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Significant challenges exist in the nonlinear extensional rheology of entangled polymers. With
simulations, we show that the key to understanding this problem is to recognize the existence and
importance of a strain-induced crossover from the entangled state to a packed state. This crossover,
following the saturation of primitive chain stretch, takes place with massive release of entanglements
via convective flow and progressive chain alignment. After the crossover, the disentangled, fully-
aligned chain segments pack similarly to the random packing of rods. Meanwhile, the system enters
the steady state. In this state, the tube model—built on the concept of entanglement—fails, while
the stress can be quantitatively calculated by combining the intra-chain conformational contribution
and a frictional contribution from the inter-chain separation along flow.

Entanglements profoundly influence the rheology of
polymers [1–3]. By conceptualizing discrete entangle-
ments as a continuous “tube”, the tube model sig-
nificantly simplifies the many-body interaction among
chains [1, 4]. With refinements such as constraint re-
lease [5, 6], and primitive length fluctuation [7, 8], the
tube model successfully describes the linear rheology of
polymers, enabling a universal description of rheologi-
cal behaviors across diverse systems [9–12]. However,
for the nonlinear extensional rheology, the validity of the
tube model has been widely questioned in the past two
decades [13–17]. For example, the aforesaid universal-
ity is found to be invalid in nonlinear extensional flows,
as suggested by the observation that solutions and melts
with the same number of entanglements per chain Z ex-
hibit opposite trends in the steady-state extensional vis-
cosity as a function of strain rate [16–22]. To meet this
crisis, several mechanisms have been proposed, such as
inter-chain pressure [23–25], nematic interaction [26–28],
and friction reduction [29–34]. Even with these effects,
tube model’s predictions still non-negligibly deviate from
experimental and simulation results at large strains, es-
pecially in the steady state [35, 36]. These results call
for a critical revision of the current theoretical picture
for the nonlinear extensional flow of entangled polymers.

To tackle this problem, we examine the behaviors of
entanglements during extension. Previous studies show
that in nonlinear flows, Z may dramatically decrease with
increasing strain [37–40]. Although this mechanism has
been incorporated into tube models [40, 41], entangle-
ments’ microscopic dynamics remain poorly understood,
thereby impeding understanding the elusive phenomena
observed in nonlinear extensional flows. With molecular
dynamics (MD) simulations [42], we address the evolu-
tion of entanglements during the extensional flow, and its
relation to the chain conformation, the inter-chain config-
uration, and most importantly, the rheology. We reveal
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an entangled-to-packed crossover in inter-chain configu-
ration and interaction as the strain surpasses a critical
value, corresponding to a fundamental change in system’s
rheological response: At small strains, the system is well
entangled, and its response can be quantified by the tube
model. During the crossover, chains massively disen-
tangle by convection, accompanied by pronounced chain
alignment. After the crossover, the disentangled, aligned
chain segments pack similarly to the random packing of
rods. Meanwhile, the system is in the steady state. In
this state, the tube model fails due to the radical dis-
entanglement, while the rheological response can be de-
scribed by combining the effects of the intra-chain con-
formation and the inter-chain friction.
We simulate a series of entangled melts composed of

Nc bead-spring chains with length N using LAMMPS
[43]. All beads interact via the repulsive Lennard-Jones
potential, and bonded beads are connected by the finite
extensible nonlinear elastic (FENE) potential [44, 45].
Reduced units are adopted with energy ϵ, length σ, and
time τ = σ(m/ϵ)1/2, where m is the bead mass. The
simulation is performed at temperature T = 1 and den-
sity ρ = 0.85. Extension along the z axis is applied under
constant Hencky strain rate ε̇H [46–48]. To vary the equi-
librium entanglement length Ne, we modulate the chain
stiffness by adjusting the bending coefficient kbc [49, 50].
Additional details are provided in the End Matter (EM).
Z1+ algorithm [51] is used to identify primitive paths
(PP) of chains and entanglements. Strain rate is rep-
resented by Rouse Weissenberg number WiR = ε̇HτR,
where τR is the chain Rouse time. WiR is kept at
WiR ≫ 1 to ensure strong nonlinear response.
Figure 1(a) shows the evolutions of Z during extension

