Diffusion of microstructured anisotropic particles in an external field
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Microstructured particles are widely used in industries and state-of-the-art research and development. Diffusion of
particles, particularly, controlled diffusion by a remotely applied field, has inspired novel applications ranging from
targeted drug deliveries, novel procedures for quantifying physical properties of nanoparticles and ambient fluids, to
fabrication of composites with enhanced properties. In this work, we report a systematic analysis on field-controlled
diffusion of microstructured particles. In account of shape anisotropy and structural heterogeneity of a particle, we
study coupled Brownian motions of the particle in R3 × SO(3). Starting from the microscopic stochastic differential
equations of motions, we achieve the coarse-grained Fokker-Planck equation that governs the evolution of the probability distribution function with respect to the position and orientation of the particle. Under some mild conditions, we
identify the long-time diffusivity for microstructured particles in an external field. The formulation is applicable to microstructured particles of arbitrary shapes and heterogeneities. As examples of applications, we analyze the diffusion of
a heterogeneous spheroidal particle and a pair of spheroidal particles bonded by an elastic ligament. For heterogeneous
spheroidal particles, we obtain explicit generalized Stokes-Einstein’s relations for diffusivity that accounts for the effects of shape anisotropy, heterogeneity, and an external alignment field. For pairs of spheroidal particles, we consider
the superimposed relaxation process from an initial non-equilibrium state to the final equilibrium state. The anomalous
scaling of Mean Square Displacement (MSD) with respect to time of such processes may provide important insight for
understanding anomalous diffusions observed in migration of macromolecules and cells in complex viscoelastic media.
I.

INTRODUCTION

Brownian motion of particles was first observed and described in 1827 by Brown. This random, uncontrolled motion
of particles in a fluid, driven by the bombardment of ambient
fluid molecules, gives rise to the macroscopic phenomenon
of diffusion1 and convincing evidence of atomistic theory of
matter.2 These seminal works of Einstein and Perrin entail
a fundamental understanding of Brownian motions of rigid
spherical particles in a Newtonian fluid. In particular, the intimate relation is now well understood between the seemingly
uncontrolled microscopic random motions of microparticles
and the macroscopic diffusion of a solute in a solvent, i.e.,
the upscaling from the microscopic processes to macroscopic
properties.
Nowadays, many advanced technologies necessitate nonstandard Brownian processes of microstructured particles
in a complex medium. For instance, drug release from
swellable polymer involves Brownian motions in a porous
elastic medium, giving rise to non-Fickian diffusion behavior.3 Also, the diffusion of drug molecules in the tumor interstitium4 and the diffusion of univalent cations and anions
out of liquid crystals of lecithin5 require consideration of viscoelasticity and anisotropy of the medium and multiphysical
interactions between the particle and ambient medium. These
non-standard Brownian processes demand a more comprehensive analysis of motions of microstructured particles in a com-

plex medium and its ramification in macroscopic anomalous
diffusions.
With the advancement of experimental techniques including fluorescence recovery and confocal microscopy, a great
number of experiments have been made to Brownian motions
of various microstructured particles in a complex medium.
Perrin6,7 has observed the Brownian motion of ellipsoidal particle as early as in 1930’s. Han et al.8 analyzed and measured the two dimensional Brownian motions of ellipsoidal
particles in water, which was later extended to quasi-twodimension to account for the effects of shape anisotropy and
confinement.9 In the field of nanotechnology, the Brownian
motions of a variety of nano-particles are visualized and measured, including single-walled carbon nanotubes,10 copper oxide nanorods,11 carbon nanofibers,12 etc. The diffusion behavior of microstructured particles or microorganisms have
been characterized, ranging from colloidal trimer,13 graphene
flakes,14 boomerang particles,15 actin filaments,16 to Leptospira interrogans.17
Conventional analysis of Brownian motions starts from a
spherical rigid homogeneous particle in a Newtonian fluid.
The central result of Einstein1 and Perrin2 is termed as
the Stokes-Einstein’s relation: D = µkB T , where D, µ, kB ,
and T are the macroscopic diffusivity, microscopic mobility, Boltzmann’s constant, and absolute temperature, respectively. Combined with Stokes’s formula for the mobility, the
Stokes-Einstein’s relation provides early measurement of the
Boltzmann’s constant (or Avogadro constant) and decisive ev-
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idence of atomistic theory of matter. A microstructured particle, however, could have heterogeneous density and complex shape. From a microscopic viewpoint, the hydrodynamic interaction between the microstructured particle and
ambient fluid can no longer be sufficiently captured by a single scalar mobility µ. Nevertheless, at the absence of external field we expect particles would diffuse isotropically with
D = hx(t)2 i/2t if the time scale t is long enough to smear out
all microscopic short-time rotations of the particles. From this
viewpoint, we expect two distinct regions of diffusion behaviors delimited by the crossover time scale tcross .8 On a short
time-scale t < tcross , the initial orientation of the anisotropic
particle has a significant influence on movements of the particle, resulting in an anisotropic and time-dependent diffusivity
tensor D ∼ hx(t) ⊗ x(t)i/2t. On the other hand, if the timescale t  tcross , the classic Stokes-Einstein’s relation should
hold for some “effective” or “average” mobility µ eff , provided
that the ambient fluid is isotropic and there is no external field
breaking the rotational symmetry.
In an effort to quantify the crossover time scale and generalize the Stokes-Einstein’s relation, Brenner18,19 conducted
a systematic study on the Brownian motions of particles of
arbitrary shapes. His analysis revealed two important effects
of shape anisotropy: (i) the Stokes’ formula for mobility of
a spherical particle shall be replaced by an anisotropic mobility tensor for a particle of general shape, and (ii) the hydrodynamic center, i.e., the point of action of the resultant
hydrodynamic forces on the non-rotating particle, in general
may not coincide with the center of mass of the particle. For
particles with hydrodynamic center coinciding with the center of mass,18,20,21 the translational and rotational motions are
uncoupled and solutions to the associated stochastic differential equations are manageable.8,11,15,22 For particles of general
shapes and heterogeneities, the translational and rotational degrees of freedom are intrinsically coupled, besides the technical difficulties arising from the stochastic forces of thermal
agitations and nonlocality of hydrodynamic forces on the particle. A major theme of this work is to analyze this coupled stochastic equations of motions, quantify the crossover
time scale tcross , and achieve generalized Stokes-Einstein’s relations for the long-time diffusivity in terms of geometrical
and physical properties of the particle and ambient fluid.
A second theme of our current work is to explore the effects of external fields on the diffusivity of microstructured
particles. External electric or magnetic field can be remotely
applied to suspensions and easily controlled. From a nonstochastic viewpoint, external fields have two major effects
on microstructured particles: (i) suspension particles in general move along field lines to either concentrate to (or dilate
from) regions of larger field strength if the field is nonuniform,
and (ii) suspension particles tend to align with field lines. The
movements driven by external fields, though inevitably randomized by thermal agitations of ambient fluid molecules, are
expected to have an overall effect on the cross-over time scale
and the long-time diffusivity. The ability of manipulating the
motion or diffusion of particles in suspension has inspired
many applications. For instance, an electric field can assist the
scalable fabrication of composites incorporating vertically-

