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Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates
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The incompressible motion of viscoplastic fluid between two semi-infinite rigid plates,
hinged at their ends and rotating towards one another at constant angular velocity,
generates self-similar flow fields because there is no externally imposed length scale in
the absence of inertia. The magnitude of the strain rate scales with the angular velocity
of the plates and the dimensionless deviatoric stresses are functions only of the polar
angle and a dimensionless measure of the yield stress; they are independent of the radial
distance from the corner. These flows feature unyielded regions adjacent to the boundaries
for sufficiently large angles between the plates. Moreover, when the dimensionless yield
stress is large, there are viscoplastic boundary layers that are attached to the boundary or
the plug, the asymptotic structures of which are constructed.
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1. Introduction

We investigate the incompressible flow of a Herschel–Bulkley viscoplastic fluid between
two rigid, semi-infinite plates, hinged at the origin and rotating towards one another
with angular velocity, Ω (see figure 1a), thus extending the classical problem of
viscous Newtonian fluid flow in this configuration (see, for example, Moffatt (1964)).
Recent studies of viscoplastic fluids in converging and recirculating corner flows have
demonstrated how the existence of a yield-stress changes the structure of the Newtonian
solutions significantly, leading to the occurrence of rigid unyielded regions of fluid, or
‘plugs’, and the development of viscoplastic boundary layers when the dimensionless
yield-stress is large (Taylor-West & Hogg 2021, 2022). In both of these previous studies,
the magnitude of the strain rate varies with the distance from the vertex, resulting in
viscously and yield-stress dominated behaviour in different regions of the wedge. In
contrast, it will be shown that the flow driven by hinged plates is self-similar, with the
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic of problem geometry. Only half of the geometry is shown, with the other half given
by symmetry in θ = 0. The shaded region indicates unyielded material. (b) Strain-rate (colour-plot) and
streamlines (black) from numerical integration as described in § 3, with α = 60◦, Bi = 1000 and N = 1. The
solid blue region shows the unyielded plug.

dimensionless strain rate and deviatoric stresses varying only with the polar angle. This
flow configuration has application to coating (Davard & Dupuis 2000), lubrication (for
example in the biomechanics of synovial joints (Hou et al. 1992)) and extrusion flows of
viscoplastic fluid (Ahuja, Luisi & Potanin 2018). In sensory evaluation of foods, Chen
(1993) suggests that squeeze flow in a wedge more accurately models the flow between
the tongue and roof of mouth than the flow between parallel plates, which has been used
as a model to predict oral sensory response (for example, Demartine & Cussler (1975)
and Elejalde & Kokini (1992)). In addition, albeit with different boundary conditions, the
flow in a closing wedge could be used to understand the local flow near a moving contact
line in a drop of yield-stress fluid (see, for example, Jalaal, Stoeber & Balmforth (2021)).
Beyond its direct relevance to applications, the flow configuration under consideration
in this study also offers a rare example of a quasianalytical solution for non-Newtonian,
non-parallel flow. As such it is a useful problem for bench-marking computational codes
and for determining the validity of constitutive models beyond simple-shear flows in which
they are typically defined and experimentally determined.

The flow between rotating hinged plates has been studied for a number of different
non-Newtonian constitutive laws. Phan-Thien (1984) studied the case of a viscoelastic
fluid, showing that exact similarity solutions exist for a general viscoelastic constitutive
law, and analysing in detail the time evolution for the specific examples of the Oldroyd-B
and Phan-Thien and Tanner (PTT) models, with a prescribed exponential closing rate
of the hinged plates. They showed that the velocity fields do not deviate significantly
from the Newtonian solution, but that viscoelasticity can have a significant impact on
the evolution of the stresses in the wedge, with the Oldroyd-B model, in particular,
predicting unbounded extensional stresses above a critical Weissenberg number (the
ratio of typical elastic and viscous stresses), while stresses in the PTT model remain
bounded but can become oscillatory. Phan-Thien & Zheng (1991) further explored the
existence of this critical Weissenberg number, by focussing on the steady-state solution
at a given hinge half-angle (of π/4) and showing that, for an Oldroyd-B fluid, the
critical Weissenberg number corresponds to a limiting point above which the steady-state
solution ceases to exist. Chen (1993) studied the problem for a power-law fluid, using an
assumed approximate form for the radial velocity field in the cases of slip and no-slip
at the walls, with the aim of providing more easily calculated solutions than the exact
similarity solutions derived by Phan-Thien (1984). Wilson (1993) investigated the flow of
a biviscosity fluid in a closing wedge of half-angle less than π/4. Under this rheological
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Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates

model the fluid is assumed to be Newtonian with relatively high viscosity up to an imposed
transitional shear stress (or equivalently a transitional strain rate) and then exhibits a
Bingham-like constitutive law for high shear stresses and strain rates; by construction the
constitutive law is continuous. In the limit where the ratio of the viscosities above and
below the transitional strain rate vanishes, the Bingham law is retrieved. Often with this
model, a ‘yield surface’ is defined as a location at which the flow attains the transitional
strain rate and changes its rheological model from Newtonian to Bingham-like. Evidently
this surface does not demark the boundary of an unyielded rigid plastic region, since
deformation is still permitted, albeit with a potentially high viscosity. Wilson (1993)
determined the existence of the ‘yield surface’ and its dependence upon the dimensionless
transitional shear stress and the ratio of the viscosities. He showed that the material close
to the symmetry line of the wedge could be ‘unyielded’ (i.e. its strain rate falls below
the transitional value), but that this region vanished when the viscosity ratio became
sufficiently small for any fixed dimensionless transitional shear stress, in which case the
entire fluid was ‘yielded’. As we demonstrate below (see §§ 3 and 4), for wedge angles
less than π/4, the fluid is indeed yielded throughout, and is plastically dominated and
only weakly yielded when the dimensionless yield stress is large. It is also possible to
explore the dynamical behaviour under other regularised rheologies within the wedge.
For example, Al Khatib (2006) considered the problem for a regularised version of
the Herschel–Bulkley constitutive law, deriving the governing similarity equations for
the time evolution of the flow under a prescribed exponential closing rate, utilising the
Papanastasiou regularisation. They found that the radial velocity distribution was very
close to the Newtonian solution for the range of parameters explored, and showed how the
pressure load on the plates varied with time and depended on the shear thinning and yield
stress of the fluid. They also considered the existence of unyielded regions in the wedge
and found that no such region exists, however, their analysis is for just a single choice
of the hinge angle and constitutive parameters and, moreover, the regularisation of the
constitutive law precludes the occurrence of any true plugs (as for the biviscosity model).

