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Rotational dynamics of a neutrally buoyant
prolate spheroid in viscoelastic shear flows at
finite Reynolds numbers
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Non-spherical particles exhibit peculiar behaviour in non-Newtonian flows. In this paper,
we numerically investigate the dynamics of a neutrally buoyant prolate spheroid immersed
in viscoelastic shear flows at finite Reynolds numbers by means of the immersed boundary
method. Our results show that the period of particle rotation changes monotonically with
the solvent viscosity ratio but non-monotonically with the mobility factor. Furthermore,
we find five rotation modes of the spheroid under the effects of fluid inertia and fluid
rheology in the present flow configuration. With weak fluid inertia, the particle rotation
rate is remarkably reduced by fluid elasticity, which also induces asymmetric rotational
behaviour. While the particle tends to tumble in the shear plane with weak fluid elasticity
and moderate fluid inertia. However, as the fluid elasticity increases, the particle rotates
with a newly observed mode, named the asymmetric-kayaking mode, which is classified
by two additional critical elastic numbers that differ from the earlier studies on Stokesian
viscoelastic shear flows. The present findings imply the importance of fluid inertia and
fluid elasticity on the particle dynamics and could be potentially used to control the particle
orientations in viscoelastic fluid flows.
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1. Introduction

Particle-laden flows of non-Newtonian fluids are widely encountered in the natural
and industrial areas. Examples of these particle-laden non-Newtonian flows include
fibre-reinforced polymers or rubbers (D’Avino & Maffettone 2015), red blood cell
(RBC) transport in the vessels (Ye, Phan-Thien & Lim 2016; Beris et al. 2021),
viscoelasticity-based cell separations in microfluidics (Lin & Huo 2015; D’Avino,
Greco & Maffettone 2017; Li & Lin 2022), the fibre-like microorganisms swimming
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in non-Newtonian fluid environments (Storm et al. 2005; Li & Ardekani 2016), just to
name a few. All these suspensions mentioned above can exhibit peculiar features, such
as viscoelastic and shear-thinning effects. It is well known that these non-Newtonian
characteristics can significantly influence the behaviour of particles in fluid flow. Needless
to say, the particle dynamics will conversely affect the bulk properties of suspensions
(Ngo, Nguyen & Oh 2021). Thus, from both the fundamental and the applied perspectives,
understanding the dynamics of particles is important for designing and optimizing
industrial applications involving non-Newtonian particulate two-phase flows. To uncover
the statistical physics of the collective distribution and orientation of particles, it is,
first of all, of importance to understand how a single particle orientates and rotates in
non-Newtonian flows.

The particle dynamics in shear flows has been widely explored in previous studies.
For a single particle rotation in an unconfined shear flow, Jeffery (1922) first derived the
angular velocity of a non-spherical particle immersed in a simple shear flow of Newtonian
fluid, ignoring both fluid and particle inertia. The results indicate that the particle rotates
around the vorticity axis along different closed orbits (so-called Jeffery orbits) with
different initial orientations. There exist abundant studies on the modulations of Jeffery
orbits due to fluid or particle inertia (Taylor 1923; Saffman 1956; Lundell & Carlsson
2010). Rosén, Lundell & Aidun (2014) and Rosén et al. (2015a) conducted a systematic
study on the effect of fluid inertia on the rotation mode of a neutrally buoyant particle
with different Reynolds numbers. Besides the fluid and particle inertia, the rheological
characteristic of the fluid flow is another factor affecting the particle rotation modes.
Considering that viscoelasticity is a typical rheological characteristic of non-Newtonian
fluids, the rotation modes of a single particle in viscoelastic fluids have long been actively
investigated.