aligned carbon nanotubes23 or well-organized boron-nitride
nanotubes. 24 A magnetic field can be used to tune the acoustic
attenuation of the suspensions of subwavelength-sized nickel
particles. 25 Further, the field-controlled motion or diffusion of
particles in suspension paves new anvenues for applications in
induced-charge electrophoresis,26 contactless characterization
of the semiconductor, 27 separation of the particle, 28 etc.
To understand the field-controlled diffusion of particles,
Grima et al.29 studied the quasi-two-dimensional Brownian
motion of an ellipsoidal rigid particle in the electrophoresis
and microconfinement and found that the long-time diffusivity
of an asymmetric particle is anisotropic in the presence of external forces and depends on the shape of the particle. Guëll et
al.30 studied the diffusion of an ellipsoidal particle in an external rotating magnetic field and showed the correlation of the
crossover time scale with the frequency and amplitude of the
field. Aurell et al.31 used a systematic multi-scale technique
to study the diffusion of an ellipsoid under the application of a
constant external force and found that the diffusivity parallel
to the direction of the force field is 34 of that perpendicular to
the direction the force field. Obasanjo32 experimentally studied the electro-rotation and electro-orientation of the particle
and measured the electric-field-tuned diffusion coefficients of
ellipsoidal particles in the AC field. Segovia-Gutiérrez et al.33
experimentally studied the rotational and translational dynamics of trimers in a quasi-two-dimensional system under a random light field and found the coupling between the rotational
motion and the translational motion of trimers relies on the
length of the scale of the particle. In our prior work,22 we
studied the diffusion of carbon nanotube under an aligning AC
electric field, gave an explicit formula to the anisotropic diffusivity tensor, and experimentally validated the formula. In
particular, we found that the diffusion coefficient parallel to
the field increases and the diffusion coefficient perpendicular
to the field decreases as the field strength increases. The trace
of diffusivity tensor tensor remains as constant. In all these
works, the hydrodynamic center of the particle coincides with
the center of mass because of axis-symmetry, and hence the
translational and rotational motions are essentially decoupled.
In the this work we focus on the long-time diffusivity of microstructured particles of general shapes and heterogeneities
in an external field. Starting from the microscopic stochastic
equations of motions with coupled translational and rotational
degrees of freedom, we find the coarse-grained Fokker-Planck
equation that governs the evolution of the Probability Distribution Function (PDF) in the configurational space consisting
of position, orientation, linear velocity and angular velocity of
the particle. From the classical Boltzmann’s distribution for
equilibrium states, we determine the fluctuation coefficients
associated with Brownian forces. Next, we neglect the effects
of inertia and consider a Lagevin-type equation for the position and orientation of the particle. Again by studying the associated Fokker-Planck equation, we extract the macroscopic
long-time diffusivity in terms of properties of microstructured
particles and ambient fluid. This approach is versatile and
self-contained and could be applied to study more general diffusion phenomena, e.g., deformable particles in a visco-elastic
ambient medium.

3
On the technical side, the generalized Stokes-Einstein’s relations we obtain for the long-time diffusivity of general microstructured particles involve evaluations of the mobility tensors and integrals over the continuous group of all spatial orientations (or rigid rotations) SO(3). The former concerns the
classical Stokes’ flow around a particle of arbitrary shape with
certain linear velocity and angular velocity and has been addressed in a number of earlier works.18,19 In particular, explicit solutions to the mobility tensor are available for ellipsoids.18,19 Integrations over the continuous group SO(3)
are achieved by a special parametrization of SO(3) that is
closely related to the quaternion algebras.34 Upon employing
approximations based on the mobility tensor of ellipsoids and
quaternion algebras, we achieve explicit formulas for longtime diffusivitives of general heterogeneous ellipsoids and
two spheroids bonded by some ligaments. These results could
be further applied to improve the design and functionality of
microstructured particles in colloidal systems and create fundamental understanding of the anomalous diffusion of macromolecules in complex media.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present our
approach from microscopic equations of motions for Brownian motions to Fokker-Planck equations for macroscopic evolution of PDF in configurational space. In Sec. III we analyze the Fokker-Planck equations, quantify the crossover
time scale, and obtain a formula for the long-time diffusivity of microstructured particles under an external field. In
Sec. IV we present explicit results for the long-time diffusivity of heterogeneous spheroids, which generalizes the classical Stokes-Einstein’s formula to account for the effects of
shape anisotropy and heterogeneities. Based on these explicit
results, we then study the diffusion of a pair of spheroids undergoing a transition from an initial non-equilibrium state to
the final equilibrium state. The non-standard scaling behavior
of MSD versus time of these processes may be a good model
for understanding the anomalous diffusions, e.g., migration of
macromolecules and cells in the complex medium.
Notation. Direct notation is employed for brevity and transparency of physical interpretation whenever possible. Frequently, recognizing that many readers may be more familiar with the index notation, we also presented translations in
index form to illustrate details of the calculations. Vectors
and tensors are denoted by bold symbols such as x, v, Q, etc.,
while scalars are denoted by ψ, η, etc. For a vector field v, in
index form the gradient operator gradv is equivalent to (v)i, j
with i ( j) being the first (second) index. When index notation
is in use, the convention of summation over repeated index are
followed.

II.

EQUATION OF MOTION

We consider the Brownian motion of a particle in a Newtonian fluid under the application of some external field. Denote
by x the position of the center of mass with respect to a fixed
global frame {ei : i = 1, 2, 3}, v = ẋ(t) is the velocity of the
center of mass of the particle, (“·” denotes dtd ) ω the angular
velocity of the particle, and m (resp. I ∈ R3×3
sym ) the mass (resp.

the moment of inertia with respect to the center of mass and
the global frame). The presence of an external field in general
exerts certain external force (ge ∈ R3 ) and torque (τ e ∈ R3 ) on
the microparticle. In addition, the bombardments of ambient
molecules on the particle give rise to a random force gB and
random torque τ B .
Suppose the particle moves in the fluid with linear velocity
v and angular velocity ω. The particle generates a flow in the
ambient fluid and consequently, suffers from a drag force gd
and torque τ d because of the viscosity of the fluid. Since the
Reynold number is small, it suffices to consider Stokes’ flow
and conclude that the force gd and torque τ d on the particle
are related with the linear velocity v and angular velocity ω
by a linear transformation:
 d
 
g
v
= −R
,
(1)
ω
τd
6×6 is symmetric and positivewhere the drag matrix R ∈ Rsym
definite. For future convenience, we write the drag matrix in
a block form as
 tt

R
Rtr
R=
,
(2)
(Rtr )T Rrr

where R(tt,rr,tr) ∈ R3×3 pertains to the translational motion, the
rotational motions, and the coupling between translational and
rotational motions, respectively.
From the classic rigid-body mechanics, the equation of motion for the particle can be expressed as
d
(mv) = −Rtt v − Rtr ω + ge + gB ,
dt
T
d
(Iω̇) = −Rrr ω − Rtr v + τ e + τ B .
dt

(3)

For an orthonormal body frame {fi : i = 1, 2, 3} fixed on the
particle, let Q(t) = ei ⊗fi (t) ∈ SO(3) be the associated orthogonal matrix and
(R̂(tt,tr,rr) , Î, σ̂r ) = Q(R(tt,tr,rr) , I, σr )QT ,
(ω̂, τ̂ e , τ̂ B ) = Q(ω, τ e , τ B )
the tensors and vectors with respect to the body frame {fi : i =
1, 2, 3}. Then the equation of motion (3) can be rewritten as22
mv̇ = −QT R̂tt Qv − QT R̂tr ω̂ + ge + gB ,
T

˙ = −R̂rr ω̂ − R̂tr Qv + τ̂ e + τ̂ B ,
Îω̂

(4)

where the term ω̂ × Îω̂ has been neglected as compared with
˙ 22 We remark that the drag matrices R̂(tt,tr,rr) and moment
Îω̂.
of inertia Î with respect to the body frame are independent of
the time or the motion of the particle. They are geometrical
and physical properties of the particle and the ambient fluid.
In this work we will focus on the case that the translational
and rotational motions of the particle are intrinsically coupled
in the sense that R̂tr 6= 0.
We now determine the random force gB and torque τ̂ B
from thermal agitations. Presumably, these random force and
torque on the particle is independent of the external fields.
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Therefore, for the purpose of fixing gB and τ̂ B it is convenient
to analyze (4) at the absence of the external field, i.e.,
1
1
1
v̇ = − QT R̂tt Qv − QT R̂tr ω̂ + gB ,
m
m
m
˙ = −Î−1 R̂rr ω̂ − Î−1 R̂trT Qv + Î−1 τ̂ B .
ω̂

(5)

To proceed, we assume that the generalized random force can
be expressed as
 1 B
mg
= σ̃ ξ̃,
(6)
Î−1 τ̂ B
where σ̃ ∈ R6×6 is called the fluctuation coefficients, and ξ̃(t)
represents normalized six-dimensional uncorrelated white
noises. In other words, the process ξ̃(t) satisfies
hξ˜ (t)i = 0,

hξ˜i (t)ξ˜ j (t 0 )i = δi j δ (t − t 0 ),

(7)

where δi j is the Kronecker delta, and δ is the Dirac function.
Next, we introduce notation
 