Compression between rotating hinged plates has also been widely studied for a plastic
material, under a range of different constitutive laws (Alexandrov & Lyamina 2003;
Alexandrov & Jeng 2009; Alexandrov, Pirumov & Chesnikova 2009; Alexandrov &
Miszuris 2015). A distinguished feature of the rigid plastic problem is the existence of
unyielded regions in rigid body rotation adjacent to the rotating plates, for sufficiently large
wedge angles. Of particular relevance to the current paper are the studies for a Bingham
viscoplastic (Alexandrov & Jeng 2009), and for a viscoplastic with a saturation stress
which the magnitude of the deviatoric stress approaches as the strain-rate tends to infinity
(Alexandrov & Miszuris 2015). In the former, Alexandrov & Jeng (2009) show that the
deviatoric stresses are functions of polar angle only, and hence derive governing ordinary
differential equations (ODEs) for the stress and velocity fields in the domain. Their results
do not exhibit plug formation or boundary layers in part due to the focus on relatively small
yield stresses and angles between the plates. In the latter, Alexandrov & Miszuris (2015)
show that a rigid zone can occur for wedge angles above some critical value but, in the
absence of a specific constitutive law, do not calculate this angle or evaluate how it depends
on the non-dimensional yield stress. The existence of typical viscoplastic boundary layers
in this case is precluded by the saturation stress which results in plastic behaviour when
the shear-rate is large. Herein, we revisit the solution of Alexandrov & Jeng (2009) for the
case of a Bingham fluid, which we generalise to the Herschel–Bulkley constitutive law,
demonstrating that the self-similar solution does in fact include the existence of unyielded
regions for sufficiently large angles between the plates, and elucidating the boundary-layer
structure that emerges in the regime of large non-dimensional yield-stress.
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We assume the constitutive law of a Herschel–Bulkley fluid, relating the deviatoric stress
tensor, τ , to the strain-rate tensor, γ̇ = ∇u + ∇uT, via

τ =
(

Kγ̇ N−1 + τY

γ̇

)
γ̇ when τ > τY , γ̇ = 0 otherwise, (1.1)

where K is the consistency, N is the flow index, τY is the yield-stress and τ ≡ (τijτij/2)1/2

and γ̇ ≡ (γ̇ijγ̇ij/2)1/2 are the second invariants of the deviatoric stress and strain-rate
tensors, respectively. This constitutive law reduces to the Bingham model for N = 1 and
K = μ, the viscosity. We adopt polar coordinates, (r, θ), centred on the hinge and with θ
measured from the line of symmetry between the two plates (see figure 1). We denote the
components of the velocity as u = (u, v). Assuming ρΩ2−Nr2/K � 1 (where ρ denotes
the density) in the region of interest, we can neglect inertia and search for a quasistatic
solution. In this case, the system of equations is given by

1
r
∂

∂r
(ru)+ 1

r
∂v

∂θ
= 0, (1.2)

∂p
∂r

= ∂τrr

∂r
+ 1

r
∂τrθ

∂θ
+ 2

r
τrr, (1.3)

1
r
∂p
∂θ

= ∂τrθ

∂r
− 1

r
∂τrr

∂θ
+ 2

r
τrθ , (1.4)

representing incompressibility, and the balance of momentum in the radial and azimuthal
directions, respectively. The boundary conditions arise from symmetry at θ = 0 and
no-slip at the rigid wall, and are given by

v = ∂u
∂θ

= 0 at θ = 0, and (u, v) = (0,−Ωr) at θ = α, (1.5a,b)

when the rigid plates are at θ = ±α.
We note that, in the absence of a length scale in the problem, the only velocity scale is

Ωr and so we write

(u, v) = Ωr
2

(
f ′(θ),−2f (θ)

)
, (1.6)

where f (θ) is a function to be determined, and then incompressibility is automatically
satisfied; the stream function is therefore given by Ψ = Ωr2f (θ)/2. We further scale
strain-rates byΩ/2, and pressure and stresses by the viscous stress scale K(Ω/2)N . Having
done so, the governing equations for the dimensionless variables are unchanged but the
constitutive law becomes

τ =
(
γ̇ N−1 + Bi

γ̇

)
γ̇ when τ > Bi, γ̇ = 0 otherwise, (1.7)

where the dimensionless parameter, Bi = 2NτY/(KΩN), is the Bingham number,
representing the ratio of the yield-stress to a typical viscous stress. Further, the boundary
conditions become f = f ′′ = 0 at θ = 0, and f = 1, f ′ = 0 at θ = α, representing
assumed symmetry at θ = 0 and no slip at θ = α.

As shown by Alexandrov & Jeng (2009), under the self-similar ansatz (1.6), the
governing equations reduce to ODEs. By careful analysis of these governing differential
equations we will show that a rigid zone adjacent to the boundary, in which the fluid is in
solid body rotation, does exist for angles above a critical angle, α ≥ αc (with αc ≥ π/4),
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Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates

and demonstrate how this critical angle depends on the Bingham number, in particular
reducing asymptotically to π/4 in the plastic limit Bi → ∞. We will also show that
viscoplastic boundary layers occur when Bi 	 1, demonstrating the dependence of the
width of these layers on the Bingham number.

The theory of viscoplastic boundary layers, in which shear becomes concentrated in a
thin layer, was first developed by Oldroyd (1947), who identified a distinguished limit in
which viscous and plastic stresses both enter the leading-order balance of momentum in
the boundary layer. For a Bingham fluid, this regime occurs for dimensionless boundary
layer widths of order Bi−1/3. Later, Piau (2002) proposed an alternative boundary layer
scaling, of order Bi−1/2, for which viscous stresses are dominant in the boundary layer.
These theories were generalised and put on a rigorous asymptotic footing by Balmforth
et al. (2017). Such boundary layers have also been observed in laboratory experiments,
in the penetration of a rigid plate into a bath of viscoplastic fluid (Boujlel et al. 2012),
and the injection of viscoplastic fluid into a bath of the same fluid (Chevalier et al.
2013). Chevalier et al. (2013) associates the existence of these boundary layers with
the flow becoming ‘frustrated’ when the yield stress character locks the fluid in place,
while boundary conditions necessitate motion of the fluid. Thus, when the yield stress
is large, boundary layers occur to break this frustration, by allowing for the motion of
the boundaries while the bulk of the fluid remains at the yield stress. For the current
problem we will show that boundary layers of this kind form at the rigid boundaries when
the Bingham number is large and the wedge half-angle is below π/4 (αc − α = O(1)).
Conversely, for α beyond this regime the flow can satisfy the velocity boundary conditions
without requiring a region of high strain rate, and so the strain rates remain O(1), and
the fluid remains at the yield stress to leading order throughout the wedge. In accord
with previous studies, the dimensionless width of the boundary layers scales with the
Bingham number via Bi−1/(N+1), reducing to the anticipated Bi−1/2 scaling for Bingham
fluids. We note that Wilson’s (1993) analysis of the biviscosity model in wedges with
α < π/4 in the regime of relatively high transitional shear stress also features boundary
layers attached to the wedge boundaries. They scale in accord with the Bingham case of
N = 1 with the dimensionless width being proportional to Bi−1/2. It will be shown in
§ 4.1 that our approach circumvents some of the difficulties of Wilson’s (1993) analysis
by a different choice of independent variable (see § 2) and explicitly matches between
a plastically dominated region in the bulk and viscously deforming region adjacent to
the wedge boundaries. This allows extension to both Herschel–Bulkley rheology and to
wider wedge angles (α > π/4) for which rigid plug regions exist adjacent to the wedge
boundaries.