The studies on particle rotational dynamics in viscoelastic fluid flows began with
spherical particles. When the elastic effect of fluid is weak, the theoretical results show that
the particle angular velocity is almost unchanged in the second-order fluid (SOF, a kind
of weakly viscoelastic fluid) (D’Avino & Maffettone 2015). However, when the particle is
immersed in a fluid with strong viscoelasticity, both experimental and numerical results
evidence that the fluid elasticity can dramatically slow down the particle rotation rate
(Hwang, Hulsen & Meijer 2004; D’Avino et al. 2008; Snijkers et al. 2009; Housiadas &
Tanner 2011; Snijkers et al. 2011). Snijkers et al. (2011) numerically explored the rotational
dynamics of a spherical particle in the Oldroyd-B fluid, the results indicate that the closed
orbits around the particle become distorted and form two recirculation regions, which are
opposite to the primary flow.

Regarding non-spherical particles, researchers devoted efforts to investigating the
rotational behaviours of ellipsoids in viscoelastic fluid flows by experiments. These
experimental studies show that the viscoelasticity could significantly increase the particle
rotational period (Gauthier, Goldsmith & Mason 1971). Apart from the particle rotation
rates, the Jeffery orbits can also be affected by fluid rheology. Experiments, indeed,
indicate that, when fluid elasticity is weak, the symmetry axis of rod-like particles
eventually drifts to the vorticity direction, whereas it aligns in the shear plane for disk-like
particles (Gauthier et al. 1971). However, moderate and strong fluid elasticities lead
to distinct particle orientations, which have been demonstrated by experiments of red
blood cell in a Boger fluid flow (Johnson, Salem & Fuller 1990). In moderately elastic
fluids, it was observed that the ellipsoidal cells orientate between the vorticity and flow
directions. In highly elastic fluids, the fibre-like particles align their symmetry axes along
the flow direction (Iso, Cohen & Koch 1996a; Iso, Koch & Cohen 1996b). Later, several
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more detailed experiments were conducted to analyse the effect of a wide range of fluid
elasticities on the orientations of ellipsoids with different shapes (aspect ratio ranges
from 2.0 to 8.0) (Gunes et al. 2008). Besides the aforementioned particle orientations in
weakly and highly elastic fluids, there exists a more interesting particle orientation mode
characterized by the bimodal distribution in a viscoelastic shear flow with a specific range
of Deborah numbers (Gunes et al. 2008).

As for the theoretical studies, Leal (1975) derived an asymptotic solution for a rod-like
particle immersed in the shear flow of a SOF fluid. The orientation modes predicted by
the theoretical model are consistent with the experiments: rod-like particles evolve towards
the vorticity axis in shear flows with low Deborah number, while they align along the flow
direction in high Deborah number flow. Brunn (1977) further extended the theoretical
model to the ellipsoids with other aspect ratios. Moreover, Dabade, Marath & Subramanian
(2015) proposed a viscoelastic torque model based on the generalized reciprocal theorem.
This model predicts the longside-on orientation for both prolate and oblate particles in the
uniform flow of viscoelastic fluids, in which the first normal stress difference of fluid is
positive and dominant.

Considering the limitation of the small expansion parameters used in the asymptotic
theory, theoretical studies are mainly restricted to weakly viscoelastic fluids, such as a
SOF. The results predicted by this theorem could not reveal the more complex orientation
modes (such as the orientation between the vorticity and flow directions) observed in
experiments. In addition, the theoretical approaches also could not be used to handle
the more realistic fluids described by the highly nonlinear constitutive equations, such
as the Giesekus model. Thus, to understand the mechanisms of the particle behaviours in
fluid flows with more complex rheological properties, numerical approaches are needed.
Numerical simulations of the rotational dynamics of ellipsoids in viscoelastic shear flows
have received extensive attention (Phan-Thien & Fan 2002; Nguyen-Hoang et al. 2008;
Wang, Yu & Lin 2019). D’Avino et al. (2014) and D’Avino, Greco & Maffettone (2015)
systemically analysed the detailed dynamics of prolate particles in a sheared Giesekus
fluid by finite element simulations. Due to the fluid elasticity, the particle rotation could be
categorized into four different modes: (i) in low Deborah number flow, the prolate particles
align their symmetry axes along the vorticity direction and behave in a ‘log-rolling’ mode.
(ii) With increasing shear rate or fluid elasticity, the particles drift towards the shear plane
and finally align between the flow and vorticity directions. (iii) When the Deborah number
reaches a critical threshold value, an interesting bi-stable orientation mode appears. In this
rotation mode, the final equilibrium state of a particle depends upon its initial orientations.
(iv) Finally, in highly elastic flow with large Deborah number, the particles eventually align
with the flow direction.

