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Abstract

The spontaneous (so-called Quincke) rotation of an uncharged, solid, dielectric, spherical particle

under a steady electric field is analyzed, accounting for the inertia of the particle and the transient

fluid inertia, or “hydrodynamic memory,” due to the unsteady Stokes flow around the particle. The

dynamics of the particle are encapsulated in three coupled nonlinear integro-differential equations

for the evolution of the angular velocity of the particle, and the components of the induced dipole

of the particle that are parallel and transverse to the applied field. These equations represent a

generalization of the celebrated Lorenz system. A numerical solution of these ‘modified Lorenz

equations’ (MLE) shows that hydrodynamic memory leads to an increase in the threshold field

strength for chaotic particle rotation, which is in qualitative agreement with experimental obser-

vations. Furthermore, hydrodynamic memory leads to an increase in the range of field strengths

where multi-stability between steady and chaotic rotation occurs. At large field strengths, chaos

ceases and the particle is predicted to execute periodic rotational motion.

I. INTRODUCTION

The spontaneous rotary motion of a solid, dielectric particle in a low conductivity fluid

under a direct current (DC) field was observed by Quincke in 1896 and is now commonly

referred to as ‘Quincke rotation’ [1]. There has been a resurgence of interest in this phe-

nomenon in recent years with applications in colloidal directed assembly [2, 3], droplet

electro-hydrodynamics [4–6], active matter [7–11], and suspension rheology [12–15] and con-

ductivity [16]. For a sphere or long circular cylinder the rotation occurs only if the charge

relaxation time of the particle, τ2 = ε2/σ2, is greater than that of the fluid, τ1 = ε1/σ1, where

ε is the permittivity and σ is the electrical conductivity. (The subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the

fluid and particle, respectively.) In this case, the base state has no fluid or particle motion

and the induced dipole vector p inside the particle runs anti-parallel to applied field. Above

a threshold field strength this mis-aligned dipole is unstable to infinitesimal perturbations

and spontaneous rotation of the particle ensues, driven by an electric (Maxwell) torque aris-

ing from the induced dipole having a component transverse to the applied field. The angular

velocity vector is orthogonal to the electric field; thus, a cylinder rotates about its axis of
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symmetry, and a sphere rotates about an arbitrary direction in the plane perpendicular to

the field. In contrast, if τ2 < τ1 the base state corresponds to an induced dipole parallel to

the field, for which the electric torque dampens perturbations; this base state is stable.

If the inertia of the particle and fluid are neglected, the angular momentum balance on the

particle requires that the sum of electric and hydrodynamic torques is zero. In the absence

of inertia, the hydrodynamic torque, LH , is given by the quasi-steady Stokes equations: for a

sphere LH = −8πµa3Ω, and for a cylinder the torque per unit length LH = −4πµa2Ω, where

µ is the fluid viscosity; a is the radius for a sphere and cross-sectional radius for a cylinder;

andΩ is the angular velocity of the object. Consequently, for an inertialess sphere or cylinder

in an inertialess fluid it is predicted that there is a single supercritical pitchfork bifurcation

corresponding to the transition from a stationary base state to steady rotation. Note, the

Qunicke rotation dynamics of a sphere and cylinder are mathematically equivalent, as will be

shown later. In the absence of inertia, the critical field strengths for the onset of rotation for

a long circular cylinder or sphere are the same and equal to Ec =
√

2µ/[ε1τMW (ε21 − σ21)],

where for a sphere ε21 = (ε2 − ε1)/(ε2 + 2ε1) and σ21 = (σ2 − σ1)/(σ2 + 2σ1), and for a

cylinder ε21 = (ε2 − ε1)/(ε2 + ε1) and σ21 = (σ2 − σ1)/(σ2 + σ1) [17]. Here, τMW is the

Maxwell-Wagner relaxation time: for a sphere τMW = (ε2 + 2ε1)/(σ2 + 2σ1), and for a

cylinder τMW = (ε2 + ε1)/(σ2 + σ1) [18]. Since Ec is a real quantity this means rotation is

possible only if ε21−σ21 > 0, which is equivalent to τ2 > τ1. The rotation rate of the particle

is Ω =
√

[(Ea/Ec)2 − 1]/τMW , where Ea = |Ea|. Recall, the angular velocity is orthogonal

to the applied field, Ea, i.e. Ea · Ω = 0. Therefore, the particle undergoes a supercritical

pitchfork bifurcation at an applied field strength Ea = Ec: for Ea < Ec there is a stable

equilibrium in which the particle is non-rotating with an anti-parallel dipole; for Ea > Ec

this state is unstable and two stable equilibria correspond to a particle rotating at ±Ω with

a dipole that has a non-zero component transverse to the applied field. Which of the stable

equilibria is attained, +Ω or −Ω, is dictated by chance.

