various Newtonian homogenous flow fields are benchmarked for both
Jeffery’s Model and FEA simulation. Finally, we investigate the resulting effect of particle shape and the shear-
thinning fluid rheology on the particle’s dynamics and evolution of the pressure distribution response on the fibers’
surface in the various homogenous flow fields using our validated FEA model. These findings are particularly useful
in controlling process parameters to optimize the microstructure of particulate polymer composites to improve print
properties.

Methodology

This section provides in detail the methods used for predicting the behavior of a single three-dimensional (3D) rigid
ellipsoidal particle suspended in Newtonian and non-Newtonian viscous homogenous shear-extension flows. The first
section presents Jeffery’s formulation for the flow-field development around an ellipsoid and explicit derivations for
the particle motion (angular velocities and orientation angles) in a special class of linear homogenous flow with
combined extension and shear rate velocity gradient components that idealizes typical flow conditions found in various
sections of an EDAM extruder-nozzle. The second section details the FEA model development for obtaining particle
angular velocities, orientation angles and field velocities and pressure distribution surrounding a particle suspended
in non-linear creeping shear flow with a power-law fluid definition. Subsequent section presents results of the model
validation by comparing the evolution of the particle’s angular velocities and surface pressure distribution obtained
from both Jeffery’s analytical equations and FEA numerical model for different Newtonian flow cases and particle
aspect ratio. Except stated otherwise, we consider a geometric aspect ratio of 7, = 6 for the prolate spheroid, a
consistency index of m = 1 Pa - s™ for the power-law fluid or a viscosity of 4y = 1 Pa - s for Newtonian fluid, and
shear rate of ¥ = 1 s~ for the various flow cases.

Standard Jeffery Analytical Model

Jeffery’® derived analytical equations for the motion of a single 3D ellipsoidal particle suspended in a Newtonian
homogenous viscous creeping flow by linearization of the Navier Stokes equations assuming a zero Reynolds number.
The following includes a summary of Jeffery’s particle-fluid interaction dynamics model where he obtained
expressions for the velocity and pressure field within the fluid surrounding the particle. The equations for the pressure
and velocity within a Newtonian fluid having viscosity y, are respectively given as

P = po + 2 ALV V;0 1
and
X = X2 + Vil + €V A X + AV, — AY,Q 2

where the position vector X, gradient operator V and integral function y are given respectively as
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X =[X X, X7 v—[a 0 a]T = X2 X" 3
A T A I
In the above, the Laplace function Q is defined in terms of the independent position vector variables X and A as
ri( x2  x2  x2
Q=0x1) =~ + + —1tdd,  A={(@®+ DB+ D)+ D)}/? 4
(%.2) fA{a2+A b2+ cZ+2 {@®+2)( e+ )
i

where A is an arbitrary offset distance from the particle’s surface obtained from the positive real roots of
Xt X3 X3
+ + =
a?+1A b2+1 c?+1
The undisturbed fluid velocity X in eqn. 2 above is given as
XP =L X; 6

where L;; is the velocity gradient tensor. The constant-coefficient tensors Al

1, A=0 5

,Af: & Al that appear in eqns. 1 and 2
above are given as

R U A H G
A=s[, A= 1% A" =|H" B F 7
T - w - G F' ¢

where expressions for the components shown here are given in Appendix A. The terms in AZ-' are simply the stresslet
and torque acting on the rigid ellipsoid suspended in linear ambient flow-field”’. The tensors A, A} & AfY are
functions of the symmetric rate of deformation tensor I; and the antisymmetric vorticity tensor Z;; = €jnZm0n;
obtained by decomposing the velocity gradient tensor L;; according to

Lij = VX =Ty + &; 8
where T;; = %[Lii + Lji], Ejj = %[Lij - Lﬂ]A The velocity gradient L;; is given with respect to the particle’s local
coordinate axis and is thus a function of the independent particle orientation angle vector @ = [¢ 6 ]” obtained
by a transformation operation according to

Lij = ZXmiLmn Zan 9

where £;; is the velocity gradient in the global reference frame axis. The transformation tensor Zg, ; is given in terms

of the Euler angles as:

Zy;; = ”fr:i)nr(jr)Lnj(:) 10
where,
I = 88 + (1 = 8)(1 = 8)[8; cos 0, + (= D) sin @],  n=2+-1* 11
At the particle’s surface, the field velocity is given by
X=X |/1:0 = €W X 12

The particle’s angular velocity W; in the local reference frame is given by the expression.
W, =5 + M;;D; 13
where E; is the vorticity vector, D; contains non-diagonal terms of the symmetric rate of deformation tensor I3, i.e.

Dy, =Ty, k=6-—i—jli#]
and the constant coefficient matrix M;; is defined as
b% —c? c?—a? a? — b?
=—), M, = —, =
b2 + c? 2T 24 a? 7 a+ b2
The angular velocities in the global reference coordinate axis © based on Euler’s definition are obtained by the
transformation operation

My = M6y, My 14

Zo,0, =¥, 15
i L
where the transformation operator Zg is given as (cf. Figure 1a) for the Euler definition of orientation angles
cos 6 0 1
Zg =|—sinfcosy siny 0 16

sinfsiny cosyp O
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Figure 1a illustrates the ellipsoidal particle of interest suspended in simple shear flow as shown. The normal and shear
stress components at any point in the flow field may be evaluated for incompressible fluid as

0y = —pSy; + m [ViX; + VX, 17
On the particle’s surface, the stress reduces to g;; = —pd;; implying that the only active stresses on the particle’s
surface are the hydrostatic pressure acting normal to the surface.

*;

(a) b

Figure 1: (a) Fiber orientation angles definition (b) Mesh refinement on the fiber surface.

Our main interest here is to evaluate the motion, and surface pressure and velocity of the ellipsoidal inclusion using
Jeffery’s equations given above. To compute surface pressure and velocity distribution on the particle surface, the
ellipsoidal surface is discretized using MATLAB’s inbuilt PDE modeller (MathWorks, Natick, MA, USA) where
vertices were imposed at ends of the ellipsoid to enable the calculation of particle tip pressure (cf. Figure 1b). At the
mesh points, the flow-field pressure and velocities are evaluated using eqn. 1 & 2 respectively. The degree of mesh
refinement is critical to obtaining accurate pressure extremities and locations on the particle surface. A 4™ order
explicit Runge-Kutta ordinary differential equation (ODE) technique is used to numerically integrate the particle’s
angular velocities (cf. eqn. 13) with time to obtain solutions of the particle orientation angles, and the associated field
state (pressure and velocities on each node of the particle surface) based on Jeffery’s model equations.

Homogenous Flow Considerations

Various homogenous flows similar to those used in short fiber composite fiber orientation simulations’” are considered
here which serve as input for our particle motion studies. These homogenous flows also serve as a basis for
understanding the flow fields development in common extrusion-deposition additive manufacturing (EDAM) polymer
composite processing that involves a combination of shearing and extensional components within the flow (cf.
Appendix B). The following flows are considered in this study:

@) Simple Shear flow (SS), i.e., £,z =y

(ii) Two Stretching/Shearing flows (SUA), including simple shear in X,X; plane superimposed with
uniaxial elongation in the X5-direction, i.e., £y = &y, = =&, L33 = 2€,L,3 = y. Two cases are
considered, balanced shear/stretch, y /¢ = 10, and dominant stretch, y/é = 1

(iii) Uniaxial Elongation flow (UA) in the X5 direction, i.e., L3 = Ly = —&, L33 = 2€

@iv) Biaxial Elongation (BA) flow in the X, — X5 plane, i.e., £y = — 2§, Ly, = £33 = €
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v) Two shear/planar-elongation flows (PST), including simple shear in X, — X5 plane superimposed on
planar elongation in X; — X3 plane, i.e., by; = —¢&, £33 = &,£,3 = y. Two cases are considered
including balanced shear-planar elongation with y/é = 10, and dominant planar elongation with
y/é=1

(vi) Balanced shear/bi-axial elongation flow (SBA), simple shear in the X, — X3 plane superimposed on
biaxial elongation, i.e., 33 = €, &y = &,Ey3 = ¥,51; = — 2€. Two cases are considered which
includey/é = 1andy/é = 10

(vii) Triaxial Elongation flow (TA), i.e., &1 = £y = £33 = €

(viii)  Balanced shear/tri-axial elongation flow (STA), including simple shear in the X, — X3 plane
superimposed on biaxial elongation, i.e., £, = £y, = L33 = €,&,3 = ¥, Two cases are considered i.e.
y/é =1,andy/é =10

Classification of the various combined homogenous flow regimes based on the flow parameter v (cf. Appendix
B) is given in Table I below

y/é | SUA PST SBA STA
1 0.5657 0.3820 0.5657 0.4514
10 0.0283 0.0098 0.0283 0.0146
Table I: Flow parameter values v for the combined homogenous flow types

For visualization purposes and to better interpret the results that follows in later section, typical flow streamlines
around a particle suspended in the mixed mode flow conditions are presented in Figure 2. In all flow types, simple
shear is applied in the X, — X5 plane and the particle is initially oriented in the X, direction. The SUA flow (cf. Figure
2a) tends to orient the particle such that its major axis aligns with the X direction of stretching, thus mitigating the
tumbling motion in the X, — X5 shear plane that occurs under simple shear flow alone. The inward flow in the y-
direction initially accelerates the particle, aiding the tumbling motion into the direction of applied extension. High
shear to extension rate dominance is thus required to prevent the particle from stalling in the X5 direction. In the PST
flow type shown in Figure 2b, the X; direction inward flow tends to constrain particle tumbling motion in the X, —
X3 shear plane and promotes preferential alignment of the particle in the z-direction and there is no flow in the y-
direction that influence the particles initial motion. Unlike the SUA flow condition, in the SBA flow regime (cf. Figure
2c), the X, direction inward flow limits particle tumbling motion in the X, — X3 shear plane without promoting
directional preference for the particle alignment in the shear plane. Hence there is no tendency for particle stall to
occur irrespective of the shear-extension rate dominance. Since the STA flow type has equal applied extension in all
principal directions, the deviator of the velocity gradient has no principal component, and the particle’s behavior under
this flow type is similar to that under simple shear flow.

