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The nonlinear Navier-Stokes-Langevin equations are used to déscribe fluctuations in a compressi-
ble fluid with uniform shear flow. The hydrodynamic modes for small deviations from the macro-
scopic nonequilibrium state are calculated, including linear mode coupling of the fluctuating vari-
ables with the macroscopic velocity field. The associated correlation functions are determined with
the full nonlinear dependence on shear rate required for long times and/or large shear rate. The sta-
tionary and joint probability densities are also constructed from the associated Fokker-Planck equa-
tion. As an application of these results, the lowest-order mode-coupling contributions to the renor-

malized shear viscosity are evaluated.

I. INTRODUCTION

A simple fluid in uniform shear flow is characterized
by a velocity field with constant gradient orthogonal to
the flow. The magnitude of the gradient, or shear rate,
provides a single control parameter to measure the depar-
ture of the fluid from its equilibrium state. For planar
geometry, the pressure is spatially constant and the tem-
perature is either temporally or spatially constant (de-
pending on boundary conditions), so the macroscopic state
of the fluid can be very far from equilibrium, for large
shear route, but still structurally quite simple. Because of
this relative simplicity, such a system provides a con-
venient testing ground for the concepts and methods of
nonequilibrium statistical mechanics.! In recent years
there have been several attempts to calculate the transport
and fluctuation properties for shear flow, both theoretical-
ly?~12 and by novel methods of nonequilibrium computer
simulation;'>~1° some experiments also have been per-
formed.?°~2> Many of the most interesting features ob-
served in these results are attributed to the coupling of hy-
drodynamic modes in the nonequilibrium fluid. The ob-
jective here is to describe in some detail these hydro-
dynamic modes for a compressible fluid up to quite large
shear rates. The results allow calculation of the hydro-
dynamic fluctuations, or time correlation functions, and
related transport properties for this nonequilibrium state.
In the limit of small shear rate, the results obtained here
reduce to previous calculations generally limited to first
order in the shear rate, and at zero shear rate they reduce
to the well-known expressions for hydrodynamic fluctua-
tions in an equilibrium fluid.?*

There are several motivations for continued attention to
the properties of a fluid under shear. The nonequilibrium
computer simulations mentioned above have provided a
great deal of data that do not have an adequate theoretical
explanation. For example, the shear viscosity is expected
to decrease with increasing shear rate (shear thinning). At
small shear rates @, the hydrodynamic mode-coupling
theories predict that the shear viscosity in three dimen-
sions has the form?

n(a)~no+ma'’?

N 7]1<O. (1.1)
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The surprising feature of this result is the nonanalytic
dependence on the shear rate, indicating a divergence of
formal nonlinear response functions. While the
computer-simulation results can be fit to this @'/? depen-
dence, the coefficient 77; obtained in this way differs by
two orders of magnitude from the theoretical values.'*
Although there has been a recent suggestion for the possi-
ble resolution of this discrepancy,? the problem remains
open. In two dimensions the mode-coupling theory
predicts a logarithmic nonanalyticity, and at sufficiently
large shear rate the computer-simulation data can be fit to
this functional form but with a coefficient that is again
too large as compared to theory. Furthermore, at smaller
shear rates in two dimensions, computer-simulation re-
sults suggest that the shear viscosity is independent of
shear rate. One explanation for this'* is a small-shear-rate
instability that is not accounted for in the theoretical
models. Finally, and perhaps most puzzling, is a structur-
al phase transition observed recently in a three-
dimensional computer simulation at large shear rate.!® At
a critical shear rate enhanced shear thinning was ob-
served, while above this shear rate the particles (hard
spheres) were found to be localized in tubes along the
direction of flow, with a hexagonal packing of the tubes.
Since planar Couette flow is expected to be linearly
stable?® (as confirmed here), the mechanism for such a
transition is not evident. A related class of mode-
coupling problems for the hydrodynamics of liquid crys-
tals under shear has been discussed also.?’

The discussion given here does not address these ques-
tions directly. However, it is generally assumed that all of
the above phenomena are related to the nonlinear dynam-
ics of hydrodynamic fluctuations, which describe the cou-
pling of the thermal fluctuations around the nonequi-
librium macroscopic state. From the corresponding study
of nonlinear mode coupling of excitations around equi-
librium, it may be expected that such effects are singular
in two dimensions,?® but can be treated perturbatively in
three dimensions. Much less is known about such mode
coupling for a nonequilibrium state (particularly for a
compressible fluid), and one objective here is to provide
the nonequilibrium hydrodynamic modes required for
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such a mode-coupling analysis. To illustrate their utility
in this context, the fluctuation-renormalized shear viscosi-
ty is calculated and the coefficient 7, in Eq. (1.1) is deter-
mined.?

The model used to describe hydrodynamic fluctuations
is the Navier-Stokes-Langevin equations. This is a set of
five coupled equations for the local conserved densities
(mass, energy, and momentum) that is structurally the
same as the macroscopic nonlinear Navier-Stokes equa-
tions. However, the heat flux and pressure tensor have
fluctuating components that represent the dynamics of all
other (presumably more rapidly varying) degrees of free-
dom. These fluctuating components are then modeled by
a Gaussian-Markovian process. The consistency of such
nonlinear Langevin equations with basic principles of ir-
reversible thermodynamics has been doubted,’® but recent
results have largely dispelled such questions.?! The pre-
cise definition of the Navier-Stokes-Langevin model is
given in Sec. II and Appendix A. These equations are
then linearized around the state of uniform shear flow and
diagonalized. The resulting set of five independent linear
equations defines the hydrodynamic modes. The calcula-
tion parallels closely that for the equilibrium state.’? In
the latter case the modes are parametrized by a single
wave vector k, while in the nonequilibrium case there is a
coupling of these wave vectors even in the linearized equa-
tion. This linear mode coupling is due to terms that are
bilinear in the fluctuations and the macroscopic flow ve-
locity.>® The latter behaves as an external inhomogeneous
field that induces the wave-vector coupling, leading to
qualitative differences from the equilibrium hydrodynam-
ic modes (e.g., nonexponential time dependence), and is
essential for the stability of these modes at large shear
rate. The equations are solved in a manner valid for large
shear rates in the sense that secular terms ~(at) are in-
cluded to all orders. It is still possible to interpret the re-
sults as two sound modes, a heat mode, and two shear
modes, although the equilibrium degeneracy of the latter
is broken in the nonequilibrium state.

The matrix of time correlation functions is calculated
from these modes in Sec. IV. These functions obey a gen-
eralization of Onsager’s assumption®® on the regression of
fluctuations to nonequilibrium states.> The equal-time
correlation functions are shown to exhibit long-range or-
der with a correlation length / ~(T"/a)”?, where T is the
sound damping constant. The dynamic structure factor
for the Brillouin light scattering spectrum is identified as
the sum of Brillouin and Rayleigh peaks which, in con-
trast to equilibrium fluids, are not simply Lorentzian
shapes. The Landau-Placzek ratio of integrated intensi-
ties is calculated and found to be a function of both wave
vector and shear rate. In Sec. V the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion associated with the linearized Navier-Stokes-
Langevin equation is constructed, and the stationary state
and the joint probability densities are determined. Final-
ly, the results are summarized and discussed in Sec. VI.