with a fixed Ne and various WiR and N . In all cases, Z
exhibits an initial plateau, and starts to disentangle as
the Hencky strain εH surpasses a critical value εH1. Seen
from Fig. 1(a), εH1 is independent on N and WiR. Fig-
ure 1(b) examines the evolutions of Z with different Ne,
revealing a strong increase of εH1 on Ne. To clarify this
origin of the disentanglement, we check the mean PP
length L̄pp as a function of the stretch ratio λ = eεH ,
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FIG. 1. Z(εH), normalized by equilibrium value Zequ, for the
conditions of (a) kbc = 1.5, N = 300 and 500, WiR = 10−40,
and (b) N = 500, WiR = 40, kbc = 0 − 3. Symbols: MD
results; lines: model [40] predictions (with CCR parameter
β = 0.8). (c) PP length growth L̄pp(λ) normalized by equilib-
rium value L̄pp(equ) for the sample of N = 500 and kbc = 1.5
at WiR = 10 − 40. Data are vertically shifted for clarity. In
(a) – (c), the positions of εH1 or λ1 are denoted by vertical
dashed lines. (d) The critical stretch ratio λ1 versus

√
Ne.

and show the results of a sample in Fig. 1(c). At small
strains, L̄pp linearly grows with λ, indicating an affine
deformation. As λ surpasses λ1 = eεH1 , the extension of
L̄pp deviates from linearity and starts to saturate. The
saturation of L̄pp signifies the breakdown of affine de-
formation, suggesting that the further extension involves
significant sliding between chains, which leads to the re-
lease of entanglements. The sliding between chains has
been attributed to the imbalance between inter-chain grip
force and retraction force [52–54]. Considering that the

maximum stretch ratio of PP is proportional toN
1/2
e [55],

we expect a relation of λ1 ∼ N
1/2
e . This relation is con-

firmed in Fig. 1(d) with different samples. By employing
the concept of convective constraint release (CCR) [56–
58], the loss of entanglement is modeled [40], and the
modeling results are also plotted in Fig. 1(b). It is seen
that the CCR model qualitatively captures the features
of the decay of Z observed in our MD simulation. The
importance of convection in entanglement loss will be
further clarified in following parts.

To further investigate the stretch-induced disentangle-
ment, we focus on local structure and motion of entan-
glements during extension. It should be noted that not
all entanglements found by PP identification methods,
such as the Z1+ algorithm, effectively contribute to the
stress in deformed polymers [59–62]. To account for this
effect, we propose the concept of effective entanglement
(EE) recently [59]. For a stretched chain, whether the
lth entanglement is an EE depends on the configuration

FIG. 2. Properties of EE. (a) Illustration of SEE, MEE
and ineffective entanglement in a segment of PP stretched to
εH1. (b) and (c) respectively give the distributions of K and
θ at equilibrium and at εH1. (d) Evolutions of total number
of entanglements (Z), EE (ZEE), and SEE (ZSEE) per chain
during extension. (e) and (f) respectively give the density of
entanglements ρ(i, εH) along chain’s monomer coordinate i as
a function of εH for SEE and MEE. (g) Comparison between
the distributions of birth time of SEE and MEE during ex-
tension. Data in (a) – (g) are measured with the sample of
N = 500 and kbc = 1.5 at WiR = 40. (h) Decay of SEE at
εH ≥ εH1 as a function of strain under various conditions.

of its two associated strands, reflected by a parameter K:

K(l) =
R2

l,z −R2
l,x

Ns,l
+

R2
l+1,z −R2

l+1,x

Ns,l+1
, (1)

where Rl,x/z is the x/z component of the end-to-end vec-
tor Rl of the lth strand in a chain, and Ns,l is the number
of monomers in the lth strand, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a).
Seen from Fig. 2(b), as stretch is applied, the distribu-
tion of K deviates from the equilibrium form and shifts
to larger values. An entanglement is identified as an EE
if its K is larger than the standard deviation sK,eq of
the equilibrium K distribution [59], which suggests that
the conformation of its two strands effectively align with
the flow direction and contribute to the conformational
tensile stress σt ∼

∑
l(R

2
l,z −R2

l,x)/Ns,l.
Entanglements with sharp angles have been discussed

in literature, with observations highlighting their roles in
the mechanical response of stretched polymers [61–65].