Experiments by Lemaire and Lobry [19] and Peters et al. [20] observed, however, that the

steady rotation is replaced by chaotic variations in the magnitude and direction of rotation

above a second threshold field strength. Those authors showed that inclusion of particle

inertia in the angular momentum balance leads to the Quincke rotation dynamics being

described exactly by the celebrated Lorenz equations [21]. Inclusion of particle inertia does

not affect the predicted value of Ec or the steady rotation rate after the first, or primary,
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bifurcation. The Lorenz equations are well known to exhibit chaotic dynamics: in particular,

they exhibit a secondary bifurcation from a non-trivial steady state to chaos, as observed

in the Quincke rotor experiments [19, 20]. However, the measured threshold field strength

for the secondary bifurcation (steady to chaotic rotation) is larger than that predicted from

the Lorenz equations. Peters et al. [20] suggested that one source for this disagreement

is their the neglect of fluid inertia. In experiments the Reynolds number associated with

the particle rotation, Re = a2Ω/ν, is small compared to unity. Here, Ω = |Ω| is the

magnitude of the angular velocity and ν is the kinematic viscosity of the fluid. Consequently,

the hydrodynamic torque is a linear function of the angular velocity. However, unsteady

diffusion of fluid momentum arising from the angular acceleration of the particle could still

be important. This means that the hydrodynamic torque is not an instantaneous function

of angular velocity, as would be predicted from the quasi-steady Stokes equations. Instead,

the unsteady Stokes equations must be used to calculate the hydrodynamic torque, which

is now a function of the history of the angular velocity. Thereby, fluid inertia endows the

particle with a hydrodynamic memory of its rotational motion.

Hydrodynamic memory becomes important in Quincke rotation when the momentum

diffusion time is comparable to the Maxwell-Wagner time for relaxation of the induced dipole.

The momentum diffusion time is τd = a2/ν. Thus, the dimensionless group γ = τd/τMW

characterizes the relevance of hydrodynamic memory: neglecting hydrodynamic memory is

valid only if γ ≪ 1; physically, here momentum diffuses quickly compared to the dipole

relaxation. This condition is usually met for colloidal scale particles but not for larger,

millimeter-sized, particles that are encountered in experiments and applications involving

Quincke rotation [19, 20, 22–24]; here, hydrodynamic memory can be important since γ

is not small. As an example, Peters et al. [20] examined rotation of a glass capillary of

a = 1mm in transformer oil for which γ = O(1); here, inertial effects result in chaotic

rotation at sufficiently large fields. However, the mathematical model constructed by these

authors included only the inertia of the particle, which is incomplete, as commented by

themselves, for the following reason. Balancing the angular acceleration of the particle,

which scales as IΩ/τp, where I is the moment of inertia (I = 2ma2/5 for a sphere of mass

m), with the quasi-steady hydrodynamic torque, which for a sphere scales as 8πµa3Ω, gives

the characteristic time for relaxation of the particle inertia as τp = (1/15)(ρ2/ρ1)(a
2/ν). This

gives τp/τd = (1/15)(ρ2/ρ1), implying that the particle inertia and fluid inertia time scales
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are comparable, unless the particle is very much heavier or lighter than the fluid. Hence, one

cannot accurately model inertial effects on Quincke rotation by only considering the inertia

of the particle; fluid inertia via hydrodynamic memory must be accounted for. Therefore,

our goal is to quantify the impact of hydrodynamic memory on Quincke rotation. To that

end, we will derive a dynamical system for the rotor dynamics including hydrodynamic

memory, in terms of the time evolution of the angular velocity of the particle and its dipole

moment. The inclusion of hydrodynamic memory means that this dynamical system is

integro-differential: we will call this set of equations as the ‘memory Lorenz equations’

(MLE), since they represent a generalization of the classic Lorenz system [21].

In section II, we derive the MLE and then an ad hoc reduced form thereof that is amenable

to analytical investigation, in which the memory kernel of the integro-differential term is

simplified. In section III we conduct a linear stability analysis of the trivial solution of the

MLE, showing that the first bifurcation is unaffected by hydrodynamic memory. In section

IV we present a linear stability of the steady rotation, which indicates that hydrodynamic

memory leads to an increase in the threshold field strength for which this solution becomes

unstable. In section V, we develop a numerical scheme for integration of the MLE. In section

VI, we explore the nonlinear dynamics beyond steady rotation and present results that show

chaotic rotation is delayed until higher electric field strengths by hydrodynamic memory. We

conclude in section VII.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS

Here, we derive governing equations for the Quincke rotation of a solid spherical particle

under a spatially uniform, DC electric field, accounting for hydrodynamic memory (figure

1). We use the Taylor-Melcher leaky dielectric model [25] in which charge transport is solely

via Ohmic conduction in the bulk phases (particle and fluid), with charge localized at their

interface. Let r denote the position vector from the centroid of the sphere and let ϕ(r)

denote the electric potential. The leaky dielectric model stipulates that there are no free

charges in the fluid and particle; hence, the electric potential satisfies Laplace’s equation,

∇2ϕ = 0. The applied field corresponds to the dipolar potential −Ea ·r. We define the

disturbance potential in the fluid as ϕ1(r) = ϕ(r)+Ea·r for r = |r| > a and the disturbance

potential in the particle as ϕ2(r) = ϕ(r)+Ea·r for r = |r| < a. These disturbance potentials
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FIG. 1. Sketch of a spherical particle undergoing Quincke rotation. The induced dipole, p, is

misaligned with the electric field, Ea, causing an electric torque to be exerted on the particle. This

electric torque is balanced by a hydrodynamic torque, resulting in the sphere rotating with angular

velocity, Ω.

arise as the particle and fluid have different electrical properties, such that the applied field

is distorted by the particle. The disturbance potentials satisfy ∇2ϕ1 = 0 and ∇2ϕ2 = 0,

and ϕ1 decays as r → ∞ and ϕ2 is bounded at r = 0. The free charge is localized at

the fluid-particle interface and represented by a surface charge distribution q(r) at r = a.