II. NAVIER-STOKES-LANGEVIN EQUATIONS

The microscopic conserved densities for a simple fluid
are linear combinations of the mass density p(r,t), the en-

ergy density u(r,t), and the momentum density p(r,?).
The local conservation laws are given by

<)
atp(r,tH-V p(r,t)=0,

%u(r,t)-l—V-s(r,t):O , 2.1)

Eat—p,-(r,t)—i-g%t,'j(r,t)zo :

where s(r,z) and #;(r,?) are the associated energy and
momentum fluxes. The specific forms of these phase
functions are well known3® and will not be given here. By
analogy with the macroscopic hydrodynamic equations it
is convenient to express the energy density and fluxes in
terms of the corresponding quantities referred to a frame
of reference locally at rest with respect to the fluid. This
can be accomplished in a formal way by introducing a lo-
cal microscopic velocity field by p(r,t)=p(r,t)v(r,?).
Then a Galilean transformation of the densities and fluxes
leads to

g;—i—v'v p+pV-v=0,
i) ' , 9y
—+vV |u'+u' Vv Vs’ 1, —=0, (2.2)
a a ’
p ‘a_t“}"V‘V vi+-a7j—tij:0,

where the quantities with a prime denote the correspond-
ing phase function referred to the local rest frame. In this
form Egs. (2.2) resemble closely the macroscopic conser-
vation laws. To complete the parallel, the rest-frame
fluxes are further decomposed into two parts, one whose
dependence on the microscopic degrees of freedom occurs
only through the conserved densities p and u’ and a
remaining “random component” which cannot be written
in that form

§=s*(p,u') 455,
(2.3)
tij=p (psu")8; + 5 (p,u") +1if .

In the second equation of (2.3) a form analogous to that
for the macroscopic equations has been chosen, where the
microscopic pressure has been introduced. It is defined to
be the same function of p and u’ as in the equilibrium
equation of state,

plp,u")=p.(p,u’) . (2.4

Equations (2.2) and (2.3) are still exact but not very use-
ful until the functional forms of s* and ¢* are specified.
A model Langevin equation results from idealizing the de-
tailed structure of the fast degrees of freedom as a
Gaussian-Markovian process.®3! This is accomplished
by taking the random components as linear functionals of
the corresponding stochastic variables. Considerations of



3042

irreversible thermodynamics then impose relationships®!
between the covariances of these variables and the forms
of s;* and . For processes with small spatial variations,
the latter are assumed to have the Navier-Stokes form

S* = —ABVT ’
(2.5)
aw aw _ﬂg

_87;+—87,_ 35ijV'V —KBV'VS,-]- .

ti; =-—1p
Here Ag, n3g, and kp are “bare” transport coefficients that
depend in general-on p and u'. Also, the microscopic
temperature T is defined in a manner similar to (2.4),

T=T,(pu"), (2.6)

where T, is the equilibrium function of its arguments.
Equations (2.2)—(2.6) together with the Gaussian-
Markovian properties of the random components give a
closed set of five nonlinear stochastic differential equa-
tions, the Navier-Stokes-Langevin equations. A more pre-
cise specification is given in Appendix A. The physical
basis for the idealization involved in such Langevin
models has been discussed at length elsewhere®®3! and no
further comment will be made here.

For notational simplicity a five-dimensional vector
whose components are the conserved densities is intro-
duced:

y(p(r,t), u(r,t), p;(r,t)) . (2.7)

The vector whose components are the nonequilibrium
averages of these densities will be denoted by y,,

Yo polr,t), ug(r,t), poi(1,1)) , (2.8)

where a subscript, 0, will be used to indicate an averaged
quantity. To study small fluctuations around a given
macroscopic state, the relevant variables are the deviations
of the conserved densities from their average values,

z(r,t)=y(r,t)—po(r,t) . (2.9)
Linearization of the Navier-Stokes-Langevin equations
with respect to z (r,#) leads to the general form

—a—za(r,t)+fa3(yo(r,t))zﬁ(r,t)=Ra(r,t) , (2.10)

ot
where R,(r,t) contains all of the contribution from the
random components in (2.3), and the dependence of the
linear operator .Z ,g on the particular macroscopic state
considered has been made explicit. In terms of the
Fourier transform of z(r,?) these equations have the form

gat-z,(k,m [ K’ Z kK502, =R (k,) ,

(2.11)
where

2k, 0= [ dre™z(r,1) (2.12)

and R, is the transform of R,. The solutions to these
linear Langevin equations define the hydrodynamic
modes. The nonlocal form of the matrix, .Z(k,k;#), with
respect to k is a result of the inhomogeneities of the mac-
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roscopic variables yy(r,?) in Eq. (2.10). For the equilibri-
um state .Z g is a linear differential operator with con-
stant coefficients, and Eq. (2.11) then has a local form.
More generally, the hydrodynamic modes for nonequi-
librium states will involve a coupling of different wave
vectors. This new feature of the linear Langevin equa-
tions for nonequilibrium fluctuations will be referred to as
linear mode coupling. It is to be distinguished from the
mode coupling due to nonlinearities in z, which have
been neglected in Eq. (2.11).

III. HYDRODYNAMIC MODES FOR SHEAR FLOW

The macroscopic state of uniform shear flow is charac-
terized by an average velocity field

voi(r,t)=ay;r; ,
(3.1
aﬁzzaSuS”

corresponding to a flow along the x axis with a constant
gradient a along the y axis. An arbitrary additive con-
stant velocity is sometimes included but can be removed
by a suitable Galilean transformation. This velocity field
is a solution to the macroscopic Navier-Stokes equations
for spatially uniform pressure and macroscopic internal
energy density £y determined from the energy equation

880 asz

—ZV:}L ay2

+ma?. (3.2)

Here A and 7 are the thermal conductivity and shear
viscosity, and T, is the macroscopic temperature. There
are two different solutions to Eq. (3.2) of interest. The
first is homogeneous shear flow, for which the tempera-
ture and density are spatially uniform but the energy in-
creases according to

deg(?)
or
The conditions of homogeneous shear are most closely re-
lated to the Lees-Edwards conditions for computer simu-

lations.!> A second solution exists for time-independent
properties, but with spatially varying temperature,

na?. (3.3)

- na’ ,
To(y)=T, YR
where T; is a constant determined from the boundary
condition that the temperature at the surfaces is constant.
In the following the conditions of homogeneous shear
flow will be assumed for definiteness. However, as ob-
served below, the results obtained will be valid for both
cases (3.3) and (3.4).
It is now straightforward to obtain the linear equations
(2.11) for the case chosen. The form of these equations is
simplified considerably by a suitable choice of variables,

(3.4).

z(k,t)<—>(c18pi k,?), c,8¢(k,t), e“")(k)'ﬁv(k,t)) , (3.5
—2 | 9Po dpo
2 2 2 1
s h , 3.6
C1=pPo 3 o | Cr (PO o) a€o oo ( )

where hg=¢gy+py is the average enthalpy density, and
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Sp=p—po, de=u’'—¢gy, Sv=v—vy. (3.7)

The vectors {’é(a)(k)} e a set of three pairwise orthogo-

nal unit vectors with € (k) along k. The linear Langevin
equations for these variables are found to be

9

o) -
—a;iki—— |Za(k, )+ Lop(k,a,t)Zp(k,t) =R, (k,t) .
at ij x ak, a Q a

(3.8)

The detailed forms of R, (k,?) and L,g(k,a,t) are given in
Appendix A. The linear mode coupling is represented by
the differential operator with respect to k, a simplifica-
tion of Eq. (2.11) due to the linearity of the imposed ve-
locity field. The matrix L,g(k,a,t) also depends on the
shear rate, but in a manner that does not couple modes of
different wave vector, k. Finally, the time dependence of
L p(k,a,t) is due entirely to the viscous heating expressed
by Eq. (3.3). :

Since the irreversible fluxes at Navier-Stokes order are
valid only to first order in the gradients, this matrix is
valid only to order k2. In the present context it is neces-
sary to specify the relative magnitude of the shear rate a
as well. To motivate the choice, it is noted that there will
be secular terms in the solution to Eq. (3.8) of the form
(at). Also, heat and momentum diffusion and sound
damping occur on a time scale of order vok?t ~1, where
vo=1p/po is the kinematic viscosity. Therefore, to inves-
tigate shear-rate effects on the same time scale as hydro-
dynamic dissipation, the shear rate is chosen to satisfy

a S’V()k2 . (3.9)

The wave vector must be small compared to the mean free
path [ for the validity of the Navier-Stokes approximation
so that the condition (3.9) becomes a <<v,/I*. This is a
relatively weak constraint and allows for quite large shear
rates (e.g., for air at STP the restriction is @ << 10° sec™}).
With this choice the time dependence of L,g(k,a,t) may
be neglected, since it generates nonsecular contributions of
order ak <vok?.

