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Friction mediated phase transition in confined active nematics
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Using a minimal continuum model, we investigate the interplay between circular confinement and
substrate friction in active nematics. Upon increasing the friction from low to high, we observe a
dynamical phase transition from a circulating flow phase to an anisotropic flow phase in which the
flow tends to align perpendicular to the nematic director at the boundary. We demonstrate that both
the flow structure and dynamic correlations in the latter phase differ from those of an unconfined,
active turbulent system and may be controlled by the prescribed nematic boundary conditions. Our
results show that substrate friction and geometric confinement act as valuable control parameters
in active nematics.

A remarkable feature of active fluids is their ability
to generate macroscopic flows from energy consumption
at the micro-scale [1, 2]. In many cases, however, these
flows are chaotic, a phenomenon dubbed “active turbu-
lence” due to its qualitative similarities to inertial tur-
bulence [3–12]. Identifying methods to control the flows
generated by active fluids has recently been of particular
interest due to potential technical and biomedical appli-
cations. Efforts in this direction have included coupling
to concentration gradients, patterning activity, manipu-
lating sample geometry, and imposing boundary condi-
tions [13–23]. Here, we focus on “active nematics,” active
fluids composed of elongated constituents that produce
macroscopic flows via force dipoles, and study the flow
patterns that emerge from the interplay between two im-
portant and relevant control mechanisms: circular con-
finement [16, 18, 24–31] and substrate friction [32–38].
While the effects of these control mechanisms on the dy-
namical behavior of active nematics have been previously
studied independently, their interplay has remained un-
explored. Energy dissipation through frictional damp-
ing introduces a length scale, the hydrodynamic screen-
ing length, which sets the scale below which hydrody-
namic interactions are important. Further, because ne-
matics are inherently anisotropic, confinement allows the
prescription of topologically and geometrically distinct
boundary conditions. While it is known that the bound-
ary conditions do not alter the flow state for frictionless
systems [28], it is not known whether a paradigm exists
in which the boundary conditions can tune the system
dynamics.

Here, using a minimal continuum model, we show that
when the hydrodynamic screening length is decreased,
circularly confined active nematics transition from a cir-
culating flow state to a dynamical anisotropic flow phase
that, to our knowledge, has not been previously de-
scribed. We show that the anisotropic flow phase is dis-
tinct from active turbulence, and is characterized by flows
and vortices that organize perpendicular to the nematic
boundary condition. As a result, the boundary condi-
tions may be used to tune the dynamics and correlation
timescales of the system. To investigate the interplay be-

tween confinement and hydrodynamic screening, we vary
the screening length at a fixed average time scale asso-
ciated with active stress injection [39]. This differs from
previous investigations of the effects of substrate friction
on bulk active nematics in which only the time scale as-
sociated with viscous forces is fixed, while the time scale
associated with frictional damping is increased leading to
the suppression of flow [32, 33, 37, 40]. We find that the
anisotropic flow transition occurs when the elastic inter-
actions between defects become dominant due to the hy-
drodynamic screening length dropping below the size of
the topological defects. Our results not only shed light on
how biological systems, which tend to have larger screen-
ing lengths, organize flow and dynamics, but also can be
used to engineer controlled flow and dynamics by employ-
ing hydrodynamic screening and boundary conditions as
control parameters.
The numerical model we use has been previously well

documented [41, 42]. We briefly review it here and give
specific details in the Supplementary Material [43]. The
equations for the active nematic are written in terms of
the nematic tensor order parameter Q, the fluid velocity
v, and the fluid pressure p:

∂Q

∂t
+ (v · ∇)Q− S = −

1

γ

δF

δQ
, (1)

−η∇2v + Γv = −∇p− α∇ ·Q, ∇ · v = 0. (2)

Equation (1) describes the time evolution of the nematic
tensor order parameter Q = S [n⊗ n− (1/2)I] where S
gives the local degree of order and n is the nematic direc-
tor. S = S(Q,∇v) is a generalized tensor advection [44],
F is the usual Landau-de Gennes free energy in which
we assume one-constant elasticity [45], and γ is a ro-
tational viscosity. Equation (2) is the modified Stokes
equation describing low Reynolds number flows. Here η
is the fluid viscosity. The terms proportional to Γ and α
are additions to the usual Stokes equation and they de-
scribe, respectively, friction between the active nematic
and substrate and the strength of active forces in the ne-
matic [42]. α > 0 corresponds to extensile forces while
α < 0 corresponds to contractile forces. The divergence
free condition on the velocity models an incompressible
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fluid. A discussion of the length and time scales associ-
ated with the model is given in the Supplementary Ma-
terial [43].

