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Very recently, the construction of twist actuators from magnetorheological gels and elastomers has been
suggested. These materials consist of magnetizable colloidal particles embedded in a soft elastic polymeric
environment. The twist actuation is enabled by a net chirality of the internal particle arrangement. Upon
magnetization by a homogeneous external magnetic field, the systems feature an overall torsional defor-
mation around the magnetization direction. Starting from a discrete minimal mesoscopic model set-up we
work towards a macroscopic characterization. The two scales are linked by identifying expressions for the
macroscopic system parameters as functions of the mesoscopic model parameters. In this way, the observed
behavior of a macroscopic system can in principle be mapped to and illustratively be understood from an
appropriate mesoscopic picture. Our results apply equally well to corresponding soft electrorheological gels
and elastomers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Stimuli-responsive twist actuators upon activation
show a net torsional deformation around one axis. Such
devices could in the future, for instance, be used for the
purpose of microfluidic mixing or during microsurgical
operations1. To allow for a sufficient degree of softness
of such objects and to facilitate the requested type of
actuation, we have recently suggested to construct such
actuators from magnetorheological gels or elastomers2.
These materials consist of magnetic or magnetizable col-
loidal particles enclosed by a permanently chemically
crosslinked soft elastic polymeric environment3–15. Upon
magnetization by a homogeneous external magnetic field,
such materials generally show an overall deformation of
the magnetostrictive type. So far, mainly linear types of
induced distortion have been considered in an external
magnetic field, either homogeneous or inhomogeneous,
implying extensions or contractions along straight global
axes of deformation3,16–25.

To proceed one step further and to realize a mag-
netostrictive torsional response, we have suggested to
consider globally twisted arrangements of the embedded
magnetizable colloidal particles2. When such systems are
magnetized along the axis of twist, an overall torsional
deformation is typically initiated by the particle struc-
ture in attempting to untwist itself. This situation has
been analyzed in detail in a study focusing on the meso-
scopic scale, revealing, for instance, an optimum angle
of initial twist to achieve the maximal induced torsional
deformation2. To this end, numerical evaluations for dif-
ferent discretized particle arrangements were performed.

Different practical routes are conceivable to generate
such systems of initially twisted particle structures. For

example, the particles could be placed by hand or by a
robot to the requested positions, while the surrounding
polymeric environment is built up layer by layer26–28. A
more refined strategy may combine methods that were
developed in the two fields of magnetorheological elas-
tomers and liquid-crystalline elastomers29,30. First, the
magnetizable particles are dispersed in a suspension from
which the polymeric elastic environment is generated
through a subsequent chemical crosslinking reaction. If
during this procedure a strong homogeneous magnetic
field is applied, chain-like aggregates of the particles form
that are then permanently maintained in the materi-
als by the enclosing gel or elastomer31–39. After this
first step of chemical crosslinking, the systems may be
globally twisted by mechanical torsional forces applied
from outside onto the samples. The corresponding axis
of twist must be oriented parallel to the initial axes of
the chain-like aggregates. If maintained in this twisted
state while a second, retarded chemical crosslinking re-
action is taking place, at least part of this overall tor-
sional deformation can be locked into the materials. As
a result, one obtains magnetorheological gels or elas-
tomers containing globally twisted particle arrangements.
Such a two-step crosslinking procedure has previously
been applied successfully to generate monodomain ne-
matic liquid-crystalline elastomers30,40,41, which feature
outstanding mechanical properties40–43. (Also the cou-
plings between magnetic and deformational effects in
combined magnetic and liquid crystalline systems were
studied44–46.)

For not too large angles of initial twist and not too
small initial distances between the particles, the mag-
netic interactions that are induced between the particles
upon magnetization tend to revert the stored torsional
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deformation2. To support a basic physical understand-
ing and to allow for a comparison with possible corre-
sponding experiments, we wish to quantify these induced
deformations by appropriate mesoscopic and macroscopic
theoretical approaches. Generally, magnetoelastic behav-
ior is included in macroscopic continuum theories by a
nonlinear magnetostrictive term that couples the macro-
scopic magnetization variable quadratically to the macro-
scopic strain tensor47,48. Interestingly, in the present
case, the induced twist deformation can be described in
a reduced picture as well when these terms are neglected.

To find an appropriate macroscopic description for
twist-type deformations, including specifications of the
macroscopic system parameters, we start by introduc-
ing an idealized discrete mesoscopic minimal model. We
calculate within the framework of this model the magnet-
ically induced distortions. On this basis, the necessary
couplings to include the magnetostrictive torsional effects
also into the macroscopic picture are illustrated. More-
over, within the context of the introduced assumptions,
we find expressions of the macroscopic system parameters
as functions of the mesoscopic model parameters. Conse-
quently, an approximate scale bridging49,50 is achieved.

We start in Sec. II by briefly pointing out the geome-
try of the considered system and the investigated types of
elastic deformation. Afterwards, in Sec. III, we introduce
our discrete mesoscopic minimal model to describe the
magnetically induced overall elastic deformations. On
this basis, we turn in Sec. IV to the macroscopic char-
acterization. Comparing the derived expressions on the
two levels, mesoscopic and macroscopic, in Sec. V, we
reveal expressions for the associated macroscopic system
parameters as functions of the mesoscopic model param-
eters. We can then outline in Sec. VI a reduced but effec-
tive macroscopic picture to characterize the magnetically
induced twist deformation in macroscopic experiments.
Finally, we conclude in Sec. VII.

II. CYLINDRICAL MAGNETOELASTIC EXAMPLE
SYSTEMS

We start by briefly introducing the types of magnet-
ically induced elastic deformation that we focus on in
this study. For illustration, we assume a piece of ma-
terial of height G, which is part of a cylindrical sample
of radius R, see Fig. 1. This geometry is in line with
many practical realizations, where frequently samples of
magnetorheological gels and elastomers are produced of
cylindrical shape51–53. We here consider three different
types of macroscopic deformation of such samples: axial
expansions or contractions along the cylinder axis, asso-
ciated lateral contractions or expansions to the sides, and
torsional (twist) deformations around the cylinder axis.
Consequently, we parameterize the macroscopic strain
tensor ε to quantify these types of distortion, see below.
We assume the material to be incompressible, that is, the
net volume of the cylindrical piece is preserved. More-

FIG. 1. We consider a system of cylindrical shape of height
G, which is part of a cylinder of radius R. The cylindrical
piece is centered around the origin of a Cartesian coordinate
system, with the z-axis pointing along the vertically oriented
cylindrical axis.

over, we confine ourselves to linearly elastic deformations
of sufficiently small amplitudes54.