2€ —2¢

T # =

ERAR LR
A
i
V
X
.
PR A A
g:

X,

x *2
> X3 X1

X, X3

() (b ()

7/40



AIP
ﬁé_ Publishing

Figure 2: Visualization of the suspended particle in the combined shearing in X, — X5 plane and (a) uniaxial elongation
(SUA), (b) planar stretching (PST), and (c) biaxial elongation (SBA) flow conditions.

For the case of an axisymmetric ellipsoidal particle suspended in unconfined simple shear flow (see type (i) flow
above) with velocity gradient 4,3 = y, Jeffery’> derived analytical expressions for the particle’s angular velocities
given as

. y R ¥ (k sin 2(1))\/(16 cos2¢ + 1)G%(1 + k)
t) == 2 1 o) ==
¢(6) =3[k cos2¢ +1], ) = 3 lccos 26 + D) + (A + 0]
where the precession ¢ is observed to be independent of & and § is the orbit constant. By integrating the angular
velocities, Jeffery further obtained expressions for the corresponding particle orientation angles which may be written

as

. P = —;(K cos2¢)cosg 18

t
- -1 1tk Z — 2 - 71{ [ '1+K} = Z_ A 19
¢(t) = tan 1_Ktan[zx/l K t] , 6(t) =tan Cm , P(t) Of(z ¢)cos€dt

where y is the shear-rate, k is a shape factor given as k = (1,2 — 1) /(1,2 + 1). The orbit constant of integration §
can be shown to become G = tan 8, when ¢, = 0 and 8, < 6 < tan~*{r,G}"". For in-plane particle rotation, G = +oo
such that @ = /2, 1 = 0,3 = @ = 0. The corresponding period for the in-plane particle tumbling motion in simple

shear flow about the ellipsoid’s polar axis is
4
" TW—e 20

As the ellipsoid rotates in the ¥, — X5 plane of shear flow, ¢ reaches a maximum value when the particle is oriented
normal to the principal direction of the fluid motion, i.e., at ¢ = nm, |n| = 0 (cf. Figure la), and attains a minimum
value when it aligns in the flow direction i.e., at ¢ = nm/2, |n| = 17°. The limit of the precession is thus 0 < ¢ <y
for ellipsoidal particles and ¢ = y/2 for spherical particles. The extremum of the nutation 6 occurs when ¢ =
Re{.5 cos™! g}, where q is the solution to the cubic equation defined as

{q: K2q3+3K(B+1)q2+(K2+ZB+2)q+K(1—B):O}, B=G%(1+k) 21
The nutation ranges between —y/4 < 6 < y/4 for spheroidal particles, and it is critical for rodlike particles when
G = 1/v2, and for disc-l}ke particles when G = 400, Tt attains a value of & = 0 for spherical particles. Likewise, the
particle spin rate, 1 reaches a minimum at ¢ =nm, n=0, and a maximum value at ¢ =
5cos™t {[—(3B +4)+./B0OB+ 8)]/4;{}‘ The spin-rate ranges between — y/2 < 1 < y/2 and itis critical for rod-
like particles when G = 0 and for disc-shaped particle when G = +oo.
We now consider a more complicated flow condition and derive expressions for the case of an axisymmetric particle

suspended in combined elongation and shear flow, i.e., flow types (ii, v, vi, & viii) given above following similar
procedures adopted by Jeffery’” for the case of simple shear flow. Consider a flow with velocity gradient of the form

&g 0 0
L= [0 & 0 22
0 v &
where the trace (é) =0,1ie., & + & + & = 0. It can be shown that the angular velocities of a particle for this &
may be written as
vy K. R
é [ E+E{y cos2¢ — [€, — €3] sin2¢}
. K
6= Z{)’/ sin2¢ + [&, — &3] cos 2¢p — [2¢, — €, — €5]}sin 20 23
K
-3 {y cos2¢ — [¢, — &3] sin2¢p} cos O
where the in-plane angular velocity reduces to
. d 1
¢ = d—f = E{}'/(l + K cos2¢) — [€;, — ]k sin2¢} 24
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By integrating ¢ in eqn.24, we obtain an expression for the in-plane orientation angle ¢ in these flow-types with
characteristics velocity gradient £ given as
16, — & k-1

K . 1
K_ltan[tan E[ + p tan¢0]—ikxyt]—

K & —&

t. =
an¢ k—1 7

where,

tang = —

K=1f cot[. Skryt] + & ; &

By integrating 6 in eqn. 23, we can directly obtain an expression for 8 as
L 1/,
1 + cos2¢y — Msin 2¢,
tang = |X E Y T tan 6, e~"/212&1~ k23]t
LT cos2¢ — Ezy;.%sin 2¢

It can be shown that for the special case of initial polar orientation angle ¢, = 0, then eqn. 28 reduces to
Y,
1 2

=-+1 o
tan@ = K tan 6, e~"/2281- &2 23]t

[& — &l
% T cos 2¢ — Tsm 2¢

Further, the spin ¥(t) for these flow conditions may be written in integral form as
t

P(t) = f (%/ - ¢) cos@ dt
0
The quarter-period of rotation may be derived from eqn. 27 by finding the pole of the above expression of tan ¢ as

2 ky
1925 = —,[n —tan~?! [ Y - ”

kxy &) — &3
The period for a complete tumbling motion in this flow type is obtained by finding the zero of tan ¢ in eqn. 27
above which is given as

4m
iy
When (&, — &;)/y = 0, the flow is essentially simple shear, and the period is as given in eqn. 20 above. The particle
stalls when k? < 0, i.e., when

T

£, — &3 - V1—k?
y K
and the stall angle ¢ is derived by equating ¢ = 0 (cf. eqn.24) to obtain
: : . .2
&y — & k1 /[ — &3 1 ¢ +1/2 ¢s <0
YA CEL L) L R
2 y K y K2 s ¢s,  ¢s =0
Correspondingly, given a stall angle tolerance ¢,,,;, the time for particle stall is obtained by equating eqn. 27 and 34,
ie tg: p(ts) = s — Pror- When eqn. 34 is satisfied (k = 0), the stall angle may be shown to be
¢onset = tan’l Te
The particle orientation at stall for the special class of homogenous flows (described as ii, v, vi, and viii above) can be
obtained by using Newton-Raphson numerical iterative process to zero the angular velocities thus
0" =00 —Jo, 70"
s s Jo, =

where 077 = [¢s 6517, 67 =[¢ 6]7, and the Jacobian Jg is given as
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—46 cosec 20 — k[2&;, — &, — &) 0

Jo, = {dy - g}sin 20 26 cot 26

For particle motion in more general class of Newtonian homogenous flows with velocity gradient £ the stall angle can

be obtained using the Newton-Raphson procedure in Appendix C.

Jeffery’s model derivations are limited to the standard assumption of single rigid ellipsoidal shaped particle suspended
in Newtonian viscous linear homogenous flows. Practically speaking, the pressure driven flow of polymer melt
through EDAM nozzle contraction during material processing is more accurately characterized by a quadratic ambient
flow-field such as given in Lubansky et al °. As such, development of a more realistic solution would involve a
velocity gradient with higher order polynomial terms which is a relevant direction for future studies. For more general
conditions, it is common to employ the Finite Element Analysis (FEA) which are not bound by the limitations of the
Jeffery’s model and can include inter and intra fibre forces, non-ellipsoidal fibre shape, non-Newtonian visco-elastic
fluid rheology, confinement flows, and other deviations from standard conditions. Moving beyond Jeffery’s model
assumptions may result in a preferred particle configuration that is independent of its initial orientation and may cause
the particle to align with the flow or vorticity direction’*’. In the sections following we describe an FEA modelling
approach that may be used to investigate the effect of Generalized Newtonian Fluid (GNF) rheology on the particle
dynamics and surface pressure response.

FEA Single Particle Model with GNF Rheology

In the FEA model analysis present here, we simulate the motion of a single rigid spheroidal particle suspended in
homogenous viscous flow with GNF rheology. The flow domain 9 for the single particle micromodel analysis is
shown in Figure 3a. The model extends the Newtonian fluid single fiber model developed by Zhang et. al.””%” and
implemented by Awenlimobor et al.,*** to simulate GNF flow. In this approach, the governing equations are based
on the Stokes assumption of creeping, incompressible, isothermal, steady state, low Reynolds number viscous flow
where the mass and momentum conservation equations may be written as

ViX;i=0 38
Vioy;+f;=0 39
In the above, V; is the gradient operator, X ; is the flow velocity vector, f] is the body force vector, and o; j is the
Cauchy stress tensor given as
0y = Tij — Py 40
In eqn. 40, p is the hydrostatic fluid pressure, §; j is the kronecker delta, and T; ; is the deviatoric stress tensor defined
in terms of the strain rate tensor y;; by the constitutive relation

Tij = 2#(7)1’17 41
where the viscosity {4 is considered to be a function of the strain rate magnitude y = ,/2¥;;¥};. The simulations
presented below solve eqns. 38-41 for quasi-steady velocity and pressure within the fluid domain surrounding the
ellipsoidal inclusion using our custom finite element analysis (FEA) program developed in MATLAB. We assume a
non-porous particle surface with zero slip allowance and velocity boundary conditions are prescribed with respect to
the particle’s local coordinate reference axes.
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Figure 3: FEA model showing (a) flow domain (b) prescribed boundary conditions

Similar to previous single particle Newtonian fluid analyses™, the velocities and velocity gradients of the prevailing
flow are used to compute the far-field velocities on the fluid domain boundary XZ¢* (cf. Figure 3b) of the micromodel
as
7BC1 _ yo _ 4 BC1
XP = X2 = Zy KT+ Zypibmn Zx, j0X] 42

where Zy it is the local to global transformation tensor, X;p is the flow-field velocity vector, L, is the velocity gradient
tensor in global reference frame and AX; is the position vector with respect to the particle’s center. Again, referring to
Figure 3b, the velocity on the particle’s surface X7¢® is computed from the particle’s center translational and rotational
velocities assuming rigid body motion which is written with respect to the particle’s local reference axis as

XPe =X = ZxﬁXf + fiije,-n@nAXECS 43
where X{ is the particle’s center translational velocity vector and @ is the particle’s angular velocity vector. A pressure
point constraint pg¢, is imposed at a node on the far-field fluid domain (see, e.g., BC2 in Figure 3b) with a magnitude
equal to the prescribed static fluid pressure p, i.e.