We non-dimensionalize, discretize, and solve Eqs. (1)
and (2) numerically on a circular domain using fixed ne-
matic boundary conditions with the Matlab/C++ finite
element package FELICITY [46]. We fix the domain ra-
dius to R̃ = 7.5 in dimensionless units (see Supplemen-
tary Material [43] for details on dimensionless quantities).
We also fix the ratio α̃/(η̃ + Γ̃) = 1 and vary only the

hydrodynamic screening length L̃SC =
√

η̃/Γ̃. The tildes

denote dimensionless quantities and are omitted in what
follows for brevity. This procedure differs from previ-
ous explorations of the effect of friction on bulk active
nematics in that we do not hold the viscosity constant
[32, 33, 36, 37, 40]. As detailed in the Supplementary
Material, constraining the ratio α/(η + Γ) = 1 fixes the
average active time scale associated with viscous and fric-
tional forces and yields a dimensionless Stokes equation
in which the active force is relevant across all scales of
the hydrodynamic screening length. This allows us to
isolate the effect of the screening length without sup-
pressing the flows generated by the active stress [43]. We
choose α/(η + Γ) = 1 since this leads to the circulation
phase in the zero friction limit for our chosen domain size
[28]. Much smaller values lead to a quiescent state, while
much larger values lead to turbulent behavior.

We consider three nematic boundary conditions: pla-
nar, homeotropic, and spiral. Figure 1(a) shows the non-
active (α = 0) state for each of these boundary condi-
tions. All three boundary conditions impose an overall
topological charge of +1 on the system, so topological de-
fects (points of singular nematic orientation, called discli-
nations) must form. In the non-active state, the lowest
energy configuration consists of two +1/2 winding num-
ber disclinations that lie on opposite ends of the domain.
In active nematics, +1/2 disclinations are motile, and so
the configurations we consider show dynamical behavior
at lower activities than bulk systems with zero overall
topological charge [42].

For the active system (α = 1), varying LSC induces a
clear transition between two distinct dynamical phases.
For large LSC (low friction) the long-time dynamical be-
havior of the system is characterized by circulating flow.
For small LSC (high friction), the circulation ceases and
a dynamical anisotropic flow phase reminiscent of active
turbulence emerges. Unlike traditional active turbulence,
the anisotropic flow is characterized by long, thin vortices
that organize near the boundary to lie perpendicular to
the nematic director.

The circulation phase observed at large LSC is depicted
in Fig. 1(b), where we plot the velocity and vorticity
fields for the three boundary conditions at LSC = 10. In
all cases, a central vortex is formed and the flow circu-
lates in a clockwise or counter-clockwise direction. For
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FIG. 1. (a) Non-active (α = 0) nematic configurations for the
three boundary conditions studied: planar, homeotropic, and
spiral anchoring. The color in the plots shows the local scalar
order parameter S while the white lines show the nematic di-
rector n. Lines outside the domain depict the fixed orientation
of the nematic director at the boundary. (b) Example veloc-
ity and vorticity fields for simulated active (α = 1) nematics
with LSC = 10. The color shows the normalized vorticity
field, while the arrows show the magnitude and direction of
the velocity.

the level of activity we consider, the nematic configura-
tion initially contains two +1/2 defects circulating each
other at early times that eventually merge causing the
configuration to develop a central +1 defect with a spiral
pattern for all boundary conditions (Fig. S1).

The direction of circulation is a spontaneously broken
symmetry for planar and homeotropic anchoring, since
these boundary conditions are achiral; however, the spiral
boundary conditions break chiral symmetry and always
produce counter-clockwise flow. If the boundary condi-
tions were rotated by π/2, the resulting flow would circu-
late in the opposite direction. Hence, the spiral boundary
condition offers a method of controlling the direction of
flow, similar to that shown in experiments with bacterial
suspensions in a pre-patterned liquid crystal [17] except
that it is not necessary to pre-pattern the entire liquid
crystal, but only the director at the boundary of the sam-
ple.