Spatially inhomogeneous internal deformations, if
present at all, are not resolved in this effective treat-
ment. This point of view corresponds to an experimental
characterization that only measures the overall axial ex-
pansions or contractions and net torsional deformations.
Since the spatial details of the deformations are not re-
solved, we in effect treat the material as if it deformed in
an affine way.

Our coordinate system is chosen so that the z-axis co-
incides with the cylinder axis and the origin is located
at the center of the cylindrical piece, see Fig. 1. The
amplitude of contraction or expansion along the z-axis is
denoted as A. We quantify the overall torsional defor-
mation around the cylinder axis by τ = ∆Φ/G, where
∆Φ equals the angle of rotation of the top surface of
the cylindrical piece relative to its bottom surface. For
incompressible materials, the associated affine deforma-
tion can in Cartesian coordinates be characterized by a
displacement field54

u =

 −
1
2Ax− τyz
− 1

2Ay + τxz

Az

 . (1)

In our analysis, we confine ourselves to small elastic de-
formations. Therefore, only the linearized elastic strain
tensor is taken into account. Starting from the displace-
ment field in Eq. (1), we calculate the linearized strain
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tensor ε =
(
∇u + (∇u)T

)
/2,54 with T denoting the

transpose, as

ε =

 −
1
2A 0 − 1

2τy

0 − 1
2A

1
2τx

− 1
2τy

1
2τx A

 . (2)

From here, integrating the purely elastic part of the asso-
ciated free-energy density54 over the whole cylinder, we
obtain the resulting elastic free energy of deformation as

Fel =

∫
d3r µ ε : ε =

3

2
πµGR2A2 +

1

4
πµGτ2R4, (3)

where µ sets the effective elastic shear modulus of the
elastic material.

Concerning its magnetic properties, we consider the
system to be genuinely paramagnetic (or superparamag-
netic) without any or only negligible macroscopic rem-
nant magnetization. An external magnetic field H = H ẑ
is applied to magnetize the system. We assume the ex-
ternal magnetic field to remain weak enough so that we
stay within the window of linear response of the induced
magnetization M with respect to H.

To lowest order, we might further assume that M ‖
H ‖ ẑ in our geometry. Generally, magnetostrictive con-
tributions to the macroscopic free-energy density explic-
itly couple the strain tensor and the magnetization to
each other47,48. For our system and for M ‖ ẑ, the cor-
responding overall expression48 then could be rewritten
as

F̃mstr = − 1

2
ζ̃M · ε ·M = − 1

2
ζ̃ AM2, (4)

with ζ̃ denoting the corresponding effective system pa-
rameter. Yet, in the present context, such a framework
seems to be incomplete. Depending on the sign of ζ̃,
only linear expansions or contractions of amplitude A
along the direction of the magnetic field are described
(together with associated lateral contractions or expan-
sions, respectively). There is no coupling to the torsional
amplitude τ . Consequently, magnetostrictive twist actu-
ation is not covered by this simplified level of representa-
tion. How do we have to formulate our characterization
to include this effect?

III. DISCRETE MESOSCOPIC MINIMAL MODEL
INCLUDING MAGNETICALLY INDUCED TORSIONAL
DEFORMATIONS

To find an answer to the question raised above, we
here introduce a basic mesoscopic minimal model. Our
approach is discrete in the sense that we consider a set
of identical spherical inclusions (particles) in the contin-
uous elastic environment. For simplicity, the separation
between the inclusions is large enough so that they can

be treated as point-like. They are perfectly paramag-
netic (or superparamagnetic) and do not show any rem-
nant magnetization. Weak external magnetic fields allow
us to use linear magnetization laws, and we denote the
magnetic bulk susceptibility of the particle material as χ.
Moreover, we assume the elastic polymer body to only de-
form affinely, which represents an approximation at this
level55 for the specified particle arrangement (see below)
and renders our analysis semi-quantitative. The pres-
ence of boundaries can further promote inhomogeneous
deformations under many-body magnetic interactions56.

In principle, we here consider a piece of height G being
part of a cylinder that is infinitely extended along its
center axis. That is, we concentrate on the inner part of
the sample and neglect boundary effects at the top and
bottom surfaces. All particles are organized in chain-like
aggregates and for simplicity are assumed to take the
same distance ρ from the cylinder axis, see Fig. 2. In the
initial nonmagnetized state of the system, the particle
chains are homogeneously twisted around the cylinder
axis. The twist angle γ quantifies how the radial position
vector of the particles is rotated around the cylinder axis
from one particle to the next upper one. In the vertical
direction, all particles are separated by the same vertical
distance h, see Fig. 3. It follows that the distance d
between two adjacent particles is given by

d =

√
h2 + 4ρ2 sin2 γ

2
. (5)

There are two types of contribution to the magnetiza-
tion of each particle. First, the external magnetic field H
leads to a direct magnetization and a resulting magnetic
dipole moment

m0 =
4π

3
a3

3χ

χ+ 3
H. (6)

Here, a denotes the radius of the spherical inclusions.
The additional factor of 3/(χ+ 3) is associated with the
demagnetization effect in a spherical particle28,57.

The second type of contribution to the magnetic mo-
ment arises from the mutual magnetization between the
magnetized particles. This is a nonlinear effect in the
sense that it is at least quadratic in χ. Here, we only
consider the lowest-order contribution arising from the
additional magnetization by the induced magnetic mo-
ments m0 of the nearest-neighboring particles on the
same chain. We obtain the corresponding additional con-
tribution m1 to the magnetic moment in the same way as
m0 in Eq. (6). However, we there have to insert the mag-
netic field induced by the nearest-neighboring magnetic
dipole moments m0 instead of the external magnetic field
H on the right-hand side. Along these lines, we find

m1 =
2χ

χ+ 3

a3

d5
m0

[
3hρ sinγ ϕ̂+ 2

(
h2 − 2ρ2 sin2 γ

2

)
ẑ
]
,

(7)
where m0 = ‖m0‖ denotes the magnitude of m0. More-
over, ϕ̂ is the polar unit vector perpendicular to ẑ and
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FIG. 2. Illustration of the minimal model picture introduced to achieve our scale connection. A soft elastic polymeric body of
cylindrical shape contains discrete chain-like particle aggregates that are twisted around the cylindrical axis. In our calculations,
we concentrate on a cylindrical piece of height G of a much more elongated cylinder, see Fig. 1. Therefore, boundary effects on
the top and bottom surfaces are neglected. The radius of the cylindrical elastic body is denoted as R, while all particles take
the same radial distance ρ from the cylinder axis. Induced magnetic moments of the particles are indicated by a small arrow
on each inclusion. (a) Side view, (b) top-side view, and (c) top view.