To summarize, although there are a few studies on the rotational dynamics of
non-spherical particles in viscoelastic flows, these studies are mostly confined to flows
which are fluid elasticity dominated, where the fluid and particle inertia are both absent.
The interplay between fluid elasticity and inertial effects on particle behaviours in shear
flows is not yet explored. The elasto-inertial coupling effect is expected to affect the
particle dynamics. For example, induced by the competition between fluid inertia and
elasticity, the particles exhibit a different lateral migration in duct flows (Li, McKinley
& Ardekani 2015; Yu et al. 2019). However, in viscoelastic flows with fluid inertia, the
research on this coupling effect on particle rotational behaviours is still developing.

The main dimensionless numbers governing the particle dynamics in viscoelastic flows
include the Reynolds number, Re, Stokes number, St and Weissenberg, Wi or Deborah

958 A20-3

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
3.

69
 P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
lin

e 
by

 C
am

br
id

ge
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
re

ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2023.69


Y. Li, C. Xu and L. Zhao

number, De. The previous studies are mostly confined to inertia-free particles immersed in
viscoelastic flows within the Stokesian regime, i.e. Re, St ∼ 0 and Wi or De > 0. From this
point of view, there exist gaps in the parameter space, where fluid inertia, particle inertia
and fluid elasticity coexist in the suspension system (Re > 0, St > 0, Wi or De > 0). The
present research aims at mapping the parameter space and understanding the influences
of the controlling parameters on the particle rotational dynamics in viscoelastic flows.
Besides the above potential fundamental contributions, it is also of practical importance
to study the particle rotation in viscoelastic–inertial shear flows. One of the popularly
used techniques to improve the efficiency of particle separation in microfluidics is using
viscoelastic liquids with low viscosity and high elasticity (Lu & Xuan 2015; Li et al. 2015;
D’Avino et al. 2017; Raoufi et al. 2019). In this regard, both fluid inertia and elasticity are
important to the particle behaviours. Therefore, studying the elasto-inertial orientation of
particles is instrumental in optimizing particle manipulation in microfluidic applications.
Considering that viscoelastic-based particle manipulation is mainly utilized in biomedical
areas, particles (such as RBC) are nearly neutrally suspended in the background fluids.
The densities of these particles are generally similar to those of suspension fluids (Atwell
et al. 2022). Thus, the present study mainly focuses on neutrally buoyant particles.
Moreover, the prolate spheroids suspended in viscoelastic fluids are widely encountered
in various engineering applications, such as fibre-reinforced composite materials (Altan
1990; Nabergoj, Urevc & Halilovič 2022), papermaking processes (Lundell, Söderberg
& Alfredsson 2011) and the ‘rouleaux’ structure (a prolate spheroidal microstructure
of RBCs) in blood (Fedosov et al. 2011; Kang 2002). The orientation modes of these
elongated particles can significantly affect the bulk properties of polymeric suspensions.
This motivates the present study on the rotational dynamics of neutrally buoyant prolate
spheroids in viscoelastic shear flows.

Finally, the particle shape and the characteristics of the particle surface also greatly
affect the particle rotation in shear flows. For example, the critical Weissenberg numbers
for the transition of the spheroid rotation modes are decreased by the particle aspect
ratio (Gunes et al. 2008). Oblate spheroids behave differently with prolate spheroids in
Newtonian (Rosén et al. 2015b) and viscoelastic (Gauthier et al. 1971) shear flows. For a
more complicated case, i.e. particles with irregular shapes, Daghooghi & Borazjani (2018)
found that the periodicity of the angular velocity could be broken by the non-asymmetry
of irregularly shaped particles. This implies that the rotational dynamics of particles can
be greatly altered by the particle shape. As for particles with a non-smooth surface, the
local flow field near the particle surface is sensitive to the characteristics of the particle
surface. Liu et al. (2020) indicated that the rotation periods of highly permeable elliptical
particles are smaller than those of particles with smaller porosity. In this case, the porous
effect on the flow field should also be considered in the governing equations of fluid flow.
Note that the coupled effect of fluid inertia and fluid elasticity on the rotation modes of
the above complex spheroids should be studied based on the systematic knowledge of the
single effect, which, however, is still developing. Considering this, the effects of particle
shape and surface characteristics on particle rotational dynamics deserve to be studied in
detail in future work.

