
ar
X

iv
:1

51
0.

06
35

4v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  2

1 
O

ct
 2

01
5

Molecular Rotation and Polarization under Thermal Gradients
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Recent molecular dynamics simulations show that a thermal gradient induces an electric field in
water that is comparable to that seen in ionic thin films and biomembranes. This counterintuitive
phenomena of thermo-orientation is also observed more generally in simulations of polar and non-
polar size-assymetric dumbbell fluids. However, a microscopic theory for this novel non-equilibrium
phenomenon is yet unknown. We develop a microscopic theory of thermo-orientation using a mean-
field, local equilibrium approach. Our theory reveals analytically how thermo-orientation depends
on the molecular volume, size anisotropy, and dipole moment. Predictions of the theory agree
quantitatively with molecular dynamics simulations. Crucially, our framework shows how thermo-
orientation can be controlled and maximised by tuning microscopic molecular properties.

Non-equilibrium effects play an important role in pro-
cesses relevant to biology, chemistry, physics and mate-
rials science. In particular, temperature gradients often
trigger a plethora of coupling effects. It is well known
that thermal gradients trigger mass transport, commonly
known as the Soret effect [1]. Colloids in a suspen-
sion tend to move towards colder regions, and the ther-
mophoretic response of a molecule depends on molecular
properties such as charge and size [2]. This effect allows
mixtures of nanoscopic particles and biomolecules to be
separated efficiently [3–6].

Recent molecular dynamics simulations have shown
that, analogous to the Soret effect, thermal gradients
can trigger a preferential orientation if the molecule is
anisotropic [7]. Diatomic molecules with a larger “head”
and a smaller “tail” rotate in response to a thermal gra-
dient, with the “fatter” end of the molecule pointing to-
wards the hot region (see Figure 1). If the molecules are
polar, this preferential orientation can induce a signifi-
cant electric field. For liquid water, the thermoelectric
field can be ∼ 106V/m for temperature gradients of the
order of ∼ 108K/m [8]. These electric fields are char-
acteristic of ionic thin films and biomembranes, and the
large thermal gradients can be generated by nanoparticle
systems that experience heating from absorption of elec-
tromagnetic radiation. Therefore, this effect of hot wa-
ter polarisation may be relevant in proposals of destroy-
ing cancer cells with nanoparticles and radiation sources
[8, 9].

However, a microscopic theory that relates molecular
properties, such as the degree of anisotropy and dipole
moment, to the extent of reorientation and magnitude to
electric field generated is yet unknown. Prior studies of
thermal reorientation rely on positing linear flux-force re-
lations and introducing phenomenological Onsager’s co-
efficients. The insight that phenomenological relations
have revealed is the dependence of the response field to
local temperature and thermal gradient: in a non-polar
liquid, 〈cos θx〉 is directly proportional to the thermal

FIG. 1: Schematic sketch of the system under consideration: a
model anisotropic molecule consisting of two touching spheres
of diameters σ1 and σ2 in a thermal gradient.

gradient and inversely proportional to the local temper-
ature, where θ is the angle between the x-axis and the
orientation vector n of a molecule (defined to be a unit
vector in the direction of the molecular axis pointing from
the larger end to the smaller end), and the thermal gra-
dient applied in the x-direction [7]. For polar liquids, the
induced electric field E scales inversely with temperature
and linearly with thermal gradient [8].

In this Letter, we will first derive the relationship
between microscopic molecular properties and thermo-
molecular reorientation of a model non-polar molecule
using a local equilibrium approach. We will then ex-
tend the theory to consider thermal polarisation of po-
lar molecules. Our results will be verified through com-
parison with non-equilibrium molecular dynamics simu-
lations. Underlying our approach, we argue that molec-
ular rotation and polarisation under thermal gradients is
an extension of the Soret effect: the torque exerted on
an anisotropic molecule is due to a Soret force pushing
the larger end of the molecule to warmer region, and the
smaller end to colder region.