FIG. 3. Definition of the quantities used to parameterize the
twisted mesoscopic particle structures. The twist axis coin-
cides with the ẑ direction, along which also the external mag-
netic field H is applied. All particles take a distance ρ from
the twist axis. From one particle i to the next particle i + 1
above it on the same twisted chain-like particle aggregate,
the vertical distance along ẑ is denoted as h, while the actual
distance between the two particles is referred to as d. The
twist angle between the radial position vectors of any such
two vertically neighboring particles is called γ.

tangential to the enveloping cylinder of the twisted heli-
cal particle structure. This tangential component arises
directly from the mutual tangential shift into the polar di-
rection between the particles separated by a vertical dis-
tance h. Conversely, the vertical component of m1 along
ẑ is the obvious one resulting from the vertical separa-
tion between the nearest-neighboring inclusions. There
is no radial contribution because the outward compo-
nent induced by the magnetic field of the lower nearest-
neighboring magnetized inclusion is balanced by the in-
ward component induced by the upper nearest neighbor.

For each particle, the change in magnetic energy when
bringing the sample into the homogeneous external mag-
netic field H to the considered order reads28

W particle
mag = − µ0

2
(m0 + m1) ·H, (8)

where µ0 denotes the magnetic vacuum permeability.
From the number of particles per chain within the cylin-
drical piece of height G and the number of chains within
this cylinder we can find the total number N of par-
ticles. Thus, the particle concentration is given by
n = N/πR2G. Adding the contributions from affinely
deforming the elastic material, see Eq. (3), the overall
energy per volume is therefore obtained as

W
πR2G

=
3

2
µA2 +

1

4
µτ2R2 − µ0

2
n(m0 + m1) ·H. (9)

We now denote in the initial, nonmagnetized, unde-
formed state of the material the vertical distance between
the particles, their radial distance from the cylinder axis,
and the polar angle between their neighboring position
vectors as h0, ρ0, and γ0, respectively. Consequently, we
can define the pitch of the helix in the undistorted state
via

q0 =
γ0
h0
. (10)

From there, in the distorted state, we obtain the corre-
sponding quantities

h = h0 (1 +A) , (11)

ρ = ρ0

(
1− A

2

)
, (12)

γ = (q0 + τ)h0 (13)

up to linear order in the amplitudes of deformation, see
also Appendix A. When inserting these expressions into
Eq. (9), we find



5

W
πR2G

=
3

2
µA2 +

1

4
µτ2R2 − 2πna3

χ

χ+ 3
µ0H

2

[
1 + 4a3

χ

χ+ 3

h20(1 +A)2 − 2ρ20
(
1− A

2

)2
sin2 (q0+τ)h0

2√
h20(1 +A)2 + 4ρ20

(
1− A

2

)2
sin2 (q0+τ)h0

2

5

]
. (14)

If additional chain-like aggregates of different distance from the cylinder axis are considered in the mesoscopic model,
their energetic contributions are included by analogous terms.

To proceed further, we expand the last term in Eq. (14) up to linear order in A and τ , leading to

W
πR2G

=
3

2
µA2 +

1

4
µτ2R2 − 2πna3

χ

χ+ 3
µ0H

2

[
1 + 4a3

χ

χ+ 3

h20 − 2ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2√
h20 + 4ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

5

]

+ 24πna6
(

χ

χ+ 3

)2
µ0H

2 4ρ40 sin4 q0h0

2 − 10h20ρ
2
0 sin2 q0h0

2 +h40√
h20 + 4ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

7 A

+ 48πna6
(

χ

χ+ 3

)2
µ0H

2 h0ρ
2
0

(
h20 − ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

)
sin(q0h0)√

h20 + 4ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

7 τ. (15)

From here, we find the amplitude A of contractile and extensile deformations via ∂W/∂A = 0 as

A = − 8πna6
(

χ

χ+ 3

)2 4ρ40 sin4 q0h0

2 − 10h20ρ
2
0 sin2 q0h0

2 +h40

µ
√
h20 + 4ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

7 µ0H
2, (16)

while the amplitude τ of twist deformation follows via ∂W/∂τ = 0 as

τ = − 96πna6
(

χ

χ+ 3

)2
h0ρ

2
0

(
h20 − ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

)
sin(q0h0)

µR2

√
h20 + 4ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

7 µ0H
2. (17)

Obviously, both A ∝ H2 and τ ∝ H2. Moreover, without any initial twist of the internal structure, that is, for
q0 = 0, we do not find any magnetically induced torsional deformation, implying τ = 0. In contrast to that, still a
magnetoelastic deformation A 6= 0 is observed for q0 = 0 and H 6= 0.

For completeness and for later comparison, we list the components of the magnetization Mmeso = n(m0 + m1)
resulting from our mesoscopic model. Specifically, from Eqs. (6), (7), and (11)–(13) we find

Mmeso
ϕ = 24πna6

(
χ

χ+ 3

)2
h0ρ0 sin(q0h0)√
h20 + 4ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

5 H

+ 36πna6
(

χ

χ+ 3

)2

h0ρ0
8ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2 − 3h20√
h20 + 4ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

7 sin (q0h0) H A

+ 12πna6
(

χ

χ+ 3

)2

h20ρ0
2h20 cos(q0h0)− ρ20

(
9 sin q0h0

2 + sin 3q0h0

2

)
√
h20 + 4ρ20 sin2 q0h0

2

7 H τ. (18)

Moreover, combining the definition of Mmeso with Eq. (9) and taking into account H = H ẑ, we obtain

Mmeso
z = − 2

µ0H

(
W

πR2G
− 3

2
µA2 − 1

4
µτ2R2

)
, (19)

where an explicit expression follows by inserting Eq. (15).

IV. MACROSCOPIC DESCRIPTION INCLUDING
MAGNETOELASTIC TWIST DEFORMATIONS

We now start from our insight on the level of the
mesoscopic picture and the expression for the energy per

cylindrical volume in Eq. (15) to develop an appropriate
macroscopic description. In this way, we can later iden-
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tify expressions of the macroscopic system parameters in
terms of the mesoscopic model parameters. Accordingly,
in Sec. V, this step will link the two different scales of
description to each other.

First, we observe that in the mesoscopic model the con-
tribution m1 in Eq. (7) to the magnetic moment resulting
from the mutual particle magnetization plays an essen-
tial role. It is this contribution that involves the twist
angle γ. The angle γ is related to the oblique orientation
of m1 relative to the vertical axis ẑ. To make progress,
we therefore must search to incorporate this effect into
the macroscopic characterization.