The work is organized as follows. In § 2, we introduce the mathematical models and
numerical methods for resolving the viscoelastic flow and particle rotation. Then the
modulations of the three-dimensional (3-D) rotation modes by the interplay between
fluid elasticity and inertial effects are analysed in § 3. Finally, conclusions are drawn
in § 4.
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2. Mathematical models and numerical methods

2.1. Governing equations
The mathematical models describing the present problem consist of the governing
equations for viscoelastic fluid flow and particle rotation.

2.1.1. Viscoelastic fluid flow
For the fluid phase, the governing equations for incompressible and isothermal viscoelastic
flows are written as

∇ · u = 0, (2.1)

ρf

(
∂u
∂t

+ u · ∇u
)

= −∇p + ∇ · τ s + ∇ · τ p + f IB, (2.2)

where u is the fluid velocity, ρf is the fluid density, p is the pressure and f IB is the
momentum force due to the fluid–particle interaction. To improve the computational
stability of the viscoelastic flow simulation, the total stress is decomposed into the
polymeric stress τ p and the solvent stress τ s (Alves, Oliveira & Pinho 2021).

Generally, the solvent stress of viscoelastic fluid can be written as

τ s = μs
(∇u + (∇u)T

)
. (2.3)

The zero-shear-rate viscosity μ0 and the solvent viscosity ratio β are defined as follows:

μ0 ≡ μs + μp, (2.4a)

β ≡ μs

μ0
, (2.4b)

where μs and μp represent the solvent and polymeric contributions to the zero-shear-rate
viscosity, respectively.

The polymer stress can be further formulated as the following constitutive equation:

τ p + λ
(
∂τ p

∂t
+ u · ∇τ p − τ p · ∇u − (∇u)T · τ p + α

μp
τ p · τ p

)
= μp

(∇u + (∇u)T
)
,

(2.5)
where λ is the polymer relaxation time and α denotes the mobility factor representing the
shear-thinning rheology of the polymeric solution. For a Giesekus-type fluid, the larger
the mobility factor is, the more appreciable is the shear-thinning effect of the fluid; it is
normally less than 0.5 to avoid unphysical solutions (Alves et al. 2021). Specifically, (2.5)
reduces to the Oldroyd-B model when α = 0.

The polymer stress in the Oldroyd-B and Giesekus models can be determined by the
conformation tensor B based on the kinetic theory as

τ p = μp

λ
(B − I) , (2.6)

where I is the identity matrix.
Then the conformation tensor-form constitutive equation can be described as

∂B

∂t
+ u · ∇B − B · (∇u)− (∇u)T · B = 1

λ
[I − B − α (B · B − 2B + I)] . (2.7)
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2.1.2. Particle rotation
Concerning the particle rotational motion, the following Euler equation is utilized:

d
(
Ipωp

)
dt

=
∮
Γp

r × (τ · n) ds, (2.8)

where Ip is the particle moment of inertia, ωp represents the particle angular velocity, Γp
is the particle surface, r is the position vector on the particle surface from the particle
centre and n denotes the unit normal vector pointing outwards on the particle surface; τ
represents the hydrodynamic stress tensor acting on the particle as τ = −pI + τ s + τ p.
The integration of τ accounts for the fluid–particle interaction

The immersed boundary method (IBM) is capable of resolving the effects of finite fluid
inertia and fluid elasticity on particle rotation. Therefore, IBM is adopted to model the
viscoelastic fluid–particle interaction in the present study. By integrating the momentum
equation (2.2) and the Gauss theorem, the hydrodynamic torque acting on the particle can
be rewritten as∮