 1 T tt

− m Q R̂ Q − m1 QT R̂tr
v
ṽ :=
,
L :=
. (8)
T
ω̂
−Î−1 R̂tr Q −Î−1 R̂rr
By (8) and (6), we rewrite (5) in a compact form as
ṽ˙ = Lṽ + σ̃ ξ̃,

which essentially specify the random force gB and torque τ̂ B
in (4).
III. THE LONG-TIME DIFFUSIVITY OF
MICROSTRUCTURED PARTICLES

We now consider the diffusion of particles in space. Since
the Reynolds number is low, it is widely accepted that the in˙ in (4) could be neglected for the
ertia terms (i.e. mv̇ and Îω̂)
evolution of particles in configurational space of spatial position and orientation, which is often referred to as the overdamped theory.37 If R̂tr ≡ 0, it is clear that the first of (4) is
independent of the second of (4), and hence the translational
diffusivity can be determined without considering rotational
motions.
To account for the case of R̂tr 6= 0, we first notice that the
angular velocity ω̂ and rotation matrix Q are kinematically
related in (4). Specifically, the angular velocity ω̂, as the
(pseudo-)vector associated with the skew-symmetric matrix
QQ̇T , must satisfy
QQ̇T a = ω̂ × a,

(9)

which may be recognized as a stochastic differential equation
(SDE) for the six-dimensional generalized velocity ṽ.
To fix the fluctuation coefficients σ̃, we consider the probability distribution function (PDF) P = P(ṽ,t) in the generalized velocity space. Physically, the quantity P(ṽ,t)dṽ is the
probability of finding the particle with generalized velocity
from the infinitesimal element dṽ centered at ṽ. From the
master equation, it can be shown that the PDF P(ṽ,t) associated with the stochastic process (9) satisfies the Fokker-Planck
equation:35
n
o
1
∂ P(ṽ,t)
= ∇ṽ · − α̃P(ṽ,t) + β̃∇ṽ P(ṽ,t) ,
∂t
2

should be the stationary solution to (10). Inserting (13) and
(12) into (10), we find that
"
#
1
1 T tr −1
T tt
2 Q R̂ Q m Q R̂ Î
T
m
σ̃ σ̃ = 2kB T 1 −1 trT
,
(14)
−1 rr −1
m Î R̂ Q Î R̂ Î

(10)

where
hṽ(t + Mt) − ṽ(t)i
,
Mt
(11)
h[ṽ(t + Mt) − ṽ(t)] ⊗ [ṽ(t + Mt) − ṽ(t)]i
β̃ = lim
.
Mt→0
Mt

Θ̇ = Tω̂.

By (16) the position-orientation coordinates x̃ and generalized
velocities ṽ in (8) are related by

(12)

From the classical statistical physics, the MaxwellBoltzmann distribution
 

m|v|2 ω̂ · Îω̂
s
P (ṽ) ∝ exp −
+
(13)
2kB T
2kB T

x̃˙ = Pṽ

(18)



Id 0
P=
0 T

(19)

where

By (9) and (11), it can be shown that22,36
β̃ = σ̃ σ̃ T .

(16)

Next, we introduce the position-orientation coordinates
 
x
x̃ =
∈ R3+m .
(17)
Θ

Mt→0

and

(15)

where the rotation matrix Q represents the orientation of the
particle with respect to the global frame {ei : i = 1, 2, 3}.
For future calculations, it is necessary to introduce some
parametrization Θ ∈ Rm for the rigid rotations in the continuous group SO(3), e.g., the quaternion (m = 4) or the Euler
angles (m=3). Once the parametrization Θ is chosen, a transformation matrix T ∈ Rm×3 can be introduced to relate the
angular velocity ω̂ and the rate of the change of Θ, i.e.,

α̃ = lim

α̃ = Lṽ

∀a ∈ R3 ,

with Id ∈ R3×3 denoting the identity tensor.
Based on equations (17)-(19) and the over-damped postulate, we rewrite (4) as
x̃˙ = −L̃g̃ − L̃σ̃ ∗ ξ̃,
where

(20)
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−1

−1
tt − Rtr Rrr−1 RtrT
tt − Rtr Rrr−1 RtrT
tr Rrr−1 QT
−
R
R
R






L̃ := 
,
T tt−1 tr −1 trT tt−1
T tt−1 tr −1
rr
tr
rr
tr
T
TQ R − R R R
R R
−TQ R − R R R
Q

and σ̃ ∗ denotes the generalized fluctuation coefficients that
satisfy
 T tt

Q R̂ Q QT R̂tr
∗ ∗T
σ̃ σ̃ = 2kB T
.
(22)
T
R̂tr Q
R̂rr
Suppose that the external force and torque is conservative,
meaning that there exists a potential field V = V (x̃) such that
the rate of work done by the external force and torque is equal
to the decrease rate of potential energy, i.e.,
−

d
V (x̃) = −v · ∇xV (x̃) − Θ̇ · ∇ΘV (x̃)
dt
= ge · v + τ̂ e · ω̂.

(23)

g̃ :=

 e
g
,
τ̂ e

(21)

From (17) and (23) , it follows that

ge = −∇xV (x̃);

τ̂ e = −TT ∇ΘV (x̃).

(24)

As for (20), we consider the PDF P = P(x̃,t) ≡ P(x, Θ,t)
in the position-orientation space. Based on (21), (22), and
(24), the Fokker-Planck equation for the PDF P(x, Θ,t) of the
stochastic process governed by (20) can be written as

h
i
∂
1 tt
1 tr
P(x, Θ,t) = ∇x · − αtt P(x, Θ,t) + β ∇x P(x, Θ,t) + β ∇Θ P(x, Θ,t)
∂t
2
2
i
h
1
1 trT
rr
+∇Θ · − αrr P(x, Θ,t) + β ∇Θ P(x, Θ,t) + β ∇x P(x, Θ,t) ,
2
2

(25)

where






tt

α
αrr






−1 trT −1
−1 trT −1 tr rr−1 T T
tt
tr
rr
tt
tr
rr
R −R R R
∇xV − R − R R R
R R Q T ∇ΘV



−1


=

T
−1
T
−1 tr −1 trT tt−1
rr
tr
tt
tr
T
T
rr
tr
tt
TQ R − R R R
Q T ∇ΘV − TQ R − R R R
R R ∇xV

(26)

and

"

β

β

tt

trT

β
β

tr
rr

#








−1 trT −1
−1 tt
T −1
tt
tr
rr
rr
tr
tr
T
T
−2kB T R R R − R
Q T 
T
 2kB T R − R R R

−1

−1
= L̃σ̃ ∗ σ̃ ∗ L̃T = 
.
−T
T
−1
−2kB T TQ Rtt Rtr Rrr − Rtr
2kB T TQ Rrr − Rtr Rtt Rtr
QT TT

tt

rr

From (25), we identify β /2 and β /2 as the macroscopic
translational and rotational diffusivity, respectively. Typically,
Θ and Θ + 2π refer to the same rotation. Then the crossover
time scale tcross can be estimated as

tcross ∼

(2π)2
.
|β rr |

(28)

Moreover, it is straightforward to verify that
 V (x, Θ) 
Ps (x, Θ,t) ∝ exp −
kB T

(27)

(29)

is a stationary solution to (25), which is consistent with the
classical statistical mechanics.
tt
rr
We remark that both the diffusivity tensor β /2 and β /2
in general depend on the current orientation Θ of the particle (cf., (27)). For a time scale that is much larger than the
crossover time scale tcross in (28), it is anticipated that the
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orientation-dependence of translational diffusivity would be
averaged out. If the external force ge ≡ 0, i.e., V = V (Θ),
we may calculate the final effective translational diffusivity
by considering trial solution P = P(x̃,t) to (25) of form:22
P(x, Θ,t) = P̄(x,t)Ps (Θ),

(30)

where P̄(x,t) denotes the PDF in spatial position x and
 V (Θ) 
(31)
Ps (Θ) ∝ exp −
kB T
is the stationary PDF in orientation Θ. Inserting (30) into (25)
and integrating (25) over the Θ-space, we obtain the translational diffusion equation in the long-time limit:


∂
P̄(x,t) = ∇x · Deff ∇x P̄(x,t) ,
∂t

(33)

SO(3)

is the effective diffusivity for the long-time diffusion.
The formula (33) composes one of our main results concerning the diffusion of general microstructured particles in
an external field. For brevity, we introduce the following mobility tensor in the body-frame:


−1
T −1
,
(34)
M̂ = R̂tt − R̂tr R̂rr R̂tr
and recall that the drag tensors R̂(tt,tr,rr) , and hence the mobility tensor M̂ in the body-frame are independent of orientation
parameter Θ. Then (33) can be rewritten as
Deff =kB T

Z

QT (Θ)M̂Q(Θ)Ps (Θ).