For this purpose, we take into account the local
anisotropy axis n̂ associated with the local orientation
of the twisted particle structures. In a corresponding
mesoscopic picture, n̂ is assumed to be locally tangen-
tial to the perfect twisted chain-like particle aggregates.
Therefore, we may parameterize it macroscopically as

n̂ = nϕϕ̂+ nzẑ. (20)

Obviously, the tilt of n̂ into the direction ϕ̂ is of cen-
tral importance. In the macroscopic picture, it breaks
the vertical mirror symmetry of the cylinder. It shall
therefore be taken into account to include the twist ac-
tuation. Particularly, it will describe the emergence of
a component of the macroscopic magnetization along ϕ̂.
For an effective characterization, we turn to cylindrical
coordinates.

In contrast to the mesoscopic model in Sec. III, where
we assumed all magnetic particles to feature one identical
distance ρ from the cylinder axis, we now consider the
magnetizable structural elements to be distributed over
the volume of the cylinder in the macroscopic approach.
Again, the internal structures show an intrinsic initial
global twist in the undeformed state. Simultaneously,
deformations of the cylinder can also act to reorient n̂.

The tilt nϕ of n̂ relative to ẑ, see Eq. (20), is a function
of the location within the cylinder. In cylindrical coor-
dinates, it only depends on the radial distance r from
the cylinder axis. To calculate n̂(r), we make use of
Eqs. (11)–(13) already derived in Sec. III. We consider
a vertical vector ñ = rend − rstart from position

rstart =

 r

0

0

 (21)

to position

rend =

 r

0

h̃

 , (22)

defined even before the initial global twist of the structure
is implemented. Next, the initial global twist and some
additional elastic deformations, quantified by A and τ ,
are imposed. Thus, the two positions rstart and rend are

shifted to

r′start =

 r
(
1− A

2

)
0

0

 (23)

and

r′end =

 r
(
1− A

2

)
r
(
1− A

2

)
(q0 + τ)h̃

h̃(1 +A)

 , (24)

respectively, where we restrict the magnitude of h̃ so that
(q0 + τ)h̃ � 1 is implied. From here, we calculate ñ′ =
r′end−r′start. After normalization, the components of n̂(r)
are identified as

nϕ = sgn(q0)
√

1− n2z, (25)

nz =
1√

1+q20r
2

+
3q20r

2

2
√

1+q20r
2
3 A−

q0r
2√

1+q20r
2
3 τ, (26)

where sgn denotes the sign function and here returns the
sign of q0.

In analogy to Eq. (2), the strain tensor in cylindrical
coordinates reads

ε =

 −
1
2A 0 0

0 − 1
2A

1
2τr

0 1
2τr A

 , (27)

with the first, second, and third row or column being
associated with the components along r̂, ϕ̂, and ẑ, re-
spectively. Similarly, we obtain for the magnetization

M = Mϕϕ̂+Mz ẑ. (28)

As before, we do not take into account any anisotropy
of the purely elastic contributions to the macroscopic
free-energy density. For small enough volume fractions
and a significant separation between the magnetizable
particles as in our mesoscopic model picture, see Fig. 3,
this approximation appears justified. Thus, using ε from
Eq. (27), we obtain the elastic part of the free-energy
density of the form

Fel = µ ε : ε =
3

2
µA2 +

1

2
µr2τ2. (29)

From here, we find the same result for the purely elastic
part Fel of the macroscopic free energy as in Eq. (3).

Next, we turn to the purely magnetic part of the
macroscopic free-energy density, which reads

FM =
1

2
α : MM− µ0 M ·H. (30)

The structural anisotropy enters this expression via

α = α‖n̂n̂ + α⊥(I− n̂n̂) (31)
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with the two scalar material coefficients α‖ and α⊥ as well
as the identity matrix I. For a genuinely paramagnetic
system, it follows that α‖ > 0 and α⊥ > 0. The coupling
term −µ0 M ·H expresses the influence of the external
magnetic field H onto the system, see also Appendix B,
by introducing a nonvanishing magnetization M. We re-

mark that frequently an additional term 1
4β
(
(M)2

)2
is

added to the magnetic part of the free-energy density47.
A large enough β > 0 guarantees thermodynamic stabil-
ity in combination with the nonlinear magnetostrictive
term introduced below. Particularly, a spontaneously
arising large magnetization coupled to a spontaneously
arising large deformation, both of which not induced or
enforced from outside, is bounded by this quartic con-
tribution. Here, we consider the regime of small mag-
nitudes of magnetization that are linearly generated by
the external magnetic field from the nonmagnetized ini-
tial state. Therefore, the magnitudes of deformation and
magnetization are assumed to be small enough so that
the quadratic terms in Eqs. (29) and (30) stabilize the
system around the initial state48. Thus, the quartic term
in M is not taken into account.

Finally, the mentioned magnetostrictive term in the
free-energy density reads

Fmstr = − 1

2
ζijklMiεjkMl, (32)

where we use Einstein’s summation convention. This
term explicitly couples the strain tensor to the
magnetization47,48. In our locally uniaxial system, we
find for the components of the fourth-rank magnetostric-
tive material tensor48

ζijkl = ζ1 ninjnknl + ζ2 ninlδjk + ζ3 δilnjnk

+
1

2
ζ4 (ninjδkl + ninkδjl + njnlδik + nknlδij)

+ ζ5 δilδjk +
1

2
ζ6 (δijδkl + δikδjl), (33)

with δij denoting the Kronecker delta. Out of these con-
tributions, the terms ∝ ζ2 and ∝ ζ5 are dropped in the
following because they would include the vanishing trace
of ε.

Summing up the contributions according to Eqs. (29),
(30), and (32), the overall macroscopic free-energy den-

sity becomes

F macro =
3

2
µA2 +

1

2
µ r2τ2 +

1

2
α : MM

− 1

2
ζ

.... MεM− µ0 M ·H. (34)

From here, the free energy is obtained as F macro =∫
d3r F macro. Dividing F macro by the volume of the

cylinder, we find from the first two, purely elastic contri-
butions on the right-hand side of Eq. (34) the same two
terms as on the right-hand side of Eq. (15).