A further simplification of Eq. (3.8) is possible by a
transformation to diagonal form in terms of a set of five
linearly independent vectors £ that are solutions to the
generalized eigenvalue problem

a?c L |eP=p,e0 (3.10)

au

The eigenvectors £'” and eigenvalues A; can be obtained
explicitly in the context of perturbation theory, using k as

a small parameter. Since the matrix L is not Hermitian it’

is also necessary to introduce an associated biorthogonal
set of vectors ') with the property
. s 5 . ry
(P60 =3 0 =8, . (3.11)
a=1
The first equality of (3.11) defines the scalar product in
the five-dimensional space of hydrodynamic variables.
The determination of the eigenvectors and eigenvalues is

descrlbed in Appendix B. In particular, the eigenvalues to
order k2 are

Al(k,a)=—icok+%(l"ok2+akxk,/k2) R
Ay(k,a)= +icok + 5 (Tok?+-ak,k, /k?) ,
As(k,a)=Dyrk? ,
Aglk,a)=vok?—ak,k, /k* ,
Astk,@)=vok? .

(3.12)

Here c is the sound speed, I'y is the sound damping con-
stant, and Dy is the thermal diffusivity. For zero shear
rate the first two eigenvalues represent damped sound
propagation and the third eigenvalue is for thermal dif-
fusion, while the last two describe transverse momentum
(shear) diffusion. The effect of the nonequilibrium state
in (3.12) is then simply to shift the sound damping by a
term proportional to the shear rate and to remove the de-
generacy of the shear modes.

The general solution to the Langevin equations (3.8) can
now be constructed from these eigenvectors and eigen-
values in the form

Zalk,)= [ %;Gaﬁ(k,k';t—to)zﬁm',to)

t dk
+ 'Ode (2m)

Gop(k,K';t —T)Rp(K',7) .
(3.13)

The Green’s function G,g(k,k’;t) has the representation

Goplk K1) = 2 PR NG (kK1) ,

i=1

(3.14)
where GV(k,k';¢) satisfies
a a (i) regy
a —a;;k; 3k — +Ai(k,a) |GP(k,K';t)=
(3.15)

GOk, k';0)=(27)%8(k —k') .

The form (3.14) allows identification of the five linearly
independent excitations possible in the fluid under shear.
Accordingly, the hydrodynamic modes are the solutions
to Egs. (3.15). It is important to note the role of linear
mode coupling in these equations. If the latter is neglect-
ed, the resulting approximate modes are entirely charac-
terized by the eigenvalues A;(k,a). Since the effect of the
shear rate in Eqgs. (3.12) is to change the sound damping
by a term of equal magnitude but opposite sign to that of
the shear mode, one of the modes will necessarily be un-
stable at sufficiently large shear rate. However, this con-
clusion is not justified since inclusion of the linear mode
coupling in (3.15) stabilizes the modes at all shear rates, as
demonstrated below. The solutions are readily found to
be

Gk, k';t)=27)38(k—Kk'(1))E(k,?) ,
. (3.16)
E'(k,t)=exp [— fo drA(k(—7))
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Here k,'(t)=ki —kjaﬁt.
These results allow the Green’s function, (3.14), to be
put in the form, for ¢ 2¢,

50 . .
Gap(k,k'3t)=(2m)%8(k—k'(1) 3, Lk, k'), (3.17)

i=1

where the time-dependent vector £'(k, 1) is

¢k, =E(k,0¢"(k) . (3.18)
These five linearly independent vectors are defined to be
the hydrodynamic modes for small deviations from uni-
form shear flow. They are solutions to the equations

9 A (k(—1)a)

0) — -
o1 &(k,0)=0.

(3.19)

These equations have a simple interpretation. They result
from Fourier transformation of the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions (2.10) referred to the Lagrangian coordinate frame.
The latter is obtained from the transformation

’

r; =r,-—v0i(r)t =r,-—-—a,~jrjt . (3.20)

Effectively, this induces a local Galilean transformation
that brings each fluid element to rest relative to the mac-
roscopic motion, and it is quite natural that the hydro-
dynamic modes have the simple form of equilibriumlike
excitations in this frame. However, the wave-vector .
dependence of the eigenvalues A; in this frame is neces-
sarily time dependent. This latter effect is responsible for
a qualitative difference of the E‘’(k,t) from simple ex-
ponential functions of ¢. (This time-dependent wave vec-
tor may be interpreted as the Fourier transform variable
for spatial functions referred to the local Lagrangian
frame for the fluid under shear flow, i.e., r/ =r; —ay;7;t.)
The specific forms of the functions E‘¥(k,?) are

EWV(k,t)=[k /k(—1)]""%exp[ —icokalt)
—3Tok*B(1)] ,

E?(k,t)=[EV(k,0)]*,

E®(k,t)=exp[ —Dork?8(2)] ;

E™(k,t)=[k(—1)/k]exp[ —vok*B(D)],

E®Kk,t)=[k/k(—1)]E™(k,¢1) .

(3.21)

The time-dependent functions a(z) and B(¢) are
alt)=(2ak,k)~!
X [[ky( —k(—t)—k,k]

k(—t)+k,(—t)sgn(ak,)
k +k,sgn(ak,)

+kﬁn[

(3.22)
B(t)=(ak k)~ {ki[k,(—t)—k, ]+ +[K(—D—K}]} ,

ki=k?—k}.

In particular, it is seen that for large ¢,

a(t)—(aky /2k)t?, B(t)— t(ak, /k)*3 . (3.23)

Since the magnitude of S(¢) is positive the functions
E'Y(k,t) decay (for t >0) and hence represent stable exci-
tations.