3

For an EE, its angle θ is given by cos θ = −R̂l ·R̂l+1. Ac-
cording to θ, we classify all EEs into two types: sharp EE
(SEE) with θ ≤ π/2, and mild EE (MEE) with θ ≥ π/2.
In Fig. 2(a), we mark SEEs and MEEs in a PP of a
stretched sample. The distributions of θ (p(θ)) before
and after a stretch to εH1 are shown in Fig. 2(c). The
stretch causes p(θ) to change from a unimodal form to a
bimodal form, whose two peaks respectively correspond
to SEE and MEE. Figure 2(d) shows the evolutions of
total entanglements (Z), EEs (ZEE), and SEEs (ZSEE)
per chain of a stretched sample. Both ZEE and ZSEE in-
crease with εH in the beginning of extension due to chain
orientation and stretching, and start to decrease at εH1.
At εH > εH1, most entanglements become effective due
to the strong alignment of chains. To examine the emer-
gence and motion of EE, we calculate the local density
of EE ρ(i, εH) along the chain monomer coordinate i (i
represents the ith monomer of a chain) as a function of
εH. Figure 2(e) and (f) show the results of ρ(i, εH) for
SEE and MEE, respectively. Using the local maxima of
ρ(i, εH) to pinpoint the birth events of EEs, we obtain the
distribution of birth event as a function of εH for SEE and
MEE, and show the results in Fig. 2(g). At εH > εH1,
the birth of SEE becomes rarer and rarer as εH increases.
Due to the acute feature, an SEE typically appears at the
corner of a Z-fold PP, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a). Thus,
the creation of an SEE requires a coiled conformation of
the fragment of PP, which is increasingly suppressed as
the chain alignment enhances. For an MEE, in contrast,
the end-to-end vectors of its two associated strands are
oriented to similar directions that are nearly parallel to
the flow, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a). Consequently, MEEs
can be generated even when chains are highly aligned.
As seen in Fig. 2(g), MEE maintains stable formation
rate at εH > εH1. Additionally, at εH > εH1, most MEEs
frequently appear and release at chain ends due to fluc-
tuations, as shown in Fig. 2(f). Therefore, MEEs form a
“dynamic background” contribution to the total number
of entanglements at large strains. On the other hand, as
shown in Fig. 2(e), SEEs show clear outward-sliding tra-
jectories along the PP as strain proceeds, revealing the
convective origin of their release.

As discussed above, beyond εH1, SEEs are of significant
geometrical importance and are rare to be regenerated,
thus serving as an indicator for probing the disentangling
process. In Fig. 2(h), we plot the decay of ZSEE(εH) at
εH > εH1, normalized at εH = εH1, for different samples
and flow rates. It is seen that all data collapse onto a
master curve, suggesting that the disentangling process
takes place through the convection of flow. A model for
the convective decay of ZSEE(εH) is provided in the EM.

With progressive stretching, the population of SEEs
diminishes to nearly zero, meanwhile the chain confor-
mation gradually achieves full-chain alignment. To ex-
amine the influence of these phenomena on the inter-
chain configuration, we calculate the 2-dimensional (2D)
pair distribution function g2D(r) of chains. To be spe-

FIG. 3. Structural evolution of the sample of N = 500
and kbc = 1.5 at WiR = 40. (a) Evolution of g2D(r) during
extension. (b) I1s as a function of εH. Two critical strains,
εH1 and εH2, are denoted by vertical dashed lines. (c) – (e)
respectively show the snapshots of chains at εH = 1.0, 2.5,
and 4.4.

cific, we first partition the system into slices along flow
direction with certain thickness. Then, for each slice,
we project the centers of mass of chain segments within
this slice onto the x − y plane. With these projected
points, g2D(r) can be calculated (see EM). Figure 3(a)
shows the evolution of g2D(r) of a sample as εH increases
with WiR = 40. At εH > εH1, g2D(r) gradually devel-
ops a pronounced peak, corresponding to a well-defined
first coordination shell. With g2D(r), we calculate the
average chain number in the first shell I1s. As shown
in Fig. 3(b), I1s rapidly grows with εH when εH > εH1,
and starts to saturate to a plateau value close to 6 when
εH exceeds another critical value εH2. The behavior of
g2D(r) at εH > εH2 exhibits typical features of 2D ran-
dom packing [66]. Figure 3(c)-(e) respectively display
the chains of a sample stretched to εH = 1 (< εH1), 2.5
(εH1 < εH < εH2) and 4.4 (> εH2) with WiR = 40, whose
difference visualizes the entangled-to-packed crossover in
the inter-chain configuration, as suggested by the behav-
iors of g2D(r). Seen from Fig. 2, a few MEEs still ex-
ist at εH > εH2, while they are rapidly fluctuating and
well aligned with the flow, thereby hardly affecting the
packed structure. Note that, some studies have implied
the emergence of the packed state at large strains but lack
systematic demonstration and analysis [32, 55, 67, 68].
Our work clearly shows the existence of such state, and
how it is induced by the strong extensional flow.