From Gauss’ law the surface charge is equated to the jump in dielectric displacement across

the interface, q(r) = −n·(ε1∇ϕ1 − ε2∇ϕ2) + n·Ea(ε1 − ε2). Here, n is the outward unit

vector to the particle surface. Additionally, the potential is continuous across the interface,

ϕ1(r) = ϕ2(r) at r = a. The final boundary condition enforces charge conservation at the

interface,

∂q

∂t
+∇s ·(qU) + n·J = 0, (1)

where J = (σ1 − σ2)n ·Ea − n · (σ1∇ϕ1 − σ2∇ϕ2) is the jump in Ohmic current at r = a.

Charge is convected along the interface at velocity U = aΩ × n, where Ω is the angular

velocity of the particle, and ∇s = (I − nn)·∇ is the surface gradient operator with I the

identity tensor. The value of Ω is not known a priori and must be solved for to determine

the rotational dynamics. For a sphere the disturbance potentials are dipolar solutions to

Laplace’s equation: ϕ1 = r ·p(t)/r3 and ϕ2 = r ·p(t)/a3, where p(t) is the time-dependent
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induced dipole vector. These potentials satisfy the required boundary conditions at large

and small r and are continuous at r = a. Using the expressions for ϕ1 and ϕ2 with the

charge conservation condition (1) yields an evolution equation for the dipole

ṗ = Ω× (p− ε21a
3E)− 1

τMW

(p− σ21a
3E), (2)

where ṗ = dp/dt. The angular velocity Ω is a function of p and thus (2) is a nonlinear

equation.

Next, we invoke angular momentum conservation on the particle:

I
dΩ

dt
= LE +LH , (3)

which states that the angular acceleration (i.e., particle inertia) is balanced by the sum of

electric and hydrodynamic torques. The electric torque arises from Maxwell stresses and for

a uniform applied field is LE = 4πε1p×Ea [26]. This torque is non-zero if the dipole has a

component that is transverse to the applied field. The hydrodynamic torque is [27]

LH = −8πµa3
[
Ω+

∫ t

−∞
Ω̇(t′)M(t− t′) dt′

]
, (4)

where Ω̇(t′) denotes dΩ(t′)/dt′. The first term in (4) is the quasi-steady torque; the second

(integral) term arises from hydrodynamic memory, with the kernel

M(t) =
1

3

[√
τd
πt

− erfc

(√
t

τd

)
exp

(
t

τd

)]
for t ≥ 0, (5)

and M(t) = 0 for t < 0 (due to causality). Here erfc(z) = 2√
π

∫∞
z

exp(−u2) du is the

complimentary error function. Note that M(t) = 1/[3
√
πt/τd] +O(1) as t → 0 and M(t) =

(t/τd)
−3/2/6

√
π + O(t−5/2) as t → ∞. Thus, the memory kernel is integrably singular at

short times, which will require the use of special quadrature schemes. Together, (2) through

(5) complete the formulation for Quincke rotation of a sphere with hydrodynamic memory.

Evidently, the history of the angular acceleration must be accounted for, which means that

the rotational dynamics obey a coupled set of nonlinear integro-differential equations.

To proceed, we adopt a Cartesian coordinate system anchored at the center of the particle,

with the z axis parallel to the applied field and the x and y axes in the plane perpendicular

to the field. There are components of the dipole along each of these axes, say px, py,

and pz. From (3) we find Ω · Ea = 0, so that the angular velocity only has non-zero

components Ωx and Ωy. Thus, it would seem that the rotational dynamics obey five coupled
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ordinary differential equations for the variables px, py, pz, Ωx, and Ωy, as a function of

time. However, these equations are invariant under the transformation {px, py,Ωx,Ωy} →

{py, px,−Ωy,−Ωx}, which suggests a solution with px = py = p⊥ and Ωx = −Ωy = −Ω⊥.

This means that the direction of rotation in the x− y plane is arbitrary, and the strength of

the transverse dipole, p⊥, is independent of orientation in the x − y plane. Thus, we have

the dependent variables pz, p⊥, and Ω⊥, which from (2) and (3) satisfy

ṗz = 2Ω⊥p⊥ − 1

τMW

(pz − σ21a
3Ea), (6)

ṗ⊥ = −Ω⊥pz + ε21a
3EaΩ⊥ −− 1

τMW

p⊥, (7)

IΩ̇⊥ = 4πε1Eap⊥ − 8πµa3Ω⊥ − 8πµa3
∫ t

0

Ω̇⊥(t
′)M(t− t′) dt′. (8)

The lower limit of the integral in (8) is zero since the field is initiated at t = 0. We

non-dimensionalize (6)-(8) using the normalizations s = t/τMW , X =
√
2τMWΩ⊥, Y =