In contrast, the dynamics of the anisotropic flow phase
at small LSC depend on the choice of nematic boundary
condition. Figures 2(a) and 2(b) show time snapshots of
the nematic configuration and velocity and vorticity fields
for each boundary condition at LSC = 0.2. The many
long, thin vortices in this phase tend to lie perpendicular
to the fixed nematic director at the boundary, and as a
result, the flow direction is influenced by the prescribed
boundary conditions.

While the anisotropic flow phase is qualitatively rem-
iniscent of traditional active turbulence, we show in
Fig. 2(c) that the time-averaged velocity and vorticity
fields retain structure when averaged over the length of
the simulation. This differs from the zero flow time av-
erage obtained in a chaotic, turbulent system, as seen
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FIG. 2. (a) Time snapshots of the nematic configurations
for simulated active nematics with LSC = 0.2. (b) Velocity
and vorticity fields at same time snapshot as in (a). (c) Time
averaged velocity and vorticity fields for the same simulations.

in simulations of unconfined active nematics with pe-
riodic boundary conditions (Fig. S2). As shown in
Fig. 2(c), for both planar and homeotropic boundary con-
ditions we find persistent organization of vortices near the
boundary. The spiral boundary conditions produce time-
averaged circulating flow near the boundary instead of
the distinct spiral vortex pattern found in the time snap-
shot of Fig. 2(b). This is because the dynamics of the
vortices are relatively static for planar and homeotropic
boundary conditions, but circulate for spiral conditions
as a result of the promotion of circulating flows (see Sup-
plementary Movies 1–3).

The primary mechanism behind the perpendicular
alignment of the flow field to the nematic director at
the boundary is the active nematic bend instability [47],
which promotes undulations in the nematic director that
form parallel to the director. Since LSC controls the size
of vortices [32], it also controls the size of the undulations.
When LSC is small enough, the undulations become large
enough to support the unbinding of ±1/2 disclination
pairs that generate flows perpendicular to the director.
Thus, the nematic configuration in the anisotropic flow
phase is characterized by motile +1/2 disclinations un-
binding near the boundary and then, at a later time, an-
nihilating with immotile −1/2 disclinations that remain
near the boundary (see Supplementary Movies 1–3).

To quantitatively describe the system, we define two
parameters related to the velocity of the fluid. The cir-

Planar

Homeotropic

Spiral

(a)

(b)

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
0

0��

1

���

2

0

���

�

	
�

0

�
�

���

0

���

�

0

���

���

FIG. 3. (a) Flow circulation |Φ| vs hydrodynamic screening
length LSC for confined active nematic systems with planar,
homeotropic, and spiral anchoring. Inset: |Φ| vs anchoring
angle θ0 for LSC = 0.5 and LSC = 0.1. (b) Perpendicular
flow parameter v⊥ vs LSC . The dashed line in both plots
marks LSC = 0.5, below which the confined system is in the
anisotropic flow phase.

culation parameter is [29],

Φ =

〈

vθ
|v|

〉

(3)

where vθ is the azimuthal component of the velocity. All
averages are computed over the full simulation time and
spatial domain. For coherent circular flows, Φ = ±1,
while for chaotic, active turbulent flows, Φ = 0. We also
measure the average ratio of flow perpendicular to the
nematic director boundary condition n0 to that parallel
to n0:

v⊥ =

〈

|v × n0|

|v · n0|

〉

. (4)

We note that this perpendicular flow measure depends on
the boundary condition. For a chaotic, active turbulent
state we expect v⊥ = 1, that is, an equal proportion of
perpendicular and parallel flows.
Figure 3 shows |Φ| and v⊥ versus LSC for systems

with hydrodynamic screening ranging over several orders
of magnitude. For planar and homeotropic anchoring,
the circulation parameter |Φ| ranges from 1 at large LSC

to 0 at small LSC . The spiral boundary conditions al-
ways have nonzero circulation, but |Φ| decreases as LSC