Psc2 = Po 44
We define a fluid domain size factor Ml = df /2c¢% (where df is the diameter of the flow domain and c is the major
axis length of the particle). The flow domain size thus increases linearly with the size of the particle. In our analysis,
we utilize a factor of Ml = 10 which is determined to be sufficiently large to yield accurate results. The fluid domain
discretization for the base case having a particle geometric aspect ratio 7, = 6 appears in Figure 4a & b where an
increasing mesh density is used near the particle and particles tip. All FEA simulations are performed with a 10-node
quadratic, iso-parametric tetrahedral serendipity element as shown in Figure 4c.

11/40



AlIP
Publishing

2

<
® Velocity & pressure
® Pressure

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4: Single suspended particle finite element model (a) Fluid domain discretization (b) magnified view of the
domain mesh on the surface of the rigid particle (c) element selection with active degrees of freedom.

The weak form of the nonlinear finite element equations may be transformed in the usual manner to a system of
algebraic equations written in terms of the solution variable vector u and the global system residual vector X as

I=K@Wu-f 45
where K is the global system “stiffness’ matrix, u = [ P]T is the primary solution vector containing nodal velocities
v and pressures p and f is the secondary variable vector containing the associated nodal reaction forces and flow rates.

To simplify the solution procedure, the global system matrix is partitioned into essential e’ (known) and free 'f’
(unknown) degrees of freedom (dofs) as

o) K Kre f;
== - i

where Ur & g are the unknowns quantities to be computed in the finite element analysis. The unknown free velocity
and pressureEofs in uy are computed via a Newton Raphson iterative algorithm by zeroing the free residual vector
Z. i.e uy is iteratively updated until it approaches the actual solution according to
ut=uT =gy 47
In the above, the Tangent Stiffness Matrix (TSM) or Jacobian ] is obtained by differentiating the free residual vector
X defined in eqn. 46 with respect to the free degrees of freedom Uy to obtain
_ 0z, 0Ky 0K off

b = Guy = o U G e AT *
The unknown reactions forces and flow rates at the essential dofs in g, are computed by setting the essential
residual vector 2, = 0 (cf. eqn. 46) to obtain as B

ge = Kepty + Keelte — f 49
The global residual vector and Jacobian are assembled from individual element residual 2¢ and element tangent
stiffness matrices /® in the usual manner. The element residual vector 2 is written in terms of the FEA integral

equations as

fgl(z'z)dﬁ

e _ (2 de
- [z} - . ) 50
[ (@) wig, (B-v)do - [p(-w)do - [pol fas - [wlas
ge - de de s¢
where J{ & Z§ are element residual vectors derived from mass and momentum conservation, respectively, w; and
w, are the arbitrary FEA weighting functions on the continuity and momentum equation, respectively, V and V; are
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the gradient vector and symmetric gradient matrix operator, respectively, defined in”’, p and v are the pressure and
velocity field variables, p is the fluid density, u(y) is the non-Newtonian fluid viscosity, C, is a constant coefficient
matrix, t and f are the surface traction and the body force vectors, and Sf and 9° are the element surface and interior

domains of integration, respectively.

The element TSM ¢ is obtained by differentiating the element residual vector X® with respect to the element solution

. . . . e el
variables u® which contains p® and v , i.e., u® = [£° P°] and

. 0Z¢ 9 (X} or_[ 9 irgler 51
I°= oue 6_L_L3{§§} I” = owe ap® {gﬁ}

First order Facade derivatives are used to approximate the tangent stiffness matrix according to

0z

Futu=2(utdu) -2  Z=2(u 52
which we apply to the continuity residual term ¥ to obtain derivatives with respect to the velocity and pressure as

dxry dxrsy

dv = fg1(Z'Az)d19. ap =0 53

ge [
Similarly, derivatives of the momentum conservation term with respect to the solution variables after algebraic
manipulations are, respectively, given as

dxs T 110u T T
v o= [ (Re) ugravio + [ o5l (en) wema [(Be) g avas st
ve ve
daxrs
== f(Z-Qz)Agdﬁ 55
—_ '_92

It follows that the Galerkin formulation written as the element residual vector Z¢ and tangent stiffness matrix J¢ in

tensorial representation are given respectively as

BeTu(y)C,BedY — J’Be%e(w
ﬂ[f == LT T ey [ feneras e [nemeas
2= pef " yee T s 36
— fge"'éedﬁ g — 9 T
v -
and
eT e 1 16” eT e.e eTpeT, T pe eT pe
BETUCBEd0 + | === (BETuC,Beve) (v BT u()G, B )40 — | BET0tdo
]e_dfe_ e T ge YOV === - - 9e 57
= A — | @"Bedy 0
ve -
where

@€ and N° are the pressure and velocity interpolation functions, respectively,

B¢ and B¢ are ‘strain’ displacement matrices

v°and p€ are respectively the velocities and pressures degrees-of-freedom (dof) at the respective element

nodes
§€ and 9¢ are the element boundary surfaces and domain of integration, respectively.
In eqn. 57, y is the scalar magnitude of the strain rate tensor y which may be written in terms of FEA quantities as

v= rr=) o(e).  v= BTG B 58

In this work, we consider the non-Newtonian viscosity x(}) as that of a power-law shear-thinning fluid given as
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u=myn?t 59
where m is the flow consistency coefficient in Pa - s™ and n is the power-law index, and y is the scalar magnitude of
the deformation tensor ¥;;. In the second integral of the momentum equation Jacobian in eqn. 57 above, it is convenient
to introduce a variable @ = 1/(u?y) (du/dy) to simplify the expression and make it generally applicable to other
GNF fluids. It follows that & can be written for the power-law fluid as
110u 1
a=—zf—,=—_z(n—1) 60

uryoy wy

Alternatively, for a Carreau-Yasuda fluid, the expression for u and a are, respectively,

U= Poo ) 110 1p—fpeo( n—1

EPe _ (4 @y and a= ook =SB Rl RS 61

Ho — Heo wryay y? pr 0+ @)
where, p is the zero-shear viscosity, fi, is an infinite-shear viscosity, # is a time constant, and a is a fitting parameter.

Single Particle Motion with GNF Rheology

In our numerical approach, the particle’s motion is computed based on an appropriate explicit numerical ordinary
differential equation solution technique by calculating its linear and rotational velocities that results in a zero net
hydrodynamic force and torque acting on the particle’s surface. Again, we adopt the Newton-Raphson’s iterative
method to determine the nonlinear solution of particle’s translational and rotational velocities as

Y=Yy 62
where Y contains the particle’s linear velocities X¢ and rotational velocity ¥, i.e., ¥ = [X¢ E]T and Xy, is the particle
hydrodynamic residual vector which is composed of the particle’s hydrodynamic forces Fy; and couple Qy , ie., Xy =

[EH QH] as a function of the particle’s velocity, i.e., Xy = &(Z) Since calculations are performed with respect to
the particle’s local reference frame, the particle’s velocity vector is transformed to global coordinate system according
to the eqn. 63

¥=2z¢ 63
where variables on the global reference frame are accented by a strikethrough and the particle’s velocity
transformation tensor Zy, is given by

Zy 0

o - ] 64

Lol z
We calculate the net hydrodynamic force vector F; and couple @y on the particle by vector summation of the nodal
reactions forces and torques on the particle surface as
ny

ny
Fy = —Z g, Qu=- Z Ax® x g{o 65
k k

where AX®, and ggk) are the position vector and the nodal reaction force vector at the k™ node on the particle surface
(BC3), respectively, and ny is the total number of nodes on BC3. The particle hydrodynamic Jacobian /4 in eqn. 62

above is obtained by differentiating the components of the particle hydrodynamic residual vector X with respect to
components of the particle’s velocity vector ¥ as

e o (k) ng [OIE
0z, 0 T 99, 09,
=—==—IF Q =|- — - () = 66
i =%y Za7 O] [ Zk ay zk AXTXSY

Differentiating the global system FEA residual vector £ in eqn. 46 with respect to the particle velocity vector ¥ we
obtain the derivative of the nodal reaction force vector dg,/dY in eqn. 66 as
dge {f’éef OKee dfe}dt_te ey~ OKee dfe } duy

S R YDV e 4 =+ 2K, — .
av ~ ow, " ou e e T, fay o, v om, e TR v

6gf dgf

where the derivative du . /dy is written in terms of the derivative du,/dY as
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dus
ay —

oKy ke dﬁ]'l {f@f ke dﬁ}dze

—Ur+——U, + 2K ——— —Uus +—u, + 2K;, —— >
ou Y T om T T | \ow T w0 T T dufay 68

To obtain the FEA model derivatives in the above, we differentiate the global FEA system residual X in eqn. 47 with

respect to the solution variable u to obtain the global FEA system Jacobian J as

0Ky 0Ky o\ (K 0K ofy
e | e ol e R
Lo~ [, ,} T (ke O o) (Key e of, *
- - {@w +Eﬂe+§ef_azf} {52e Ef+a_geﬂe+§ee_a_ge}

where eqn. 48 has been expanded to include all free and essential degrees of freedom in u = {¥f Ue}”. In addition,
the nodal reaction force vector derivative dg,/dY in eqn. 67 is written in terms of the submatrices of the global FEA
system Jacobian | as

dge du, dﬂf

A rrad Lo g
Likewise, the derivative dus/ dY in eqn. 68 is also written in terms of the submatrices of the global system Jacobian
J as
i duy -1 du, 71
e e
Given the initial condition of the particle, fj Tat any instant with an associated velocity {j “!at each Jj™ time step,
we update particle’s position and orientation ¥’ using on an explicit fourth order Runge-Kutta method. i.e.