In the packed state, concepts built on entanglements,
such as Ne and the reptation time τd, lose their struc-
tural basis. This explains why the tube model cannot
give a satisfactory description on the nonlinear exten-
sional rheology. Figure 4(a) shows the stress-strain data
of a sample at different WiR. The total tensile stress
σtot, calculated by the Virial expression [44, 50], enters
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FIG. 4. Tensile stress. (a) Total stress σtot and confor-
mational stress σconf as a function of εH for the sample of
N = 500 and kbc = 1.5 at WiR = 10 − 40. DEMG predic-
tion with friction reduction is also given (dashed line). (b)
σtot, σconf , and DEMG predictions (with and without fric-
tion reduction) at steady states as a function of WiR for the
sample of N = 500 and kbc = 1.5. (c) Scatter plot between
∆σ = σtot − σconf and frictional stress σfr (eq. 3) for vari-
ous steady-state conditions denoted in the right side of panel.
The dashed line denotes ∆σ = σfr.

the steady state at εH > εH2 where both the chain con-
formation and inter-chain configuration become steady.
The result at WiR = 40 predicted by the DEMG model
supplemented by FENE and friction reduction (see EM)
[69, 70] is also shown in Fig. 4(a). The theoretical result
remarkably deviates from the MD result at εH > εH1,
suggesting the failure of the tube model. An alternative
picture is, thus, in need. To seek this picture, we first
calculate the conformational stress via the stress-optical
rule (SOR) by [71–74]:

σconf =

∑Nc

i=1

∑N−1
j=1

[
uz
iju

z
ij − 1

2

(
ux
iju

x
ij + uy

iju
y
ij

)]
αV

, (2)

where uβ
ij is the β component of the jth bond vector in

the ith chain. The parameter α is determined by equat-
ing σconf to the Virial result σtot in the low-strain regime
where the SOR holds [74, 75]. The results of σconf are
also given in Fig. 4(a). σconf and σtot exhibit nonnegli-
gible difference at εH > εH1, which is enhanced as WiR
increases. The systematic difference between σconf and
σtot in the steady state, and that between MD results
and DEMG predictions, are summarized in Fig. 4(b).

As shown in Fig. 4(b), at εH > εH2, σconf alone
markedly underestimates the total stress. The revised
DEMG model accounts for this by including FENE
stretching, but consequently overpredicts the steady-
state stress even with the friction reduction [35, 69].
Moreover, although previous work has incorporated en-
tanglement loss (Fig. 1(b)), the steady-state stress re-

mains overestimated due to the retention of FENE [40,
41]. Herein, we attribute the stress difference ∆σ =
σtot − σconf to the frictional stress σfr that develops dur-
ing the entangled-to-packed crossover, arising from the
strain-induced inter-chain separation along flow. The
frictional stress between aligned, unentangled chains is
given by σfr,0 ∼ ρζε̇HL̄

2
z/12 [32, 55], where L̄z is the aver-

age chain extension along flow and ζ is the monomer fric-
tion coefficient (evaluated by a chain dragging method,
detailed in the EM). Then, considering that the residual
entanglements can suppress the inter-chain separation,
the frictional stress can be written as

σfr = C

(
Z

Zequ

)
ρζε̇HL̄

2
z

12
, (3)

where C(·) is a coefficient depending on the residual en-
tanglements Z normalized by the equilibrium value Zequ.
In steady states, Z/Zequ is a small value, enabling an ex-
pansion form C ≈ 1− fZ/Zequ. We set f = 1 to ensure
that C ≈ 0 at Z = Zequ, where the inter-chain sepa-
ration along flow is completely suppressed by entangled
network. Figure 4(c) demonstrates that this expression
for σfr reproduces ∆σ across varying chain lengths, stiff-
nesses, and flow rates. In contrast, for entangled states
(εH < εH1, C ≈ 0), the entangled network hinders the
inter-chain separation along flow, rendering this frictional
stress (and ∆σ) negligible, as shown in Fig. 4(a).
According to the above analysis, friction’s role in rhe-