To illustrate the effects of strong shear flow on the hy-
drodynamic modes, consider the special case of an initial
sound excitation along the direction of flow, i.e.,
Z,(k,0)=£(k)8(k —ko) with ko=koR. Then the aver-
age of (3.13) gives®’

(Za(k,t) ) = Goplk,ko;t)Ef (ko) /(277)

=8(k—ko())EL(KEV(k,¢) , (3.24)

where the second equality follows from Egs. (3.17) and
(3.18). Inverting the Fourier transform in Eq. (3.24) gives
the space-time evolution of this initial excitation,

Uzalr, 1)) =ED(Ky())(1 -+ a2e2)1 /4 ~TOkEA =012

Xcos{ko[x (£)—coalt;—a)l} , (3.25)
where a(t;a) and B(t;a) are defined by Eq. (3.23), and
x(¢) is the Lagrangian coordinate of Eq. (3.20),
x (2)=x +ayt. The corresponding result for an excitation
in an equilibrium fluid results from the replacements,
at=0 and a(t)=p(t)=1. The expected effects of flow re-
sulting from a Doppler shift of the velocity are contained
in x(z). These may be suppressed by restricting attention
to the time variations in the plane y =0. Since all points
in this plane are stagnation points, the nonequilibrium ef-
fects on sound propagation and damping are due to gra-
dients of the velocity field. Without loss of generality,
x(0) is also chosen to be zero. If the time is measured in
units of (Iok3)~!, the relevant parameters of (3.25) are
(coko/Tok3) and (a/T'ok3). Choosing a typical value of
(coko/Toky)=10"1, Fig. 1 shows the results for
(a/Tok3)=0 and 1. The effects of shear flow are two-
fold. First, the effective sound velocity is approximately

<< Z(0,t) >>—> )

FIG. 1. Propagation and damping of sound wave in shear
flow for a /Tok3=1 ( ) and for @ /Tok3=0 (---).
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twice that for zero shear rate on this time scale. In addi-

tion, the attenuation is significantly enhanced by the shear

rate after about five cycles. At much larger times the
period varies to a greater extent, but the amplitude is then
very small. Although (a/I'tk3)=1 would be difficult to
attain for simple atomic fluids, it is likely that such modi-
fications of sound and other hydrodynamic modes could
be observed in driven colloidal suspensions under shear
flow 2223

IV. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

The correlation functions for the deviation of the hy-
drodynamic variables from the macroscopic state of uni-
form shear flow are defined by

Coplk,t;k',t;a) =(Z,(k,0)Zp(K',2") ) 4.1)
where the angle brackets denote the nonequilibrium aver-
age, and the shear rate dependence has been made explicit

1

Caplk,t;k,00)=T, [ “dr [ * dr ek, ned (&', 7' ) FOk(—7),t —1)F K (—7'),—7)) .
ij .

The properties (A3) for the random variables imply
(FOk,OFI(K',t')) =(2m)*8(k +k')8(t — ' )F ¥ (k) ,
(4.6)

which defines the matrix F'W (k). Use of (4.6) in (4.5)
then gives an expansion for the correlation function in
terms of the hydrodynamic modes,

Coplk,t;k’,0;a) = (27)38(k +k'(2))

5 . .
X 3 Pk, )P~k )C,op(—K';a) .

i=1
4.7

The coefficients in this expansion C,g(k';a) are related to
the equal-time correlation functions by

Caﬁ(k,O;k',O;a)=(21r)38(k+k')Caﬁ(k;a) . (4.8)

The explicit form of these coefficients, as determined
from (4.5) and (4.6), is

Capkia)= [~ d1 3 62k, NG~k IFP(K(—7)) .
iJ

(4.9)

Equations (4.7)—(4.9) are the primary results of this
section. The first shows that the time-dependent correla-
tions decay according to the same linear laws as those for
small deviations of the hydrodynamic variables from the
macroscopic state of shear flow. This represents a gen-
eralization of Onsager’s assumption on the regression of
fluctuations to nonequilibrium states.>%3° Equation (4.9)
shows that the equal-time correlation functions are deter-
mined from the noise amplitude and the hydrodynamic

3045

on the left side of (4.1). Time-reversal invariance and sta-
tionarity impose the symmetries

Cuplk,t;k',t';a)=Cug(k,t —t';k',0;a) ,
4.2)
Couplk,t;k',t';a)=P,PgCp,(K',t;k,t'; —a) ,
where P,=*1 denotes the parity of Z, under time rever-
sal. It is therefore sufficient to consider C,g(k,t;k’;0;a)
for t20, without loss of generality. To calculate the
correlation function, Eq. (3.13) for ¢,— — o« may be used,

S .
zakt)= [ drS £k, t —)F(k(r—1;7) ,

i=1

(4.3)
where the effective random force F¥ is
FO(%k,t)=ng(K)Rg(k,1) . 4.4)
The correlation function is then, for ¢ >0,
(4.5)

modes. These results have a more familiar form in. terms
of the differential equations they satisfy, as follows direct-
ly from (4.7)—(4.9),

d d )
g;*aijkiglg Cop(k,t;k',t')
+Lyo(k,a)Coplk,t;k',t')=0, (4.10)
*saaaijkiﬁf+Laa(k,a) C,p(k;a) ‘
J
+[Lgo(—k,a)]Cqp(k;a)=Rop(k) , (4.11)

where R,g(k) is the amplitude of the random forces,
(Ra(k,)Rp(k’,t")) =8(k+k')8(t —t')R 5p(k) .

Equation (4.10) is the linear regression law, while Eq.
(4.11) may -be identified as a nonequilibrium fluctuation-
dissipation relation. These equations show the close rela-
tionship of the dynamics of fluctuations to the macro-
scopic dynamics, even for states far from equilibrium.
The equal-time correlation functions C,g(k;a) are
given in Appendix C [Egs. (C8) and (C9)]. One interest-
ing feature of these functions is that some of them are
long ranged. For example, the inverse transform of the
density-density correlation function defined by

dk
(2m)?
is easily shown to have the form

Cpp(r)=1"2kp ToppX 7[8(x/D+(1/r)F(x/D], (4.13)

where I =(To/a)!/? is a characteristic length associated
with the shear rate. The first term in the square brackets
of Eq. (4.13) is the usual result for equilibrium fluctua-
tions and expresses the idealized conditions of 8-function

(4.12)

Cppl(r)= e™®*C,(k;a)
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correlations introduced in the Langevin forces (A3). More
accurately, of course, there exist equilibrium density
correlations of finite range on the scale of the interatomic
force range. The second term in (4.13) is quite different
and represents long-range correlations originating entirely
from the nonuniformity of the fluid under shear flow.
The factor of (I/r) in this term has been obtained previ-
ously by direct expansion of C,,(r) to first order in the
shear rate. Equation (4.13) shows that such an expansion
is valid for r/l<<1, with a leading coefficient of
F(0)=——a,~jr,-rj/817'yar2 where y=C,/C, is the ratio of
specific heats. Although this (//7) dependence is certain-
ly long ranged compared to the equilibrium correlation
function, it is seen to be the short-range limit of the
second term in (4.13). To study the behavior of this func-
tion for larger (r/I) is a straightforward but multidimen-
sional numerical problem. Instead, the related, but some-
what simpler, problem of the density correlations between
a plane orthogonal to the flow and a point on the x axis is
considered,

fdyfdszp(r)
=1"'kgTopeXr[8(x/))+yH (x /D] .

The nonequilibrium contribution H (x/I) is reduced in
this case to the simple one-dimensional integral

Hx/D=Vm~ [T dt(141)732 1214 £12)= 172
Xexp{ —(x/D*[4t(14++t2)]71} .
(4.15)

(4.14)

For large (x /1) the asymptotic decay of correlations along
the flow is algebraic:

H(x/I)—0.828(x /1)~3/3 .

At very short distances these one-dimensional correlations
are approximately Gaussian. The transition between these
limits is shown in Fig. 2. If the conditions of Fig. 1 for
the sound excitation are assumed then the wavelength of
the sound wave, A~2m/kg, corresponds to (x/I)~2.
Therefore, under these conditions of strong shear flow the
time-dependent density fluctuations will not only exhibit
the temporal modifications illustrated in Fig. 1, but also
the slow spatial decay of (4.16). The former is simply an
effect of macroscopic hydrodynamics, where the latter is
attributed to nonequilibrium fluctuations.