. - At - . - .
B = Gl 2 2 3 &

where
K1}—1 — fy(t"_l,fj_l) — El_l 7_(2171 — fy(tlil + At/z 'zjfl + At/z Efl) s

K= H(ET A T AL 3T 3T = (T s a3
and the function f; is used to evaluate the particles velocities ¥ at time ¢ and position ¥

Comparison of Jeffery’s and FEA model

To validate our FEA model-based particle motion simulations to calculations performed with Jeffery’s equations, we
first define the particle surface pressure p in dimensionless form as

= _ P — Do 74

P ﬂl}"c
where ¥, is a characteristic strain rate of the flow-field. For a given y, and y,, P is evaluated from eqn. 74 where p is
computed from Jeffery’s model (cf. eqn. 1) and similarly from the nodal pressure solution of the FEA model described
above. Likewise, the flow-field velocity magnitude is normalized with respect to the tangential velocity at the
particle’s tip is given as

v=[%/1¥], X=exx &

where X! is the position vector at particle’s tip defined by the major axis length. To ensure consistency between the
Jeffery’s model equations and Finite Element Analysis (FEA) simulation results, we consider the particle’s motion
and surface pressure distribution for the case of a single rigid ellipsoidal particle suspended in viscous homogenous
Newtonian (i.e., power-law index n = 1) flow. The FEA model is shown to exactly match Jeffery’s results for a range
of particle aspect ratios including 7, = 1,2,3,6,and 10 (cf. Figure 5a for ¢ and Figure 5b for P). P is the
dimensionless pressure at the particle’s tip. Additionally, Jeffery’s orbit exactly match our FEA results for the
various flow conditions described above as shown in Figure 5c and Figure 5d which show components of the particle
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unit vector p;, and maximum and minimum normalized surface pressure p. Results in Figure 5a & b are for one period
of Jeffery’s orbit, however, given that values at the end point exactly match within 0.25%, we expect the accuracy of
our numerical approach to remain as particle rotations continue.

¢ [rad]

s57/4 /4

re=3 re=6

re=10

¢ [rad]

-10 +

s 5{,.’

t [s]
SUA-py PST—py SBA-p
— — —SUA—p PST — SBA —p,

c (@
Figure 5% FEA (colored lines) and Jeffery’s results (black markers) of the evolution of the particle’s (a) angular
velocity, & (b) tip pressure, in simple shear flow for particle tumbling in the shear plane with different aspect ratios
1 <1, < 10; (c) orientation components, and (d) minimum (dashed) and maximum (continuous) surface pressure for
particle with initial orientation, ¢° = 7/3,6° = 117/24,3° = 0 suspended in different combined flow types - SUA
(red), PST (pink) and SBA (cyan) with y/é = 1.

Results and Discussion

The Results and Discussion section is divided into two sub-sections. The first sub-section presents particles behavior
(orientation dynamics and surface pressure distribution) in a Newtonian fluid, considering the various homogenous
flows described above and the effect of geometric aspect ratio and particles initial orientation on the particles motion
and evolution of the surface pressure. The subsequent sub-section presents in detail the effect of shear-thinning power-
law fluid rheology on the particles behavior in the various combined homogenous flows and for different shear-to-

 Results of the 3" component of the particle’s orientation vector (i.e. p3) is implicit given the normalization condition
pipi =1.
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extension rate ratio (y/¢ = 1 and 10). The section also presents the results of sensitivity studies on the influence of
the ellipsoidal aspect ratio and initial particle orientation on the particles behavior in non-Newtonian simple shear
flow.

Particle Behavior in Newtonian Homogenous Flows

For the investigation of the behaviour of single rigid spheroidal particle suspended in Newtonian homogenous flows,
Jeffery’s equations are sufficient and computationally more efficient than our numerical solutions. The basic
homogenous flows discussed in the methodology section above that consider various combinations of stretching and
shearing rate are expected in polymer composite melt flow applications such as material extrusion/deposition additive
manufacturing (see e.g., Awenlimobor et al.,””). In all Newtonian flow analyses considered here, we employ an aspect
ratio of 7, = 6, a viscosity of 4; = 1 Pa s and a shear rate of y = 1 s~ where applicable. The particle is initially
oriented in the X,-direction (i.e. $° = 0,0° = —1/2,9° = 0) and rotates in the X, — X5 shear plane.

Figure 6 shows the calculated particle in-plane angular velocity (¢) and particle tip pressure (P) in the various
homogenous flows for two cases of shear-to-extension rate ratio (y/¢) where applicable. Here we use the overbar to
indicate a dimensionless pressure as in eqns. 75 and 76. In the planar extensional flows (i.e. UA, BA, & TA flows),
we observe an absence of particle motion, however, the particle begins to rotate with the introduction of a non-zero
shear velocity gradient component (cf. Figure 6a). In the extension-shear SUA flow (i.e., y/é = 1), the particle is
initially accelerated by the combined action of the inward flow in the X,-direction and the shear flow in the
X,—X5 plane. The particle eventually stalls at ¢, = 1.58 rad as it aligns with the X5-direction due to the applied
stretching and relatively low shear rate. In the PST flow case, there is no flow in the X,-direction that influences the
initial particle motion, however the inflow in the X;-direction keeps the particle motion in the X, — X3 shear plane.
Like the SUA flow case, the applied stretching and relatively high extensional dominance causes the particle to stall
at ¢ = 1.60 rad as it turns to align in the X5-direction. The SUA and PST mixed mode flow types are asymmetric in
the X, — X5 plane. In the SBA flow regime, the inward flow in the X;-direction prevents out-of-plane motion of the
particle, and there is no provision for preferential orientation in the X, — X3 plane due to uniform stretching in the
X, — X3-shear plane. As a result, the particle tumbles continuously. The STA and SS flow types are essentially similar
in terms of their influence on the particle’s behavior. The only difference observed between these flow types is in the
calculated particle tip pressure. At the onset of particle motion at ¢° = 0 the net pressure at the particle tip is zero
(P = 0) for cases with no net flow in the X,-direction. However, the particle tip has a net positive pressure (P =
+31.4) for the UA/SUA flows due to the inflow in the X,-direction, and the outflow in the X,-direction creates a net
negative pressure on the particles tip (P = —31.4) for the BA/SBA cases. As the shear flow induces particle rotation,
the tip pressure drops gradually until it reaches a minimum, at which point the particles orientation coincides with a
principal flow direction (cf. Figure 6b).

In the event where the particle does not stall, the pressure on the particle tip fluctuates between its minimum and
maximum limits at locations where its orientations coincides with the principal flow directions. For the axisymmetric
flows, the particle tip pressure extremes occur at ¢ = + /4, while for the SUA asymmetric flow (i.e., y/€ = 1), this
occurs at ¢ = +1.41 rad. Alternatively, for the PST asymmetric flow, the pressure extreme occurs at ¢ = +1.18 rad.
Cessation of the particles motion under the combined SUA and PST flow conditions is lifted once the conditions of
eqn. 33 are violated, i.e. when y/é = 3k/V1 — k? for the SUA flow condition and y /& = k/V1 — k2 for the PST
flow conditions. In the current study where we assumed x = .9459, the particle does not stall when y/& = 8.75 for
SUA flow condition and when y /€ = 2.92 for the PST flow condition. With increased shear strain rate (i.e., fory/é =
10), the particle rotates periodically for all combined flow conditions (cf. Figure 6¢). Since &, = &; = ¢ , for the
axisymmetric combined flow cases, the particle does not stall regardless of the magnitude of y /€. One exception is
seen for ellipsoidal particles with small but finite thickness such as in the case of a thin rod when k — 1or in the case
of a circular disc when k — 0, both of which are degenerate cases as described by Jeffery’”. As the shear rate increases,
the asymmetric flows becomes more symmetrical and the particle’s surface pressure magnitudes are increased (cf.
Figure 6d). Additionally, increased shear rate also moves the orientation where tip pressure extremes occurs (i.e. at
the point where its coincides with the principal flow directions). For example, in the SUA flow case, the orientation
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where pressure extremes occurs are at ¢ = —0.640,4+0.931rad while the same occurs at ¢ =
—0.736,+0.835 rad for the PST flow case.
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Figure 6: Polar plot of the evolution of the particle’s (a) precession y/é = 1 (where applicable) (b) tip pressure
y/€é =1 (c)precession y/¢ = 10 (d)tip pressure y/¢ = 10 for particle in the various homogenous flow types. In
all cases,y =157, u; =1Pa-s.

Particle motion analyses show that cessation of the rotation depends on the value of y/&, i.e. for the SUA and PST
flows as shown in Figure 7. The tumbling period is seen to asymptote from either direction to the orientation where
conditions for the onset of particle stall is satisfied which is seen to occur at a limit stall angle of approximately ¢, =
1.72 rad. To the left of the red-dashed vertical limit lines in Figure 7a, or beneath the red-dashed horizontal line in
Figure 7b, defining the asymptote events, the particle would stall, however the reverse situation is expected beyond
these limits.
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Figure 7: Particle motion analysis (a) particle tumbling period (or stall time where applicable) and (b) corresponding
particle rotation angle, for different shear dominance factor y /¢ and for the for the combined homogenous flow
conditions.

Effect of Geometric Aspect Ratio and Shear Rate

In a 2D Newtonian study by Awenlimobor et. al.”*, various factors were shown to influence the peak pressure extreme
on the surface of a particle suspended in Newtonian purely viscous simple shear flow including the fluid viscosity y;,
the magnitude of the shear rate y, and the particle aspect ratio 7. The current investigation explores the 3D particle
behavior in Newtonian purely viscous flow using Jeffery’s equations. For a given aspect ratio, the net pressure p —
Po, computed from eqn. 1 is seen to have a linear dependence on the Newtonian viscosity p; and shear rate y, i.e.
(p — po)/u1y is constant. However, as 7, increases, so does the extreme tip pressure. Figure 5b shows that the
particle’s tip pressure magnitude is proportional to the 7, of the ellipsoidal particle, which is likely due to the increased
particle length, the reduced particle tip curvature which occurs as 7, is increased, or both. From eqns. 18 and 19, it
can be shown that the particle’s tip pressure extremes occur at an orientation angle of ¢ = + w/4 when the angular
velocity ¢ = y/2 which also corresponds to the principal flow directions for simple shear flow. Further, at the position
where the particle’s precession approaches extremum at ¢ = nm/2, |n| = 0, the particles tip pressure goes to zero
irrespective of the geometric aspect ratio. Figure 8 shows the pressure distribution on the surface of rigids spheroidal
particles at the location of orbital minimum surface pressure extreme for different aspect ratios and for particle motion
in the plane of shear flow. It is evident that the minimum pressure on the particles surface occurs at the particle tips
and the pressure peak magnitudes increases with the geometric aspect ratio.