ology undergoes a transition due to the entangled-to-
packed crossover. Near equilibrium, frictional effect is
indirect, “hidden” within the conformational dynamics
through controlling the conformational relaxation time
[1]. After the crossover, inter-chain separation along flow
becomes important due to the exhaustive constraint re-
lease and chain alignment, leading to a direct stress con-
tribution from the inter-chain friction. Though some
studies have emphasized the role of inter-chain inter-
actions in stress [15, 76–78], this insight has not been
incorporated into subsequent tube models. Moreover,
some studies imply the dominant role of inter-chain fric-
tion in the steady state by employing a picture of “rigid
chains”, in which the stress is purely from the inter-chain
dissipation [32, 55]. Nevertheless, for non-rigid aligned
chains, such as our MD chains, their conformation is dy-
namically stabilized with intra-chain modes of stretching
and retracting, through which the energy is repeatedly
stored and released. Thus, the inter-rigid-chain dissipa-
tion alone cannot constitute the total stress. By combin-
ing both the intra-chain conformation and the inter-chain
friction, we nicely quantify the steady-state response.
In summary, we reveal an entangled-to-packed

crossover in inter-chain configuration in the nonlinear ex-
tension of entangled polymers. Following the saturation
of primitive chain stretch, this crossover is accompanied
by massive release of entanglements by convection, and
finally leads to the steady state, in which the disentan-
gled, aligned chains randomly pack. In the packed state,
the tube model fails, while the rheology can be under-
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stood by decomposing the stress into a conformational
part and a frictional contribution from inter-chain sepa-
ration, with the latter being long neglected in most the-
oretical pictures.

We are grateful to Prof. Kröger for helpful discus-
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Stéphenne, A Hagenaars, and Christian Bailly. Evalu-
ation of reptation models for predicting the linear vis-
coelastic properties of entangled linear polymers. Macro-
molecules, 35(7):2689–2699, 2002.

[13] Shi-Qing Wang. Nonlinear polymer rheology: macro-
scopic phenomenology and molecular foundation. John
Wiley & Sons, 2018.

[14] Zhe Wang, Christopher N Lam, Wei-Ren Chen, Weiyu
Wang, Jianning Liu, Yun Liu, Lionel Porcar, Christo-
pher B Stanley, Zhichen Zhao, Kunlun Hong, et al. Fin-
gerprinting molecular relaxation in deformed polymers.
Physical Review X, 7(3):031003, 2017.

[15] Alexei E. Likhtman. Whither tube theory: From be-
lieving to measuring. Journal of Non-Newtonian Fluid

Mechanics, 157(3):158–161, 2009.
[16] Nicolas J. Alvarez, Qian Huang, Ole Hassager, and

Sara L. Wingstrand. Linear and nonlinear universality
in the rheology of polymer melts and solutions. Physical
Review Letters, 115(7):078302, 2015.

[17] John M Dealy, Daniel J Read, and Ronald G Larson.
Structure and rheology of molten polymers: from struc-
ture to flow behavior and back again. Carl Hanser Verlag
GmbH Co KG, 2018.

[18] Yumi Matsumiya and Hiroshi Watanabe. Non-universal
features in uniaxially extensional rheology of linear poly-
mer melts and concentrated solutions: A review. Progress
in Polymer Science, 112:101325, 2021.

[19] Anders Bach, Kristoffer Almdal, Henrik Koblitz Ras-
mussen, and Ole Hassager. Elongational viscosity of
narrow molar mass distribution polystyrene. Macro-
molecules, 36(14):5174–5179, 2003.

[20] P. K. Bhattacharjee, J. P. Oberhauser, G. H. McKinley,
L. G. Leal, and T. Sridhar. Extensional rheometry of en-
tangled solutions. Macromolecules, 35(27):10131–10148,
2002.

[21] P. K. Bhattacharjee, D. A. Nguyen, G. H. McKinley, and
T. Sridhar. Extensional stress growth and stress relax-
ation in entangled polymer solutions. Journal of Rheol-
ogy, 47(1):269–290, 2003.
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[75] Carlos R López-Barrón, Wesley R Burghardt, and
Mu Sung Kweon. Local and global stretching of polymer
chains during startup of extensional flow. ACS Macro
Letters, 9(1):26–31, 2019.

[76] Jianping Gao and Jerome H Weiner. Nature of stress
on the atomic level in dense polymer systems. Science,
266(5186):748–752, 1994.