The time correlation functions may be used to compute
the dynamic structure factor which describes the intensity
of light scattered from the system,

Stko)=["ar [ [ d

(4.16)

k‘dkza(k k,)9(k+k,)
(2mp et

X Cpp(ky,t3kp,0;a)e ™" 4.17)
where 8(k) is the Fourier transform of a normalized form
factor designed to restrict spatial integrals to the volume
irradiated. This expression is simplified in Appendix C to
identify the modified Brillouin and Rayleigh peaks,

S(k;0)=Sg(k;0)+Sp(k;0)+Sp(k; —o) , (4.18)
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H(E)

Szx/l

FIG. 2. Spatial correlations of density along direction of flow

for a/Tok3=1(
(4.16) (-- -).

) and corresponding asymptotic form, Eq.

with

Sp(k;0)=2R, | —i(w+ck)+ 5(Tok?+akk, /k?)

-1

(S

- %aijki W

Xe T8 nPC o (ksa)

_, @19
d

SR(k;CD)=2Re —ak—
j

—iw+Dork?— 3a;k;

X e PG C ok sa) .

These are not simply Lorentzians, due to the operator
character of the terms in the large parentheses of Egs.
(4.19). Expansion of (4.19) to first order in shear rate
gives agreement with earlier results.>~® The shape of
these lines at large shear rates is straightforward, but nu-
merically difficult, to obtain from (4.19) except for select-
ed directions of the scattered wave vector k.!? However,
the Landau-Placzek coefficient, defined as the ratio of the
integrated intensities of the Rayleigh and Brillouin peaks,
can be obtained directly:

@Efdwsx(k;w)/f do[Sp(k;w)+Sp(k; —0)]
=& Can (k30) /€115 Can (K 50)
=[Cppo—(po/h0)Cep1/[a*Cpp+(po/ho)Cep],  (4.20)

where a=pgc;/hoc;. The Rayleigh intensity in the
numerator is easily obtained from the first two equations
of (C8) in Appendix C,

[ doSg(k0)=(r—1)/7, 4.21)

where y again denotes the ratio of specific heats. This is
simply the equilibrium result, which is now seen to hold
to all orders in the shear rate. Similarly, the intensity of
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the Brillouin zone peaks can be obtained from Egs. (C8),
and the resulting Landau-Placzek ratio is

R=(y—-1)/[1+vAk;a)] .

Here A (k;a) is the nonequilibrium part of the equal-time

(4.22)

density autocorrelation function. Generally, this ratio is a.

function of the magnitude and direction of the wave vec-
tor k as well as the shear rate. These effects are illustrat-
ed for large shear rate (a/T'ok?=1) in Fig. 3, where k is
taken in ‘the x-y plane and the deviation
R =[%(a)—R(0)]/Z#(0) is evaluated as a function of
the angle between k and the x axis.

V. PROBABILITY DENSITIES

The correlation functions (4.1) were evaluated simply
and directly from the Langevin equations. However, to
calculate higher-order correlation functions or averages of
more general functions of the {Z,} it is useful to construct
the probability densities for these variables. For the
Gaussian-Markovian process considered here it is suffi-
cient to know the probability and joint probability densi-
ties, defined by

P(z;t)=(8(z(t)—2z)) ,
(5.1
P(z,t;z',t' )= (8(z(t) —z)8(z(t')—z') ) .

The angle brackets denote an average over the random
variables {R,} and over a specified ensemble of initial
values for {Z,(0)}. The 8 function in (5.2) is an abbreviat-
ed notation for

8(2(t)—z) =[] 8(Z(k,1) —z,4(k)) .
a,k .

(5.2)

These probability densities are most easily constructed
|
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FIG. 3. Deviation of the Landau-Placzek ratio, Eq. (4.22), as
a function of angles for a/T¢k?=1 and k,=0. The value at
6=1r/2 corresponds to k, =0, for which the equilibrium result
holds.

from the conditional probability density

Wiz,t;z',t')=P(z,t;z't")/P(z',t') . (5.3)

Since the process is Markovian, the joint probability
density is independent of the ensemble of initial values,
{Z4(0)}. Furthermore, with condition (3.11) the process is
approximately stationary and W(z,t;z',t')
= W(z,t —t';z’,0). Therefore, it is sufficient to calculate

Wi(z,t';z',0)=(8(z(t | z')—2z))gr , 54

where the angle brackets now refer to an average over
only the random components R, and Z(¢ |z’) is the solu-
tion to the Langevin equations with initial value
Z(0|z')=z'. The latter is given by Eq. (3.13), written in
the abbreviated notation
t
2 |2)=G(z'+ [ d7G(t —nR(7) . (5.5)

An integral representation for the 8 function in (5.4) and
use of (5.5) then gives

W(z,t;z’,0)=f d)Le“'[’“G(‘)"]<exp [—ik' f(:dTG(t——T)E(T) DR

= [ diexp{iMz —G (1)z']—A*M (1)}

={det[7M ()]} ~exp{ — 3[z =G (1)z']-M ~ (1) [z -G (1)z']} ,

where the second equality is obtained from the first from
the Gaussian statistics for R(z), and the matrix M (¢) is
defined by

M= [ dr [|ar6(t—-<(RIRE)-GTt —7) .
(5.7)

Use of the Onsager regression equation and fluctuation-
dissipation relation, Eqgs. (4.10) and (4.11), allows (5.7) to
be written more explicitly in terms of the steady-state
correlation functions of Sec. IV,

M()=C(0)—C(1)-C~10)-CT(r) .

Here C(t) is the abbreviated notation for the correlation
function C,g(k,¢;k’,0).

The probability and joint probability densities are now
obtained simply from the conditional probability density,

(5.8

Pz,t)= [ dz'W(z,t;2',00P(2',0) ,
(5.9
P(z,t;2',t") =W (z,t;2',t')P(z',t")

where P(z',0) is the specified initial density. Since the
conditional probability density is specified entirely in
terms of the correlation functions calculated in Sec. IV,
they provide through (5.9) complete information for any
desired average. Some important conclusions follow from
the explicit form of the conditional probability density.
For example, the stationary state exists as a consequence
of the stability of the correlation functions and is given by

P (z)= lim P(z,t)

t— o0

={det[7C(0)]} ~/%exp[ — 32:C~1(0)z] .

(5.10)
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As expected for a linear Langevin equation with Gaussian
random components, the variables {z,} also have a
Gaussian distribution in the stationary state, with covari-
ance determined from the nonequilibrium equal-time fluc-
tuations. Equation (5.10) is actually a stronger result, im-
plying that P(z) is not only stationary but also represents
the asymptotic state for a wide class of initial conditions.
It also follows from Egs. (5.6), (5.9), and (5.10) that the
joint probability density is Gaussian in the steady state.

The matrix C~Y0) is easily inverted using the results
(C8) of Appendix C, but will not be given here. Instead,
to illustrate (5.10) in more detail, the reduced stationary
distribution for the longitudinal components of the veloci-
ty field, z, =%k-8v(k)=u (k), can be written down from in-
spection since C33(k;a) does not couple to the other corre-
lation functions. The result can be expressed in the sug-
gestive form

P (u(k))=[2mmkpT(k,a)]~/?

Xexp{—m |u(k)|2/[2ksT(k,a)]} , (5.11)
where the effective “temperature” is
T(k,a)=TyR (0;0)/R (k;a) (5.12)

and R (k;a) is the Landau-Placzek ratio calculated in
Sec. IV.