ε1τMWp⊥Ea/
√
2µa3, and Z = τMWEa(pz−σ21a

3Ea)/8πµa
3, which returns the dimensionless

system

Ẋ = Pr

(
Y −X −

∫ s

0

Ẋ(s′)M(s− s′) ds′
)
, (9)

Ẏ = −XZ + rX − Y, (10)

Ż = XY − Z, (11)

wherein the time derivatives are with respect to s; M(s) = 1
3
[1/

√
πs−erfc(

√
s/γ) exp(s/γ)] is

the normalized memory kernel; Pr = 8πµa3τMW/I; and r = (Ea/Ec)
2. Recall, γ = τd/τMW

is the ratio of momentum diffusion time to Maxwell-Wagner relaxation time. Hydrodynamic

memory effects vanish as γ → 0, in which case the integral term in (9) becomes negligible. In

fact, without that integral term (9)-(11) are precisely the celebrated Lorenz equations [21].

The Lorenz equations also describe the Quincke rotation of a cylinder in an inertialess fluid:

here, the normalized angular velocity X is along the axis of the cylinder, and Y and Z are

the transverse and parallel components of the dipole in the plane of the cross section of

the cylinder [20]. Thus, the Qunicke rotation of a sphere and cylinder are mathematically

equivalent. We refer to (9)-(11), with the integral term retained, as the ‘memory Lorenz

equations’ (MLE). The MLE account for the inertia of the particle and surrounding fluid,

both of which are important under physically realistic conditions.
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A. Lorenz equations with simplified memory (sMLE)

To understand the role of memory in affecting the bifurcations of the Lorenz equa-

tions, we also consider simplified memory Lorenz equations (sMLE) with the memory kernel

M(s) = α e−s/α. This simplified memory kernel may be of practical relevance, in addition to

mathematical convenience. Specifically, the popular Maxwell model stipulates the stress in

a linear viscoelastic fluid to be a memory integral of the rate of strain, with a kernel that ex-

ponentially decays in time. Thus, the unsteady torque on a spherical particle executing time

dependent rotation in a Maxwell fluid should have an exponentially fading memory of the

history of its angular velocity, akin to (4). That is, the sMLE may be relevant to Quincke

rotation in a linear viscoelastic fluid. Here, the memory is provided by viscoelasticity as

opposed to fluid inertia.

The exponentially decaying memory kernel allows us to convert the infinite-dimensional

dynamical system of the Lorenz equations with an integral term into a fourth order system

of nonlinear ODEs. The integral term in (9) with our simplified memory kernel is given by

I(s) =

∫ s

0

dX(s′)

ds′
M(s− s′) ds′

=

∫ s

0

d

ds′
(X(s′)M(s− s′)) ds′ −

∫ s

0

X(s′)
dM(s− s′)

ds′
ds′

= [X(s)M(0)−X(0)M(s)]− 1

α

∫ s

0

X(s′)M(s− s′) ds′

= αX(s)− 1

α

∫ s

0

X(s′)M(s− s′) ds′.

In above, we have assumed that X(0) = 0 [28]. Now if we denote the history integral term

by H(s) =
∫ s

−∞ X(s′)M(s− s′) ds′ then we get the system of equations

Ẋ = Pr(Y −X)− Pr

α
(α2X −H), (12)

Ḣ =
1

α

(
α2X −H

)
, (13)

Ẏ = −Y + rX −XZ, (14)

Ż = −Z +XY. (15)

Here dots denote derivative with respect to s. In getting the above equations, we have

differentiated H(s) with respect to s and used Leibnitz integral rule for differentiation under

the integral sign. Further, these equations reduce to the standard Lorenz equations in the

limit α −→ 0.
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III. LINEAR STABILITY ANALYSIS OF A STATIONARY PARTICLE

A. MLE model

The MLE has a trivial solution of (X, Y, Z) = (0, 0, 0), corresponding to a stationary

particle whose dipole is anti-parallel to the applied field. We examine the stability of this

base state by introducing a small perturbation (X, Y, Z) = (0, 0, 0) + δ(X1, Y1, Z1), where

δ ≪ 1, into the MLE and neglecting any terms quadratic or higher powers in δ. This yields

the following initial value problem for (X1, Y1, Z1),

dX1

ds
= Pr

(
Y1 −X1 −

∫ s

0

dX1(s
′)

ds′
M(s− s′)ds′

)
, (16)

dY1

ds
= rX1 − Y1, (17)

dZ1

ds
= −Z1, (18)

which is solved via Laplace transform to yield

X̃1(ŝ) =
X1(0) + Pr

(
M̃(ŝ)X1(0)− Y1(0)(1 + ŝ)−1

)
ŝ− Pr

(
r(1 + ŝ)−1 − 1− M̃(ŝ)ŝ

) , (19)

where an overhead (∼) denotes the Laplace transform, ŝ is the Laplace frequency, and

M̃(ŝ) = γ/(3[
√
γŝ+1]). While we are unable to invert (19) in closed form, progress is made

at long times by taking the limit as ŝ → 0 of ŝX̃1(ŝ), thereby yielding

lim
ŝ→0

ŝX̃1(ŝ) = −
Pr
(
1
3
γX1(0)− Y1(0)

)
+X1(0)

Pr (r − 1)
. (20)

Hence, for small ŝ, corresponding to long times, inversion of (20) yields exponential solutions

X1(t) ∼ exp[3Pr(r − 1)s]. The initial perturbation grows (decays) if the argument of the

exponential is positive (negative); the criterion for marginal stability is thus r = 1, which in

dimensional terms is Ea = Ec. A linear stability analysis of the standard Lorenz equations

(LE) and the sMLE model (as shown below) also predicts the same criteria of instability

of the stationary state. Therefore, hydrodynamic memory does not alter the threshold field

strength for linear instability. Intuitively, this is expected since the base state is stationary.
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B. sMLE model

The sMLE in (12)-(15) also have the trivial stationary solution (X, Y, Z,H) = (0, 0, 0, 0).