is reduced. We also measured |Φ| for systems with an-
choring angle θ0 ∈ [0, π] with respect to the boundary
and LSC = 0.5 and LSC = 0.1, as shown in the inset
of Fig. 3(a). We find that in the anisotropic flow phase
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(LSC = 0.1) the maximal circulation occurs for spiral an-
choring, θ0 = π/4, 3π/4. However, near the phase tran-
sition (LSC = 0.5) the circulation is maximal close to
planar anchoring, θ0 = π/2, before dropping to zero ex-
actly at planar anchoring. In this case, the circulating
phase is stabilized by the shear flow resulting from the
central vortex shown in Fig. 1(b). The nematic tends
to align at an angle relative to the flow, the “Leslie an-
gle,” which for our system is close to planar anchoring
[43, 48]. Thus, if θ0 is close to the Leslie angle, the circu-
lating phase will remain stable for a larger range of LSC .
This indicates that the transition itself may be tunable
by material parameters that control the flow alignment.
While |Φ| serves as an order parameter that indicates a

transition between dynamical phases, the perpendicular
flow parameter v⊥ quantifies the nature of the anisotropic
flow phase at small LSC . Since v⊥ depends on the direc-
tor n0 at the boundary, its definition changes for dif-
ferent boundary conditions. For example, for planar
boundary conditions we obtain v⊥ = 〈|vr|/|vθ|〉, where
vr is the radial component of the velocity, while for
homeotropic boundary conditions we obtain the recip-
rocal, v⊥ = 〈|vθ|/|vr|〉. For coherent circulating flows,
then, v⊥ goes to zero for planar boundary conditions but
diverges for homeotropic boundary conditions. Remark-
ably, in the anisotropic flow phase v⊥ is very similar for
the planar and homeotropic cases, even though v⊥ is de-
fined reciprocally. We mark the transition to anisotropic
flow in Fig. 3 as occurring at LSC = 0.5, since below this
value, v⊥ > 1 for the three considered boundary condi-
tions. For our choice of model parameters [43], LSC = 0.5
is roughly the radius of the topological defects, suggesting
that the hydrodynamic interaction between defects pro-
motes circulation, and that the transition to anisotropic
flow occurs when elastic interactions (i.e., Coulomb-like
interactions) between defects become dominant.
To better understand the dynamics of the anisotropic

flow phase, in Fig. 4 we plot the velocity time correlation
function

Cvv(τ) =

〈

v(t+ τ) · v(t)

|v(t)|2

〉

(5)

for simulations with LSC = 0.35, LSC = 0.2, and LSC =
0.1. Interestingly, the dynamics differ depending on the
boundary condition. Due to the overall circulation, the
flows for spiral boundary conditions remain correlated for
long times even as LSC is decreased. Near the transition
(LSC = 0.35), however, we find that homeotropic bound-
ary conditions give correlated flows due to the residual
circulation present in the system, while planar bound-
ary conditions result in uncorrelated flows. As LSC de-
creases, systems with homeotropic boundary conditions
become uncorrelated, while systems with planar anchor-
ing become more correlated and require longer times to
become uncorrelated. Additionally, the velocity correla-
tion functions in the confined system are markedly dif-
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FIG. 4. Velocity time correlation function Cvv(τ ) plot-
ted for simulations with hydrodynamic screening lengths (a)
LSC = 0.35, (b) LSC = 0.2, and (c) LSC = 0.1 for planar,
homeotropic, and spiral anchoring.

ferent from those observed in unconfined systems, which
exhibit completely uncorrelated flows at small LSC (Fig.
S3).

The differences between the dynamics for planar and
homeotropic boundary conditions can be explained by
the average structure of the flows shown in Fig. 2(b).
For planar anchoring, the vortices on average form an
azimuthal periodic structure around the boundary, while
for homeotropic anchoring, all periodicity is destroyed as
LSC diminishes and the vortices become smaller. These
results suggest that both the structure and dynamics of
the anisotropic flow phase may be tuned with the ne-
matic boundary condition, which gives insight into how
biological systems organize flows and has implications for
technological applications of active fluids involving con-
trolled mixing.