The above results could have been obtained also from
the linear Fokker-Planck equation associated with the
Langevin equations (3.7). The form of the Fokker-Planck
equation is easily obtained from direct differentiation of
(5.9) with respect to time,

—P(z,t)=

d
ot 26

where Jy,(z2,?) is the deterministic or “drift” contribution
to the probability current density,

[JOa z,t)+J14(2,0)], (5.13)

9 —z4(k)—

Joa(2,t)= |ay;k; ak,

Logtk,a)zg(k) [P(z,1) ,

(5.14)

and Jy,(z,¢) is the “diffusion” component of the current
density,

d
ap(k) 82— k) P(z1) .
The diffusion tensor R,g(k) is the amplitude of the corre-
lation matrix for the random components in the Langevin
equations, as defined in (4.11). Equations (5.13)—(5.15)
are the expected results for the relationship of Fokker-
Planck and Langevin descriptions.®

Jia(z,)=%R (5.15)

VI. DISCUSSION

The effect of the macroscopic state of uniform shear
flow is to modify the evolution of small fluctuations
around the average nonequilibrium steady-state values of
the hydrodynamic parameters. This hydrodynamic effect
occurs, at the level of the linearized evolution equations,

because of the coupling between the fluctuations and the

macroscopic flow field generated by the Oseen terms.
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Two modifications result. The first of these is the appear-
ance of a term resembling an inertial force (proportional
to the velocity) in the equation for u,. The effect of this
term is to cause the shifts in the eigenvalues and, thereby,
to introduce a strong angular dependence in the Green’s
function. This term is also responsible for breaking the
degeneracy of the shear modes. The second effect of the
flow field is the introduction of the linear mode coupling
which also contributes to the spatial asymmetry of the
Green’s function through its effect on the eigenvectors.
In addition to this “‘static” effect, the linear mode cou-
pling strongly modifies the temporal evolution of fluctua-
tions and, in fact, is necessary to understand the stability
of the modes. These hydrodynamic effects have obvious
relevance to the evolution of fluctuations which can be
calculated from the Green’s function given in Eq. (3.19).
As an example, the evolution of a sound excitation has
been exhibited and the expected kinematic effects (i.e.,
change of frequency) due to convection are evident.

These purely hydrodynamic modifications of the
dynamics of fluctuations in the nonequilibrium state also
characterize the statistical mechanics (ensemble) for this
state, through the fluctuation-dissipation relations, (4.9) or
(4.11). For example, the equal-time correlation functions
completely determine the covariance for the steady-state
distribution function. The most striking feature of the
correlation functions is that they are long ranged. Al-
though this had been recognized from small-shear-rate
calculations, the analysis here gives the detailed form of
this space dependence at large shear rates as well. The
one-dimensional correlation of densities in Fig. 2 has an
exact x ~>/3 power law dependence, for large distances.
This suggests that the angle-averaged radial distribution
function decays as r»~1!/3 for large r, in contrast to the
r~1 behavior for small shear rates. The light scattering
function (4.17) reflects both the dynamical and statistical
mechanical changes due to shear flow. The qualitative
changes in shape of the Brillouin and Rayleigh lines are a
direct consequence on the nonequilibrium Onsager regres-
sion law (4.10). The wave-vector and shear-rate depen-
dence of the Landau-Placzek ratio is a direct measure of
the nonequilibrium fluctuation-dissipation relation (4.11).
Unfortunately, all of these effects are too small to be ac-
curately measured by conventional Brillouin scattering
techniques. However, with a suitable modification of the
Langevin model to apply at larger wave vectors, related
predictions could be amenable to test by computer simula-
tion.

As noted in the Introduction, many intersting and
unexplained phenomena are expected to be due to non-
linear coupling of the hydrodynamic modes described
here. Such coupling occurs as an integration over all
wave vectors k, with the asymptotically small k values
domination. Consequently, even though some of the con-
ditions considered here (e.g., @ /Tok?=1) cannot be at-
tained simply in the laboratory, they do play a key role in
the calculations of nonlinear mode coupling. As an appli-
cation of the results obtained here, we have calculated the
lowest-order mode-coupling contributions to the nonlinear
shear viscosity n(a) as defined in Eq. (1.1). Equation
(3.3), which is a macroscopic equation, has been used to
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define the renormalized shear viscosity. By averaging the
microscopic equation for energy conservation, the second
of Egs. (2.2), and comparing the result to Eq. (3.3) we ob-
tain an expression for 7(a) in terms of integrals of corre-
lation functions.?® The result is Eq. (1.1) with

2.56 4.17
(ZDOT)3/2 (F0)3/2

m=—10"kpT,

b

in agreement with Ernst et al.>*’ Furthermore, it can be
shown that the analytic expressions obtained for 7, (for
an incompressible fluid) by Yamada and Kawasaki agree
with ours, the differences in the value of n; being at-
tributable to errors in the numerical analysis. A more
complete analysis of the fluctuation renormalization of
the macroscopic equations in both two and three dimen-
sions using the hydrodynamic modes calculated here is in
progress.
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APPENDIX A: NONLINEAR
NAVIER-STOKES-LANGEVIN EQUATIONS

The microscopic conservation laws in the form of Egs.
(2.2) and (2.3) are

p+pV-v=0,

0
[at+vV

;
u' +hVu' +V-s* 1 —
arj

)
[at+vv

av;

R R "

. ti——
Vs + ij arj ] ’

i) 9
v; + aj—(PSij +ti; )=— s‘rjj-t,-f,-a .

(A1)

at

P [—a~+V°V

The irreversible fluxes s* and #;; are given by Egs. (2.5) in
the Navier-Stokes limit. The random components of the
fluxes are defined in terms of three dimensionless stochas-
tic variables,*

S,'R(I',t)=(T2A.B )llzfi(l) ’
(A2)
D =(Typ) 2P +(Trp) 2F .

Here Ap, 713, and kg are the bare transport coefficients,
and T is the microscopic temperature defined in Eq. (2.6).
The {f (“)(r,t)} are a set of independent random variables
characterizing a Gaussian-Markovian process, with mean
values and covariances,
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{(f*)=0, all a
(f@fB)=0, axp
Ao,y =268,8(r—1)8(r —1') (A3)
(FPENAPE,E) =28,y 8(r—1)8(t —1') ,
(FPENDFIE 1)) =28,;8,8(r—1)8(t —1') .
The tensor Ay, is defined by

A =858+ 88— 58,8k - (A4)

Equations (A1)—(A3) provide a closed description for the
macroscopic dynamics and fluctuations in a simple fluid.

The macroscopic hydrodynamic equations have the
same form as (A1), without the random components of
the fluxes. However, the irreversible part of the fluxes
will generally differ from the average of Egs. (2.3). This
is due to fluctuation renormalization by the nonlinear
terms in the Langevin equation. The latter present techni-
cal difficulties associated with differences between the
average of a function of the microscopic variables and the
corresponding function of their averages. These compli-
cations make the detailed relationship of the macroscopic
hydrodynamic equations to the Langevin equations some-
what indirect. To be more specific, if the macroscopic
mass, energy, and momentum densities are distinguished
from their microscopic counterparts by a subscript, O, the
two are related by the definitions

po={p), uo=(u), po=(p). (AS)
The macroscopic flow velocity v, internal energy e,
pressure pg, and temperature T, are defined by

Po=pPoVo, E0=u0— TP0V
(A6)
Po=Pe(pn,€0); To=T,(po,&) -
The quantities in (A6) are closely related to, but not equal
to, the average of the corresponding variables in the
Langevin equation. For example, the average microscopic
velocity and internal energy are related to v, and &,

<P v) =pPoVo »

(u')=eo+5(pod—(pv?)) .
Similarly, p,.(po,€0) and T, (pg,&p) differ from the averages
of p.(p,u’) and T,(p,u’) due to their nonlinear depen-
dence on the arguments of these functions.