We first derive the similarity equations, extending the methodology of Alexandrov &
Jeng (2009) in § 2, then detail the numerical integration of these ODEs in § 3 and set out
the boundary layer analysis in § 4. In § 5 we carry out full numerical simulations of the
problem, to show how the similarity solution is embedded in the full simulations, before
briefly concluding in § 6. There is also one Appendix in which we detail how the results
reduce to the Newtonian solution when Bi � 1 with N = 1, and determine the asymptotic
dependence of a thin unyielded region near the plates when α = π/2 in this regime.

2. Similarity equations

Given the assumed form of the velocity (1.6), the strain-rate components and magnitude
of the strain rate are given in dimensionless form by

γ̇rr = 2f ′(θ), γ̇rθ = f ′′(θ), γ̇ =
√

f ′′2 + 4f ′2, (2.1a–c)
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where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to θ . Importantly these are independent
of radial distance from the vertex and this underpins the solution that we develop in what
follows. An immediate consequence is that the components of the stress tensor are also
functions of only the polar angle and we can write(

τrr (θ)
τrθ (θ)

)
= k(θ)

(
cos 2ψ

− sin 2ψ

)
, (2.2)

where ψ = ψ(θ) is a variable representing the orientation of the deviatoric stress tensor
and the magnitude of the deviatoric stress, k(θ), is given by

k(θ) =
(

f ′′2 + 4f ′2
)N/2 + Bi, (2.3)

wherever the fluid is yielded. By symmetry ψ = 0 at θ = 0 and, since u vanishes on the
wall, τrr = 0 and so ψ = π/4 at θ = α. Furthermore, if there is a rigid region for θ ≥ αc
then ψ = π/4 and f ′′ = 0 at θ = αc (since the strain rate must vanish at the unyielded
plug). The azimuthal pressure gradient is found to be independent of r and thus the
pressure takes the form

p = 2ABi log r + g(θ), (2.4)

where A is a constant, and so the balance of radial and angular momentum reduce to

2BiA = − dk
dθ

sin 2ψ + 2k cos 2ψ
(

1 − dψ
dθ

)
, (2.5)

dg
dθ

= − dk
dθ

cos 2ψ − 2k sin 2ψ
(

1 − dψ
dθ

)
. (2.6)

The constitutive law implies

γ̇rθ

γ̇rr
= τrθ

τrr
=⇒ f ′′

f ′ = −2 tan 2ψ, (2.7)

and thus, from (2.3), k = (2f ′ sec 2ψ)N + Bi. Following Alexandrov & Jeng (2009) we
define F = df /dθ, and change independent variable to ψ . Using (2.5) and (2.7), and
substituting for k, we arrive at the system of ODEs,

dθ
dψ

=
(
N + (1 − N) cos2 2ψ

)
(2F sec 2ψ)N + Bi cos2 2ψ(

N + (1 − N) cos2 2ψ
)
(2F sec 2ψ)N + Bi cos2 2ψ − ABi cos 2ψ

, (2.8)

dF
dψ

= −2F tan 2ψ × dθ
dψ
, (2.9)

df
dψ

= F × dθ
dψ
, (2.10)

which are identical to the equations of Alexandrov & Jeng (2009) when N = 1. For hinge
half-angles below the critical value, α ≤ αc, the boundary conditions are

(a, b) f = θ = 0, at ψ = 0, and (c) f = 1, (d) θ = α at ψ = π/4. (2.11a–d)

This represents a third-order system of equations with an eigenvalue, A, and four boundary
conditions. Note that we no longer require the boundary conditions F′ = 0 at θ = 0
and F = 0 at θ = α since these are implied by −2 tan 2ψ = F′/F at ψ = 0 and π/4,
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Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates

respectively. Alternatively, if α > αc there is a rigid plug occupying αc ≤ θ ≤ α. At
ψ = π/4, instead of (2.11d), we impose θ = αc, with the additional condition dF/dψ = 0,
which enables the critical angle, αc, also to be calculated as part of the solution.

A particular solution, for which α = π/4, A = 0, ψ = θ and f = sin 2θ has been noted
in previous work (e.g. Wilson 1993; Alexandrov & Jeng 2009). In fact, this solution exists
for any generalised Newtonian fluid for which the constitutive law is given by τ = μ(γ̇ )γ̇
(and hence in current notation k = k(γ̇ )), since the strain rate is spatially constant for this
solution, and so any strain-rate dependence in the rheology is irrelevant to the solution.
For this special case, since A = 0, the pressure is also independent of radial distance.
Furthermore, we note that, since the governing equations (1.2)–(1.4) are time-reversible
due to the omission of inertial terms, the resulting self-similar solutions can also be used
for the case in which the wedge is being opened slowly. However, for some viscoplastic
materials it may not be true that the fluid maintains adhesion to the plates as the wedge
is expanded, and so we have chosen to focus on the case of compression between the two
plates.

3. Numerical integration

We integrate the governing equations numerically using a shooting method. First, we note
that the governing ODEs (2.8)–(2.10) have a potential singular point at ψ = π/4 which
occurs at θ = α (or θ = αc if a rigid zone occurs), so it is helpful to expand the dependent
variables in terms of δ = π/4 − ψ � 1. When α < αc we have F = 0 and dF/dψ /= 0 at
δ = 0, so we can write

F = D0δ + D1δ
2 + · · · , (3.1)

with D0 /= 0. Using (3.1), substituting into (2.8)–(2.10) and equating powers of δ gives
θ = α − δ + · · · , f = 1 − D0δ

2/2 + · · · and D1 = 2ABiD1−N
0 /N. Using these local forms

of the dependent variables we can solve the ODEs numerically in the case α < αc (so no
rigid region occurs) by making a guess for A and D0, integrating from ψ = π/4 − δ to
ψ = 0 and iterating to satisfy the boundary conditions θ(0) = f (0) = 0.

We can determine αc by imposing D0 = 0, since dF/dψ = 0 at the yield-surface (ψ =
π/4). In this case, analysis of (2.8)–(2.10) gives a different form of the local expansions
with

F =
(

2(N + 1)ABi
N

)1/N

δ1+1/N + · · · , (3.2)

θ = αc −
(

1 + 1
N

)
δ + · · · , (3.3)

f = 1 − 1
2 + 1/N

(
2(N + 1)ABi

N

)1/N

δ2+1/N + · · · . (3.4)

Then the constants A and αc are determined by integrating from ψ = π/4 − δ and
requiring θ(0) = f (0) = 0. The complete solution for α > αc is given by the solution
for α = αc in the region θ ≤ αc and a rigid plug attached to the rotating boundary
(f = 1,F = 0) in the region αc ≤ θ ≤ α.