Γp

r × (τ · n) ds =
∫
Ωp

r × (∇ · τ ) dv = d
dt

∫
Ωp

ρf r × u dv −
∫
Ωp

r × f IB dv, (2.9)

where Ωp is the particle region bounded with surface Γp. In IBM, the momentum forcing
term f IB in (2.2) and (2.9) is used to satisfy the no-slip condition on the particle surface,
which is spread from the fluid–particle interaction forcing term F IB

f IB =
∮
Γp

F IBδ(x − X ) ds, (2.10)

where δ is the Dirac delta function. Here, X denotes the positions of material Lagrangian
points distributed on the particle surface. In the penalty IBM, the fluid–particle interaction
forcing term F IB, acting on the particle surface from the fluid, is given as (Huang, Chang
& Sung 2011)

F IB = −κ [(X IB − X )+
t (U IB − U)] , (2.11)

where κ is a large penalty constant in IBM with κ = 104 in the present simulations; X IB
and U IB represent the positions and velocities of the massless counterparts of the material
Lagrangian points, respectively, and U denotes the velocities of the material Lagrangian
points; 
t is the time step.

To elaborate on the elasto-inertial effect on the particle rotational dynamics, the particle
is fixed at the centre of the simulation domain, thus the translation of particles is neglected
in this study. However, the particle rotation is not constrained, and the particle can freely
rotate in all directions. The flow configuration investigated in the present work is sketched
in figure 1, and the corresponding non-dimensional parameters are summarized as follows:

(i) Particle Reynolds number, Rep = GD2
p/ν0, where G is the constant shear rate of the

flow, Dp is the characteristic length of the particles, i.e. the major diameter of the
particles, and ν0 is the zero-shear-rate kinematic viscosity of viscoelastic fluids. In
the present simulation, the fluid shear rate G and particle major-axis diameter Dp are
set as G = 1.0 and Dp = 1.0, respectively. The effect of fluid inertia is represented
by the variation of the zero-shear-rate kinematic viscosity ν0.

(ii) Stokes number, St = ρrRep, which represents particle inertia. Here, ρr is the ratio
between the particle and fluid densities, ρr = ρp/ρf . In the present work, we focus
on neutrally buoyant particles, i.e. ρr = 1.0, and thus St = Rep .
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y

xz

p

Figure 1. Schematic of a prolate spheroid in a viscoelastic shear flow.

(iii) Weissenberg number, Wi = λG, which represents the elastic effect of fluids.
(iv) Elastic number, El = Wi/Rep, which quantifies the competition between fluid elastic

and fluid inertial effects.
(v) Particle aspect ratio, AR = a/b, where a and b are the polar and equatorial radii of a

spheroid, respectively.

2.2. Numerical methods

2.2.1. Viscoelastic flow solver
The governing equations of a viscoelastic fluid are discretized on the staggered grid using
a finite-difference method. The pressure and conformation tensor are defined on the cell
centre, while the velocity is located on the centre of the cell face, which is orthogonal to its
stored velocity component. For spatial discretization of the governing equations, all terms
are approximated by the second-order central difference scheme, except for the convective
term in the constitutive equation, which is evaluated by a high-resolution scheme, i.e. the
CUBISTA scheme that is often used in viscoelastic flow simulations (Pimenta & Alves
2017). For temporal discretization of the momentum and constitutive equations, all terms
are integrated in time by the second-order Crank–Nicolson scheme. The incremental form
and staggered time (ST) scheme are utilized to treat the pressure gradient and elastic stress
terms. In the ST scheme, the velocity was defined at the n time level while the pressure and
conformation tensor were defined at the n + 1/2 time level. More details on the numerical
method can be found in Li et al. (2022). With the above temporal and spatial discretization
schemes, the discretized governing equations of viscoelastic flow can be written as

Dun+1 = cbcn, (2.12)

un+1


t
+ Nun+1 − β

2Re
Lun+1 + Gf δp − 1 − β

WiRep
DδB

= un


t
− Gf pn−1/2 + β

2Re
Lun + 1 − β

WiRep
DBn−1/2 + mbcn+1/2 + f IB,n+1/2

, (2.13)