The linearization of Egs. (A1) around uniform shear
flow, defined by Egs. (3.1) and (3.3), gives

(A7)

[%-{»aij 8p+poV'8V=0 N

8
4 ar,-

[i+aur]-aaTl lSt—:—}—hoV‘SV

at
aT, aT,
V28¢e + V2§
laao ]Po [aPO Lo p]

(A8)

Il

——(V'sR—{—aijt,’;) )
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d d
{—a—t +a,-jrjgr—i- JSvi+a,-j8vj

o | 9 apo 3
—1 _ro _o 8
tPo dgp |p, Or; Be+ &0 97 P
9 R
+vp V280, — (+vg +py KB)—V Ov =—pgy 6

Here vp=p, ng, and all bare transport coefficients are
now functions of py and g, Also, the fluctuations are de-
fined by

Sp=p—{p), de=u'—(u'), dv=v—(v). (A9)

The Fourier transform [Eq. (2.12)] of Egs. (A8) has the
general form

9 9
a3 —a;ki—— ak; Za(k,t)+Lyg(k,a,t)Zp(k,t)
=R,k . (Al10
The matrix L,g(k,a,t) is given by
L,g(k,a,t)= —ikBaﬁ(t)-{-szaB(t)
+aDqp(k,1)+aE 5(1) (A11)
where & is a unit vector,
0 0 pec; 0O
0 0 hoC2 00
B,g= |poc1 hoc; O 0 0],
0 0 0O 00
0 0 0 00O
0 0O 0 0 O
C3}\.0 C4A.0 0 0 0
Cop=| 0 0 v 0 0],
0 0 0 v%. 0
0 O 0 0 Yo
(A12)
00 0O O o0
00 O 0 0
Dyg= |0 0 Ty Ty, Ty5,
0 0 Ty Iy Iy
0 0 I'y I'y I"33J
d1nc, dlnc,
a’E ,5(t)=8,,6 48426 ,
apf a1081 880 Po a2082 aEO %

and I'; is given by
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D
aI‘,,—-ez( ’(k)a,,,,e,,{ (k)

W)

)0
—apki, (k)a— 2, (k) . (A13)
The parameters c; are given by
9,
e =(poc1 2+ (hocy = | 2>
. Po |sq
apo C% ar
C1=p0 =— |1— h ,
EXN A
9po ciar
c3=(poho) ! =—, (A14)
2 o 3o oy pohoc,
e8| e ly—1_ ko
€1 aPo g €1 [Po®T  PoCy
aTO 1
=1 = .
¢ aso po  PoCy
Also, vo=7g/po is the kinematic viscosity,

Vo=3vo+po Kg, ar=py (dpo/dT,) |, is the thermal
expans1on coefficient, c, is the constant volume specific
heat, c,, is the constant pressure specific heat, y=c, /c,,
and ¢ is the speed of sound.

Finally, the random forces R, are

(A15)
R2=Cl ik'§R(k,t)—aij7§(k,t)
Ry =2 (K)ik;TR(k,0)/p, 1=1,2,3 .

The effect of the shear flow occurs in several terms of
(A10). First, the linear mode-coupling term (i.e., the gra-
dient term in k) is proportional to the shear rate and van-
ishes in ethbnum The contribution from E,g is pro-
portional to a2 and is due to the viscous heatmg expressed
by Eq. (3.3). The time dependence of L,g(k,?) is also due
to this heating and occurs only through the dependence on
go(t). Aside from the neglect of terms nonlinear in
z,4(k,?), no other approximations have been made. In par-
ticular, there has been no restriction that the macroscopic
state of uniform shear be close to equilibrium.

The tensor T'; is considerably simplified by a suitable
choice for the unit vectors €%, In particular, we choose
e V=k/k, 8? perpendicular to ") and in the k-§ plane,

and €® perpendicular to ¢!’ and em
RPN
€ =k,
2) (1), (1) -
e =[y-¢ @ 9k, (A16)
(3 D2
€ =€ xe,

where %k, =(k2—k})/*/k. It then follows that
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F11=—F22=kxky/k2 >
Tio=—k:/k, ,

r31=_kykz/kk1 ’ (A17)

Typ=—k,/k,
I';j=0, all others .
APPENDIX B: HYDRODYNAMIC MODES

The general solution to the linear hydrodynamic equa-
tions may be determined from the generalized eigenvalue
problem, Eq. (3.10):

' —ai,-k,-i;+L ED=p, 9 (B1)

The differential operator with respect to k makes this a
nonlinear eigenvalue equation. The problem is posed in a
five-dimensional complex Hilbert space with scalar prod-
uct

(@,5)=3 a’b, . B

Since L is not Hermitian, the eigenvectors will not be
pairwise orthogonal in Eeneral. The associated biorthogo-
nal set is denoted by {5},

(2,60 =8; . (B3)
The perturbation theory is generated by the expansions
Ai=kAjo+k* A+,
(B4)
é-“)=§(0i)+k§(1i)+ N
Substitution into Eq. (B1) and use of the form (A11) for L
gives the equations for first- and second-order perturba-
tion theory,
(—iB —AoD)ES =0
(B5)

(i)
0 »

)

(—iB =M oDEV= |y f —C —ak —2D +k’a;;k; %
J

where I denotes the identity. The eigenvalues of the ma-
trix — iB are readily found from (A12) to be

Ao=—icg, Ayo=+ico,

(B6)
A3 0=A40=As50=0,
and the corresponding eigenvectors are
¢(1)=_1_—(p0c1’h002’c0,070) ’
\/_2_.00
1
@) = —=—(poc1,hoc2, —€0,0,0
¢ ‘/i(:o (pOcl’ 0C2» Co,Y, ) ’
3_ 1 .
¢ - c (hOCZ’ pOcl,anyo) ’ (B7)
0

¥%=(0,0,0,1,0),
¥%=(0,0,0,0,1) .

These vectors also form an orthonormal basis. Because of
the degeneracy for i =3,4,5, the lowest-order eigenvectors

{0} are
ED—yg) |
e =y?, (B8)

+ 5 s
=3 My, i=34,5.
ji=3

The eigenvalues to next-order perturbation theory and the
coefficients M;; are determined from the second of Egs.
(B5). Taking the scalar product of this equation with %"
and use of (B8) gives

Ai1=[¢,(C +ak ~2D)V], i=1,2
(B9)

5
> [[zp‘f’,(c +ak ~2D)y"]
=3

— [k—za,-jki—a“-'f-)\fi,l 8]'1 M;=0, i,j=3,4,5.

k;

The specific forms of the matrices C and D are displayed
in Egs. (A12). It follows immediately that for i =1,2,

Ai=7(To+ak ~’Tyy), i=1,2. (B10)
Here
hokoCz ’ CP ’
Fo=— (Poclcs+hoczc4)+Vo=“c‘DT+V0
c v

is the sound damping constant, Dy is the thermal dif-
fusivity, and I'y; is defined by Eq. (A13). Also, it is seen
from the form of C and D that for [ =3,4,5,

[¢3,(C +ak ~2D)pP]=85 Dr . (B11)
Consequently, a solution for i =3 is
A3 =Dr,
(B12)
My=38y .