Using the approach detailed above we can integrate the equations numerically for all
α, Bi and N. Figure 1(b) shows streamlines and a colour-plot of the magnitude of the
strain-rate for α = 60◦, Bi = 1000 and N = 1 indicating the unyielded region adjacent to
the wall. Figure 2(a,b) shows the velocity profiles for Bi = 1/

√
3 (corresponding to the
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Figure 2. (a,c) Radial and (b,d) azimuthal velocities as functions of polar angle for (a,b) Bi = 1/
√

3 and
(c,d) Bi = 104 at various values of α (legend). Solid lines are for N = 1 and dotted lines for N = 0.5 (often
indistinguishable from the N = 1 curve).

value used by Alexandrov & Jeng (2009)) with N = 1 (solid) and N = 0.5 (dotted) at a
selection of wedge angles, α up to and including the critical value, αc, at which the plug
forms (for N = 1, αc = 86.4◦ and for N = 0.5, αc = 99.2◦). We note that the value of αc
exceeds the largest wedge half-angle, α, computed by Alexandrov & Jeng (2009) for Bi =
1/

√
3 and N = 1, contributing to their conclusion that no rigid zones occur. Figure 2(c,d)

shows the velocity profiles for Bi = 104 (and the same values of N) indicating that αc
is close to (but exceeds) 45◦ for Bi 	 1 and boundary layers occur for α < 45◦. These
boundary layers are most readily observed in figure 2(c) as the narrow angular range over
which the radial velocity is adjusted to satisfy no slip. They are also present in figure 2(d)
since the angular velocity must have vanishing angular gradient at the boundary; however,
this transition is more difficult to observe in these figures. These behaviours are explored
in the following section where we analyse the equations in the plastic regime Bi 	 1.

The inclusion of shear thinning (flow index N < 1) has a minor impact on the velocity
profiles in most cases, with the effect being most significant at small half-angles, α, since
the shear rate is largest for these hinge angles. The strain-rate is greatest at the rigid
boundary in this case, and hence the effect of shear-thinning is to reduce the effective
viscosity at the boundary relative to the centre of the wedge, resulting in an increased
strain-rate at the boundary and a reduced radial velocity at the centre.

The dependence on the Bingham number of the critical angle, αc (now returning to
radians), and the value of the constant A at this critical angle, denoted Ac, are shown in
figure 3 for N = 1 and N = 0.5. We see that αc → π/4 (as noted above) and Ac → 0 as
Bi → ∞, while αc → π/2 and Ac → ∞ in the Newtonian limit, Bi → 0 with N = 1,
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Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates
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Figure 3. (a) The critical angle for plug formation, αc, and (b) the corresponding eigenvalue, Ac, as functions
of Bi from numerical integration for N = 1 (solid blue) and N = 0.5 (solid red). The corresponding asymptotic
predictions for Bi 	 1 are given by dotted lines. The inset shows a close up of the region 105 < Bi < 106 with
the numerically determined values shown as stars. The black dashed line in (a) shows the asymptote αc = π/4.

which is a consequence of the choice to scale pressure by Bi in (2.4). The former is
analysed in the following section, while the latter is analysed in the Appendix (A). When
Bingham numbers are order unity (Bi = O(1)), shear thinning increases the critical angle
above which a plug first forms. The physical mechanism for this is that, for a shear-thinning
fluid, the shear-rate decays more rapidly as the plug is approached (see (3.2)) because the
lower strain rate near the plug results in a higher effective viscosity and a further hindrance
of shear there. This region of low strain rate means the velocity tends to zero more slowly
as the plug is approached from the bulk of the wedge, and so the true plug occurs at a larger
angle. Roughly speaking, we can think of the plugged region for the Bingham case (N = 1)
being replaced by a smaller plugged region plus a region in which the strain rate is very
low and the effective viscosity very high, but in which the fluid is nonetheless yielded.
In contrast, shear thinning results in a slightly smaller value of αc when the Bingham
number is large (see figure 3a inset). The reduction in strain rate near the plug due to
shear thinning becomes less significant when Bi 	 1 since αc ∼ π/4 and the solution in
the bulk of the wedge approaches the uniform strain-rate solution of α = π/4. Since the
dimensionless value of this uniform strain rate is γ̇ = 4 > 1, the effect of shear thinning
is to reduce the stress in the bulk of the wedge, θ < π/4, and hence we anticipate that the
fluid is yielded over a smaller region. Consequently, in this regime, αc is smaller for the
shear thinning case (although this effect is quite slight as shown in figure 3 and expounded
using asymptotics in § 4).

4. Viscoplastic boundary layers: Bi � 1

The numerical results have demonstrated that when Bi 	 1, regions emerge with high
velocity gradient adjacent to the hinge boundary when α < αc (figure 2). Also the critical
angle, αc, is a function of Bi, which asymptotes to π/4 as Bi → ∞. In this section we
elucidate both of these phenomena mathematically by introducing matched asymptotic
expansions between the interior flow away from the boundary or the plug, and a relatively
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thin region within which the velocity and stress fields adjust to the conditions at the
boundary or the plug.

We first examine the leading-order solutions in the ‘bulk’ (π/4 − ψ = O(1)), which we
term the ‘outer’ region. We introduce regular series expansions for the dependent variables
and eigenvalue, (θ,F, f ,A) = (θ0,F0, f0,A0)+ o(1). Then to leading order

dθ0

dψ
= cos 2ψ

cos 2ψ − A0
,

dF0

dψ
= − 2F0 sin 2ψ

cos 2ψ − A0
and

df0
dψ

= F0 cos 2ψ
cos 2ψ − A0

. (4.1a–c)

Following Nadai (1924), we may integrate these equations subject to the boundary
conditions f0(0) = 0 and θ0(0) = 0 to find that

F0 = c1 (cos 2ψ − A0) , f0 = c1

2
sin 2ψ, (4.2a,b)

θ0 = ψ + A0

(1 − A2
0)

1/2
tanh−1

[(
1 + A0

1 − A0

)1/2

tanψ

]
≡ G(ψ,A0). (4.3)

The constant c1 and the eigenvalue A0 are yet to be determined; their values will follow as
part of the matching process, as shown below. When ψ = π/4 − δ (δ � 1), we find the
leading-order expressions

F0 = −c1A0 + · · · , f0 = c1

2
+ · · · and θ0 = G(π/4,A0)+ · · · . (4.4a–c)

Immediately we can see the need for a boundary layer because these leading-order
expressions cannot simultaneously satisfy the boundary conditions at ψ = π/4, namely
F(π/4) = 0, f (π/4) = 1 and θ(π/4) = α. The outer solutions were derived on the basis
that FN � ABi(cos 2ψ)N+1, and thus the size of the boundary layer is determined by
assessing when this regime becomes invalid. We further note that the matching condition
(4.4a–c) requires that F ∼ A and thus, when A is O(1), FN ∼ ABi(cos 2ψ)N+1 when
δN+1Bi ∼ 1.