Consider first a simpler problem of thermophoresis of
a hard sphere suspension. We will use the local equi-
librium approach, and assume that the equilibrium free
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energy and chemical potential continue to be valid out-
side equilibrium, but with the temperature replaced by
the local temperature [3, 10, 11]. A simple model is that
the free energy is proportional to the exposed surface
area (a solvation model),

Gsolv = −kBTsσ
2, (1)

where σ is the hard sphere diameter, and s is a positive
constant if we assume that the solute is solvophilic (hence
demixing is thermodynamically unfavourable) and neg-
ative vice versa. A thermal gradient therefore cre-
ates a spatially varying free energy, and the molecules
moves along the chemical potential gradient. Substitut-
ing Equation (1) into the well-known relation in local
equilibrium theory between Soret coefficient and free en-
ergy, ST = (dG/dT )/(kBT ) [10, 11], yields ST = −sσ2.
This linear dependence of the Soret coefficient on molecu-
lar area agrees with experimental observations [12], show-
ing that (1) is a reasonable model for the free energy de-
spite its simplicity. The local equilibrium picture in ther-
mophoresis holds as long as molecules are in mechanical
equilibrium (i.e. no acceleration), which is almost always
the case due to large viscous dissipation [13, 14].
A single hard sphere evidently cannot display thermo-

molecular orientation. The crucial ingredient missing is
shape anisotropy, which can be realised by joining two
touching hard spheres of different diameters (see Figure
1). Local equilibrium approach can now be applied to
thermo-molecular reorientation. Assuming that the form
for the free energy does not change for a dumbbell, the
total free energy of the dumbbell molecule is simply the
sum of Gsolv for the large and small spheres, but crucially
with different temperatures because the spheres are in the
thermal gradient

Gtot = −kBs
(

T1σ
2
1 + T2σ

2
2

)

, (2)

where T1,2 is the local temperature at dumbbell 1/2.
Physically, the lengthscale of temperature variation is
much larger than the length of the molecule. Therefore,
T1,2 is related to the local temperature T and gradient
∇xT at the midpoint of the molecule via

T1 ≈ T +
l

2
cos θ∇xT,

T2 ≈ T −
l

2
cos θ∇xT, (3)

where l = σ1+σ2 is the length of the molecule. (For linear
temperature gradients, Equation (3) holds identically.)
The average orientation 〈cos θx〉 can be computed by a
Boltzmann average

〈cos θx〉 =

∫ π

0
cos θ sin θ e

−
Gtot

kBT dθ
∫ π

0
sin θ e

−
Gtot

kBT dθ
,

=

∫ π

0
cos θ sin θ exp

[

− sl
2T

cos θ(σ2
2 − σ2

1)∇xT
]

dθ
∫ π

0
sin θ exp

[

− sl
2T

cos θ(σ2
2 − σ2

1)∇xT
]

dθ
.

(4)

In the linear response regime,∇xT ≪ 1, and the integrals
in Equation (4) can be evaluated to give

〈cos θx〉 ≈
1

6
sl
∇xT

T
σ2
2

[

(

σ1

σ2

)2

− 1

]

. (5)

Assuming a fixed molecule length l, Equation (5) shows
that 〈cos θx〉 is related to the size asymmetry ratio χ =
σ2/σ1 via

〈cos θx〉 =
sl3

6

χ− 1

χ+ 1

∇xT

T
. (6)

Equation (6) is a central result of this Letter. It shows
that the thermomolecular reorientation depends on both
the size asymmetry of the molecule and molecular vol-
ume. The only unknown in Equation (6) is the relation-
ship between s, the solvation energy per unit exposed
surface area, and χ. Simulations [15] show that phase di-
agram of size-asymmetric hard dumbbells collapse onto
a single one when the temperature and density are scaled
with the corresponding critical values. Indeed, the crit-
ical temperature is a measure of the (entropic) interac-
tions that render the fluid state stable, and as such we
assume that s ∝ Tcrit. Figure 2 shows that the polar-
isation obtained from simulation quantitatively agrees
with this scaling: 〈cos θx〉 ∝ (χ − 1)/(χ + 1) when the
temperature is expressed in terms of the critical tem-
perature. Increasing the temperature by a factor of 1.2
increases the prefactor by a factor of 1.3, close to the ex-
pected scaling. Furthermore, Equation (6) predicts that
the reorientation effect depends rather weakly on χ for
large χ, yet scales linearly with l3, the molecular volume.
Those scalings suggest that in order to engineering the
strongest reorientation effect, it is more important to use
large molecules than ones with large size anisotropy.
For dipolar, size-assymetric molecules, molecular ro-

tation under thermal gradients generates a concomitant
electric field. This electric field can be estimated using a
self-consistent mean-field approximation. Analogous to
the approach above, we first note that the free energy of
a size-asymmetric dipole of dipole moment µ in a thermal
gradient with an electric field E (which will be computed
later by imposing self-consistency) is given by