We can understand the stability of this solution by again applying a small perturbation

(X, Y, Z,H) = (0, 0, 0, 0) + δ(X1, Y1, Z1, H1). Substituting this in (12)-(15), we obtain the

following linearized matrix equations for the evolution of perturbations


Ẋ1

Ẏ1

Ż1

Ḣ1

 =


−Pr(1 + α) Pr 0 Pr/α

r −1 0 0

0 0 −1 0

α 0 0 −1/α




X1

Y1

Z1

H1

 .

The linear stability is determined by solving for the eigenvalues of the right-hand-side

matrix. We get the following characteristic cubic polynomial for non-trivial eigenvalues λ

(in addition to the solution λ = −1)

αλ3 + (1 + α+ αPr + α2Pr)λ2 + (1 + αPr + α2Pr + (1− rα)Pr)λ+ (1− r)Pr = 0. (21)

By using Descartes’ rule of sign, we can deduce the existence of a positive root of this

polynomial equation. The coefficients of λ3, λ2 and λ are always positive whereas the con-

stant term will be positive for r < 1 and negative for r > 1. For r < 1, since all coefficients

are positive, there are no sign changes and hence no positive roots exist. For r > 1, there

is one sign change between coefficients of consecutive terms in the polynomial and hence

we can deduce the existence of one positive root. Thus, the instability threshold for the

stationary state for the sMLE is also r = 1.

IV. LINEAR STABILITY ANALYSIS OF STEADY ROTATION

A. MLE model

Once the stationary state becomes unstable for r > 1, the system transitions to another

steady state (X, Y, Z) = (±
√
r − 1,±

√
r − 1, r − 1) corresponding to a steady angular ve-

locity with clockwise or counterclockwise rotation. This steady state is also the same for
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LE and sMLE (as shown below). Thus, memory effects do not have an influence in setting

the threshold for the primary pitchfork bifurcation as well as the corresponding steady state

the system settles into after the bifurcation. Again, this is intuitive since at long times the

particle is rotating steadily and the memory of its approach to that steady state fades as

the memory kernel decays at large times. We examine the stability of the counterclock-

wise rotating steady state (without loss of generality) by introducing a small perturbation

(X, Y, Z) = (
√
r − 1,

√
r − 1, r− 1)+ δ(X1, Y1, Z1), where δ ≪ 1, into the MLE and neglect-

ing any terms quadratic or higher in δ. This yields the following initial value problem for

(X1, Y1, Z1),

dX1

ds
= Pr

(
Y1 −X1 −

∫ s

0

dX1(s
′)

ds′
M(s− s′)ds′

)
, (22)

dY1

ds
= rX1 − Y1 −

√
r − 1Z1 − (r − 1)X1, (23)

dZ1

ds
= −Z1 +

√
r − 1X1 +

√
r − 1Y1, (24)

By applying Laplace transforms we get the following matrix equation for evolution of

perturbations in the Laplace space

A(ŝ)X(ŝ) = X0(ŝ),

where

X(ŝ) =


X̃1(ŝ)

Ỹ1(ŝ)

Z̃1(ŝ)

 , X0(ŝ) =


X1(0) + PrM̃(ŝ)X1(0)

Y1(0)

Z1(0)

 ,

and

A(ŝ) =


ŝ(1 + Pr M̃(ŝ)) + Pr −Pr 0

−1 ŝ+ 1
√
r − 1

−
√
r − 1 −

√
r − 1 ŝ+ 1

 .

The growth rates of this linear stability problem corresponds to the poles of X(ŝ). Hence

finding the growth rates reduces to determining the roots of det(A(ŝ)) = 0. We solve this

numerically by finding solutions in the two dimensional space formed by real and imaginary

part of ŝ that satisfy both real and imaginary parts of det(A(ŝ)) = 0. The instability of
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steady rotation state takes place when the real part of ŝ (that solves det(A(ŝ)) = 0) changes

sign from negative to positive.

In figure 2(a) the marginal stability curves for the steady rotation branch in r−Pr space

are plotted for the MLE. It can be seen that an increase in memory (i.e. increasing γ)

leads to a stabilization of the steady rotation state in the parameter space compared to the

standard Lorenz equations (LE) shown as a gray curve. That is the critical value of r for

instability of the steady rotation increases with γ for a fixed Pr.