Summary— In this work, using the hydrodynamic
screening length as a control parameter, we show that
circularly confined active nematics transition with de-
creasing screening length from a circulating flow phase to
a previously undescribed anisotropic flow phase charac-
terized by flow organized perpendicularly to the nematic
boundary condition. Both dynamical phases feature or-
ganized flows distinct from those found in the well-known
active turbulent phase. Our work shows that substrate
friction and confinement can be used as control mech-
anisms for the directionality and dynamic correlations
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of flows via the nematic boundary conditions. While
there has been some experimental work in which the sub-
strate is altered such that an effective friction is varied
[20, 25], the interplay between confinement and friction
has been unexplored experimentally. Following the re-
sults of Ref. [20], we propose that the depth of the oil
layer may be varied in a circularly confined microtubule
based active nematic in order to reproduce our results
experimentally. It has additionally been shown both ex-
perimentally and numerically that similar transitions oc-
cur in three-dimensional active nematics as the system
becomes more confined [27, 49, 50]. This indicates that
three-dimensional confinement may act as an effective
friction on the system and that the complex flows ob-
served may potentially be explained by the simpler two-
dimensional model used here.

Future work includes expanding the phase diagram for
confined active nematics. In this study we have only
varied the screening length LSC , but we expect a rich
dynamical phase landscape to emerge as the activity is
also varied. This would lead to a better understand-
ing of the interplay between the screening length, the
nematic correlation length, and the active length. Ad-
ditionally, different types of confinement may yield even
more modes of control over active systems. We explored
the effect of positive curvature, but negative curvature
could be induced by a circular inclusion. Experiments
in annuli have already shown controlled circulating be-
havior [16, 27] and immersed microstructures have been
shown to pin defects [23]. Due to the increasing degree
of experimental and engineered control over boundary
geometries and confinement, the understanding of how
active fluids interact with their environment is becoming
more important and practical.

This work was supported by the U.S. Department of
Energy through the Los Alamos National Laboratory.
Los Alamos National Laboratory is operated by Triad
National Security, LLC, for the National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration of the U.S. Department of Energy
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I. CONTINUUM ACTIVE NEMATIC MODEL

To simulate an active nematic we numerically solve a minimal continuum model for the

time evolution of the tensor order parameter Q and the fluid velocity v [1, 2]:

∂Q

∂t
+ (v · ∇)Q− S = −

1

γ

δF

δQ
(1)

−η∇2v + Γv = −∇p− α∇ ·Q (2)

∇ · v = 0 (3)

where F is the free energy of the nematic, γ is a rotational viscosity, η is the fluid viscosity,

Γ is the friction coefficient between the sample and substrate, α is the activity strength, and

S = (λE+Ω)

(

Q +
1

2
I

)

+

(

Q+
1

2
I

)

(λE−Ω)− 2λ

(

Q+
1

2
I

)

(∇v : Q) (4)

is a generalized tensor advection[3]. 2E = ∇v + ∇vT is the rate of strain tensor, 2Ω =

∇v−∇vT is the rotation tensor, and λ is a dimensionless parameter that determines whether

the liquid crystal is flow aligning or flow tumbling and depends on the geometry of the

nematogen. The free energy we use is the two-dimensional Landau-de Gennes free energy:

F =

∫

(

A|Q|2 + C|Q|4 + L|∇Q|2
)

dr (5)

where A and C > 0 are phenomenological material parameters and L is an elastic constant.

This model has been shown to reproduce the flows and phenomenology of a diverse range

of active nematic systems[2, 4–7].

We non-dimensionalize the system by working in dimensionless length and time,

r̃ =
r

ξ
, t̃ =

t

σ
, ξ =

√

εL

C
, σ =

γ

Cξ2
(6)

where ξ is the nematic correlation length, σ is the nematic relaxation time, and ε is a

dimensionless parameter that controls the size of defects. The free energy is then written in

units of Cξ2 and Eq. (2) may be multiplied by ξ/C to be put in a non-dimensional form.

This yields the dimensionless quantities

F̃ =
F

Cξ2
, a =

A

C
, p̃ =

p

C
, η̃ =

η

σC
, Γ̃ =

Γξ2

σC
, α̃ =

α

C
. (7)
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In confined active nematic systems, there are several length scales that affect the system

dynamics. The nematic correlation length ξ is the scale over which nematic distortions

occur. In our system, all other lengths are compared to the correlation length. Another

important length scale is the size of defects, which is controlled by the parameter ε as noted

above. The active length scale La =
√

L/α is the length at which active forces perturb the

underlying nematic. It is correlated with the average distance between defects and hence

inversely related to defect density. For confined systems, when La / R where R is the

system size, the active force is strong enough to unbind topological defects. In our work, we

fix La, ε, and R. The other important length scale is the hydrodynamic screening length

LSC =
√

η/Γ, which is the primary focus of this work. This is the length scale below which

hydrodynamic interactions are important.