δB


t
+ 1

2
NuδB + NuBn−1/2 − 1

2
δB · (Gf un)− Bn−1/2 · (Gf un)

− 1
2

(
Gf un)T · δB − (

Gf un)T · Bn−1/2
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+ 1
2Wi

δB + α

2Wi

(
δB · Bn−1/2 + Bn−1/2 · δB − 2δB

)

= 1
Wi

(
I − Bn−1/2

)
− α

Wi

[
Bn−1/2 · Bn−1/2 − 2Bn−1/2 + I

]
, (2.14)

where δp = pn+1/2 − pn−1/2, δB = Bn+1/2 − Bn−1/2, cbc is the discretization of the
boundary condition in the continuity equation and mbc is the discretization of the
boundary condition in the momentum equation. Further, D represents the discretized
divergence operator, N represents the coefficient matrix of un+1 in the discretized
convective term of the momentum equation, Gf denotes the discretized gradient operator,
L represents the discrete Laplacian operator and Nu denotes the coefficient matrix of B in
the discretized convective term of the constitutive equation. Note that there is no need to
prescribe a boundary condition for the constitutive equation.

By rearranging the discretized governing equations (2.12)–(2.14) in a monolithic matrix
system, the pressure, conformation tensor and velocity can be decoupled from the
viscoelastic flow system sequentially based on the approximate factorization of the system
coefficient matrix. This decoupling procedure has been successfully applied to Newtonian
(Kim, Baek & Sung 2002; Pan, Kim & Choi 2019) and viscoelastic (Li et al. 2022) flow
simulations. With this method, all quantities can be resolved in a projection framework
without iteration.

2.2.2. Particle solver
For the particle phase, substituting equation (2.9) and (2.10) into the particle governing
equation (2.8), the rotation of a particle is further described as follows:

d
(
Ipωp

)
dt

≈ −
Nl∑
l

r × F IB,l
sl + ρf
d
dt

(∫
Ωp

r × u dv

)
, (2.15)

where 
sl is the surface area of each Lagrangian element on the particle surface and Nl is
the total number of Lagrangian points.

The discretized particle rotation equation (2.15) is solved in the particle frame with the
fourth-order Runge–Kutta scheme. The particle orientation is represented by quaternions
(Goldstein 1980), which are updated based on the particle angular velocity.

In the present study, the particle is located at the centre of a box with a size of L × H ×
W. The top and bottom boundaries of the computational domain move with a constant
velocity in opposite directions. The velocity distribution of a simple shear flow is applied
at the inlet boundary. Considering the fluid inertial effect, the convective outflow boundary
is set at the outlet of the computational region. The periodic boundary is set in the spanwise
direction. The size of the computational domain could affect the particle rotation in shear
flows, thus, we compared the results calculated in the different computational domains to
examine the domain-size effect on the particle rotation, as shown in figure 2. It can be seen
that the evolutions of particle orientation and angular velocity calculated with two larger
domains are in good agreement, while the results obtained using the small domain deviate
slightly. Considering the computational cost, the domain size of L × H × W = 8 × 8 × 4
is chosen in the following simulations. The number of Eulerian grid points per major
diameter of the particle is 32, thus the mesh resolution is Δ = 1/32. The time step is
set as 
t = 10−3 in all simulations. With this time step, the Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy
numbers in all simulations satisfy max{u
t/Δ, v
t/
x,w
t/Δ} � 0.2, where u, v,w
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Figure 2. Comparisons of (a) azimuthal angle and (b) angular velocity vs time for a prolate with AR = 2.0,
Rep = 0.1 and Wi = 2.0 in different computational domain sizes.

denote three velocity components in the flow field. The validation of the present numerical
methods is presented in Appendix A.