SO(3)

Tr(QT M̂Q)Ps (Θ)

SO(3)

(36)

Z

= kB T Tr(M̂)

SO(3)

Ps (Θ) = kB T TrM̂,

where the last equality follows from
Z

Ps (Θ) = 1.

(37)

SO(3)

(ii) If Rtr = 0, the translational motion is uncoupled with the
rotational motions, (33) degenerates into
Deff = kB T

Z

−1

Rtt Ps (Θ),

(40)

APPLICATIONS

In this section, we present some explicit formulas for the
long-time diffusivity of heterogeneous spheroids which account for the effects of shape anisotropy and heterogeneities
and may be regarded as generalizations of the classical
Stokes-Einstein’s formula. Based on these results, we study
the diffusion of a pair of spheroids whose relative position
and orientation are continuously relaxing from an initial nonequilibrium state to the final equilibrium state. The additional
relaxation time-scales cause time-dependent diffusivity of the
pair. Consequently, the mean squared displacement (MSD)
scales differently with respect to time from the conventional
Brownian motions because of the interplay between multiple
time scales, i.e., the relaxation time-scales, crossover timescale, and diffusion time-scale. We speculate that this may be
a reasonable physical model to understand the anomalous diffusion observed in, e.g., the migration of macromolecules or
cells in complex media.
A.

Z

kB T
.
6π η r

(35)

Upon inspecting (33) or (35), we observe a few exact results
which are listed below.
(i) Taking the trace of (35) we find
Tr(Deff ) = kB T

Deff =

IV.

tt

β s
P (Θ)
SO(3) 2
Z


−1
T −1 s
= kB T
Rtt − Rtr Rrr Rtr
P (Θ)
Z

1
Deff = kB T Tr(M̂).
(39)
3
(iv) For spherical homogeneous particle of radius r and at the
absence of external fields, the mobility tensor is isotropic and
given by M̂ = 1/6π η r (η is the viscosity). By (39) we recover the celebrated Stokes-Einstein’s relation:

(32)

where
Deff =

(iii) At the absence of external field (V ≡ 0), the long-time
diffusivity of a free particle must be isotropic for an isotropic
ambient fluid. Then by (36), we immediately find the isotropic
long-time diffusivity of an arbitrary microstructured free particle is given by

(38)

SO(3)

which was first derived in Yuan et al.22 for homogenous axisymmetric particle.

Effects of shape anisotropy and heterogeneity

Most of existing works on diffusions of microparticles assume uncoupled translational and rotational motions, i.e., the
off-diagonal block Rtr in the drag tensor (2) vanishes. The
presence of shape anisotropy and heterogeneity of the particle
in general lead to the mismatch between the center of mass
and the geometric centroid or hydrodynamic center of the particle and hence nonzero Rtr . In this section we consider heterogeneous spheroidal particles whose centers of mass deviate
from their geometric centroids (or hydrodynamic centers). As
will be shown shortly, the diffusivity of heterogeneous balls
could be significantly different from the conventional StokesEinstein’s formula if the mismatch between the center of mass
and geometric center is large. This fundamental fact seems to
be unnoticed in the literature and may find applications in,
e.g., characterizing the uniformity of microparticles or separating microparticles of different uniformity.
To proceed, we recall that the equation of motion (3) for
the particle is formulated with respect to the center of mass
of the particle. On the other hand, the drag matrix is usually
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derived with respect to the centroid of the particle. To make a
distinction, we denote by

Υtt Υtr
Υ :=
(Υtr )T Υrr


diagonal components vanish by symmetry)38
3
8πηa e2 − 1 2
h

 √
i,
=
√
e (2e2 − 1) ln e + e2 − 1 − e e2 − 1

ϒ̂tt22

3
16πηa e2 − 1 2
 √
 √
i,
= h
e (2e2 − 3) ln e + e2 − 1 + e e2 − 1


(41)

3
16πηa3 e2 − 1 2
rr
h
 √
 √
i,
ϒ̂11 =
3e3 − ln e + e2 − 1 + e e2 − 1

the drag matrix with respect to the centroid of the particle and
use Υ̂ (and sub-blocks Υ̂(tt,rr,tr) ) the drag matrices in the bodyframe. For spheroids, the drag matrices Υ̂(tt,rr,tr) depends only
on the shape of the particle and the viscosity of the ambient
fluid and can be found in, e.g., the textbook of Kim and Karrila.38 The drag matrices with respect to the center of mass
R̂(tt,rr,tr) in terms of Υ̂(tt,tr,rr) can then be obtained by a quick
free-body-diagram analysis as (see, e.g., Brenner20,39 )

ϒ̂rr22

1.

R̂tti j
R̂tri j
R̂rri j

ϒ̂tt11

= ϒ̂tti j ,
= ϒ̂tri j − εisk ck ϒ̂tts j ,
= ϒ̂rri j − εipq ε jks cq ck ϒ̂ttps + ε jks ck ϒ̂tris − εisk ck ϒ̂trs j ,

(42)

where where c ∈ R3 is the vector pointing from the centroid
to the center of mass of the particle, and εiks the Levi-Civita
symbol.

FIG. 1. Two typical configurations of heterogeneous microstructured particles of prolate spheroid with axis f1 : (a) the center
of mass is on the axis of symmetry and (b) the center of mass is
away from the axis of symmetry. The major semi-axis-length of
the spheroidal particle is a, and the minor semi-axis-length of the
spheroidal particle is b.

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we will consider two configurations
of heterogeneous spheroidal particles. Denote by a and b the
two principle semi-axis-lengths of the spheriod, and e = a/b
the aspect ratio. The body frame {fi : i = 1, 2, 3} is fixed
at the centroid of the spheroidal particle with f1 being the
axis of symmetry. Because of the axis-symmetry, the offdiagonal block Υ̂tr vanishes whereas the diagonal components
of Υ̂tt and Υ̂rr are given by (ϒ̂tt22 = ϒ̂tt33 , ϒ̂rr22 = ϒ̂rr33 and all off-

(43)

3
16πηa3 e2 − 1 2 (e2 + 1)
h
 √
 √
i.
=
3e3 (2e2 − 1) ln e + e2 − 1 − e e2 − 1

Axisymmetric configuration

In the first configuration illustrated in Fig. 1(a), the center
of mass is on the axis of symmetry with c = df1 for some
d ∈ [0, a). Inserting (42) into (34) we find the mobility tensor
is given by
!
1
1
d2
1
d2
.
(44)
M̂ = diag
,
+
,
+
ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂tt22 ϒ̂rr22 ϒ̂tt22 ϒ̂rr22
Since the center of mass locates at the axis of symmetry, it
is sufficient to describe the orientation of the particle by the
usual spherical coordinates Θ = (θ , ϕ) ∈ [0, π] × [0, 2π) for
S2 (unit sphere in R3 ), where θ is the angle between the symmetry axis f1 and e1 , and ϕ is the angle between e2 and the
projected ray of f1 on the e2 -e3 -plane.
For the diffusivity in the long-time limit, our goal is to evaluate the integral (35). Being axis-symmetric, this integral over
SO(3) reduces to an integral on (θ , ϕ) over S2 . Moreover, we
find the rotation matrix Q as22


cos θ sin θ cos ϕ
sin θ sin ϕ
Q(ϕ, θ ) =  sin θ − cos θ cos ϕ − cos θ sin ϕ  , (45)
0
sin ϕ
− cos ϕ
and the stationary PDF Ps (θ , ϕ) in orientational space is given
by (c.f., (31) and (37))
i
h
sin θ exp − V k(θB T,ϕ)
h
i
. (46)
Ps (θ , ϕ) = R R
V (θ ,ϕ)
π 2π
dθ dϕ
0 0 sin θ exp − kB T
Inserting (44) and (45) into (35), we find the diffusivity along
the axes {e1 , e2 , e3 } of the global frame as:


Deff
11 =kB T M̂11 − (M̂11 − M̂22 )ω ,


0
Deff
22 =kB T M̂22 + (M̂11 − M̂22 )ω


0
Deff
33 =kB T M̂22 + (M̂11 − M̂22 )(ω − ω ) ,

(47)
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where M̂11 , M̂22 , M̂33 are given by (44), and

rotation around the axis, giving rise to d-dependent diffusivity
Deff
22 in the transverse directions.