There are also several time scales associated with the model. The nematic relaxation

time σ is the time scale over which elastic relaxation occurs in the nematic. We choose to

compare all times in the system with the relaxation time. The time scale σa = γ/α is the

time scale over which active stresses are passively relaxed. Similarly ση = η/α is the time

scale over which active stresses are dissipated by viscous stresses and σΓ = ξ2Γ/α is the time

scale over which active stresses are dissipated by frictional damping with the substrate.

In our work, we fix the dimensionless ratio α̃/(η̃ + Γ̃). This fixes the ratio of timescales

(ση+σΓ)/σ where the sum in the numerator is the average time scale of active stress injection

[8]. This constraint differs from previous works that include frictional damping in which only

α̃/η̃ is held constant, thus leading to arrested flows as Γ, and, hence σΓ, is increased [2, 9].

This can be seen explicitly by comparing the resulting Stokes equations. If α̃/(η̃+ Γ̃) = 1 is

fixed, Eq. (2) may be written (after rescaling the pressure)

−L̃2

SC∇
2v + v = −∇p− (1 + L̃2

SC)∇ ·Q. (8)

In this case the active force still plays a role in both limits of large and small L̃SC since it

is never dominated by the terms on the left hand side of the equation. On the other hand,

if only α̃/η̃ = 1 is fixed Eq. (2) becomes

−L̃2

SC∇
2v + v = −∇p− L̃2

SC∇ ·Q. (9)

Here, in the small L̃SC limit (i.e. the high friction limit) the damping term proportional to

the velocity dominates all other terms and the resulting velocity goes to zero. Thus, our
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constraint allows us to vary the screening length without damping the active dynamics. In

the main text, and in following sections, the tildes denoting dimensionless quantities are

omitted for brevity.

II. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

To numerically solve Eqs. (1), (2), and (3), we first write Q in a basis for two dimensional

traceless, symmetric tensors

Q =





q1 q2

q2 −q1



 (10)

and rewrite Eq. (1) in terms of q1 and q2. To solve Eq. (2) we use the stream function

formulation and write v = (∂yψ,−∂xψ). Using this, the pressure term drops out of Eq. (2)

and Eq. (3) is automatically satisfied. The full equations for ψ, q1, and q2, are

η∇4ψ − Γ∇2ψ = α (2∂xyq1 − ∂xxq2 + ∂yyq2) (11)

∂tq1 + (v · ∇) q1 − λ
[

∂xyψ − 4q2
1
∂xyψ − 2q1q2 (−∂xxψ + ∂yyψ)

]

− q2∇
2ψ

= −4aq1 − 16q1
(

q2
1
+ q2

2

)

+
1

ε
∇2q1

(12)

∂tq2 + (v · ∇) q2 − λ

[

1

2
(−∂xxψ + ∂yyψ)− 4q1q2∂xyψ − 2q2

2
(−∂xxψ + ∂yyψ)

]

+ q1∇
2ψ

= −4aq2 − 16q2
(

q2
1
+ q2

2

)

+
1

ε
∇2q2.

(13)

Equations (11), (12), and (13) are discretized in space in a circular domain of radius 7.5

on a triangular mesh using the Matlab/C++ package FELICITY [10]. Equations (12) and

(13) are discretized in time using a backward-Euler method with time step δt = 0.5. We set

a = −0.5 so the non-active liquid crystal is in the nematic phase and ε = 4 so defects are of

roughly unit length. We also set λ = 1 so the nematic is flow aligning and we determined

the Leslie angle to be θL ≈ 0.33 [11]. We maintain α = 1 and the sum of the dimensionless

parameters η + Γ = 1. The system is initialized with a random director field except at the

fixed boundaries. At each time step, Eq. (11) is first solved to yield the velocity field of the

given nematic configuration. The discretized, nonlinear equations (12) and (13) are then

solved using a Newton-Raphson method. To fix the anchoring conditions of the nematic, we

employ Dirichlet conditions on the order parameter at the boundary. This is repeated for

1000 time steps.
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III. EFFECT OF HYDRODYNAMIC SCREENING ON UNCONFINED ACTIVE

NEMATICS

Here we describe the effect of decreasing LSC on unconfined active nematics with peri-

odic boundary conditions. Our approach differs from previous investigations of the effect of

friction on bulk systems in that we fix the value of α/(η + Γ). Thus, to properly compare

the confined case to unconfined active nematics using a similar methodology, we also sim-

ulate active nematics on a square domain with periodic boundary conditions. We set the

parameters to be the same as above and fix the domain size to [−7.5, 7.5]2.