B. sMLE model

Once the stationary state becomes unstable in the sMLE model, another steady state

emerges given by (X, Y, Z,H) = (±
√
r − 1,±

√
r − 1, r − 1,±α2

√
r − 1). This corresponds

again to the steady rotation of the Quincke rotor. We performing a linear stability around

the counterclockwise rotation state (without loss of generality) by applying a perturbation

(X, Y, Z,H) = (
√
r − 1,

√
r − 1, r − 1, α2

√
r − 1) + δ(X1, Y1, Z1, H1), and substituting this

in (12)-(15) we obtain the following linearized matrix equation


Ẋ1

Ẏ1

Ż1

Ḣ1

 =


−Pr(1 + α) Pr 0 Pr/α

1 −1 −
√
r − 1 0

√
r − 1

√
r − 1 −1 0

α 0 0 −1/α




X1

Y1

Z1

H1

 .

The linear stability is determined by solving for the eigenvalues of the right-hand-side

matrix equation. We get the following characteristic quartic polynomial

αλ4 + (2α + α2Pr + 1 + Prα)λ3 + (rα + 2α2Pr + 2 + Prα + Pr)λ2 (25)

+ (rα2Pr + r + 2rPrα− 2Prα + Pr)λ+ 2(r − 1)Pr = 0.

We can numerically solve this quartic polynomial and find a boundary in the parameter

space formed by Pr and r for a fixed α where an eigenvalue changes the sign of its real part.

In figure 2(b) the marginal stability curves for the steady rotation branch in r−Pr space

are plotted for sMLE. It can be seen that here too, an increase in memory (i.e. increasing
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(a) (b)
(LE) (LE)

FIG. 2. Linear stability curves for steady rotation. Curves showing the linear stability boundary

of the steady rotation branch in the parameter space of Pr and r for (a) MLE and (b) sMLE.

The limit γ −→ 0 and α −→ 0 corresponds to the Lorenz equations (LE), shown as a gray curve.

This gray curve corresponding to instability of the steady state in LE takes the analytical form

r = Pr(Pr + 4)/(Pr − 2) [20].

α) leads to a stabilization of the steady rotation state in the parameter space compared to

LE.

C. Beyond steady rotation

For larger r values beyond steady rotation, a complex set of bifurcations take place

in LE [29, 30]. Furthermore, global bifurcations in LE take place even when the steady

rotation state is stable resulting in coexistence of steady states and chaotic dynamics [29, 30].

Similar level of complexity would also be expected for sMLE and MLE. Nonlinear dynamics

arising from global bifurcations cannot be captured with a linear analysis near fixed points,

and one would need to resort to numerical simulations; we explore these in section VI. To

investigate into these nonlinear behaviors, we would need to numerically solve the three

models. It is straightforward to solve the ODEs corresponding to LE and sMLE and we do

this in MATLAB using the inbuilt solver ode45. However numerically solving the integro-

differential equations for MLE is not trivial. We describe this numerical procedure in the

next section.
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V. NUMERICAL INTEGRATION OF MLE

In order to compute the nonlinear dynamics of the MLE (9)-(11), we use a second order

Adams-Bashforth predictor-corrector scheme for time-stepping, a second order method by

Daitche [31] for the integrably singular part of M(s), and a second order Newton-Cotes

scheme for the remainder of M(s). We will focus on (9) as it introduces the most complexity

for computation. We rewrite (9) as

dX

ds
= Pr

(
Y −X − d

ds

∫ s

0

X(s′)M(s− s′)ds′
)
, (26)

which is valid if X(0) = 0, which physically corresponds to the particle being stationary

initially. Next, we split (26) into three parts,

A = Pr (Y −X) , (27)

B1 = − γPr

3
√
π

d

ds

∫ s

0

X(s′)√
s− s′

ds′, (28)

B2 =
Pr

3

d

ds

∫ s

0

X(s′)erfc

(√
s− s′

γ

)
exp

(
s− s′

γ

)
ds′, (29)

where B1 contains the integrably singular part of M(s). The time stepping scheme for X(s)

at time sn+1 = sn + h, where h is the step size, is

X(sn+1) = X(sn) +
h

2
(3A(sn)− A(sn−1))

− ζ1

n∑
j=0

(
βn+1
j+1X(sn−j)− βn

j X(sn−j)
)

+ ζ2

n∑
j=0

(
ηn+1
j+1X(sn−j)− ηnj X(sn−j)

)
, (30)

where the second order coefficients βn
j are defined on page 6 of [31], second order coefficients

ηnj are the second order Newton Cotes coefficients, ζ1 = γPr
√
h/(3

√
π), and ζ2 = Pr/3. The

second term in (30) pertains to the integration of B1 and the third term in (30) pertains to

the integration of B2. The time steppings for (10) and (11) are

Y (sn+1) = Y (sn) +
h

2

[
3 (−X(sn)Z(sn) + rX(sn)− Y (sn))

− (−X(sn−1)Z(sn−1) + rX(sn−1)− Y (sn−1))
]
, (31)

Z(sn+1) = Z(sn) +
h

2

[
3 (X(sn)Y (sn)− Z(sn))

− (X(sn−1)Y (sn−1)− Z(sn−1))
]
. (32)
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 3. (Left) Time series of the dimensionless angular velocity X of the Quincke rotor for (blue)

standard Lorenz system, (red) sMLE with α = 0.7, and (black) MLE with γ = 1 at the dimension-

less applied electric field strength (a) r = 3, (b) r = 52 and (c) r = 105. (Right) Corresponding

basin of attraction plots in the initial condition space formed by (Y (0), Z(0)) for sMLE model

showing the final value of X at the end of the simulation (with simulation time of s = 500) for

fixed X(0) = 0. We see a smoothly separated basin for r = 3, fractal basins due to transient chaos

for r = 52, and noise in the plot for r = 105 due to permanent chaos. The parameter Pr was fixed

to 2.5. Supplemental Videos 1-3 show the dynamics of MLE at r = 3, 52 and 105, respectively.