T AN AN

()
Figure 8: Pressure Distribution around the particle surface at the point of minimum peak pressure occurrence (¢ =
7'[/ 4) for different aspect ratio (a) 1, = 1 (b) 1, = 6 (¢) 1, = 15
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With increased ellipsoidal aspect ratio, the curvature radius at the particle’s tip reduces. It is important to understand
the relation of the tip pressure magnitude with the tip geometry (i.e. the curvature radius, 1, = 1/7,) and with the
relative positioning of the tip in the constant velocity gradient flow-field (defined by the particles geometric parameter,
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k). Figure 9a shows the relationship between the spheroidal orbital minimum tip pressure, ﬁmin_,( normalized with

respect to the spherical reference values, Fmin,o' (i.e. k = 0) and the curvature radius for a prolate spheroid with unity
minor axis length. This relationship obtained through a typical curve fitting procedure can be represented by eqn. 76.

The Newtonian orbital minimum tip pressure ratio is seen to decrease exponentially with increasing tip curvature
radius as

Poinsc/Pmino = 0.63 + 0.3977153 — 4.81 exp(14.477,) 76

Alternatively, the Newtonian orbital minimum tip pressure ratio can be represented in terms of the geometric
parameter k as shown in Figure 9b and can be written as

Poninsc/Pmino = 1.87k + 10.7411%5 + 0.82 exp(4.54K°%62) 77

Figure 9b shows that as k tends to unity approaching a slender rod, the particle tip orbital minimum pressure goes to
infinity. Note that the mean aspect ratio of short fiber fillers experimentally measured in 13% CF/ABS large scale
EDAM printed bead were found to be about 7, = 45, k = 0.9997%7’, that would theoretically yield high pressure
spikes at the particle tips in the polymer suspension during polymer composite processing based on Jeffery’s model
assumption, which have been suggested by Awenlimobor et al.*’ to be potentially responsible for micro-void
nucleation at the fiber tips.

40 +— 40
* b
BT 35 +
el % 30 - ¥
i
<25+ * <25 s
* 9
‘ £
% 20 i &5 20 4 :
: * £ *
Ay 15 * "7 15 *r
L i
10 4 ,(* 10 4 : r
*,
5 - e, 5 r
*e e N e T e _*___,ir**
0 ot e T e . it AR S
2] 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 2] 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1/re K

Figure 9: Relationship between the particle’s orbital minimum pressure normalized with respect to the minimum
surface pressure on a sphere in Newtonian fluid flow as a function of (a) radius of curvature (7;), and (b) geometric
parameter k. Results are shown for particle tumbling in simple shear flow with u; = 1 Pa-sand y = 1s71.

Effect of Initial Particle Orientation

In Figure 10a, we present the particle’s motion in simple shear flow for various initial particle azimuth angle 6, =
2m/24 < 0 < 11m/24 (¢o = 0) based on Jeffery’s solution given above. As expected, the particle’s motion is
periodic, and the period is same for all orbits. The orbit becomes narrower as we increase the initial out-of-plane
orientation angle which reduces the effective aspect ratio (seen as that projected to the shear plane), resulting in lower
peak pressure extremes. Figure 10b shows that the angle at which the particle pressure extreme occurs shifts as the
particle is oriented further out of the shear plane. Eventually, setting the initial out of plane orientation to zero would
lead to the particle spinning about its axis in a log-rolling position with near-zero surface pressure due to negligible
disturbance velocity. The phase diagrams (cf. Figure 10c and d) reveals a symmetric behavior in particle dynamics.
As the particle moves further out of plane (i.e. G — 0), the location of the tip pressure extremes converges towards
the location of minimum precession at ¢p = + /2, but as the particle moves towards the shear-plane, the pressure
extreme locations coincide with the direction of the principal axis of the flow (¢ = +m/4). Figure 11 shows the
particle’s configuration at the location of minimum particle tip pressure along select Jeffery’s orbits with various
initial azimuth angle 6. For the particle tumbling in the shear plane of the flow (6, = — /2) we see that the particle’s
orientation coincides with the principal direction of the flow (¢p = 7/4) but as it moves further out of plane, the peak
pressure location moves closer towards the upper limit of azimuthal inclination for each orbit (i.e. ¢ — 7/2).
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Figure 10" Results for different initial particle orientation showing (a) Jeffery’s orbits (b) particle tip pressure
evolution where the asterisk (*) indicates location of the tip pressure extreme (c) phase diagram of azimuth angle 6
vs nutation 6 (d) polar plot of the precession ¢ vs polar angle ¢. Results are shown for — 27 /24 < 6, < —121/24

and for simple shear flow with gy = 1Pa-sand y = 1s"1,1, =6.

® The results presented in Figure 14(a)-(d) are also validated with both FEA and Jeffery’s analytical calculation. The
black dashed lines are results obtained from Jeffery’s equation and the continuous colored lines are results from FEA

computations.
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Figure 11: Spatial configuration of the particle at the point of minimum pressure occurrence and for various initial
azimuthal angle 6, of (a) 8, = 21/24, (a) 6, = 81/24, (a) 8, = 12m/24. Results are shown for ¢y = 1 Pa - s and
y=1s"Y r, = 6.

Figure 12a shows a nearly linear relationship between the particle’s orbital minimum tip pressure and the polar angle
location along the corresponding Jeffery’s orbits. As noted above, when the particle is tumbling in shear plane (i.e.,
G = 400), the location of the particle’s surface extreme pressure coincides with the ellipsoidal tip location. However,
as the particle becomes oriented more out-of-plane (i.e. G — 0), the location of minimum pressure on the particle
surface at the orientation of peak pressure occurrence is slightly shifted away from the tip down the leeward side
trailing the flow. Figure 12b shows the difference between the minimum pressure on the fibers surface and tip pressure
(8P) at the instant when the peak occurs along Jeffery’s orbit. The result shows that a higher initial out of plane
orientation leads to greater deviation of the fiber tip pressure from its surface pressure extreme magnitude.
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Figure 12: Tip pressure results (a) Orbital minimum particle tip pressure versus polar angle, and (b) difference in the
instantaneous particle tip pressure and actual surface pressure extremum, for different Jeffery’s orbit and for p; =
1Pa-sand y =1s7%, 1, = 6.

The particle orbital maximum nutation 6 itself peaks at a Jeffery’s orbit that passes through (¢,6 = +m/4)
irrespective of the aspect ratio. In Figure 13a, the continuous lines trace the paths of orbital maximum nutation across
the degenerate spectrum of Jeffery’s orbit for different aspect ratios, and the dashes lines are the Jeffery’s orbit that
cuts across the location of peak nutation for different ellipsoidal aspect ratios. From Figure 13b, the peak nutation
across the spectrum of Jeffery’s orbit is observed to increase with the aspect ratio and approaches the critical value at

0 =vy/4.
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Figure 13: Out-of-plane Jeffery orbits (a) the path of orbital maximum nutation across degenerate spectrum of Jeffery’s
orbit for aspect ratios of 1, 2, 3, 6, and 10 (continuous lines) and critical Jeffery’s orbit at which the orbital maximum
nutation attains peak magnitude for the same aspect ratios (dashed lines). (b) phase plot of the orbital maximum
nutation across degenerate spectrum of Jeffery’s orbit for different aspect ratios.

Particle Motion in Non-Newtonian Homogenous Flows

The results presented above focused on a single rigid ellipsoidal particle in various combined extensional and shear
Newtonian homogenous flows that are considered typical of those in an EDAM nozzle during polymer composite
processing. It is well understood, however, that thermo-plastic polymer materials are inherently non-Newtonian.
Moreover, the addition of filler reinforcements to polymers are known to increase the melt viscosity and the shear-
thinning fluid behavior in the nozzle. Additionally, high shear regions of complex flows such as the lubrication zone
near the screw edge or regions of flow acceleration near the nozzle are known to result in flow segregation of highly
shear-thinning polymer melt suspension into resin lean highly viscous domains and resin rich low-viscosity domains.
As such understanding the particle behavior in shear-thinning fluid within various flow regimes is important in
understanding microstructural development within polymer composite beads. The sections to follow present results
obtained with the nonlinear FEA modeling approach presented above which considers a non-Newtonian shear-
thinning power-law fluid rheology.

Prior research on the response of a single particle suspended in a 2D viscous flow performed by Awenlimobor et al®
showed that although the shear-thinning rheology has no impact on the particles motion, the particle surface pressure
extremes are reduced with decreasing power-law index. Here we consider the response of a single 3D ellipsoidal
particle in simple homogeneous power-law fluid flows computed using the FEA method described above. The results
presented in Figure 14 are for an ellipsoid with geometric ratio 7, = 6 rotating in a power-law fluid with a flow shear
rate of ¥ = 1 s~* and power-law indices ranging from 0.2 to 1.0.
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Figure 14: FEA computed shear-thinning response of (a) particle polar angle ¢ vs precession ¢ and (b) surface
pressure extremes for particle motion in simple shear flow. Results are shown, forr, = 6,0.2<n <0.8,m=1Pa-
s", y=1s"tand ¢° =0,6°=—-m/2,9° =0.

Figure 14a shows that the shear-thinning behavior has a slight influence on the particle’s dynamic motion as reduction
in the power-law index slows down the particle. The limits of the particle’s in-plane angular velocity are observed to
increase with increasing power-law index. Further, Figure 14b shows that the particle surface pressure extremes
increase with decreased shear-thinning. Additionally, it is interesting to note that even though the orbit formed from
particle tumbling in the shear-plane appears to exhibit little noticeable difference due to shear-thinning, Figure 15a
shows that the tumbling period significantly increases with increasing shear-thinning.
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Figure 15: Non-Newtonian to Newtonian ratio of the (a) particle’s in-plane tumbling period (b) Orbital minimum
particle tip pressure. Results are shown for 7, =6, 0.2 <n <08 m=1Pa-s", y=1s"! and ¢°=0,0°=
—m/2,9° =0.