If the eigenvalue, A, is smaller than order unity, then the outer solution takes a different
form. In particular, when A and δ are of the same order we will also need to include the
neglected Bi cos2 2ψ terms (see (2.8)) in the boundary layer equations. In this case, as
the boundary layer is approached we have F ∼ A ∼ δ and so FN ∼ ABi(cos 2ψ)N+1 when
δ2Bi ∼ 1. This regime therefore occurs when A = O(Bi−1/2), so we write A = aBi−1/2 +
· · · with a = O(1) and expand the governing equations up to O(Bi−1/2) to find the outer
solutions,

F = c1 cos 2ψ + 1
Bi1/2

(c2 cos 2ψ − c1a)+ · · · , (4.5)

f = c1

2
sin 2ψ + c2

2Bi1/2
sin 2ψ + · · · , (4.6)

θ = ψ + a
Bi1/2

tanh−1 (tanψ)+ · · · , (4.7)

where c2 is a constant. When π/4 − ψ = δ = O(Bi−1/2), expanding (4.5)–(4.7) up to
O(Bi−1/2) gives

F = c1

(
2δ − a

Bi1/2

)
+ · · · , f = c1

2
+ c2

2Bi1/2
· · · (4.8a,b)

958 A38-10

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
3.

10
6 

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

lin
e 

by
 C

am
br

id
ge

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 P

re
ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2023.106


Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates

and

θ = π

4
+
(

−δ + a
2Bi1/2

log
(

1
δ

))
+ · · · . (4.9)

The requirement to include more than just the leading-order term in the outer solution in
this case is highlighted by the breaking of order in F, (4.5), within the boundary layer,
with contributions from leading- and first-order terms from (4.5)–(4.7) contributing to the
dominant term in the local expansion (4.8a,b).

In the following subsections we complete the asymptotic matching by deriving the inner
solutions in the two different regimes.

4.1. Below the critical angle: 0 < π/4 − α = O(1)
When the eigenvalue is of order unity (A = A0 + · · · ), we define a rescaled independent
variable within the boundary layer given by η = (π/4 − ψ)Bi1/(N+1), as anticipated by
the analysis above. We define the inner dependent variables as

φi = (θ − α)Bi1/(N+1), Fi = F, fi = ( f − 1)Bi1/(N+1). (4.10a–c)

Then to leading order the governing equations are given by

dFi

dη
= NFN+1

i

NFN
i η − 2A0η2+N

,
dφi

dη
= − η

F0

dF0

dη
and

dfi
dη

= −ηdFi

dη
. (4.11a–c)

Provided θi and fi remain order unity as η → ∞, which will be verified later, matching to
the outer field (4.4a–c) determines c1 = 2 and A0 is given implicitly by

α = G
(

π

4
,A0

)
= π

4
+ A0

(1 − A2
0)

1/2
tanh−1

[(
1 + A0

1 − A0

)1/2
]
. (4.12)

This relation implies A0 is of order unity and negative when 0 < π/4 − α = O(1).
Integrating (4.11a), with Fi(0) = 0 and Fi → −2A0 as η → ∞ (as required by matching

to (4.4a–c)), we find an implicit relation for Fi:

NFN+1
i − 2(N + 1)A0Fiη

N+1 = 4A2
0 (N + 1) ηN+1. (4.13)

Next, integrating (4.11b,c), with φi = fi = 0 when Fi = 0, we find

φi = (−2A0)
(N−1)/(N+1)

(
N + 1

N

)N/(N+1)
((

1 + Fi

2A0

)N/(N+1)

− 1

)
, (4.14)

fi = (−2A0)
2N/(N+1) N + 1

2N + 1

(
N + 1

N

)N/(N+1)

×
((

1 − NFi

2(N + 1)A0

)(
1 + Fi

2A0

)N/(N+1)

− 1

)
, (4.15)

and verify that both tend to a constant as η → ∞ and Fi → −2A0.
The composite solutions for F and θ , denoted by C{F} and C{θ}, respectively, are then

formed using the outer, (4.1a–c), and inner, (4.13)–(4.14), solutions, to give

C{F} = 2 cos 2ψ + Fi, C{θ} = G (ψ,A0)+ Bi−1/(N+1)φi. (4.16a,b)

These are compared with a numerically integrated solution for α = π/6, Bi = 104 and
N = 1 and 0.5 in figures 4(a) and 4(c), respectively, showing excellent agreement.
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Figure 4. The numerically computed solution, F ≡ 2u/(rΩ), as a function of the polar angle, θ , (solid line)
and the asymptotic composite, C{F} as a function of C{θ}, (dotted) for Bi = 104, α = π/6 (a,c) and α = αc
(b,d), and N = 1 (a,b) and N = 0.5 (c,d). The curves are plotted parametrically via the independent variable,
ψ , as (θ(ψ),F(ψ)).

4.2. Near the critical angle: π/4 − α = O(Bi−1/2)

When the half-angle of the hinge is close to π/4 (and hence, as we will show, close to αc),
the structure of the solution changes. The radial velocity, encoded through F, undergoes a
less extreme change across the boundary layer since when A = O(Bi−1/2), the matching
condition (4.8a,b) requires that F = O(Bi−1/2). Note that in this case the term ‘boundary
layer’ is used in the asymptotic sense but does not constitute a region where the velocity
gradient is large (rather a region where the gradient of the strain-rate is large) so that
the existence of a boundary layer is visibly non-obvious for α = αc in figure 2(c), but is
clearer in figure 1(b) where the strain-rate exhibits a sharp gradient in a region adjacent to
the unyielded plug.

In this regime we define the rescaled independent variable via η = (π/4 − ψ)Bi1/2 and
it is convenient to write the ‘inner’ dependent variables as

φc = (θ − π/4)Bi1/2, Fc = FBi1/2, fc = ( f − 1)Bi1/2, (4.17a–c)

while the eigenvalue A = Bi−1/2a + · · · . At O(1) we find

dFc

dη
= Fc

(
N(Fc/η)

N + 4η2)
N(Fc/η)Nη + 4η3 − 2aη2 ,

dφc

dη
= − η

Fc

dFc

dη
and

dfc
dη

= 0, (4.18a,b)

subject to Fc(0) = fc(0) = 0 and φc(0) = (α − π/4)Bi1/2. Thus, we find fc = 0 is
constant, and, matching with the outer solution, (4.8a,b), requires c1 = 2 (as in § 4.1) and
c2 = 0. On substituting a2V = N(Fc/η)

N into the first equation in (4.18a), we have

dV
dη

= 2aNV
a2V − 2aη + 4η2 , (4.19)
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Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates

and integrating yields the implicit solution

η =
a
√

V
(

c3Y1+1/N

(
2
N

√
V
)

+ J1+1/N

(
2
N

√
V
))

2
(

c3Y1/N

(
2
N

√
V
)

+ J1/N

(
2
N

√
V
)) , (4.20)

where c3 is a constant and Ji and Yi denote Bessel functions of order i of the first and
second kind, respectively. This expression automatically satisfies the boundary condition
Fc(0) = 0, since V(0) is finite and Fc = η(a2V/N)1/N , and the constant c3 is related to
the rescaled eigenvalue a through matching to the far-field.