Gtot = −kBs
(

T1σ
2
1 + T2σ

2
2

)

+ µE cos θ. (7)

Following the approach for uncharged dumbells, the av-
erage orientation is given by (c.f. Equation (4))

〈cos θx〉 =
1

6
sl
∇xT

T

χ− 1

χ+ 1
−

1

3kBT
µE. (8)

The electric field E needs to be determined self-
consistently. Noting the classical relation between po-
larisation and electric field E = −4πP , we obtain

E = 4πρµ 〈cos θx〉 , (9)
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FIG. 2: Comparison of our theory with non-equilibrium
molecular dynamics simulations of Lennard-Jones dumbbells
[15]. In those simulations the gradient ∇xT = 1K/Å is kept
constant, and the temperature is scaled to the correspond-
ing critical value for given χ. The function A(χ− 1)/(χ + 1)
(green solid line, c.f., Equation (6)) can be fitted (using A)
to simulation data (open circles and squares) with A = 0.035
(T = Tcrit) and A = 0.026 (T = 1.2 Tcrit) (note that the
average orientation for χ = 1 is used as the zero baseline to
calibrate errors in simulations).

where ρ is the dipole density. Substituting Equation (9)
into Equation (8), we obtain

E =
2πρ

3
slµ

1 + 4πρ

3kBT
µ2

χ− 1

χ+ 1

∇xT

T
. (10)

Equation (10) predicts that the induced electric field is
a non-monotonic function of dipole moment. This is a
result of two competing effects. On one hand, electric
field can be induced only for systems with a non vanish-
ing dipole moment, and by symmetry we have E ∝ µ.
On the other hand, when the dipole moment increases,
the dipoles become strongly correlated even at no ap-
plied thermal field. Though a net electric field is ab-
sent, each dipole is locally strongly solvated by other
dipoles. Indeed, there is a net attractive interaction be-
tween dipoles whose orientations are thermally averaged,
and this is the origin of the Keesom interaction [16, 17].
Therefore, a large thermal gradient is needed to rotate
the dipole amid its solvation atmosphere and induce an
electric field. Figure 3 shows that average orientation
predicted by the theory (related to Equation (10) via
Equation (9)) is in quantitative agreement with simu-
lation data [18]. Equation (10) affords the crucial in-
sight that the induced electric field is maximised when
the dipole moment equals µmax =

√

4πρ/(3kBT ). In
a hard-sphere molecular fluid, changing the dipole mo-
ment changes the equation of state and thus the depen-
dence of ρ on T . Nonetheless, the optimality condition
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FIG. 3: The maxima in the average orientation of dipolar
Lennard-Jones dumbbells in response to an applied thermal
gradient obtained using non-equilibrium molecular dynamics
simulations [18] can be fitted quantitatively to Equation (10).
In those simulations the gradient ∇xT = 1K/Å is kept con-
stant. The function A/(1+Bµ2) can be fitted (using A andB)
to simulation data (open circles) with A = 0.45 and B = 0.14.
Note that 〈cos θx〉 is related to E via Equation (9)

between dipole moment, density and temperature could
be attained via introducing other non-electrostatic inter-
molecular interactions such as van der Waals forces and
specific chemical interactions.

In summary, we have derived a microscopic theory of
molecular rotation and polarisation under thermal gradi-
ents by using a local equilibrium approach with a simple
solvation free energy. In particular, we show that for
non-polar molecules, the reorientation effects not only
depends on degree of size asymmetry, but also increases
linearly with the molecular volume. For polar molecules,
the induced electric field is a non-monotonic function of
the dipole moment, with µmax =

√

4πρ/(3kBT ) being
the global optimal. The predictions of the theory agrees
quantitively with simulation data. Thus our results pro-
vide novel ways to control and enhance the extent of po-
larisation and reorientation by relating the magnitude of
the effect to microscopic molecular properties.
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