The relationship between the particle tumbling period 7, and the power-law index n under simple shear flow
conditions was determined through a typical curve fitting procedure to follow

Tp = 74(0.9135 + 1.4724¢-276457)

where 7, is the tumbling period in a shear-thinning fluid with power-law index n and 7, is the particle tumbling period
for the Newtonian case, i.e. when n = 1. Figure 15b shows that the orbital minimum particle tip pressure has a
quadratic variation with the flow behavior index as described as

Prinn = Pruin1(0.28 + 0.42n + 0.30n2) 79

minn

78
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which implies that the shear-thinning effect on particle pressure distribution can be interpreted as having the same
effect as would a modification of the Newtonian viscosity, agreeing with the findings of Ji et al*> and Awenlimobor
etal®™.

Figure 16 shows the pressure field around the ellipsoidal particle at various instants during the particle tumbling
motion in the plane of the shear flow. The contours show an intensification of the pressure on the particle surface as
the power-law index increases from n = 0.2 to n = 1.0. The pressure intensification is observed to be higher at
orientations of peak orbital pressure extreme magnitudes (i.e. at ¢ = +m/4). These observations can be explained
from the plot of the disturbance in the velocity X{*# around the surface of the particle due to the particles motion
defined as the difference between the flow-field velocity and free stream velocity, i.e. X& = X; — X{° (cf. Figure 17).
We observe a higher magnitude of the velocity disturbance around same location on the particles surface where
pressure extremes are observed to occur (i.e. at the particle tips). Likewise, the intensity of the disturbance is seen to
increase with increasing power-law index and the magnification is higher at critical orientation angles where the orbital
peak pressure extremes occur during alignment with the principal flow directions (i.e. at ¢ = +m/4). The lower
pressure intensities are thus a result of lower disturbance in the velocity field around the particle caused by the
deceleration of the particles motion in the shear-thinning fluid.
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Figure 16: Mid - sectional plot of the pressure distribution around the ellipsoidal particle for at different instants during
the particle’s in-plane tumbling motion (¢p = 0,7/4,7/4,7/4) and for different power-law indices (0.2 < n < 0.8).
Results are shown forr, =6, m = 1Pa-s™,y=1s"*and ¢°=10,0°=—m/2,9° = 0.
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Figure 17: : Mid - sectional plot of the disturbance velocity around the ellipsoidal particle for at different instants
during the particle’s in-plane tumbling motion (¢ = 0,7/4,7/4,m/4) and for different power-law indices (0.2 <
n < 0.8). Results are shown forr, =6, m=1Pa-s",y =1s tand ¢°=0,0°=—-n/2,9° =0.

Figure 18a-d shows the computed results of the single rigid ellipsoidal particle in combined shear and uniaxial
extension (SUA) flow type with a power-law index n ranging from 0.2 to 1 while considering two shear-extension
rate ratios (i.e., ¥/€ = 1 and 10). Figure 18a and Table II shows that the particle stalls in the SUA flow with y/é =
1) and the shear-thinning fluid behavior slightly increases particle rotation speed and shortens the trajectory which is
evident from the slight reduction in the time to particle stall and the stall angle with decreasing power-law index.
Figure 18b shows that the shear-thinning fluid reduces the magnitude of the particle surface pressure extremes in the
SUA flow, however, the shear-thinning rheology does not affect the orbital angle location where the minimum peak
magnitude pressure occurs (i.e. at ¢ = +1.41 rad).

n 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
T 3.922 3.982 4.012 4.032 4.032
b 1.574 1.577 1.579 1.580 1.580

Table II: Particle stall time 74 and particle stall angle ¢ for single ellipsoidal particle motion in SUA shear-thinning
flow for different flow behavior index 0.2 <n < 1.0 withm = 1 Pa-s™, y = 1s ' andy/é = 1.

In the shear dominant flow condition when y /¢ = 10, the particle tumbles periodically under slightly non-Newtonian
rheological fluid behavior (n = 0.8), however further reduction in the power-law index (n < 0.8) causes the particle
to eventually stall in a preferred orientation along the direction of stretching (cf. Figure 18c). This implies that the
conditions for particle stall in a shear-thinning fluid is dependent on the competing influence of the shear-extensional
rate factor and the intensity of the shear-thinning fluid behavior. Table III shows that the particle stall time () and
stall angle (¢p;) when n < 0.8, and half period (TS'S) for the cases where the particle tumbles periodically (i.e. when
n > 0.8). As expected, at the location of the orbital extreme pressure magnitude where the particle orientation
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coincides with the principal flow direction (at ¢ = +0.931,4+2.502 rad), the surface extreme pressure magnitudes
are observed to decrease with the intensity of the shear-thinning fluid rheology (cf. Figure 18&d). The pressure
fluctuations on the particle’s tip as it tumbles continuously in the shear dominant flow or the local pressure that subsist
at particle’s tip as it stalls in the extension dominant flow condition are important in understanding the final
microstructural formations within printed polymer composite beads®’.

n 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
05
Tn 31.930 39.777 65.146 59.070 40.156
(or 7)

1.607

1.644

1.689

bs
Table III: Half-period/stall time (where applicable) 7 and stall angle ¢¢ (where applicable) for single ellipsoidal
particle motion in SUA shear-thinning flow for different flow behavior index 0.2 < n < 1.0 with m =1 Pa - s™,
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Figure 18: Phase diagram of the particles polar angle ¢ vs (a) precession ¢ - /& = 1 (b) surface pressure maximum
(dashed) and minimum (continuous) - y/é =1 and (c) precession ¢ - y/€é =10, (d) surface pressure maximum
(dashed) and minimum (continuous) -y /& = 10, for particle motion in combined shear and uniaxial extension (SUA)
flow. Results are shown, for 0.2 <n <0.8,m=1Pa-s" y=1s"tand ¢° =0,0° = —m/2,9° = 0.

In the combined shearing/planar stretching (PST) flow, the shear-thinning fluid rheology does not deter the particle’s
acquiescence into preferred orientation state under the extension-rate dominant flow condition (i.e. y/é = 1).
However, the shear-thinning is observed to decelerate the particles motion, prolong the stall event and extend the
particles trajectory to stall contrary to what was observed in the SUA flow. Figure 19a reveals a slight reduction in the
peak in-plane angular velocity with decreasing power-law index and Table IV shows that the stall time and stall angle
both of which increase with increased shear-thinning. The particle tip pressure magnitudes are nonetheless observed
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to decrease with increased shear-thinning as expected (cf. Figure 19b). The particle in-plane orientation at the location
of orbital minimum surface pressure (i.e. at ¢ = +1.18) is unaltered by the shear-thinning effect.

n 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

T 13.337 | 11.796 | 11.026 | 10.515 | 10.135

bs 1.676 1.644 1.625 1.611 1.600
Table I'V: Particle stall time 7 and particle stall angle ¢ for single ellipsoidal particle motion in PST shear-thinning
flow for different flow behavior index 0.2 <n < 1.0 withm = 1 Pa-s"™, y = 1s ' andy/é = 1.

The shear-thinning effect does not stall the particle under the shear-rate dominant condition (i.e. when y/é = 10) in
the PST flow contrary to what was observed in the SUA flow. However, at the local minima of the particle’s angular
velocity evolution curve when its deceleration approaches zero (cf. Figure 19¢), the increased shear-thinning effect is
observed to further decelerate particle motion and bring it closer to stall condition. Table V shows that the particles
tumbling period increases with decreasing power-law index indicating the deceleration of the particle rotation with
increased shear-thinning. The sustained particle motion allows for continuous fluctuations between particle surface
pressure extremes at the particle tip. As would be expected, the pressure magnitudes are observed to decrease with
increased shear-thinning (cf. Figure 19d). Further, the in-plane orientation at the orbital location of particle surface tip
pressure extremum (i.e. at ¢ = +0.835, +2.406rad) is unaltered by the shear-thinning effect. The particle’s tumbling
period is likewise observed to increase with decreasing power-law index due to increased particle deceleration induced
by the shear-thinning fluid rheology (cf. Table IV).

n | 02 | 04 | 06 | 08 | 10
705 | 36.181 | 28.045 | 24.169 | 21.839 | 20.280
Table V: Half-period for single ellipsoidal particle motion in PST shear-thinning flow for different flow behavior
index 0.2 <n <1.0withm=1Pa-s" y =1s"tandy/é = 10.
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Figure 19: Phase diagram of the particles polar angle ¢ vs (a) precession ¢ - /¢ = 1 (b) surface pressure maximum
(dashed) and minimum (continuous) - /€ = 1 and (c) precession ¢> - y/é =10, (d) surface pressure maximum
(dashed) and minimum (continuous) - y/é = 10, for particle motion in combined shear and planar stretching (PST)
flow. Results are shown, for 0.2 <n <0.8,m=1Pa-s™ y=1s"tand ¢° =0,0° = —m/2,9° = 0.

(@)

Under the balanced shear and bi-axial elongation (SBA) flow condition, inward flow normal to the shear plane coupled
with uniform stretching along the shear plane promotes particle in-plane tumbling motion. Under this flow condition,
the particle does not stall irrespective of the magnitude of the extension rate. However, while the increased shear-
thinning is observed to accelerate the particles motion when y/é = 1, it is shown to slightly decelerate the particles
motion under a higher shear rate i.e. y/é = 10 (cf. Figure 20a & c¢). When y/é = 1 the limits of particle in-plane
angular velocity are observed to decrease with increased shear-thinning and vice versa when y /¢ = 10. The shear-
thinning effect decreases the particle tumbling period when y/é = 1 and increases the period when y/é = 10 (cf.
Table VI). Under a lower shear rate (y/& = 1), there are no noticeable peaks in the evolution of the particle maximum
surface pressure, contrary to what is observed when y/¢ = 10. As would be expected, the particle surface pressure
extremes are observed to decrease with increased shear-thinning and the location of orbital minimum surface pressure
at ¢ = + /4 is unaffected by the shear-thinning rheology (cf. Figure 20b and d).