Z πZ 2π

Ps (θ , ϕ) sin2 θ dθ dϕ,

ω=
0

ω0 =

0

(48)

Z πZ 2π

Ps (θ , ϕ) cos2 ϕ sin2 θ dθ dϕ,

0

0

Once the external potential V (θ , ϕ) is prescribed, one can
simply evaluate the integrals in (48) to obtain the diffusivities
in (47). In general, we expect nontrivial off-diagonal components in the diffusivity tensor. For explicit results, we consider
two special scenarios.
(i) The external field, e.g., a strong applied magnetic field
along e1 -direction, tends to align the spheroid axis f1 with e1 .
The effect of this external field can be modeled by the external
potential V (θ , ϕ) = E0 sin2 θ . By symmetry it is easy to see
all off-diagonal components of diffusivity tensor Deff vanish
eff
and Deff
22 = D33 . Moreover, by (47) we find that


Deff
11 =kB T M̂11 − (M̂11 − M̂22 )ω ,
(49)

M̂11 − M̂22 
Deff
ω ,
22 =kB T M̂22 +
2
Let
σ2 =

kB T
E0

be the dimensionless parameter for the strength of alignment
field. If σ 2  1, i.e., the spheroid is aligned along the field
direction and weakly fluctuates, by (46) the first integral in
(48) is well-approximated by
R ∞ 3 −s2 /σ 2
s e
ds
ω ≈ R0∞
= σ 2.
2
2
0

se−s

/σ

ds

Therefore, the diffusivities in (49) are approximately given by
ϒ̂tt11
ϒ̂tt11 2 2
kB T
2
[1
+
(
−
1)σ
−
d σ ],
ϒ̂tt11
ϒ̂tt22
ϒ̂rr22
(50)
ϒ̂tt22 2 σ 2
ϒ̂tt22
ϒ̂tt22 2 2 
kB T 
eff
(1 − tt ) + rr d σ ,
D22 ≈ tt 1 + rr d −
2
ϒ̂22
ϒ̂22
ϒ̂11
2ϒ̂22

Deff
11 ≈

which may be compared with the results in Yuan et al.22 In
particular, we notice that the corrections in diffusivities because of the heterogeneities depend on σ . As the magnitude
of the external field tends to infinity, we have σ → 0, and
hence
Deff
11 = kB T M̂11 =
Deff
22

kB T
,
ϒ̂tt11

ϒ̂tt d 2
kB T (M̂22 + M̂33 ) kB T
=
= tt (1 + 22rr ).
2
ϒ̂22
ϒ̂22

(51)

From the above expressions, we see that the diffusivity along
the axis-direction is independent of the heterogeneity parameter d since the spheroid is always aligned with the (strong)
external field direction, i.e., f1 ≡ e1 . In contrast, the translational motions on the transverse plane are coupled with the

(ii) At the absence of external field, i.e., V (θ , ϕ) ≡ 0, by directly evaluating the integrals in (46) and (49) we find that the
diffusivity tensor is indeed isotropic, and the diffusivity (along
any direction) is given by

Deff =

kB T ϒ̂rr22 (2ϒ̂tt11 + ϒ̂tt22 ) + 2d 2 ϒ̂tt22 ϒ̂tt11
3
ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂tt22 ϒ̂rr22

kB T
(γ0 + γd ),
=
6πaη

(52)

where

√
e ln(e + e2 − 1)
√
γ0 =
,
e2 − 1
√
√

(53)
3e4 e2 − 1 − 3e2 2e2 − 1 ln(e + e2 − 1) d 2
γd =
.
a2
4 (e2 − 1)3/2 (e2 + 1)

Compared with the Stokes-Einstein’s formula (40), we recognize the dimensionless coefficients γ0 reflects the effect of
shape anisotropy whereas the dimensionless coefficients γd
signifies the importance of heterogeneity. In particular, if the
particle is spherical with e = 1, the diffusivity is given by
(r = a = b)

D

eff



kB T
1 d2
1+ 2 ,
=
6π η r
2r

(54)

which can be regarded as a generalization of the classic
Stokes-Einstein’s formula for heterogeneous spherical particles.
In Fig. 2, we consider five different aspect ratios (e =
1, 2, 5, 10, 20) at the absence of an external field and plot
the normalized diffusivity Deff /Deff
0 = 1 + γd /γ0 versus d/a,
eff
whereDeff
=
D
.
It
can
be
seen
that the effects of het0
d=0
erogeneity is more pronounced for larger aspect ratio e. For a
spherical particle the classic Stokes-Einstein’s formula underestimates the diffusivity by 12.5% if the heterogeneity gives
rise to d/r = 1/2 (c.f., (54)).
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Inserting (55) and (A17) into (35), we find the diffusivity
along the axes {e1 , e2 , e3 } of the global frame as:


Deff
11 =kB T λ11 M̂11 + λ12 M̂22 + λ13 M̂33 ,


(58)
Deff
22 =kB T λ21 M̂11 + λ22 M̂22 + λ23 M̂33 ,


Deff
33 =kB T λ31 M̂11 + λ32 M̂22 + λ33 M̂33 ,

FIG. 2. The nondimensionalized diffusivity Deff /Deff
0 = 1 + γd /γ0 of
heterogeneous spheroids as illustrated in Fig.1 (a) versus the normalized distance da , where d is the distance between the center of mass
and the centroid of the spheroid, a is the major semi-axis-length of
the particle, and e = a/b is the aspect ratio.

2.

Non-axisymmetric configuration

In the second configuration illustrated in Fig. 1(b), the vector pointing from the centroid of the particle to the center
of mass of the particle is assumed to be c = df2 for some
d ∈ [0, b). Substituting (42) with c = df2 into (34) yields
!
1
1
d2
1
d2
M̂ = diag
,
.
(55)
+
,
+
ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂rr22 ϒ̂tt22 ϒ̂tt22 ϒ̂rr11
For this case, the center of mass deviates from the axis of symmetry and breaks the axis-symmetry and the integral (35) over
SO(3) can no longer be reduced to an integral over S2 . Nevertheless, as detailed in Appendix A we recognize the homomorphism between rigid rotations in SO(3) and unit quaternions q ∈ S3 (unit sphere in R4 ), and then employ spherical
coordinates Θ = (ψ, θ , ϕ) ∈ U ≡ [0, π]×[0, π]×[0, 2π] for S3
to parametrize unit quaternions and rotations. More precisely,
a unit quaternion q = x0 + x1 i + x2 j + x3 k is represented as
x0 = cos ψ,
x1 = sin ψ cos θ ,
x2 = sin ψ sin θ cos ϕ,
x3 = sin ψ sin θ sin ϕ,

Therefore, to the leading order approximation the diffusivities
in (58) are given by
ϒ̂tt d 2 1 2ϒ̂tt
ϒ̂tt d 2 2ϒ̂tt d 2
kB T
[1 + 11rr + ( tt11 + 11rr − 11
− 2)σ 2 ],
tt
2 ϒ̂22
ϒ̂11
ϒ̂22
ϒ̂11
ϒ̂rr22
h
ϒ̂tt22 d 2
eff kB T
1
+
Deff
=
D
≈
(60)
22
33
ϒ̂tt22
2ϒ̂rr11
i
ϒ̂tt22 d 2 ϒ̂tt22 d 2
1 ϒ̂tt
2
+ ( 22
+
−
−
1)σ
.
2 ϒ̂tt11
ϒ̂rr22
ϒ̂tt11
Deff
11 ≈