The matching is most readily explained as follows. We suppose that V(0) = V0 and
this determines the constant c3 in terms of V0 by demanding that the numerator of (4.20)
vanishes. The denominator of (4.20) then vanishes at various values of V and we select
the values V−∞ and V+∞ (V−∞ < V0 < V+∞), such that the denominator is non-vanishing in
the range V−∞ < V < V+∞. From (4.20), we deduce that η → ∞ as V → V+∞ if a > 0 and
as V → V−∞ if a < 0.

Next, using (4.19), we deduce the far-field form of V(η) as

V = V∞ − NV∞a
2η

+ · · · and so F = Bi−1/2
(

a2V∞
N

)1/N (
η − a

2
+ · · ·

)
. (4.21)

Matching with the far-field (4.8a,b) then determines two values for a depending on its
sign, namely a+ = 2N

√
N/V+∞ and a− = −2N

√
N/V−∞.

The final step in the analysis is to integrate (4.18b), which gives

φc(η)− φc(0) = −η −
∫ η

0

η̂

NV
dV
dη̂

dη̂ (4.22)

= −η − a
2

log η −
∫ 1

0

η̂

NV
dV
dη̂

dη̂ −
∫ η

1

(
η̂

NV
dV
dη̂

− a
2η̂

)
dη̂. (4.23)

Matching to the outer solution (4.9) requires that

φc → −η − a
2

(
log η + log(Bi−1/2)

)
as η → ∞. (4.24)

Then, denoting V(1) = V1 we determine that

α − π/4 = Bi−1/2
(∫ V1

V0

η

NV
dV +

∫ V∞

V1

2aη − a2V
4NηV

dV + a
4

log Bi
)
. (4.25)

This final expression relates the half-angle of the wedge to properties of the inner solution,
all of which are determined as functions of V0. In other words this equation completely
determines the matched asymptotic expressions.

An important consequence of this analysis is that we may determine asymptotically
the critical angle at which the rigid plug adjacent to the boundary first forms. As in
§ 2 this demands the additional condition that dFc/dη = 0 at ψ = π/4, which in terms
of the expansion developed here requires that V0 = 0 and hence c3 = 0. Then, V∞ =
(Nj1/N,1/2)2 and a = 2N+1/(

√
Nj1/N,1), where j1/N,1 is the first positive root of the Bessel
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N V∞ V1 a I

2 9.8696 2.6840 1.8006 0.0525
1.5 6.4095 2.5769 1.3683 0.3700
1 3.6705 2.1301 1.0439 0.7798
0.5 1.6484 1.3188 0.7789 1.4829
0.1 0.5239 0.5102 0.4683 4.0915

Table 1. Constants in the asymptotic prediction for the critical angle, (4.27)–(4.28), for different values
of the flow index, N. The magnitude of the dimensionless radial pressure gradient when α ≥ αc is given
asymptotically by 2aBi1/2/r when Bi 	 1.

function J1/N , and V1 is given by the first positive solution of

a
√

V1J1+1/N

(
2
N
√

V1

)
2J1/N

(
2
N
√

V1

) = 1. (4.26)

The asymptotic behaviour of αc with Bi is then given by

αc = π

4
+ aBi−1/2

(
1
4

log Bi + I
)

+ · · · , (4.27)

where I is determined from the integrals

I =
∫ V1

0

J1+1/N

(
2
N

√
V
)

2N
√

VJ1/N

(
2
N

√
V
) dV +

∫ V∞

V1

1
2NV

−
J1/N

(
2
N

√
V
)

2N
√

VJ1+1/N

(
2
N

√
V
) dV. (4.28)

A table of values of V∞, V1, a and I for various values of N, are given in table 1,
and figure 3 shows a comparison of the asymptotic and numerical results for αc and
Ac = aBi−1/2 + · · · , as a function of Bi for N = 1 and N = 0.5. Both αc and Ac are very
accurately captured by their asymptotic form in the regime Bi 	 1.

The composite solutions for F and θ are formed from the inner solutions determined
above, and the outer solutions (4.6) and (4.7), to obtain

C{F} = 2 cos 2ψ + Bi−1/2Fc − 4 (π/4 − ψ) , (4.29)

C{θ} = π

4
+ Bi−1/2

(
a tanh−1(tanψ)+ φc − a

2
log

(
1

π/4 − ψ

))
. (4.30)

These are compared with a numerically integrated solution for α = αc, Bi = 104, and
N = 1 and 0.5 in figure 4(b,d), again showing excellent agreement.

5. Comparison with full numerical simulations

The similarity solutions derived in this paper are planar and apply for hinged plates
of semi-infinite extent. We therefore anticipate that these solutions emerge sufficiently
close to the vertex of finite hinged plates and for sufficiently long plates in the third
dimension, but in general would be perturbed by out-of-plane flow and the outer radial
boundary condition. To explore the impact of the outer boundary condition and the
potential embedding of the similarity solution derived above within a more general flow,
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Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates

full two-dimensional numerical simulations were carried out for the compression of a
Bingham fluid (N = 1) between hinged plates, using a triangular domain with a ‘vertical’
stress-free boundary at x = r cos θ = 1. As for the analytical solutions, only the upper half
of the domain is considered, with solutions given in the bottom half by (anti)symmetry.
This problem models the extrusion of a finite quantity of viscoplastic fluid by squeezing
from between hinged plates. The plates are not force-free in the x-direction, and thus a
practical realisation of this problem would require that the hinge-point is fixed in place by
some external force. While we do not evolve the problem forwards in time by reducing the
hinge angle and evolving the stress-free surface, the solution provides the instantaneous
stresses and velocities (including of the free surface) at the moment at which the squeezing
begins.

The solution of the governing equations (1.2)–(1.4) and (1.7) was carried out using the
FISTA∗ algorithm proposed by Treskatis, Moyers-González & Price (2016), which has also
been used by Muravleva (2021) and Pourzahedi et al. (2022). The FISTA* algorithm is an
accelerated version of the widely used augmented-Lagrangian algorithm for viscoplastic
flows (for example, see Saramito (2016)), accurately resolving unyielded regions of the
flow and circumventing the singular nature of the constitutive law at the yield-surfaces via
the introduction of an additional tensorial field, D, representing the strain-rate tensor but
decoupled from the velocity field, u, along with a Lagrange multiplier, standing for the
deviatoric stress tensor, which enforces the equivalence of D and γ̇ (u) at convergence.
For the details of the algorithm we refer to Treskatis et al. (2016), in which there is
one free choice, namely at the step FISTA*.4, for which we make the choice given by
(3.6c) in the cited article. The algorithm was carried out using the finite element method
as implemented by FEniCS (Logg et al. 2012; Alnæs et al. 2015), using Taylor–Hood
elements for the velocity and pressure, and discontinuous piecewise linear elements for
the strain-rate and deviatoric stress tensors. The initial (triangular) meshes used for the
simulations have greater resolution at the vertex of the wedge and, in the case of α < αc,
for which we anticipate a boundary layer adjacent to the rigid boundary, also along the
rigid boundary. When an unyielded region occurs, a simple mesh refinement method was
used to increase the resolution at the yield-surface. Specifically, every 1000 iterations of
the FISTA∗ algorithm, any cells that have vertices lying in both yielded and unyielded
regions (according to the magnitude of the deviatoric stress for the current iteration) were
divided into four smaller cells. This refinement step was carried out five times or until
the number of cells became larger than 150 000. The convergence of the algorithm was
tracked by the residual, R,

R ≡
∥∥√(Dij − γ̇ij)(Dij − γ̇ij)

∥∥
L2∥∥√γ̇ijγ̇ij

∥∥
L2

, (5.1)

which measures the discrepancy between the additional tensor field, D, and the strain rate
tensor γ̇ (u). The given solutions converged to a residual of less than 10−5.