An expression for M as a function of H can be derived
by minimizing

δF macro

δM
= 0, (35)

which here is identical to requiring

∂F macro

∂M
= 0. (36)

This implies

α⊥
(
A− Γ(ε)

)
·M = µ0H, (37)

where we have defined

A = I− n̂n̂ +
α‖

α⊥
n̂n̂, (38)

Γ(ε) =
ζ1
α⊥

n̂ · ε · n̂ n̂n̂ +
ζ3
α⊥

n̂ · ε · n̂ I

+
ζ4
α⊥

n̂n̂ · ε+
ζ4
α⊥

(n̂ · ε)n̂ +
ζ6
α⊥
ε. (39)

Solving Eq. (37) for M, we find

M =
1

α⊥

∞∑
p=0

[
A−1 · Γ(ε)

]p ·A−1 · µ0H, (40)

where

A−1 = I +
α⊥ − α‖
α‖

n̂n̂. (41)

In the following, we confine ourselves to the lowest and
linear order of M in A and τ , in agreement with our
considerations of Mmeso in Sec. III, see Eqs. (18) and
(19).

Inserting the expressions for the components of n̂, see Eqs. (25) and (26), as well as for M, see Eq. (40), together
with Eqs. (31) and (33) into Eq. (34), we find for the macroscopic free-energy density up to the same order as for the
mesoscopic energy density in Eq. (15)

F macro =
3

2
µA2 +

1

2
µ r2τ2 +

1

2

{
− 1

α⊥
+
α‖ − α⊥
α‖α⊥

1

1 + q20r
2

}
µ2
0H

2
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+
1

2

{
α‖ − α⊥
α‖α⊥

3q20r
2

(1 + q20r
2)

2 −
ζ1α

2
⊥ + ζ3(α2

⊥ − α2
‖) + 2ζ4α⊥(α⊥ − α‖) + ζ6(α⊥ − α‖)2

α2
‖α

2
⊥

1− 1
2q

2
0r

2

(1 + q20r
2)

2

− ζ3
α2
⊥

1− 1
2q

2
0r

2

1 + q20r
2
− 2

ζ4α‖α⊥ + ζ6α‖(α⊥ − α‖)
α2
‖α

2
⊥

1

1 + q20r
2
− ζ6
α2
⊥

}
µ2
0H

2A

−
{
α‖ − α⊥
α‖α⊥

q20r
2

(1 + q20r
2)

2 +
1

2

ζ1α
2
⊥ + ζ3(α2

⊥ − α2
‖) + 2ζ4α⊥(α⊥ − α‖) + ζ6(α⊥ − α‖)2

α2
‖α

2
⊥

q20r
2

(1 + q20r
2)

2

+
1

2

ζ3
α2
⊥

q20r
2

1 + q20r
2

+
1

2

ζ4α‖α⊥ + ζ6α‖(α⊥ − α‖)
α2
‖α

2
⊥

q20r
2

1 + q20r
2

}
µ2
0H

2 τ

q0
. (42)

From here, the macroscopic free energy follows via F macro =
∫

d3r F macro. An expression for the amplitude A of
elastic contraction and expansion is then obtained from ∂F macro/∂A = 0 as

A = − 1

3µR2

{
α‖ − α⊥
α‖α⊥

[
3

2q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)
− 3R2

2 (1 + q20R
2)

]
−
ζ1α

2
⊥ + ζ3(α2

⊥ − α2
‖) + 2ζ4α⊥(α⊥ − α‖) + ζ6(α⊥ − α‖)2

α2
‖α

2
⊥

[
3

4

R2

1 + q20R
2
− 1

4q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)]

+
ζ3
α2
⊥

[
1

4
R2 − 3

4q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)]
− 2

ζ4α‖α⊥ + ζ6α‖(α⊥ − α‖)
α2
‖α

2
⊥

1

2q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)
− ζ6
α2
⊥

R2

2

}
µ2
0H

2. (43)

Moreover, the amplitude τ of twist deformation resulting from ∂F macro/∂τ = 0 reads

τ =
4

µ q0R4

{
α‖ − α⊥
α‖α⊥

[
1

2q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)
− R2

2 (1 + q20R
2)

]
+

1

2

ζ1α
2
⊥ + ζ3(α2

⊥ − α2
‖) + 2ζ4α⊥(α⊥ − α‖) + ζ6(α⊥ − α‖)2

α2
‖α

2
⊥

[
1

2q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)
− R2

2 (1 + q20R
2)

]
+

1

2

ζ3
α2
⊥

[
R2

2
− 1

2q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)]

+
1

2

ζ4α‖α⊥ + ζ6α‖(α⊥ − α‖)
α2
‖α

2
⊥

[
R2

2
− 1

2q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)]}

µ2
0H

2. (44)

As for the components of the magnetization M, we obtain

Mϕ =
α⊥ − α‖
α‖α⊥

q0r

1 + q20r
2
µ0H

+

[
α‖ − α⊥
α‖α⊥

3q0r
(
1− q20r2

)
2 (1 + q20r

2)
2 +

ζ1α
2
⊥ + ζ3(α2

⊥ − α2
‖) + 2ζ4α⊥(α⊥ − α‖) + ζ6(α⊥ − α‖)2

α2
‖α

2
⊥

q0r
(
1− 1

2q
2
0r

2
)

(1 + q20r
2)

2

+
1

2

ζ4 + ζ6
α‖α⊥

q0r

1 + q20r
2
− 1

2

ζ6
α2
⊥

q0r

1 + q20r
2

]
µ0H A

+

[
α⊥ − α‖
α‖α⊥

q0r
(
1− q20r2

)
(1 + q20r

2)
2 +

ζ1α
2
⊥ + ζ3(α2

⊥ − α2
‖) + 2ζ4α⊥(α⊥ − α‖) + ζ6(α⊥ − α‖)2

α2
‖α

2
⊥

q30r
3

(1 + q20r
2)

2

+
1

2

ζ4 + ζ6
α‖α⊥

q0r

]
µ0H

τ

q0
. (45)

Interestingly and in analogy to Eq. (19) for the mesoscopic consideration in Sec. III, we further find via explicit
calculation

Mz = − 2

µ0H

(
F macro − 3

2
µA2 − 1

2
µτ2r2

)
. (46)

V. SCALE-BRIDGING LINKS

In Secs. III and IV we have now derived expressions
for the energy densities and magnetizations within our

mesoscopic model and the macroscopic theory, respec-
tively. To link the two different scales, we can com-
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pare the expression for the mesoscopic energy density
W/πR2G in Eq. (15) to the averaged macroscopic free-
energy density F macro/πR2G obtained from Eq. (42).
The same applies for the ϕ-components of the magne-
tizations, i.e., Mmeso

ϕ in Eq. (18) and the corresponding
volume-averaged macroscopic expression obtained from
Eq. (45). Due to the relations identified for Mmeso

z in
Eq. (19) and for Mz in Eq. (46), the comparison between
the z-components of the magnetizations does not lead to

any additional information.
In each case, we compare separately those parts of the

mesoscopic and averaged macroscopic expressions to each
other that neither depend on A nor on τ , that are linear
in A, and that are linear in τ . Overall, this leads to six
equations. They allow us to determine the six macro-
scopic system parameters α‖, α⊥, ζ1, ζ3, ζ4, and ζ6 as
functions of the mesoscopic model parameters. These
expressions correspond to the searched-for scale-bridging
links.