As the magnitude of the external field tends to infinity, i.e.,
σ → 0, by (60) we find that
Deff
11 = kB T M̂11 = kB T (
eff
Deff
22 = D33 =

(56)

and the associated rigid rotation Q in terms of Θ = (ψ, θ , ϕ)
is given by (A17). Moreover, the stationary PDF Ps (ψ, θ , ϕ)
in orientational space is now given by (c.f., (31) and (37))
h V (ψ, θ , ϕ) i
Ps(ψ,θ ,ϕ) ∝ sin2 ψ sinθ exp −
.
kB T

where λi j (i, j = 1, 2, 3), listed in (B1) in Appendix B, are dimensionless parameters that depends on the PDF in (57) and
M̂11 , M̂22 , M̂33 listed in (55).
Once the external potential V (ψ, θ , ϕ) is prescribed, we can
evaluate the integrals in (B1) for λi j (i, j = 1, 2, 3) and obtain the diffusivities along each axis direction. In general, we
expect nontrivial off-diagonal components in the diffusivity
tensor. Below we consider two special scenarios for explicit
results.
(i) The external field is a strong field along e1 -direction that
tends to align the spheroid axis f1 with e1 . The effect of
this external field can be modeled by the external potential
V (ψ, θ , ϕ) = E0 [1 − (f1 · e1 )2 ] = E0 [1 − Q211 ] (E0  kB T )
where the expression of Q11 is given in (A17)1 . Then up to
the order of O(σ 2 ) the parameter matrix [λi j ] (i, j = 1, 2, 3)
are given by (σ 2 = kB T /E0  1)


2 − 2σ 2 σ 2
σ2
 
1
λi j =  σ 2
(59)
1 − σ 2 1 − σ 2  + o(σ 2 ).
2
σ2
1−σ2 1−σ2

(57)

1
d2
+
),
ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂rr22

kB T (M̂22 + M̂33 )
1
d2
= kB T ( tt + rr ).
2
ϒ̂22 2ϒ̂11

We remark that unlike the axisymmetric configuration discussed earlier (c.f., (51)), the diffusivity along the axisdirection with center of mass deviating from axis depends on
the deviation distance d even if the spheroid is forced to align
with the external field. This counterintuitive effect arises from
the coupling between the rotational and translational motions
(c.f., (4)), causing the fluctuation in rotations increases the
fluctuation in translations and hence the diffusivity along e1 direction.
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(ii) At the absence of external field, i.e., V (ψ, θ , ϕ) ≡ 0, from
the discussion in Appendix A the stationary PDF Ps (ψ, θ , ϕ)
can be written as
1
P (ψ,θ ,ϕ) = 2 sin2 ψ sinθ .
2π
s

(61)

Upon directly evaluating the dimensionless parameters λi
listed in (B1), we find that the diffusivity tensor is indeed
isotropic, and the diffusivity (along any direction) is given by
kB T 2ϒ̂rr11 ϒ̂rr22 (ϒ̂tt11 + ϒ̂tt22 ) + d 2 ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂tt22 (ϒ̂rr11 + ϒ̂rr22 )
3
ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂tt22 ϒ̂rr11 ϒ̂rr22
(62)
kB T
0
(γ0 + γd ),
=
6πaη

Deff =

B. Anomalous diffusion of a pair of elastically bonded
spheroids

Based on results in Section IV A, in this section we propose a model for anomalous diffusions by considering a pair
of spheroids in a relaxation process. As illustrated in Fig. 4,
suppose two identical homogeneous spheroids are bonded by
some elastic ligaments. Suppose the axes of the two spheroids
are on the same plane and form an angle ϑ and the distance
between the centroids of two spheroids is given by d. We are
interested in the long-time diffusivity of such a microstructured particle and how the diffusivity depends on the angle
and distance (ϑ , d) and external fields.

where γ0 is given by (53)1 , and
γd0 =

3e3



 √

 √
e2 − 2 ln
e2 − 1 + e + e2 − 1e3 d 2
8 (e2 − 1)3/2 (e2 + 1)

a2

. (63)

We notice that γd0 is distinct from (53)2 , meaning that the heterogeneity along different directions has different effects on
the diffusivity for shape anisotropy.
In Fig. 3, we consider five different aspect ratios (e =
1, 2, 5, 10, 20) at the absence of an external field and plot the
0
normalized diffusivity Deff /Deff
0 = 1 + γd /γ0 versus d/a. In
contrast to Fig. 2, we see that the impacts of heterogeneity
is more remarkable for smaller aspect ratio e. In summary,
as demonstrated in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 the heterogeneity could
significantly increase the diffusivity of particles.

FIG. 4. A simple geometric structure of the pair of spheroidal microstructured particles with only 2 degrees of freedom. The semi-axislength parallel to the axis of symmetry of the particle is a, and the
semi-axis-length perpendicular to the axis of symmetry of the particle is b. The two spheroids are bonded by some ligaments (green
line)

For simplicity, we neglect the hydrodynamic interactions
between the two spheroids in the sense that the force and
torque on the centroid of each spheroid is given by (1) with
the drag tensor in the body frame specified by (43). By a freebody-diagram analysis, we find the nonzero components of
the blocks of the drag matrix for the pair with axis angle and
separation distance (ϑ , d) can be written as
R̂tt11 (d, ϑ ) =ϒ̂tt11 + ϒ̂tt22 + (ϒ̂tt11 − ϒ̂tt22 ) cos ϑ ,
R̂tt22 (d, ϑ ) =ϒ̂tt11 + ϒ̂tt22 − (ϒ̂tt11 − ϒ̂tt22 ) cos ϑ ,
R̂tt33 (d, ϑ ) =2ϒ̂tt22 ,
d 2 ϒ̂tt22
+ (ϒ̂rr11 − ϒ̂rr22 ) cos ϑ + ϒ̂rr11 + ϒ̂rr22
(64)
2
R̂rr22 (d, ϑ ) =(ϒ̂rr22 − ϒ̂rr11 ) cos ϑ + ϒ̂rr11 + ϒ̂rr22 ,

1
R̂rr33 (d, ϑ ) = d 2 (ϒ̂tt11 − ϒ̂tt22 ) cos ϑ + d 2 (ϒ̂tt11 + ϒ̂tt22 ) + 8ϒ̂rr22
4
1
R̂tr32 (d, ϑ ) = d(ϒ̂tt11 − ϒ̂tt22 ) sin ϑ ,
2
R̂rr11 (d, ϑ ) =

0
FIG. 3. The nondimensionalized diffusivity Deff /Deff
0 = 1 + γd /γ0
of heterogeneous spheroids as illustrated in Fig. 1 (b) versus the
normalized distance da , where d is the distance between the center of
mass and the centroid of the spheroid, a is the major semi-axis-length
of the particle, and e = a/b is the aspect ratio.

where ϒ̂tt11 , ϒ̂tt22 and ϒ̂rr11 , ϒ̂rr22 , given by (43), are the components of the diagonal blocks of the drag matrix for a single
spheroid.
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We first consider the diffusion of the pair with fixed
(d, ϑ ). At the absence of external fields, the stationary PDF
Ps (ψ, θ , ϕ) is given by (B2). Upon repeating the procedure
from (55) to (62), we find that the diffusivity tensor is indeed
isotropic, and the diffusivity (along any direction) is given by

1
kB T h 1
+ tt
+
ϑ
tt
2
3 2ϒ̂22 2ϒ̂11 cos 2 + 2ϒ̂tt22 sin2 ϑ2
i (65)
4ϒ̂rr22 + d 2 (ϒ̂tt11 cos2 ϑ2 + ϒ̂tt22 sin2 ϑ2 )
+ rr tt
.
8ϒ̂22 (ϒ̂11 sin2 ϑ2 + ϒ̂tt22 cos2 ϑ2 ) + 2d 2 ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂tt22

Deff (ϑ , d) =

As d → +∞, i.e., the two spheroids are far apart, we have

D

eff

(ϒ̂tt11 − ϒ̂tt22 ) cos ϑ + ϒ̂tt11 + ϒ̂tt22
kB T h 1
+
→
3 2ϒ̂tt22
4ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂tt22
(66)
i
1
+ tt
.
(ϒ̂11 − ϒ̂tt22 ) cos ϑ + ϒ̂tt11 + ϒ̂tt22

eff

FIG. 5. The nondimensionalized long-time diffusivity DD0 of the
pair of spheroids (as illustrated in Fig.4) versus the angle ϑ between
two axes of spheroids. The major and minor semi-axis-length of
spheroid are 1µm and 0.1µm for prolate spheroids (blue), respectively. The oblate spheroids (red) have the same volume and minoraxis length. The distance d between the centroids of the two particles
is fixed at 2µm.