Figure 5 shows solutions for Bi = 1000 and α = 60◦ and 30◦. For α = 60◦ the unyielded
zone is observed adjacent to the wall as predicted by the similarity solution (for example
compare figure 1a with figure 1b), and the radial velocity profiles agree well with the
similarity solution but deviate with increasing distance from the vertex, as anticipated.
Similarly, for α = 30◦ the viscoplastic boundary layer, in which the strain-rate becomes
large, is visible adjacent to the rigid boundary (note the logarithmic colour-scale for the
strain-rate in this case) and again the radial velocity profiles agree well with the similarity
solution close to the vertex of the wedge. In fact, in both cases the deviation between the
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Figure 5. (a) Dimensionless strain-rate, γ̇ , (colour-plot) and streamlines (black) from a numerical simulation
with α = 60◦ and Bi = 1000. (c) Here log10(γ̇ ) (colour-plot) and streamlines (white) from a numerical
simulation with α = 30◦ and Bi = 1000. (b,d) Scaled radial velocity, F = 2u/(rΩ), as a function of θ for
the numerical simulations shown in (a,c), respectively, at different radial distances from the vertex (see legend)
compared with the similarity solution detailed in § 3 (black).

numerical simulation (on the domain bounded at x = 1) and the similarity solution is quite
small even up to r = 0.8.

6. Discussion and conclusions

We have solved for the viscoplastic flow of a Herschel–Bulkley fluid between hinged
plates, and have demonstrated that the flow is self-similar with the dimensionless
deviatoric stresses being functions only of the polar angle, the Bingham number and
the flow index, N. We have also shown that plugs and boundary layers form. The former
occur for half-angles, α, greater than a critical value, αc, which depends on the Bingham
number and the flow index, and which decreases to π/4 as Bi → ∞. A complicated
boundary layer structure, dependent on the value of α, occurs in the plastic regime, Bi 	 1.
Classical ‘viscoplastic boundary layers’, in which the strain-rate becomes large to enforce
the no slip boundary condition, occur when 0 < π/4 − α = O(1) and have an angular
width which scales like Bi−1/(N+1). This structure is modified somewhat as the half-angle
approaches π/4, in which case the boundary layer features logarithmic corrections to a
Bi−1/2 dependence and only adjusts the strain-rate, not the velocity, over the thin layer. In
the Newtonian regime, Bi � 1 with N = 1, the solution reduces to the classical solution
described by Moffatt (1964) to leading order. In this regime, unyielded regions only exist
when the wedge angle is within O(Bi) of π/2.
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Figure 6. (a) Here F as a function of θ for α = π/2 and Bi = 10−3, determined by asymptotic predictions
(black/red dotted) and numerical integration (blue solid). The asymptotic solution in black retains only the
leading-order terms in F and αc, while the solution in red retains terms up to O(Bi). The inset shows the thin
unyielded region (F = F′ = 0) near the plate, predicted by the first-order asymptotic solution. (b) Here Ac and
(c) αc as functions of Bi from the asymptotic predictions (A8a,b) (red) and numerical integration (blue).

The similarity solutions derived in this paper are planar and apply for an infinite
wedge. We therefore anticipate that, in general, these solutions would be perturbed by
out-of-plane flow and the outer radial boundary condition. To briefly explore the impact
of the outer boundary condition, two-dimensional numerical simulations were carried out
with a stress-free boundary at r cos θ = 1. In this case the similarity solution is observed
close to the vertex of the wedge but becomes altered at larger radial distances from the
vertex, as anticipated. In addition to further elucidating the impact of these non-planar
and finite-wedge effects, future work could involve the solution of the governing equations
with constitutive laws that allow for elastic or thixotropic effects or with the inclusion
of non-negligible inertial stresses. Furthermore, many examples of viscoplastic materials
have been shown to exhibit wall slip as opposed to the no-slip boundary condition applied
at the rigid boundaries in this work (Barnes 1995; Cloitre & Bonnecaze 2017). Thus,
further work could also consider the impact of such wall slip on the flow of a viscoplastic
fluid between hinged plates.
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Appendix A. The Newtonian regime: Bi � 1, N = 1

In the Newtonian regime, Bi � 1 and N = 1, it is easiest to carry out the analysis without
the change of independent variable from θ to ψ . Writing p = 2ABi log r + g(θ), and
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making the additional substitution θ = αΘ , the conservation of momentum in the radial
direction is expressed as

2α2BiA = F′′ + 4α2F + 4α2Bi

(
F′′ + 4α2F

)
F2(

F′2 + 4α2F2
)3/2 , where F(Θ) = f ′(Θ)/α (A1)

and primes now represent differentiation with respect to Θ . We expand the dependent
variables and the eigenvalue via

F = F0 + BiF1 + · · · , f = f0 + Bif1 + · · · and A = A−1Bi−1 + A0 + · · · .
(A2a–c)

The case of no unyielded region is then given by solving (A1) with boundary conditions
f (0) = F′(0) = 0, f (1) = 1 and F(1) = 0, with leading-order solution

F0 = 2 (cos 2αΘ − cos 2α)
sin 2α − 2α cos 2α

, f0 = sin 2αΘ − 2αΘ cos 2α
sin 2α − 2α cos 2α

(A3a,b)

and

A−1 = −4 cos 2α
sin 2α − 2α cos 2α

, (A4)

which recovers the Newtonian solution given by Moffatt (1964).
To consider the case in which an unyielded region occurs for θ ≥ αc, we substitute

αc = α0 + Biα1 + · · · for α in (A1), and solve with the additional boundary condition
F′(1) = 0, which is sufficient to determine αc. At leading order this gives

F0 = 2
π
(1 + cos πΘ) , f0 = 1

π
(πΘ + sin πΘ) , A−1 = 4

π
and α0 = π

2
,

(A5a–d)
while at O(Bi) we find

F1 = 1
6π

(4 + 4 cos πΘ + πΘ sin πΘ)− 1
3

cos
πΘ

2
, (A6)

f1 = 1
12π

(3πΘ + 4 sin πΘ − πΘ cos πΘ)− 1
3

sin
πΘ

2
, (A7)

and A0 = 4/(3π), α1 = −π/24. Thus, the asymptotic solutions for Ac and αc in this
regime are given by

Ac ∼ 4
π

Bi−1 + 4
3π

+ · · · , and αc ∼ π

2
− π

24
Bi + · · · . (A8a,b)

Figure 6(a) shows the asymptotic solution, F = F(θ/αc), compared with a numerically
determined solution for α = π/2 and Bi = 10−3. This figure confirms that the asymptotic
solution accurately reproduces the numerical computation and that two terms are required
in the asymptotic solution (F = F0 + BiF1, αc = α0 + Biα1) to capture the required
behaviour close to the plates. Figure 6(b,c) compare the asymptotic predictions for Ac
and αc with numerical results, strongly supporting the validity of the asymptotic analysis.
Indeed the asymptotic predictions remain accurate up to relatively large values of Bi.