[77] Jorge Ramı́rez, Sathish K. Sukumaran, and Alexei E.
Likhtman. Significance of cross correlations in the stress
relaxation of polymer melts. The Journal of Chemical
Physics, 126(24):244904, 2007.

[78] J. Gao and J. H. Weiner. Range of validity of the en-

tropic spring concept in polymer melt relaxation. Macro-
molecules, 25(13):3462–3467, 1992.



8

End Matter

Appendix A: Simulation – Simulations of entangled
polymer melts are based on the standard Kremer–Grest
model [44]. Nonbonded monomers interact via the WCA

potential UWCA = 4ϵ
[(

σ
r

)12 − (
σ
r

)6
+ 1

4

]
for r < 21/6σ,

and 0 otherwise. Consecutive beads with mean bond
length b = 0.964 are connected by the FENE poten-

tial UFENE = −1
2kR

2
0 ln

[
1−

(
r
R0

)2
]
with k = 30ϵ/σ2

and R0 = 1.5σ. Chain stiffness is introduced through
Ubend = kbc(1 − cosα), where α is the bond angle. We
simulate Nc = 250 or 200 chains of length N = 300 or
500 at a fixed monomer density ρ = NcN/V = 0.85σ−3.
Equilibrated configurations are generated using a Monte
Carlo bond-swap algorithm [45] and validated against
established benchmarks [44]. For kbc = 0, 0.75, and
1.5, the entanglement lengths are Ne ≈ 60, 51 and
28, corresponding to entanglement times τe ≈ 3290τ ,
2800τ and 1980τ , respectively [44, 49, 50, 73]. Rouse

and reptation times are estimated as τR = τe (N/Ne)
2

and τd = 3τe (N/Ne)
3
, with the plateau modulus G0

N =
4
5
ρkBT
Ne

, where kB is Boltzmann constant. Flow is im-
posed via the SLLOD equations of motion, combined
with a Nosé–Hoover thermostat and the generalized
Kraynik–Reinelt boundary condition [46–48].

Appendix B: Convective SEE release – To model the
release of SEE, we regard a Z-fold PP as being connected
to an elastic plate that deforms affinely with ε̇H. SEEs
are treated as rings pinned to the plate (Fig. 5(a)). As the
plate elongates, rings slide along the PP and are released
once reaching a chain end (Fig. 5(a)). Here we introduce
a threshold strain εHR, in the sense that for εH > εHR the
generation of new SEE is ignorable. εHR is larger than
εH1. We then consider the convective release of SEE at

εH > εHR. Let x(t
′) = ZSEE(εHR+ε̇Ht′)

ZSEE(εHR) denote the fraction

of remaining SEE at time t′ (the origin of time is set as
the moment the PP elongates to εH = εHR). Considering
a SEE at the contour coordinate s = x(t′)Lsc at t = 0,
where Lsc is the half length of PP, and the origin of s is at
the center of PP. At t = t′, it just reaches the end of PP
(s = Lsc). It is easy to see that SEEs with s < x(t

′
)Lsc at

t = 0 will survive at t = t′, while those with s > x(t′)Lsc

at t = 0 will release at t = t′. From t = 0 to t′, the
plate elongates with the ratio λ = exp(ε̇Ht

′). Then, it
is found that λ = exp(ε̇Ht

′) = Lsc

x(t′)Lsc
= 1

x(t′) , which

gives x(t) = exp(−ε̇Ht). Note that this result is based on
the assumption that PP length is fixed. In fact, even at
εH > εHR, PP length still mildly increases with strain.
To correct this problem, we can incorporate the stretch
of PP λpp(t) = Lpp(t)/Lpp(0), which results in:

x(t) =
λpp(εHR + ε̇Ht)

λpp(εHR)
· 1

exp(ε̇Ht)
, (B1)

λpp can be obtained from MD data. Using εHR = 2.2,
Fig. 5(b) compares the MD results of the sample with

kbc = 1.5, N = 500 and WiR = 40 with predictions of
eq. B1 for four different WiR values. All model curves
collapse onto a master curve and agree with the simula-
tion results, demonstrating that SEE release is governed
by convection.

FIG. 5. Geometric mechanism of SEE release for a sample
with N = 500 and kbc = 1.5. (a) Illustration of SEE sliding
and release along the primitive path during affine deformation
of a Z-fold chain. (b) Remaining SEE fraction for εHR = 2.2:
MD results compared to analytic predictions (WiR = 10–40).