In particular, if ϑ = 0 or ϑ = π, i.e., the two spheroids are
aligned, we have

Deff =

kB T h 1
2 i
,
+
6 ϒ̂tt11 ϒ̂tt22

(67)

which can also be derived from (38) since Rtr = 0.
If, in particular, the spheroid is a ball such that ϒ̂tt22 = ϒ̂tt11 ,

Deff =

kB T
,
2ϒ̂tt11
eff

which is precisely half of the diffusivity of a single spherical
particle.
To see the influence of structural parameters (ϑ , d) of the
pair on the long-time diffusivity, we consider two cases: a
pair of prolates with major and minor semi-axis-length 1µm
and 0.1µm, respectively, and a pair of oblates with the same
volume and minor axis-length. In Fig. 5 we plot the normal0
ized diffusivity Deff /Deff
0 versus ϑ for d = 2µm, where D =
−
kB T
tt 1 ] denotes the diffusivity of a single spheroid.
3 Tr [Υ̂
Meanwhile, the normalized diffusivity Deff /Deff
0 is plotted
against d in Fig. 6 for ϑ = π/2.

FIG. 6. The nondimensionalized long-time diffusivity DD0 of the
pair of spheroids (as illustrated in Fig.4) versus the distance d between two spheroids. The major and minor semi-axis-length of
spheroid are 1µm and 0.1µm for prolate spheroids (blue), respectively. The oblate spheroids (red) have the same volume and minoraxis length. The angle ϑ between the two axes of symmetry is fixed
at π2 .

From Fig. 5 we see that the diffusivity Deff of the pair is unsurprisingly lower than that of a single particle since the size
of the pair is larger (c.f., the Stokes-Einstein relation (40)). On
the other hand, there exist some optimal angles ϑ ∈ [0, π] for
which the diffusivity Deff of the pairs is either minimized or
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maximized. From Fig. 6 we see that the long-time diffusivity
monotonically increases with d until the curves flatten out, as
is expected by (65) and (66).
Based on the explicit formula (65), we next consider the
model of a pair of spheroids whose relative angle and distance
depends on time. Suppose the relative angle and distance pair
are initially given by (ϑ0 , d0 ) and the elastic ligament is not
fully relaxed. Because of the elastic energy in the ligament,
we anticipate the relaxation of angle and distance can be characterized by two relaxation time scales (τ1∗ , τ2∗ ) in the sense
that the time-dependent angle and distance are given by
ϑ (t) = ϑ f + (ϑ0 − ϑ f )e
d(t) = d f + (d0 − d f )e

− τt∗

− τt∗
2

1

,

Specifically, the distance d f between the pair in the final equilibrium state is set to be 4a for case 1, whereas the distance
d f between the pair in the final equilibrium state is set to be
2a for case 2. The initial distance d0 between the pair in the
initial non-equilibrium state is set to be 3a for both cases.

(68)

,

where (ϑ f , d f ) denote the angle and distance between the pair
in the final equilibrium state.
In typical experimental measurements, the diffusivity or
anomalous diffusion is characterized by the Mean Square Displacement (MSD) defined by40
MSD(t) :=

1
tm

Z tm

|x(t 0 + t) − x(t 0 )|2 dt 0 ,

(69)

0

where x(t) is the position of the center of mass of the pair, and
tm is the total measure time. For normal diffusions with a single time scale, e.g., diffusion of a homogeneous rigid spherical particle, the scaling of MSD in (72) with respect to time
satisfies
MSD(t)
→D
2t

as t → +∞,

(70)

where D is the macroscopic diffusivity. Now we consider the
scaling of MSD with respect to time for the pair of spheroids
that relax from an initial non-equilibrium state. From the prior
discussions, this process involves at least four time scales:
cross-over time scale tcross (c.f., (28)), the two relaxation time
scales τ1∗ , τ2∗ for evolution of the relative angle and distance
(ϑ , d) between the pair, and the translation diffusion timescale of the pair. Therefore, the MSD of the pair should exhibit much more complicated scaling behaviors with respect
to t.
Nevertheless, if there is separation of time scales in the
sense that

FIG. 7. The difference ∆MSD = MSD − MSD0 between the MSDs
of the center of mass of the pair against time t for two cases. The blue
line refers to case 1 for which the final equilibrium distance d f =
4a, whereas the red line refers to case 2 with the final equilibrium
distance d f = 2a. The distance between the pair in the initial nonequilibrium is d0 = 3a. The major and minor semi-axis-lengths of
the particle are 1µm and 0.1µm, respectively. The angle ϑ between
the axes of symmetry of the pair of the particles is fixed at π2 . The
relaxing time-scale is assumed to be τ2∗ = 100s. The ambient fluid is
the mineral oil with viscosity η = 12.7 × 10−3 N · s/m2 .

From Fig. 7 we observe two different types of scalings
fo MSD versus t, which may be interpreted as “superdiffusion” and “subdiffusion”, respectively. From this viewpoint, we expect physical models like ours could shed light
on many anomalous diffusions observed in biological systems
and complex media.
V.

CONCLUSION REMARKS

t  τ1∗ , τ2∗  tcross ,
by (70) we expect that MSD should approximately behave as
MSD(t) ≈ 2tDeff (ϑ (t), d(t)),

(71)

where the diffusivity Deff (ϑ (t), d(t)) is given by (65) and
(ϑ (t), d(t)) is specified by (68).
For comparison, let
MSD0 (t) = 2tDeff (ϑ0 , d0 ),

(72)

denote the Mean Square Displacement for the normal diffusion of the pair with ϑ (t) ≡ ϑ0 and d(t) ≡ d0 . Then, in Fig. 7,
we plot the difference ∆MSD = MSD − MSD0 between the
MSDs of the center of mass of the pair against t for two cases.

In summary, we have conducted a systematic analysis on
the long-time diffusion of microstructured particles of arbitrary shape and heterogeneity in a Newtonian fluid. The microscopic Brownian dynamics in position-orientation space
is coarse-grained into a Fokker-Planck equation governing
the evolution of the PDF on R3 × SO(3). By analyzing the
Fokker-Planck equation, we identify a formula for the longtime diffusivity of the microstructured particle in an alignment
field (c.f., (33) or (35)). Applied to heterogeneous spheroids,
we discover generalizations of the classical Stokes-Einstein
relation which assert that the diffusivity of a rigid heterogeneous particle depends on the deviation of the center of mass
from the geometric centroid (c.f., (52), (54) and (62)). We
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have also addressed the effects of an external alignment field
and achieved leading-order corrections on the diffusivities for
large alignment fields (c.f., (50) and (60)). Based on these results, we consider diffusion of a pair of spheroids bonded by
elastic ligaments. If the pair are initially in a non-equilibrium
state, the Brownian motion superimposed with the relaxation
process could be characterized as apparent “superdiffusion” or
“subdiffusion”, entailing a mechanistic perspective on anomalous diffusions. We believe that our method and results lay a
solid foundation for understanding diffusions in complex media and may inspire new applications of controlled diffusions
in biophysics and materials science.