705 n
" 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
/¢ 1 9.558 11.273 | 13.266 | 15.799 19.453
14 10 25.265 22.650 | 21.155 | 20.138 19.423

Table VI: Half tumbling period 79-° for single ellipsoidal particle motion in SBA shear-thinning flow for different

flow behavior index 0.2 < n < 1.0 and different shear to extension rate ratio (y/€) withm = 1 Pa-s", y = 1s™L.
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Figure 20: Phase plots of the particles polar angle ¢ vs (a) precession ¢ - y/¢ = 1 (b) surface pressure maximum
(dashed) and minimum (continuous) - /€ = 1 and (c) precession ¢> - y/é =10, (d) surface pressure maximum
(dashed) and minimum (continuous) - y/é = 10, for particle motion in combined shear and biaxial extension (SBA)
flow. Results are shown, for 0.2 <n <0.8,m=1Pa-s™ y=1s"tand ¢° =0,0° = —m/2,9° = 0.

Observation of particle behavior in the flow types considered here as applied to polymer melt flow conditions during
EDAM processing suggests that the shear-thinning effect increases the particle stall tendency closer to the EDAM
nozzle center where a higher extension rate dominance is seen. Shear-thinning is seen here to have a similar effect as
decreasing the shear-to-extension rate (y/€), thus shifting the boundaries of the extension dominant region outward
(cf. Appendix B, Figure 24). Irrespective of the flow regime, the shear-thinning rheology reduces the pressure
magnitude which has a similar effect to reducing the viscosity magnitude in a Newtonian fluid. Additionally, in high
shear dominant flow regions of the EDAM nozzle, the shear-thinning effect is generally expected to slow down the
particles motion, while close to the nozzle center, dominated by high extension-rate, the particle’s stall event is
expected to be promoted by shear-thinning effects.

Effect of Initial Particle Orientation

In earlier sections we showed that the pressure magnitudes on the surface of a particle suspended in a Newtonian
simple shear flow reduces as the orbit constant G (cf. eqn. 19,20) goes from G = +co where the particle is tumbling in
the shear plane to G = 0 where the particle is spinning about its axis perpendicular to the shear plane. It was also
shown that the tumbling period was unaffected by Jeffery’s orbit. The effect of shear-thinning rheology on the particle
motion for various Jeffery orbits are presented in this section. We consider particle motion in simple shear flow with
shear rate of ¥ = 1s~* and for a GNF power-law fluid rheology with a power-law index of n = 0.5 and a consistency
index of m = 1 Pa - s™. The same geometric aspect ratio of 7, = 6 as was previously used is considered here.

Figure 21a shows that Jeffery’s orbits are altered slightly by the shear-thinning fluid which occurs to a greater extent
as the fiber is oriented further out of the shear plane (i.e., as G = +oo0 is moved to G = 0). The initial particle polar
angle on a particular Newtonian Jeffery’s orbit is observed to also modify the particle trajectory. Figure 21a and b also
show that trajectory of the particle motion in an orbit with initial azimuth angle of ° = 2m/24 with two initial starting
positions at the vertices of the Newtonian conical orbit. With an initial starting position at the vertex of the directrix
of the Newtonian conical orbit on the major axis (at ¢p° = m/2), the particle path is seen to dilate outwardly defined
by the outer curve (dashed cyan line) from the Newtonian orbit (continuous black line). However, starting the particle
from the co-vertex of the directrix of the Newtonian orbit on the minor axis (i.e. $° = 0), the orbit constricts inwardly
defined by the inner curve (continuous cyan line). Both curves clearly illustrate the extent of deviation in the particle
path from the Newtonian orbit and that for a given power-law index and set of flow parameters. The fluid shear-
thinning is seen to influence the particles motion similar to elongating or shortening the particle, depending on the
initial position on the orbit. This observed behavior is consistent with conclusions by Abtahi et al.**.

The fluid shear-thinning is seen to have a more profound effect on the surface pressure of particles on Jeffery orbit
closer to the shear plane (G — 400) as compared to orbits farther out of plane (i.e. close to G — 0). The net pressure
drop (6P) due to the shear-thinning effect is seen to be proportional to the magnitude of the particle surface pressure
as shown in Figure 21c. Likewise, the net pressure drop of particle tip pressure is seen to depend on its initial starting
position as is evident from the net pressure curves shown for each initial polar angle on the orbit farthest from the
shear plane (§° = 2m/24), i.e. dashed cyan line for ¢° = 0 and continuous cyan line for ¢° = /2 .

As expected, the particle dynamics are also affected by the shear-thinning rheology. The envelope of the phase diagram
of the particle’s nutation (cf. Figure 21d) contract inwardly from the Newtonian envelope due to the shear-thinning
effect irrespective of the initial position on the orbit. The shear-thinning rheology appears to have less effect on the
particle’s precession as the Jeffery’s orbit is oriented further out of plane, i.e. when G — 0 (cf. Figure 21e), however,
this effect on the particle’s nutation is more profound as G — 0. Although, the particle’s period of tumbling is
independent on the Jeffery’s orbit in Newtonian flow, the tumbling period is observed to be influenced by the Jeffery’s
orbit under shear-thinning flow conditions. Figure 22a shows the relationship between the tumbling period 745 and
the initial azimuth angle, 6, for the particle motion in non-Newtonian power-law fluid, with flow behaviour index of
n = 0.5. The relationship in Figure 22a can be described as

Tos = 71(1.2976 — 0.7358¢ 3849560 80
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which has been obtained using a typical curve fitting procedure. Overall, the shear-thinning fluid rheology slows down
a particle’s motion which occurs to a greater degree as the tumbling orbit approaches the shear plane (i.e. G — +00).
Additionally, the reduction in the minimum surface pressure magnitudes due to shear-thinning becomes more
significant as G — 4o and vice-versa. The relationship between the particles orbital minimum tip pressure P,,;, and
the initial particles out-of-plane orientation 8° appearing in Figure 22b clearly shows a gradual widening of the gap
between the Newtonian and non-Newtonian pressure profiles.
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Figure 21: Effect of fluid shear-thinning on Jeffery’s orbit: (a) particle’s orbits in simple shear flow (b) dilated orbit
(dashed cyan line ¢° = 7/2), constricted orbit (continuous cyan line, ¢° = 0) and Newtonian orbit (black line) for
0° = 2m/24 (c) difference in particle tip pressure between NT and GNF fluid (d) phase diagram of azimuth angle
vs nutation @ (e) polar plot of precession ¢ vs polar angle ¢, for different initial particle orientation between
—2m/24 < 0° < —121/24, ¢° =0, ¥° = 0 and for NT fluid (dashed) and GNF power-law fluids (continuous)
withm =1 Pa-s™,n=0.5.
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Figure 22: Effect of shear-thinning comparing (a) the non-Newtonian to Newtonian tumbling period 7y 5/7;, and (b)
the non-Newtonian (red line) and Newtonian (black line) particles orbital minimum tip pressure P,,;,,, versus the initial
azimuth angle 6, considering GNF power-law fluid, with withm = 1 Pa - s™,n = 0.5 and initial orbit position ¢° =

0.

Effect of Geometric Aspect Ratio

Sensitivity study on the influence of the particle geometric aspect ratio on its field state showed that the aspect ratio
significantly influences the observed particle kinematic behaviour and the surface pressure distribution in Newtonian
shear flow. For completeness, we now consider the effect of the geometric aspect ratio on particle behaviour in shear-
thinning simple shear flow making comparisons to the behaviour in a Newtonian fluid. Previous studies showed that
the shear-thinning effect on the particle’s orbit are magnified with increasing initial out of plane orientation §%%. As
such we consider Jeffery’s orbit with initial particle orientation of ¢° = 0,6° = 2r/24,and ° = 0. Figure 23
shows the deviation in particle trajectories, pressure and dynamic responses between the shear-thinning and
Newtonian fluid for various particle aspect ratios. For spherical shaped particles, shear-thinning has no significant
effect on the particles orbit, or the evolution of the particle’s surface pressure and dynamic responses. However, as
the particle aspect ratio increases up to 7, = 6, we observe considerable deviation in the particle trajectory (cf. Figure
23a) consistent with the findings of Abtahi et al.™¥. Similar to results that appear above, the particle trajectory is
elongated or constricted depending on the initial starting position on a particular Newtonian Jeffery’s orbit. With a
further increase in the particle’s slenderness, i.e. as k = 1, modification of the particle’s trajectory due to shear-

thinning becomes negligible as was also observed by Ferec et al.?.

The shear-thinning effect on the pressure response however continues to increase with the particle length (cf. Figure
23b) which can be attributed to the hydrostatic stress intensification at the particle’s tip arising from the increased
particle length and/or the related decrease in the tip curvature. Likewise, the impact of shear-thinning on particle
angular velocities is initially observed to increase with increasing aspect ratio (cf. Figure 23c & d). The non-linear
effects, however, gradually declines with further increase in ellipsoid’s slenderness. The shear-thinning behaviour is
observed to slightly decrease the particles orbit period with slight increase in the aspect ratio. Further increases in the
particle’s slenderness, however, results in the shear-thinning behaviour prolonging the tumbling period. At lower
aspect ratios, the pressure drag which does not depend on the local viscosity dominates the hydrodynamic resistance,
however, with longer particles, the skin friction drag becomes significant due to the increased surface area and change
in apparent viscosity”. Since a decrease in the apparent viscosity is known to slow down particle motion, we
experience longer tumbling periods with considerable increase in the particle aspect ratio (cf. Table VII).

Y0 =0.

. | 1 | 2 | 3

| 6 | 10

Tos/T, | 1.000 | 0966 | 0951 | 1.027 | 1.250
Table VII: Ratio of the particle’s tumbling period in shear-thinning simple shear flow with n = 0.5 and m =1 Pa -
s™andy = 1s~! and with to the reference Newtonian quantity, 7;. Initial particle orientation is ¢° =0,0°=2n/24,
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Figure 23: Showing (a) particle’s orbits in simple shear flow (b) difference in particle tip pressure evolution between
NT and GNF fluid (c) phase diagram of azimuth angle @ vs nutation 8 (d) polar plot of the polar angle ¢ vs precession
¢, for different particle aspects 7, and for NT fluid (dashed) and GNF power-law fluids (continuous) with m = 1 Pa -
s™ n = 0.5. Initial particle orientation is ¢° = 0,0° = 21 /24, ° = 0.