The parameters α‖ and α⊥ are identified from the comparison between the mesoscopic and averaged macroscopic
expressions to vanishing order in A and τ as

α‖ = µ0(χ+ 3)2 [q0R− arctan(q0R)]
√
h20 − 2ρ20 [cos(q0h0)− 1]

5
/

4πnχa3
(

[q0R− arctan(q0R)]

{
(χ+ 3)

√
h20 − 2ρ20 [cos(q0h0)− 1]

5

+ 4χa3
[
h20 − ρ20 + ρ20 cos(q0h0)

]}
+ 3χa3ρ0h0 sin(q0h0)

[
q20R

2 − ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)])

, (47)

α⊥ = µ0(χ+ 3)2 [q0R− arctan(q0R)]
√
h20 − 2ρ20 [cos(q0h0)− 1]

5
/

4πnχa3
(

[q0R− arctan(q0R)]

{
(χ+ 3)

√
h20 − 2ρ20 [cos(q0h0)− 1]

5

+ 4χa3
[
h20 − ρ20 + ρ20 cos(q0h0)

]}
− 3χa3ρ0h0 sin(q0h0) ln

(
1 + q20R

2
))

. (48)

Expressions for the macroscopic system parameters ζ1,
ζ3, ζ4, and ζ6 in terms of the mesoscopic model param-
eters are then calculated by comparing the remaining
parts of the mesoscopic and averaged macroscopic rela-
tions linear in A and in τ with each other. The procedure
corresponds to solving a linear system of equations. Since
the resulting expressions are very lengthy, we do not list
them here explicitly. Instead, we plot the dependence of
all six macroscopic system parameters on q0, which quan-
tifies the dependence on the initial twist of the particle
structure.

For this purpose, numerical values need to be assigned
to the remaining mesoscopic model parameters. A first
set of parameter values is inspired by the experimen-
tal system investigated in Ref. 28. There, the behav-
ior of paramagnetic nickel particles of radius a ≈ 85 µm
and relative magnetic permeability µr ≈ 14.1, implying
χ ≈ 13.1, was analyzed. The there-measured distance
between these particles in the nonmagnetized state in-
spires our choice of h0 ≈ 300 µm. Typical cylindri-
cal samples of magnetorheological elastomers show a ra-
dius, for example, of R ≈ 2 mm51. Accordingly, we set
ρ0 ≈ 1.5 mm. Considering 6 initially twisted chain-like
aggregates located at distance ρ0 around the cylinder
axis, the particle number density can be approximated
as n ≈ 1010/2π m−3.

Along these lines, Fig. 4 shows the dependence of the
macroscopic system parameters α‖ and α⊥, see Eqs. (47)
and (48), on q0. As expected, the corresponding curves
are symmetric with respect to the axis q0 = 0. From
Eq. (34), it is obvious that the parameters α‖ and α⊥ by
themselves play the roles of inverse magnetic susceptibili-
ties, if we confine ourselves to the linear regime. It is then
illustrative from the mesoscopic picture that for small
values of |q0| the magnitude of α‖ is smallest (i.e., the cor-
responding magnetic susceptibility is largest) for q0 = 0.
In this case, as Fig. 3 indicates, γ0 = 0, and therefore the
particles form vertical chain-like aggregates in the ini-
tial state. Their separation distance d is then smallest,
which supports their mutual magnetization. Conversely,
for small values of |q0| the magnitude of α⊥ is largest
(i.e., the corresponding magnetic susceptibility is small-
est) for q0 = 0. This can likewise be illustratively under-
stood from the mesoscopic picture. When the chain-like
aggregates are magnetized perpendicular to their axes,
the mutual magnetization between neighboring particles
counteracts their net magnetization. The closed mag-
netic induction field lines running through one particle
due to its own magnetization point into the opposite di-
rection at the location of the neighboring particles. As
before, we observe the strongest effect when the distance
d between the particles is smallest, i.e., for q0 = 0. Over-
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−π/3 −π/6 0 π/6 π/3

q0h0

93
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99

102

105
α
‖/
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0
, 
α
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0

α‖
α⊥

FIG. 4. Macroscopic system parameters α‖ and α⊥, see
Eqs. (47) and (48), rescaled by µ0, as functions of the scaled
initial twist q0h0 and as calculated from the underlying meso-
scopic model parameters. Here, h0 is kept fixed and q0 is
varied. The numerical values of h0 and of the other meso-
scopic model parameters are kept constant as described in
the main text. An offset along the ordinate is imposed for
illustration to stress the variations in the parameter values.

−π/3 −π/6 0 π/6 π/3

q0h0

−40

−20

0

20

ζ 1
/µ

0
, 
ζ 3
/
µ

0
, 
ζ 4
/
µ

0
, 
ζ 6
/µ

0

ζ1
ζ3
ζ4
ζ6

FIG. 5. Macroscopic system parameters ζ1, ζ3, ζ4, and ζ6,
rescaled by µ0, as functions of the scaled initial twist q0h0

and as calculated from the underlying mesoscopic model pa-
rameters. Again, q0 is varied, while the numerical values of
all other mesoscopic model parameters are kept constant as
listed in the main text.

all, we find α‖ < α⊥ for small |q0|, which implies a larger
magnetic susceptibility along the chain-like aggregates
than perpendicular to them, as expected.

Analogous results for the macroscopic system param-
eters ζ1, ζ3, ζ4, and ζ6 as functions of q0 and as calcu-
lated from the mesoscopic model parameters are shown
in Fig. 5. Since the explicit analytical expressions are
relatively complex, the numerical evaluation near q0 = 0
is quite involved and it is possible that Fig. 5 contains
some deviations in this region. Nevertheless, the spacial
proximity between the particles in the mesoscopic model
again implies a most pronounced effect for not too large
|q0|. This favors the mutual magnetic particle interac-

tions and leads to the elevated magnitudes of ζ1, ζ3, ζ4,
and ζ6 in this region. In our case, ζ1 < 0 implies that a
magnetic field along the local structural axis n̂ induces a
contraction along this axis, see Eqs. (32) and (33). ζ3 < 0
implies contractions along n̂ independently of the direc-
tion of magnetization, while expansions occur for ζ3 > 0.
As we can see from Fig. 5, the magnitude of ζ3 at small
|q0| is relatively small when compared to the other system
parameters. For oblique orientations of M relative to n̂,
ζ4 6= 0 is related to magnetically induced shear defor-
mations within the plane spanned by M and n̂. Finally,
ζ6 < 0 implies magnetically induced contractions along
M. The nonmonotonous behavior of the parameters in
this regime as a function of q0 becomes plausible when we
remind ourselves that both linear-type and torsional de-
formations contribute to the magnetostrictive response.
The torsional part in our geometry vanishes for q0 = 0.