Appendix C: g2D(r) – We slice the simulation box along
z-axis with each slice having a thickness of

√
Ne b. For

each slice, the centers of mass of chain segments con-
tained in this slice are projected onto the x-y plane (Fig.
6), resulting in the projected coordinate sets {rl}. Then,
its g2D(r) is given by

ρ2Dg2D(r) =
1

N2D

N2D∑
l=1

N2D∑
l′ ̸=l

⟨δ[r + rl − rl′ ]⟩ . (C1)

where N2D is the number of projected points and ρ2D is
the 2D density of projected points for the slice. The
g2D(r) of the system is found by averaging the re-
sults from all slices. With g2D(r), I1s is found by
I1s = 2πρ2D

∫ rmin

0
g2D(r)r dr, where rmin is the position

of g2D(r)’s first minimum.

FIG. 6. Snapshot of x − y plane and the corresponding pro-
jected centers-of-mass {rl} of chain segments, for a sample
with N = 500, kbc = 1.5 and WiR = 40 at εH = 1.0, 2.5 and
4.4.

Appendix D: DEMG model – The differential form of
the DEMG model without friction reduction is given
by [69, 70]:
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▽
S = −2(κ : S)S − 1

λ2τd

(
S − δ

3

)
, (D1)

dλ

dt
= λ(κ : S)− ks(λ− 1)

τR
, (D2)

σ = 3G0
Nksλ

2S. (D3)

Here, S and λ denote the tube orientation tensor

and stretch ratio, respectively;
▽
S represents the upper-

convected derivative, κ is the transpose of the velocity
gradient tensor, and δ is the unit tensor. Model pa-
rameters τR, τd and G0

N are matched to our simulated
systems. The nonlinear spring coefficient ks is given
by the inverse Langevin function approximation, ks =
(3λ2

max−λ2)/(λ2
max−λ2)

(3λ2
max−1)/(λ2

max−1) , where the λmax = Neb√
Ne b

=
√
Ne is

the maximum stretch ratio of chain.

To incorporate flow-induced friction reduction, the
relaxation times reduce according to τR = τ0Rζ(Fso)
and τd = τ0dζ(Fso), where τ0R and τ0d are equilibrium
values, and the friction reduction factor is ζ(Fso) =(
1− λ4

λ4
max

(S : S)
)2

[69].

Appendix E: Monomer friction coefficient – For un-
deformed entangled systems, monomer friction can be
found by the fluctuation–dissipation theorem, where the
diffusion coefficient is measured and converted to ζ using
the Einstein relation [32, 33]. In steady states, chains
are disentangled and aligned. In this case, inter-chain
separation along flow becomes significant. Thus, we can
directly determine ζ via a chain dragging method. To
find ζ at a strain εH (εH > εH2), we drag a test chain
with length Nt along z axis in the stretched environment
composed of stretched surrounding chains. To generate
these surrounding chains, we stretch the sample to εH,

and then fix the end beads of all chains to keep their
orientations and stretching at εH. The test chain is sub-
jected to a pair of balanced forces applied at its two ends,
respectively along z and −z directions. The magnitude
of this balanced force is adjusted to keep the stretch ra-
tio of the test chain consistent with those of the chain
segments of the same length Nt in the sample stretched
to εH. Uniform drag forces F are applied to every bead
of the test chain along the flow direction with the same
magnitude. The simulation is thermostatted using the
Nosé–Hoover thermostat. As shown in Fig. 7(a) for the
case of Nt = 500 and εH = 6, the center-of-mass veloc-
ity v of test chain along flow direction increases linearly
with the applied drag force F , confirming the validity of
the linear friction law. Additionally, we find that the ex-
tracted monomer friction coefficient ζ is not sensitive to
Nt for Nt ≥ Ne (Fig. 7(b)), suggesting that our result is
reliable.
We also evaluate ζ by measuring the diffusion coeffi-

cient along flow direction [32, 33]. It is seen that the
result is consistent with the ζ found by the chain drag-
ging method at a semi-quantitative level.

FIG. 7. Chain-dragging results for the sample with N = 500,
kbc = 1.5 and WiR = 40 at εH = 6.0. (a) Applied force
F vs center-of-mass velocity v of a test chain with Nt = 500;
symbols: MD results, dashed line: fit of v = 1

ζ
F (b) Extracted

monomer friction coefficient ζ as a function of Nt at fixed
F = 0.08, showing a plateau for Nt ≥ Ne.
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