Using our method of reducing LSC we find a transition between a periodic flow state and

a traditional active turbulence state. We plot in Fig. S2(a) a time snapshot of the velocity

and vorticity fields in the active turbulent phase, while in Fig. S2(b) we plot the time average

of the velocity and vorticity fields over the whole simulation. Since the system is unconfined,

the many vortices that appear in this phase have no structural organization and hence, time

average to zero as shown in Fig. S2(b). To quantify this transition we measure the velocity

time correlation function

Cvv(τ) =

〈

v(t+ τ) · v(t)

|v(t)|2

〉

(14)

and extract the characteristic timescale of decoherence, τ ∗. Figure S3(a) shows τ ∗ plotted

against a range of LSC . At large LSC the flow is periodic, as shown in Fig. S3(b) where we

plot Cvv(τ) for an unconfined system with LSC = 50. Here the decoherence time is long but

still finite. When LSC ∼ 1 the system transitions to active turbulence. Here, the decoherence

times are very short and the dynamics has no correlations as shown in Fig. S3(c).

The transition to active turbulence may be understood from the fact that LSC sets the

size of vorticies. When LSC is much larger than the periodic system, a vortex cannot

materialize since it does not fit inside the domain, and the flow instead organizes along

lanes. These flow lanes change the orientation of the nematic, causing flow to develop in the

perpendicular direction, and the process repeats, creating the periodic dynamics observed.

As LSC decreases, the characteristic vortex size decreases and several vortices may form in

the system. If the vortices are on the scale of the system size they persist, leading to longer

decoherence times. Note that the longest decoherence times shown in Fig. S3(a) are for

LSC ∼ 15 which is precisely the simulated system size. When LSC is much smaller than the

system size, many vortices form and the typical active turbulent behavior dominates. These
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vortices tend to be long and thin like those found in the confined system, but because there

is no fixed director to guide their organization, they are oriented randomly.

IV. SUPPLEMENTAL MOVIES

• Supplemental Movie 1: Nematic configuration (left) and velocity and vorticity fields

(right) as a function of time for a simulated active nematic with planar anchoring and

LSC = 0.2.

• Supplemental Movie 2: Nematic configuration (left) and velocity and vorticity fields

(right) as a function of time for a simulated active nematic with homeotropic anchoring

and LSC = 0.2.

• Supplemental Movie 3: Nematic configuration (left) and velocity and vorticity fields

(right) as a function of time for a simulated active nematic with spiral anchoring and

LSC = 0.2.

V. SUPPLEMENTAL FIGURES

0

0.7

Planar Homeotropic Spiral

FIG. S1. Nematic configuration for simulations with LSC = 10 for planar, homeotropic, and spiral

anchoring. In all cases, a central topological defect of charge +1 is formed with a local spiral

pattern.
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(a) (b)

-1

1

0

FIG. S2. (a) Snapshot of the velocity (lines) and vorticity (color) fields for an unconfined active

nematic simulation with periodic boundary conditions and LSC = 2. (b) Time-averaged velocity

and vorticity fields for the same simulation as in (a). In the unconfined system there is no overall

structure and the velocity and vorticity time-average to zero.
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(a)
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0

1

(b)
50

0 100 200

0

0.5

1

(c)
0.2

FIG. S3. (a) Decoherence time τ∗ in unconfined active nematics plotted against hydrodynamic

screening LSC . (b) Velocity time correlation function Cvv versus advanced time τ for an unconfined

active nematic simulation with LSC = 50. The dynamics are periodic, but become uncorrelated

after long times. (c) Cvv versus τ for an unconfined active nematic with LSC = 0.2. Here, the

system is turbulent with very short decoherence times.
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