Concerning the interpretation of the results for larger
values of |q0|, we need to recall the different constructions
of the mesoscopic and macroscopic descriptions. Within
the mesoscopic minimal model, where here we assumed
six chain-like aggregates, q0h0 = π/3 implies that the
structure is initially twisted from one particle to the next
one to an amount that positions the first particle verti-
cally below the next particle of a neighboring chain. In
reality, this situation would be identical to the one for
q0 = 0. It identifies straight vertical undeformed chain-
like particle aggregates. In contrast to that, the tilt of n̂
relative to the vertical direction in the macroscopic the-
ory by definition simply keeps monotonically increasing
with increasing |q0|.

Moreover, as just indicated, with increasing |q0|, par-
ticles of what we consider the same chain in the meso-
scopic picture can be located further apart from each
other than particles belonging to different chains. Then,
our approximation of only considering magnetic interac-
tions between neighboring particles on the same chain
becomes questionable. This needs to be kept in mind for
larger values of |q0|. Still the mesoscopic model picture
could be used to describe the phenomenology observed
for a corresponding macroscopic system in many cases. It
is only that the mesoscopic model parameters need to be
adjusted accordingly to lead to the correct macroscopic
phenomenology when the macroscopic system parame-
ters are calculated as outlined above. In reality, if the
samples are fabricated by a two-step crosslinking process
as outlined in Sec. I, the implementation of such large
values of |q0| in actual samples appears questionable af-
ter all, which argues for our approach.

VI. AN EFFECTIVE MACROSCOPIC
PHENOMENOLOGICAL PICTURE

Altogether, we have now addressed the answer to our
question asked at the end of Sec. II — how do we have to
formulate our picture to include the effect of magnetically
induced twist deformations — from various sides. As
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we have seen, in parts the underlying formulae become
relatively lengthy.

Possibly, quantities that are measured in a macroscopic
experiment may be the overall elastic deformations quan-
tified by A and τ , perhaps supplemented by the overall
magnetic moment M =

∫
d3rM = Mz ẑ of the whole

system. By construction, this set of three quantities cor-
responds to a restricted point of view on the whole system
behavior, as many degrees of freedom are not taken into
account.

However, it comes as a positive surprise that the associ-
ated restricted macroscopic phenomenology correspond-
ing to this point of view can already be described quali-
tatively by ignoring the magnetostrictive terms, that is,
by setting ζ1 = ζ3 = ζ4 = ζ6 = 0. We stress that the
magnetostrictive terms may well be of identical order as
the other coupling terms containing analogous effects. It
is only the restricted point of view that does not allow us
to distinguish between the actual origin of the observed
phenomenology any longer.

Accordingly, we obtain from Eq. (42)

F macro

πR2G
=

3

2
µA2 +

1

4
µR2τ2

+ ξ1H
2 + 3ξ2H

2A− 2ξ2H
2 τ

q0
, (49)

where we have defined

ξ1 =
µ2
0

2α⊥

[
α‖−α⊥
α‖

1

q20R
2

ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)
− 1

]
, (50)

ξ2 = µ2
0

α‖−α⊥
2α‖α⊥

[
1

q20R
2

ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)
− 1

1 + q20R
2

]
.

(51)

Minimizing F macro with respect to A and τ , we find

A = − 1

µ
ξ2H

2, (52)

τ =
4ξ2
µR2

1

q0
H2. (53)

Therefore, plotting A(H2), we can determine ξ2. Addi-
tionally plotting in a second step τ(H2), we can identify
q0. In combination, (α‖−α⊥)/α‖α⊥ follows from ξ2 and
q0.

We stress that this restricted phenomenological point
of view turns q0 into a fit parameter, in contrast to our
deterministic point of view taken in Secs. III–V. In fact,
without detailed knowledge on the actual processes oc-
curring during fabrication and during the implementa-
tion of the initial global twist of the sample on the meso-
scopic scale, such an approach may be reasonable in re-
ality. It implies that details on the resulting internal
mesoscopic structure are not available or are simply not
taken into account.

If, additionally, the overall magnetic moment M =∫
d3rM = Mz ẑ of the whole system can be measured

as a function of H, then α‖ and α⊥ can be determined.
More precisely, via Eq. (46) we calculate

Mz =

∫
d3rMz

= πG

(
µ0

α⊥
R2 − µ0

α‖ − α⊥
α‖α⊥

1

q20
ln
(
1 + q20R

2
)

+
6ξ22
µ0 µ

R2H2 +
16ξ22
µ0 µ

1

q20
H2

)
H. (54)

ξ2 and (α‖−α⊥)/α‖α⊥ are already known from the pre-
vious plots. Additionally plotting Mz(H), we can thus
determine α⊥ via Eq. (54) and consequently α‖ from
(α‖ − α⊥)/α‖α⊥.

What is the benefit of this procedure? Having deter-
mined from A, τ , andMz the system parameters q0, α‖,
and α⊥, we can via our scale-bridging links introduce a
corresponding effective mesoscopic model system as in
Figs. 2 and 3. The mesoscopic model parameters need to
be adjusted accordingly to result in identical values of the
macroscopic system parameters as extracted from corre-
sponding experiments. Frequently, several aspects can
be more illustratively understood on such a mesoscopic
model system than from the global behavior of an actual
macroscopic sample. For instance, this may be because
of profound polydispersity of the magnetizable particles
or because of much more irregular particle structures in
the real system. We wish to emphasize once more, how-
ever, that the mapping as just described as a reduction
of our approach in Secs. III–V only applies within our
restricted phenomenology that solely concentrates on A,
τ , and Mz.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have described on a discrete meso-
scopic and on a macroscopic level the magnetically in-
duced elastostatic deformation of a soft twist actuator
based on magnetorheological gels or elastomers. The con-
struction of such a device has recently been suggested2.
Comparing between the mesoscopic and macroscopic lev-
els allows us to extract explicit expressions for the macro-
scopic system parameters as functions of the mesoscopic
model parameters. In this way, a bridge between these
two scales is established. The mesoscopic model guided
us to the corresponding macroscopic approach. First, we
considered a macroscopic picture including magnetostric-
tive contributions to the free-energy density. Afterwards,
we simplified the description by neglecting such contribu-
tions in the case of a reduced macroscopic phenomenol-
ogy. The latter approach may potentially correspond to
some common experimental measurements.