Therefore, the inverse q−1 of a unit quaternion q ∈ S3 , i.e., the
quaternion such that qq−1 = q−1 q = 1, is precisely the conjugate q. In addition, for two unit quaternions q1 , q2 , by (A6)
we have
|q1 q2 |2 = q1 q2 q1 q2 = |q2 |2 |q1 |2 = 1.
In conclusion, the collection of unit quaternions equipped
with multiplication (A6) forms a continuous compact group.
Next, we construct a homomorphism h : S3 → SO(3) from
the group of unit quaternions to the group of rigid rotations.
Let Q = h(q) and p̃ = (0, p) be the quaternion associated with
a vector p ∈ R3 . For a given unit quaternion q ∈ S3 , the map
q 7→ Q = h(q) is defined by requiring that for any p ∈ R3 ,
p0 =qp̃q−1 quaternion multiplication
=Qp
matrix product.

Appendix A: Evaluation of integrals over SO(3)

To find the effective long-time diffusivities of microstructured particles, we have to address the technical problem (35)
of evaluating integrals over SO(3). A fundamental theorem in
the theory of Lie group asserts that there exists a unique measure on every compact Lie group, namely, the Haar measure
dµQ , such that the integral41
Z

I[ f ] =
SO(3)

f (Q)dµQ

(A1)

is normalized (i.e., I[1] = 1) and (left-)invariant:
0

0

I[ f (Q)] = I[ f (Q Q)] ∀ Q ∈ SO(3).
The integral (35) should be interpreted as in (A1) for the Haar
measure.
In practice, we need a parametrization of SO(3) to carry out
the integral (A1) explicitly. Here we employ the quaternion
representation of SO(3). A quaternion q can be written as
q = x0 + x1 i + x2 j + x3 k,

(A2)

where i, j, k are three (linearly independent) symbols.
Equipped with the regular scalar product and vector addition,
the collection of quaternions form a four-dimensional vector
space. The norm of a quaternion is defined as
|q|2 = x02 + x12 + x22 + x32 .

(A3)

Non-commutative multiplications between quaternions are
defined by requiring the following relations:
i2 = j2 = k2 = ijk = −1.

(A4)

For a unit quaternion q given by (A2), the above equation implies
p0 = (p · x)x+x0 (x0 p − p×x)+x×(x0 p − p×x)
∀ p ∈ R3 ,

= Qp

Q = (x02 − |x|2 )I + 2x ⊗ x + 2x0 Wx ,

Therefore, the multiplication of two quaternions q1 = (u1 , v1 )
and q2 = (u1 , v2 ) (u1 , u2 ∈ R and v1 , v2 ∈ R3 ) can be written
as
q1 q2 = (u1 u2 − v1 · v2 ) + u1 v2 + u2 v1 + v1 × v2 , (A6)
where ‘·’ and ‘×’ denote the familiar dot product and cross
product, respectively. Define q = (x0 , −x) as the conjugate of
q = (x0 , x). From (A6) it is straightforward to verify that
|q|2 = qq = x0 x0 + x · x

and

q1 q2 = q2 q1 . (A7)

(A10)

where Wx is the skew-symmetric matrix such that Wx p = x ×
p for any p ∈ R3 . Conversely, for any Q ∈ SO(3) we solve
(A10) for the unit quaternion q and find that
√
1 + TrQ
x0 =
,
2
1p
x1 = sgn(Q32 − Q23 )|
1 + TrQ − 2Q22 − 2Q33 |,
2
1p
x2 = sgn(Q13 − Q31 )|
1 + TrQ − 2Q11 − 2Q33 |,
2
1p
x3 = sgn(Q21 − Q12 )|
1 + TrQ − 2Q11 − 2Q22 |,
2
where ‘sgn’ denotes the sign function.
From (A8), we find that for any two unit quarternions qi ∈
S3 and Qi = h(qi ) (i = 1, 2),
−1
(q2 q1 )p̃(q2 q1 )−1 = q2 (q1 p̃q−1
1 )q2

= q2 (0, Q1 p)q−1
2 = (0, Q2 Q1 p),

(A11)

which means
h(q2 q1 ) = h(q2 )h(q1 ).

(A5)

(A9)

and hence,

From (A4) it is straightforward to verify
ij = −ji = k; jk = −kj = i; ki = −ik = j.

(A8)

(A12)

That is, the map q 7→ Q = h(q) defined by (A8) is a homomorphism. Therefore, the integral (A1) over SO(3) can be
rewritten as integrals over S3 :
Z

I[ f ] =
SO(3)

Z

f (Q)dµQ =

S3

f (Q(q))dµq ,

(A13)

where µq represents the Haar measure on the group of unit
quaternions. On S3 , for any fixed unit quaternion α ∈ S3 and
q0 = αq we have
dq0 · dq0 = (αdq)αdq = dq · dq(αα) = dq · dq.
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That is, the usual (normalized) Lebesgue measure is invariant,
and hence the Haar measure.
Finally, we parametrize S3 by the standard spherical coordinates Θ = (ψ, θ , ϕ) ∈ U ≡ [0, π] × [0, π] × [0, 2π] so that a
unit quaternion q ∈ S3 can be represented as (A2) with
x0 = cos ψ,
x1 = sin ψ cos θ ,
x2 = sin ψ sin θ cos ϕ,
x3 = sin ψ sin θ sin ϕ.

(A14)

Then the (normalized) Lebesgue measure on S3 can be written
as

For heterogeneous spheroids as illustrated in Fig. 1 (b), if the
external field is large in the sense that σ 2 = kB T /E0  1, then
the PDF in (57) can be approximated by
h E (1 − Q2 ) i Z π
0
11
Ps(ψ,θ ,ϕ) ∝ sin2 ψ sinθ exp −
dθ
kB T
0
(B2)
h 4θ 2 (sin ψ)2 i Z ∞
2
≈ sin ψ sinθ exp −
dθ .
σ2
0
By this approximation and direct integration, we obtain the
approximate values of λi j (i, j = 1, 2, 3) as given by (59) in
the main text.

dµq ∝ | det(gT g)|1/2 dψdθ dϕ = sin2 ψ sin θ dψdθ dϕ,
where g is the 4 × 3 Jacobian matrix:
g=

∂ (x0 , x1 , x2 , x3 )
.
∂ (ψ, θ , ϕ)
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By direct integration we find the volume of the hypersurface
S3 is given by
Z

V0 =

1 A.

2

2

sin ψ sin θ dψdθ dϕ = 2π .

(A15)

U

Consequently, by (A13) we conclude that the integral (A1)
can be calculated by
I[ f ]=

1
2π 2

Z

f (Q(ψ, θ , ϕ)) sin2 ψ sin θ dψdθ dϕ (A16)

U

where Q(ψ, θ , ϕ), by (A10) and (A14), is given by
2 cos 2ψ − cos 2(ψ − θ ) + 2 cos 2θ − cos 2(ψ + θ ) + 2
;
4
Q21 =2 sin ψ sin θ (cos θ cos ϕ sin ψ + cos ψ sin ϕ);
Q31 =2 sin ψ sin θ (cos θ sin ψ sin ϕ − cos ψ cos ϕ);
Q12 =2 sin ψ sin θ (cos θ cos ϕ sin ψ − cos ψ sin ϕ);

(A17)
Q22 = cos2 ψ + sin2 ψ cos 2ϕ sin2 θ − cos2 θ ;

Q32 =2 sin ψ cos ϕ sin ψ sin ϕ sin2 θ + cos ψ cos θ ;
Q11 =

Q13 =2 sin ψ sin θ (cos ψ cos ϕ + cos θ sin ψ sin ϕ);

Q23 =2 sin ψ cos ϕ sin ψ sin2 θ sin ϕ − cos ψ cos θ ;

Q33 = cos2 ψ − sin2 ψ cos2 θ + cos 2ϕ sin2 θ .
Appendix B: The expressions of λi j in (58)

Inserting (A17) into (35), we can write the diagonal components of the diffusivity tensor (35) as (58). Recall that the mobility tensor M̂ in (35) is given by (55) and the rigid rotation
matrix Q(Θ) in (35) is listed in (A17). Straightforward algebraic calculations yield the expressions of λi j (i, j = 1, 2, 3) in
terms of (ψ, θ , ϕ) as follows:
Z

λi j =

U
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Q2i j (ψ, θ , ϕ)Ps (ψ, θ , ϕ)dψdθ dϕ.
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