958 A38-18

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
3.

10
6 

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

lin
e 

by
 C

am
br

id
ge

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 P

re
ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2023.106


Viscoplastic flow between hinged plates

REFERENCES

AHUJA, A., LUISI, G. & POTANIN, A. 2018 Rheological measurements for prediction of pumping and
squeezing pressures of toothpaste. J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 258, 1–9.

AL KHATIB, M.A.M. 2006 The squeezing flow problem of Herschel–Bulkley fluids in a closing a wedge.
J. Tech. Phys. 47, 205–219.

ALEXANDROV, S. & JENG, Y.-R. 2009 Compression of viscoplastic material between rotating plates. J. Appl.
Mech. 76 (3), 031017.

ALEXANDROV, S. & LYAMINA, E. 2003 Compression of a mean-stress sensitive plastic material by rotating
plates. Mech. Solids 38, 40–48.

ALEXANDROV, S. & MISZURIS, W. 2015 The transition of qualitative behaviour between rigid perfectly
plastic and viscoplastic solutions. J. Engng Maths 97 (1), 67–81.

ALEXANDROV, S.E., PIRUMOV, A.R. & CHESNIKOVA, O.V. 2009 Compression of a plastic porous material
between rotating plates. J. Appl. Mech. Tech. Phys. 50 (4), 651–657.

ALNÆS, M.S., BLECHTA, J., HAKE, J., JOHANSSON, A., KEHLET, B., LOGG, A., RICHARDSON, C.,
RING, J., ROGNES, M.E. & WELLS, G.N. 2015 The FEniCS project version 1.5. Archive of Numerical
Software 3 (100), 9–23.

BALMFORTH, N.J., CRASTER, R.V., HEWITT, D.R., HORMOZI, S. & MALEKI, A. 2017 Viscoplastic
boundary layers. J. Fluid Mech. 813, 929–954.

BARNES, H.A. 1995 A review of the slip (wall depletion) of polymer solutions, emulsions and particle
suspensions in viscometers: its cause, character, and cure. J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 56 (3), 221–251.

BOUJLEL, J., MAILLARD, M., LINDNER, A., OVARLEZ, G., CHATEAU, X. & COUSSOT, P. 2012 Boundary
layer in pastes—displacement of a long object through a yield stress fluid. J. Rheol. 56, 1083–1108.

CHEN, X.D. 1993 Slip and no-slip squeezing flow of liquid food in a wedge. Rheol. Acta 32, 477–482.
CHEVALIER, T., RODTS, S., CHATEAU, X., BOUJLEL, J., MAILLARD, M. & COUSSOT, P. 2013 Boundary

layer (shear-band) in frustrated viscoplastic flows. Europhys. Lett. 102, 48002.
CLOITRE, M. & BONNECAZE, R.T. 2017 A review on wall slip in high solid dispersions. Rheol. Acta 56 (3),

283–305.
DAVARD, F. & DUPUIS, D. 2000 Flow visualisation experiments in a blade coating process. J. Non-Newtonian

Fluid Mech. 93 (1), 17–28.
DEMARTINE, M.L. & CUSSLER, E.L. 1975 Predicting subjective spreadability, viscosity, and stickiness.

J. Pharm. Sci. 64, 976–982.
ELEJALDE, C.C. & KOKINI, J.L. 1992 The psychophysics of pouring, spreading and in-mouth viscosity.

J. Texture Stud. 23 (3), 315–336.
HOU, J.S., MOW, V.C., LAI, W.M. & HOLMES, M.H. 1992 An analysis of the squeeze-film lubrication

mechanism for articular cartilage. J. Biomech. 25 (3), 247–259.
JALAAL, M., STOEBER, B. & BALMFORTH, N.J. 2021 Spreading of viscoplastic droplets. J. Fluid Mech.

914, A21.
LOGG, A., et al. 2012 Automated Solution of Differential Equations by the Finite Element Method. Springer.
MOFFATT, H.K. 1964 Viscous and resistive eddies near a sharp corner. J. Fluid Mech. 18, 1–18.
MURAVLEVA, L. 2021 Viscoplastic flow in a pipe of complex cross section with stick–slip at the wall. Phys.

Fluids 33 (7), 073107.
NADAI, A. 1924 Über die Gleit- und Verzweigungsflächen einiger Gleichgewichtszustände bildsamer Massen

und die Nachspannungen bleibend verzerrter Körper. Z. Phys. 30, 106–138.
OLDROYD, J.G. 1947 Two-dimensional plastic flow of a Bingham solid: a plastic boundary-layer theory for

slow motion. Math. Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc. 43, 383–395.
PHAN-THIEN, N. 1984 Squeezing a viscoelastic liquid from a wedge: an exact solution. J. Non-Newtonian

Fluid Mech. 16 (3), 329–345.
PHAN-THIEN, N. & ZHENG, R. 1991 On the continuous squeezing flow in a wedge. Rheol. Acta 30, 491–496.
PIAU, J.-M. 2002 Viscoplastic boundary layer. J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 102 (2), 193–218.
POURZAHEDI, A., CHAPARIAN, E., ROUSTAEI, A. & FRIGAARD, I.A. 2022 Flow onset for a single bubble

in a yield-stress fluid. J. Fluid Mech. 933, A21.
SARAMITO, P. 2016 Complex Fluids: Modeling and Algorithms. In Viscoplastic Fluids, pp. 91–142. Springer.
TAYLOR-WEST, J.J. & HOGG, A.J. 2021 The converging flow of viscoplastic fluid in a wedge or cone. J. Fluid

Mech. 915, A69.
TAYLOR-WEST, J.J. & HOGG, A.J. 2022 Viscoplastic corner eddies. J. Fluid Mech. 941, A64.
TRESKATIS, T., MOYERS-GONZÁLEZ, M.A. & PRICE, C.J. 2016 An accelerated dual proximal gradient

method for applications in viscoplasticity. J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 238, 115–130.
WILSON, S.D.R. 1993 Squeezing flow of a yield-stress fluid in a wedge of slowly-varying angle.

J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 50 (1), 45–63.

958 A38-19

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
3.

10
6 

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

lin
e 

by
 C

am
br

id
ge

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 P

re
ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2023.106

	1 Introduction
	2 Similarity equations
	3 Numerical integration
	4 Viscoplastic boundary layers: Bi1
	4.1 Below the critical angle: 0</4-=O(1)
	4.2 Near the critical angle: /4-=O(Bi-1/2)

	5 Comparison with full numerical simulations
	6 Discussion and conclusions
	A Appendix A. The Newtonian regime: Bi1, N=1
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