VI. NONLINEAR QUINCKE ROTOR DYNAMICS

We now turn to explore the nonlinear dynamics of the Quincke rotor as described by

MLE in (9)-(11), and also compare it with the resulting dynamics from the sMLE system

in (12)-(15) and the standard Lorenz equations (LE) (i.e.(9)-(11) without the integral term

in (9)).

We first calculate the time-series dynamics of a spherical particle undergoing Quincke

rotation with γ = 1 in MLE for three values of r, the dimensionless applied electric field
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strength. We compare these results at the same r value for sMLE (with α = 0.7) and LE

models. In figure 3, the time series for all three models is shown for r = 3, 52, and 105,

demonstrating steady rotation (r = 3); transient chaos (or ‘preturbulence’) before steady

rotation (r = 52); and permanent chaotic dynamics (r = 105). For r = 3, we find that all

three models, LE (blue), sMLE (red) and MLE (black), predict a steady rotation (see figure

3(a)). This steady state rotation value is given by X = ±
√
r − 1 from the steady equilibrium

states of the three models. At this r value, a basin of attraction plotting the final value of

X in the initial condition space formed by Y (0) and Z(0) using sMLE equations is shown

in the right panel of figure 3(a). We see that the basin of clockwise and counterclockwise

steady rotating states are smoothly partitioned.

For a larger value of r = 52, as shown in figure 3(b), we find that sMLE and MLE

settles eventually on the steady value of X after a chaotic transient, whereas LE, which

does not include hydrodynamic memory, already exhibits permanent chaotic motion. Thus,

we already see a signature of delay in the onset of chaotic motion with the inclusion of a

memory term in the Lorenz equations. For LE at Pr = 2.5, the steady rotation branch

becomes unstable at r = 32.5; hence, at r = 52 the only attracting set in phase space is

a strange attractor resulting in chaotic dynamics. We note that the presence of transient

chaos for sMLE and MLE indicates a final state sensitivity based on the initial conditions.

Unlike r = 3, where a Y (0) > 0 would always result in counterclockwise steady rotation

and Y (0) < 0 in clockwise steady rotation, now at r = 52, whether a clockwise or a

counterclockwise steady rotation will be achieved in sMLE and MLE depends sensitively on

initial conditions due to transient chaos. This can be seen in the basin of attraction plot

of sMLE in the right panel of figure 3(b), where the basins of the two steady states are

intricately mixed with fractal boundaries; a characteristic feature of transient chaos [32].

For an even larger value of r = 105, as shown in figure 3(c), the sMLE and MLE systems

have now transitioned to permanent chaos, whereas the LE shows a periodic trajectory. The

chaotic nature of the trajectory results in a noisy basin plot for sMLE as shown in the right

panel of figure 3(c), where the final velocity at the end of the simulation can now take any

value and is not correlated with the initial conditions.

In figure 4 we present a bifurcation diagram showing the peaks of |X| as a function of r

and fixed Pr = 2.5. Here the numerical integration was conducted until a time s = 500 for

the LE and sMLE, and s = 400 for the MLE (due to the lengthier computations associated
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 4. Bifurcation diagram showing the peaks of |X| i.e. |X|n as a function of r and fixed Pr = 2.5

for (a) standard LE, (b) sMLE with M(s) = α e−s/α and α = 0.7, and (c) MLE with γ = 1. For

each plot, the lower branch is the steady rotation state with the solid curve indicating where it

is stable and the dashed curve indicating its unstable. The steady branch becomes unstable at

r = 32.5, r ≈ 92 and r ≈ 176 for LE, sMLE and MLE, respectively. Note the multistability

regions where both chaotic motion and steady rotation coexist. The onset of multistability occurs

at r ≈ 25, r ≈ 59 and r ≈ 55 for LE, sMLE and MLE, respectively.
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with numerical integration of the MLE). For the LE the steady rotation branch becomes

unstable at r = 32.5, but a multistability region where both chaotic motion and steady

rotation coexist occurs below this value of r. Indeed, chaotic dynamics are first observed at

r ≈ 25. The onset of chaotic dynamics (coexisting with steady rotation) is seen at r ≈ 55

for the MLE (with γ = 1), which is a significantly larger r value than for the LE. This larger

r value for the second bifurcation in the MLE is also seen in experiments by Peters [20]; that

is, the onset of chaos in their experiments occurs at a larger r value than that predicted by

the LE, and the present work suggests that hydrodynamic memory is the cause. The sMLE

also have an increased r value for the onset of chaotic dynamics (coexisiting with steady

rotation) of r ≈ 59,T which suggests this to be a generic consequence of hydrodynamic

memory, irrespective of the precise form of the memory kernel.