On our way, we approached the mesoscopic scale by a
genuine minimal model. Such a model that correctly rep-
resents the macroscopic phenomenology can significantly
support the illustrative understanding of the underlying
physical effects. Nevertheless, in the future, more refined
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descriptions could be established also on the mesoscopic
level. This includes less regular particle arrangements,
nonaffine deformations, and imperfections in the particle
shapes, sizes, or in the elasticity of the polymeric body.
For example, extended mesoscopic models that address
twisted structures of particles of binary size distribution
have already been evaluated numerically, taking into ac-
count nonaffine deformations58.

Overall, we hope that our study can further stimulate
the experimental realization of soft twist actuators based
on magnetorheological gels and elastomers. At the begin-
ning, we have outlined ideas for possible routes of fabrica-
tion. One way to quantify the experimentally induced de-
formations could be to immerse the device in an optically
transparent fluid17 and to add optically detectable tracer
lines to its surfaces. Magnetically induced deformations
then become visible by the distorted lines. If informa-
tion on the internal structure and particle arrangement
is available, for example, using x-ray microtomography14,
the links of scale connection could be established on the
experimental side for comparison with the theory. Possi-
bly, the overall distortion may be inferred directly from
x-ray microtomographic analyses as well, if both non-
magnetized and magnetized states of the whole device
can be recorded.

If a corresponding actual device is used as a magnetic
torsional actuator, for instance, in microfluidic mixing
applications, analyzing the associated overall dynamics
to optimize its performance will be another important as-
pect. Correspondingly, the next step will be to also link
theoretical approaches to the dynamics on the two scales.
For this purpose, we first need to identify an appropriate
mesoscopic model. Initially, it may be reasonable to start
from overdamped dynamics of particle displacements59.
Additionally, we then match expressions for the dissipa-
tion of energy on the different scales.

We conclude by remarking that our approach is not re-
stricted to the material class of magnetorheological gels
and elastomers. For example, it equally applies to corre-
sponding systems fabricated from electrorheological gels
and elastomers60–62. The mapping applies as long as elec-
tric leakage currents and associated dynamic effects upon
electrically polarizing the systems are negligible.
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Appendix A: Changes of the geometric mesoscopic model
parameters under elastic deformations to linear order

In the following, we further elucidate the changes in the
mesoscopic model parameters h, ρ, and γ, see also Fig. 3,
as listed by Eqs. (11)–(13). Our expressions are derived
to linear order in the elastic deformations as identified by
the amplitudes A and τ .

For simplicity, we assume that in Cartesian coordinates
the position vector ri of the ith particle in the initial,
undeformed state of the system points into the direction
x̂. Accordingly,

ri =

 ρ0

0

0

 . (A1)

Consequently, for the (i+ 1)th particle, the position vec-
tor in the initial undeformed state is given by

ri+1 =

 ρ0 cos γ0

ρ0 sin γ0

h0

 . (A2)

As given by Eq. (10), the parameters γ0 and h0 are re-
lated via γ0 = q0h0.

Next, evaluating the displacement field u identified in
Eq. (1) at the positions of these two particles, we cal-
culate the corresponding two position vectors when the
system is deformed. We obtain

r′i = ri + ui =

 ρ0
(
1− 1

2A
)

0

0

 (A3)

and

r′i+1 = ri+1 + ui+1

=

 ρ0 cos γ0
(
1− 1

2A
)
− τρ0h0 sin γ0

ρ0 sin γ0
(
1− 1

2A
)

+ τρ0h0 cos γ0

h0(1 +A)

 . (A4)

The resulting changed distance ρ between the particles
and the center axis of the cylinder as given by Eq. (12)
can be read off directly from the only nonvanishing com-
ponent of r′i in Eq. (A3). To linear order in A and τ ,
the same expression follows from the Cartesian x- and y-
components of r′i+1 in Eq. (A4). Moreover, the changed
vertical separation distance h as given by Eq. (11) can
be read off from the z-component of r′i+1 in Eq. (A4).
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Finally, since r′i ‖ x̂, confining ourselves to the linear
order in A as well as in τ , and using Eq. (10), we find

sin γ =
y′i+1

ρ

=

[
sin γ0

(
1− 1

2
A

)
+ τh0 cos γ0

](
1 +

1

2
A

)
= sin γ0 −

1

2
A sin γ0 + τh0 cos γ0 +

1

2
A sin γ0

= sin γ0 + τh0 cos γ0

= sin(γ0 + τh0) = sin [(q0 + τ)h0] . (A5)

In this way, comparing the left- and right-hand sides of
Eq. (A5), we recover Eq. (13).

Appendix B: External magnetic field in the macroscopic
free-energy density

In general, the change in magnetic energy density can
be denoted as57

dw = H · dB, (B1)

where B is the magnetic induction field. From a ther-
modynamic point of view, when an external magnetic
field H is imposed on the system and is kept fixed in an
experiment, e.g., by an external electric current running
through an external electric coil, a parameterization in
terms of H appears more reasonable. For this purpose,
a Legendre transformation is applied.

First, we decompose B = µ0(H + M). Thus,

dw = µ0 (H · dH + H · dM)

= µ0

(
d

(
1

2
H2

)
+ H · dM

)
. (B2)

Next, we define w̃ = w − µ0 H2/2, so that

dw̃ = µ0 H · dM. (B3)

From here, we apply a Legendre transformation

w̃′ = w̃ − µ0 H ·M (B4)

to obtain

dw̃′ = − µ0 M · dH. (B5)

Using in the first step Eq. (B3), we find

1

µ0

∂w̃

∂M
= H =

∂(H ·M)

∂M
. (B6)

The outer parts on this line imply

∂

∂M
(w̃ − µ0 H ·M) =

∂w̃′

∂M
= 0. (B7)

Thus, under the given external magnetic field H, we may
use the free-energy density containing the subtracted
term µ0 H · M for a minimization with respect to M
to find the actual state of the system.
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52M. Schümann, D. Y. Borin, S. Huang, G. K. Auernhammer,
R. Müller, and S. Odenbach, “A characterisation of the mag-
netically induced movement of NdFeB-particles in magnetorheo-
logical elastomers,” Smart Mater. Struct. 26, 095018 (2017).

53T. Gundermann, P. Cremer, H. Löwen, A. M. Menzel, and
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