The remaining two eigenvalues are determined from (B9),
which now has the simple form, for i,j =4,5,

ak ——Z(lp(j)’Dd)(l))

)

123,5
_2 d
— |1 —vo)+k " *ap ki |8y |[My=0. (B13)
ak,,
The elements of (', Dy?) are found to be
@ poon_ |12 ©
@7, DY) = Ty 0] (B14)

where the special coordinate system (A16) has now been
selected for simplicity. Equations (B13) are then, for
i =45,
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) , 3 where F(k,t) is defined by
Ai1—vo—(a/k*)T — M= . N
1—vo—(a/k* )Ty +(a/k* )k, ok, 1M;4 0, FO(k, 1) =1 (K)R (K, 1) (C2)
(B15) and the random forces are given in Egs. (Al5). The
ki’l——vo-i-(a/kz)kx—a— M;s—(a/k*)T3,M;,=0 . forces R,(k,t) are linear combinations of the random
ok, parts of the heat flux and pressure tensor of Egs. (A2) and
(A3). To order k2, it is found that
Solutions to these equations include
R (sF(k,0))=04+0(k?) ,
)\.4,1 =Vo+ak - F22, }L5,1=’V0 (B16) R 2
. - (;j(k,2))=0+0(k?),
with the coefficients R
Mol Mo M (sfk, ek, t')) =0, (C3)
4=1, = ’
Me—o M” . kikj (sRk,0sf(K,)
4 =Y, 55=1,
5 (B17) - =—(m)8(k+k)8( —t')2k*T}Aq ,
M=—=ttan~ /Ky, ek e P R R, (K, DER (K, 1))
L
K2 — k2 xkz =(2m)°8(k +k')8(t —t')
1= — Ry -

These results clearly apply only if k,£0. More general
solutions to (B15) exist with different eigenvalues and
coefficients. However, it is possible to show that the
Green’s functions defined by Egs. (3.14) and (3.16) are in-
variant with respect to these differences. More specifical-
ly, any differences in the eigenvalues cancel in the Green’s
function so that only the hydrodynamic modes deter-
mined by the choice made here appears in the final re-
sults.

In summary, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors to this
order are

M= —ick + 5 (Tk>+ak.k, /k?) , '
A=Al

Ay=Drk?,

Ay=vok?—ak,k,/k?,

7\«5=V0k2 N

(B18)

and the biorthogonal set to lowest order is found to be
D= D=y §=1,2,3
¢®=(0,0,0,1,M) ,
¢%'=(0,0,0,0,1) ,
79=(0,0,0,1,0) ,
7%=(0,0,0,—M,1) .
APPENDIX C: CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

The autocorrelation matrix for the random forces is
given by Eq. (4.6),
(FO(k,t)FI(K',1") ) =(27)38(k +k')8(¢ —t")F (k) ,
(C1)
1

Coplk;a)= [ drS £k, e (—k, PF(k (—7))
0 s B

=[7 dr 3 EVk,E(—k e WL (—F P (k(—7)) .
Lj

(B19)

X 2Tk [2058118p1+81p(kp — 575)] .
The matrix of forces in (C1) then becomes
5 . -
Fi(k)=2k>T, 3, RonP (k¥ —k)
a=1
with
R,;=0, Ry=ciA3T5, R3=—vTopo,
(C5)
R4y=—Rs=vTopo -

Evaluating the sum in (C4) gives the desired results
F(k)=FY)k) for i,j=1,2,3,
F14=F15___F24=F25=F34=F35=0
FU=F2—[2Ty(Tg—2v}) ,

FR2=k2T,T,,

2
TOC2

F13=F23=—k2\/§.}b(¥')0h06‘102 ’ (Ce6)

2
F¥—= k2T, |22 ,

Co

2
= —2k2vaTo%’fcplpo ,

F¥=2KkTyvy/po ,

F%— —F%=M(k)F* ,

F3=_[14+MXKk)]F*.

The equal-time correlation functions in Sec. IV are deter-
mined from the functions C,g(k;a) of Egs. (4.8) and (4.9),

(C7
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At this point, it is convenient to convert the variables 2
and Z, back to 8g and 8¢ using their definitions (3.5), e.g.,

Cplk;a)=c T2Ch(k;a) ,
etc. The correlation functions can then be written as
Cpolk;a)=kpToptX r[1+A(k;a)] ,

a
Cpe(kia)=kp TohopoXr |1—h5 ' To7 - +A(k;a)
T

2

a
C..(k;a)=kpToXr |X7 ' Toc, + ho——To}l
T
+h3A(k;a)
Cy(k;a)=kpTopo '[1+7A(K;a)] , (C8)

Culk;a)=kpTopy '[1—Ayxk;a)],
Cus(k;a)=kpTopo 'As(k;a) ,
Css(k;a)=kgTopg '[1—Ak;a)] .
The functions A;(k;a) all go to zero with the shear rate

and represent the corrections to the local equilibrium re-
sults. Explicitly,

—Tok2B(—1)

b

kky k,(—1)

—_— e
k3(—1)

kxky( ‘—t) —ZVOkZB(—t)

——e

k? ’

Aka)=y~la [ " at

Ayka)=2a [ " dt
(C9)
2ksky(—1)

As(k;a)=a fowdt Tk (—D)

F(k,1) ks
,t+k

e —2vgk2B(—1) ,

kok,(—1) k,
=2 F(k, 2
K(—1) (k,t)+ % J

—2vgk2B(—1)
’

Ayk;a)=2a fo‘” dt F(k,1)

Xe

where

F(k,t)=M(k(—1t))— —1)

—M(k) . (C10)

The light scattering function is defined by Eq. (4.17).
Representation of the density autocorrelation function in
terms of the hydrodynamic modes leads to the form [us-

ing Eqgs. (4.10) and (4.7)]
3
S(ko)=3 SVkw),

i=1

(C11)

S(k;w)=2R,

;3 E9(k Bk —k)F ) (kj;0)

where R, denotes the real part, and & (k;;w) is the solu-
tion to

_iw+}\,-(k1,a)-—aijk1,- 82 E(i)(kl;a))

=0k —k ) (ke T Co(kyza) .

The index i in (C11) and (C12) only ranges over 1—3 be-
cause the density does not couple to the transverse modes.
Further simplification of these results is possible by not-
ing that to the order in perturbation theory considered
here £1"(k) is independent of k for i =1—3. Then, multi-
plying (4.19) by g" 6(k —k;) and integrating over k; gives

(C12)

dki [, .
f ) [9 (k—k{[—io+Ai(ky,a)]lok;o)
— &P T2C o (ki;a))

—B(k —ky)ay, 6(k—k,)o(k0) |=

)
klz akl
(C13)

where £,())7(k;0)=0(k—k;)0(k;;w). The last term
in Eq. (C13) can be transformed by partial integration to
yield

dk, o, ,
J G- k) [ [~io+nky,a)
—'%aijkli_a%._ ]U(i)(kl;w)

§(”n$’clzca1(k1,a)] =0. (Cl4)

Equations (C11) may also be written in terms of
ok ;0),
SUk;0)= 0%k)ok+k;w) . (C15)

Typically, the dimensions of the light scattering region
can be large compared to the change in wavelength, so
that k, <<k. Then the functions S'”(k;w) can be written

S(k;0)=2R,0'"(k;0) , (C16)

where, with Eq. (C14), the o'(k;w) satisfy the approxi-
mate equations

3
"3k,

=ci2"Ma Car(k;a) ,  (C17)

and the integral over 6%(k) has been arbitrarily set equal
to unity. The right side of (C17) is the same for i =1 and
2, corresponding to the two sound modes so that
SY(k,0)=S*k, —w)=Sp(k,w). The third contribution
is from the heat mode. In summary, the light scattering
function is

—iw+A;(k,a)— zau o k;w)

S(k,w)=Sp(k,0)+Sp(k, —0)+Sr(k,0) . (C18)

The first two terms give the Brillouin peaks and the last
gives the Rayleigh peak.
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