In figure 5 the multistability of the sMLE (with α = 0.7, figure 5(a)) and MLE (with

γ = 1, figure 5(b)) are examined by plotting the time series of X for two different initial

conditions, where one asymptotes towards a chaotic attractor (red) and the other towards

a steady state (blue). Figure 5(c) displays basin of attraction plot in the initial condition

space (Y (0), Z(0)) in the sMLE model for fixed X(0) = 0 showing the final value of X at

the end of simulation time of 400. We can see coexistence of steady states with smooth

separation of their basins, which reside alongside chaotic solutions with noisy values in the

basin. Thus, in the multistable region, we see that understanding the size and organization

of basin of attraction of steady rotation and chaotic motion might assist with predicting

which of the two final states is likely to be realized.

In figure 6(a) we present a bifurcation diagram of the MLE showing the peaks of |X| as a

function of r at fixed Pr = 2.5 and γ = 0.5. Here, the onset of chaos is at r ≈ 42 and there

is again a region of multistability in which chaotic and steady motion coexist (with steady

rotation stable up to r ≈ 90). In figure 6(b) and figure 6(c) we plot the times series of X

just (b) before (r = 87) and (c) after (r = 92), respectively, the end of the stability of the

steady rotation branch. At r = 87 there is a slow converge of X toward its steady value, and

for r = 92 there is a slow growth of X, which we envision would at some time point beyond

the simulation become chaotic. The value of γ = 0.5 was chosen as this is approximately the

same value as in the experiments of [20]. They observed chaotic dynamics at a field strength

of 6.5kV/cm, whereas the LE would predict chaos to onset at 5.5kV/cm, which corresponds

to the ratio of r values (experiment to LE) of around 1.4. Our computations at γ = 0.5 give
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 5. Multistability at Pr = 2.5 and r = 59 in the (a) sMLE model with α = 0.7 and (b) MLE

with γ = 1. Time series of X for two different initial conditions where one asymptotes towards

a chaotic attractor (red) and the other towards a steady state (blue). (c) Corresponding basin

of attraction plot in the initial condition space formed by (Y (0), Z(0)) for sMLE model showing

the final value of X for fixed X(0) = 0. Supplemental Videos 4 and 5 show for MLE model the

corresponding chaotic motion and steady dynamics, respectively.

a ratio of r values (MLE to LE) of around 1.3, which is in encouraging agreement with the

experimental findings.

In figure 7 the time series of X(t) is plotted at a large value of r = 250 for the LE, sMLE

with α = 0.7, and MLE with γ = 1. All three series converge onto a periodic orbit; however,

the orbits are not in phase. It is well known for LE that periodic solutions exist at large

r and the system becomes integrable in this limit [30]. It appears that we get the same

limiting behavior for sMLE and MLE for large r. It would be interesting to explore this

regime experimentally and verify if periodic rotations are obtained for Quincke rotors under

large magnitude of applied electric field strengths.

VII. CONCLUSION

A mathematical model for the Quincke rotation of a spherical particle that accounts for

the inertia of the particle and the unsteady Stokes flow in the surrounding fluid is presented

and analyzed. This model takes the form of an integro-differential, infinite-dimensional
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 6. (a) Bifurcation diagram showing the peaks of |X| i.e. |X|n as a function of r and fixed

Pr = 2.5 for full MLE with γ = 0.5. The lower branch is the steady rotation state with the solid

curve indicating where it is stable and the dashed curve indicating its unstable. (b) Time series of

X just (b) before (r = 87) and (c) after (r = 92) the end of the stability of the steady rotation

branch.

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 7. Time series of X showing periodic oscillations for large r = 250 and fixed Pr = 2.5 for

(a) LE, (b) sMLE with α = 0.7, and (c) full MLE with γ = 1. Supplemental Video 6 shows the

dynamics of MLE in this periodic state.
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dynamical system that we term the ‘memory Lorenz equations’ (MLE). The primary con-

clusion is that the linearized fluid inertia, or hydrodynamic memory as we call it, causes an

increase in the threshold field strength for observation of chaotic rotor dynamics. This is

in qualitative agreement with previous experimental observations. A secondary conclusion

is that increasing the ratio of momentum diffusion to dipole relaxation times (γ) leads to

an increasing range of field strengths for which multi-stability between steady and chaotic

rotation exists. A simplified form of the MLE (i.e., sMLE), which may be relevant to rotor

dynamics in non-Newtonian fluids, indicates that the above conclusions could be a generic

feature of Lorenz-type systems with distributed memory. This method of suppressing the

onset of chaos with memory effects may be relevant to the field of chaos control [33, 34]

where time-delayed feedback is routinely used to control chaotic dynamics in various sys-

tems. Further, since the effects of exponentially fading memory for sMLE are captured by

just one additional ODE coupled to the original 3D Lorenz equations, this dynamical sys-

tem might provide useful insights into suitable chaos control methods using simple feedback

mechanisms [35].

It would, of course, be desirable to test in more detail these predictions against fresh

experiments. Since the MLE model appears to preserve all the intricate dynamical features

of LE, experiments with a Quincke rotor might form a testing bed to experimentally realize

the complex bifurcations associated with Lorenz chaos. Natural extensions of the present

work include rotor dynamics in time-dependent fields, or dynamics in the presence of a

background shear flow.
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