Since typical EDAM printed fiber-filled polymer composites are known to have very high aspect ratios 7, > 457577,
the shear-thinning rheology is expected to have negligible effects on particle angular velocity and trajectory. However,
we expect the non-Newtonian fluid slows down the particles kinematics and reduces the surface pressure distribution.

Conclusion

In conclusion, a non-linear 3D-FEM numerical approach has been implemented to investigate the effects of shear-
thinning fluid rheology in combination with other factors including the particles aspect ratio and initial particle
orientation on the dynamics and surface pressure distribution on a particle suspended in viscous homogenous flow.
The particles behavior in a special class of homogenous flows that typifies conditions found in melt flow regions of
the of an extrusion nozzle during polymer composite additive manufacturing processing is also studied.
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In the Newtonian flow, the ellipsoidal particle stalls in extension dominant asymmetric flow regimes but tumbles
periodically in axisymmetric flows irrespective of the magnitude of the extension rate. The stall event in asymmetric
flows is dictated by the shear-to-extension rate ratio. Increased shear dominance increases flow symmetry and
tendency for continuous and periodic particle tumbling. The tumbling period in the asymmetric flows is expectedly
dependent on the shear-to-extension rate ratio. The tumbling period increases asymptotically with increasing extension
dominance until the conditions for stall based on Jeffery's equation are satisfied. On the other hand, the evolution time
to particle stall is shown to increase asymptotically with increased shear dominance until the conditions for stall are
violated. With sustained particle motion, the particle tip pressure fluctuates between extremums at the instants where
its orientation aligns with the principal flow directions. An increase in the ellipsoidal particle aspect ratio was shown
to affect the particles dynamics and increase the tumbling period. It also was shown to exacerbate the pressure
extremes at the particle tip which could be caused by the increased aspect ratio alone, or the related reduction in tip
curvature, or both. With a narrowing of Jeffery’s orbit as the particle tumbles further out of plane, the particle surface
pressure extremes are observed to decrease and the surface location of the pressure extreme further deviates from the
particle’s tip location. The orbital peak particle tip pressure magnitude follows a somewhat linear relationship with
the polar location on the orbit across spectrum of degenerate Jeffery's orbit.

The behavior of the suspended particle is shown to be affected by the shear-thinning fluid rheology. In the
axisymmetric flows where the particle motion ensues periodically, the shear-thinning fluid rheology slows down the
particles motion and increases the tumbling period. Cessation of particle motion (i.e., a stall condition) in the
asymmetric homogenous flows is shown to be dictated by a competing influence of the shear-thinning intensity and
shear to extension rate dominance. The shear-thinning was found to have similar effect has decreasing the shear-rate
dominance of the prevailing flow on the particles motion. Irrespective of the homogenous flow type, the magnitude
of the particle surface pressure distribution was observed to significantly decrease with increased shear-thinning
intensity due to an accompanying decrease in the effective viscosity of the fluid around the particle surface. The orbital
location at which the pressure magnitude extremes on the particles surface are, however, unaffected by the shear-
thinning rheology. On the shear-plane, shear-thinning rheology has no noticeable effect on the particles orbit, however,
with a narrowing of the Jeffery orbit as we move further out of plane, the particle's trajectory deviates further from the
Newtonian reference path. The shear-thinning rheology may either constrict or dilate the Newtonian orbit depending
on the initial starting location of the particle on the orbit. The elongation of the particle's motion and the lowering of
the pressure on the surface of the particle by the shear-thinning effect is augmented with widening of Jeffery’s orbit
as the particle tumbles closer to the shear plane. For spherical particles, the shear-thinning fluid has no significant
effect on the dynamics or surface pressure distribution, but with increased aspect ratio, modification of the particle's
trajectory and dynamics due to the non-linear effects becomes significant until a critical point, where the non-linear
effects are reversed. With excessive particle slenderness, the impact of the shear-thinning fluid on the particle's
trajectory and dynamics diminishes. On the contrary, the effects of the shear-thinning on lowering of the particle's
surface pressure magnitude is proportionally elevated with increasing aspect ratio.

The foregoing discussion on the study of rigid spheroidal particle’s behavior in viscous homogenous suspension are
applicable in understanding and control various key transport phenomenon of this FSI process. For instance, the
fluctuation of local field surface pressure distribution of suspended fibers in polymeric processes identified by
Awenlimobor et al.” as a key mechanism potentially responsible for porosities within the composite beads could be
controlled by suitable rheological adjustment to reduce the local pressure fluctuations. On one hand, increasing the
shear-thinning intensity may help control the void formations, however increased shear-thinning may increase the
likelihood of multiphase flow segregation within nozzle and the create more anisotropy in the microstructure of the
printed composite. The present study contributes to understanding the combined effects of various flow parameters
on the flow-field development during polymer composite processing which is instrumental in effectively controlling
the expected microstructural behavior of printed composite beads and resulting properties.
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Appendix A. Definition of Constants in Jeffery’s Equation

1984. A rheological equation of state for semi-concentrated fiber

The expressions of the components of the variable vector y and coefficient tensors A/, A" & A" that appear in the

definition of the Jeffery’s velocity and pressure are defined in A1-A6 below. For the variable vector y the

components are given as

X1=a'XoXs, X =B'XsXi, Xz =V'XX;
The components in A’ vector are likewise given as
f g h
rR=-1, -2 .1
Xy 0 Yo
The components in A'/ tensor are given as
U=2[b*B—c?C], V=2[c’C—d?4], = 2[a?4 - b?B]

Al

A2

A3

where the coefficients 4, B, C in equation A3 above are also components of tensor A"/ containing the stresslet and

torque acting on the rigid ellipsoidal particle suspended in linear ambient flow-field”". given in equation A4 below

_ 1{ 2a)d— Byb—vyyé }
6 ﬁorlyoﬂ +,y0!!a61 +arl mi’
_1( 2Bb—yié—aja
Bovy + vy + By )’
_ 1{ 2y — afd — By'b }
ﬁ |’

"o "o
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The Greek integral constants @, 8, y and their symmetric forms are defined as’’

_f1 da ,_fl da
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A greek constant subscripted with 0, implies that the lower limit of integration A = 0. The variables d, b, ¢
are components of the rate of deformation tensor F and &,n, ¢ are components of the vorticity tensor £ Zie.
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Appendix B. Flow-Regimes in Typical EDAM Nozzle

Polymer composite melt flow through the nozzle in typical EDAM polymer composite processing is characterized by
complex combination of shear and extensional deformation rate components that are dependent on the viscoelastic
polymer melt rheology and the geometry of the extrusion nozzle. The flow condition at the nozzle wall is pure shear
and at the nozzle centreline is pure uniaxial elongation (cf. Figure 24)’%7*. Away from the convergent zone in the
lubrication zone defined by the clearance between the screw edge and the nozzle walls, the flow is predominantly
shear dominant while close to the centreline and near the entrance of the nozzle where the flow undergoes acceleration
due to geometric constriction, the flow is dominated by extensional rate, and at the vortices created near the notch
edges with sharp transitions due to elastic instabilities, the flow is mainly rotational”?. The flow contraction region
consists of a complex combination of the various flow categories with varying dominance.

A simple metric used to classify the flow regimes is based on a flow parameter v given by’>.

Ve +j,
g= e Bl
Ye —JWc
where ¥, is the magnitude of deformation rate tensors defined as y. = ,/2[};I}; and w is the magnitude of the vorticity

tensor given as w. = |2 E;; Ej;. The flow is pure shear when v = 0, pure elongational when v = 1, and purely

rotational when v = —1. Typical flow patterns within the convergent zone results in v lying between —1 < v < 1.
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Figure 24: Schematic showing flow regimes within a typical EDAM nozzle during polymer processing.
Appendix C.  Obtaining Particle Stall Orientation Angles in Newtonian Homogenous Flows
The particle stall angles under favorable conditions in general class of homogenous flows can be obtained using the

tensorial representation for the particle orientation of an axisymmetric ellipsoidal particle in viscous suspension with
velocity gradient £ developed by Dinh et al.*” based on Jeffery’s model assumptions and is given as

b = =05 + k(Ii0; = TaPrpip;) Cl
where p is the particle orientation defined by the vector:

p = [cos@ sinfsing sinfcosp]” 2
The Euler angles and angular velocities can be backtracked from the rate of the orientation vectors p thus:
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Considering the normalization condition, the independent components of the particle orientation at stall can likewise

be obtained via the Newton-Raphson numerical iterative process according to eqn. xx. below
P =ps = Jo, 0" 4
where ps = [0S 0317, v ipj=1, Qﬂ = [¢ 6]", and the components of the Jacobian l@z are explicitly defined

in eqns. C5-C8 below
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=—om — T = —2|14+2(2-2) (242 1+2 s
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Jo,21 = [_]p,ll(l -pH)+ pl](l -pH)” /2 C7
- . _3
192,22 = [_]p,12(1 -pD)+ Pl](l -pd) /2 C8
And the tensor J,, is computed from eqn. C9 below
- _z T T T r_[-1 1 0
Jp=-gn+xlL-po" (L4 )= ()]0 7= [T o ] ©

Appendix D. Principal Flow Directions

The principal flow directions can be obtained by spectral decomposition of the symmetric part of the velocity gradient
tensor I . The respective eigenvectors @* are the principal flow directions. i.e.

A k=1 D1
© | n = Pmihia®s Ma={¢ 2], 2|L=0ne
Considering the in-plane homogenous flow velocity gradient of Equation 22, the principal flow directions in the
shear plane irrespective of coordinate reference frame are obtained as
&, — &y |6 — &7
tan¢, = — - +1 D2
y ¥ v

As would be seen from the simulation results, for a particle tumbling in the flow shear-plane, the particle orientation
at the location of minimum pressure extreme on particle’s surface corresponds to position of particle alignment with
one of the principal flow directions in the flow shear plane. i.e.

p| =ok 9=0 D3

—'P=Pmax
Hence the peak pressure occurs at an instant t,, such that d)(tp) = ¢p.
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