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6) for a range of shear

~ 0.55 for this particular sample; cf. Fig. 7.22 where the

-thinning begins at ¢ ~ 0.4.
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Fig. 7.24 Typical predictions from a computer simulation of a suspension in shear flow (see Bames,
Edwards and Woodcock 1987). Note: density is normalised using particle parameters. (a) Viscosity versus
shear rate, showing the qualitative features of Fig. 7.1; (b) Shows the trace of the stress tensor. This
osmotic-type pressure results in particle migration to regions of lower shear rate.