3. Results and discussion

As mentioned in § 1, the single effect of fluid inertia or fluid elasticity on the rotation
of prolate spheroids has been extensively studied. For fluid inertia, the orientation modes
of prolate spheroids with AR = 2 (Yu, Phan-Thien & Tanner 2007; Huang et al. 2012)
and AR = 4 (Rosén et al. 2014) have been comprehensively analysed in Newtonian shear
flows. In Stokesian viscoelastic shear flows, the rotational dynamics of prolate spheroids
(AR = 4) is also reported in simulations (D’Avino et al. 2014) and experiments
(AR = 2 ∼ 6) (Johnson et al. 1990). To clearly elaborate on the different orientation modes
of prolate spheroids induced by the elasto-inertial effect, we focus on the prolate spheroids
with the same aspect ratios (AR = 1, 2 and 4) used in the earlier studies on the single
effect.

Considering the finite fluid inertia in the practical applications related to the dynamics
of particles in viscoelastic fluids, we set the particle Reynolds number as Rep = 0.1 and
Rep = 10.0 in the present study. These specific values of Rep are chosen mainly for
the fluid inertia in the manipulation of bioparticles in microfluidics. Lu & Xuan (2015)
and Lim et al. (2014) experimentally studied the elasto-inertial focusing of particles in
viscoelastic flows with different fluid inertia, i.e. bulk Reynolds numbers ReH = UH/ν0 =
4.86 and 105.0 (U is the bulk velocity and H denotes the height of microchannel).
Correspondingly, the shear Reynolds numbers of particles in their experiments are roughly
estimated as Rep about O(0.1) ∼ O(10.0). Thus, the present study mainly focuses on the
cases with weak and moderate fluid inertia, i.e. Rep = 0.1 and Rep = 10.0.

In this section, the rotational dynamics of particles in viscoelastic shear flows with finite
fluid inertia is investigated numerically. To investigate the effect of fluid elasticity on the
particle rotation in the shear plane, we first focus on the case with weak fluid inertia (Rep =
0.1) in § 3.1. Then, with moderate fluid inertia (Rep = 10.0), the orientation modes and
drift of particle 3-D orbits induced by the competition between fluid elasticity and fluid
inertial effects are studied in § 3.2.
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3.1. Particle rotation in the shear plane

3.1.1. Effect of fluid elasticity
To understand the mechanism of the reduction of the particle rotation rate caused by fluid
elasticity, we look into the viscoelastic shear flow with weak fluid inertia (Rep = 0.1). The
rheological parameters in the present viscoelastic shear flows are set as β = 0.0909 and
α = 0.2, which are consistent with those in the earlier work (D’Avino et al. 2014). The
evolutions of the azimuthal angle of prolate spheroids are shown in figure 3, in which,
compared with the Newtonian case (Wi = 0), fluid elasticity significantly increases the
particle rotation period in viscoelastic flows. The rotation period of particles with large
aspect ratios is more obviously changed by fluid elasticity. For AR = 4.0, the particle
can remain in a motionless state, which reveals that fluid elasticity stabilizes the particle
rotation. In addition, we further analyse the effect of fluid elasticity on the particle angular
velocity at different orientations, and the results are shown in figure 4.

For spherical particles, figure 4 suggests that spherical particles rotate with a constant
angular velocity in viscoelastic fluids, which is similar to that in a Newtonian case.
The sphere rotation rate is remarkably reduced by fluid elasticity, which is consistent
with the results reported by Snijkers et al. (2011), and spheroidal particles exhibit more
peculiar rotation behaviours in viscoelastic shear flows. The particles with different
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aspect ratios are affected by fluid elasticity in different ways. For particles with small
eccentricity (AR = 2.0), figure 4(b) shows that the curve of the particle angular velocity
at different orientations in a stronger viscoelastic fluid (Wi = 4) is bounded by that in
a weaker viscoelastic fluid (Wi = 2). This reveals that the particle angular velocities
at all orientations are decelerated by fluid elasticity. However, for particles with large
eccentricity (AR = 4.0), the influence of fluid elasticity on the particle angular velocity
becomes orientation dependent. When the particle orients toward the flow direction, the
particle angular velocity is slightly decreased by fluid elasticity, while it is increased when
the particle is normal to the flow direction (seen in figure 4c). More interestingly, when the
fluid elasticity further increases, the particle with AR = 4.0 reaches a steady alignment in
the streamwise direction.

Figure 5 shows the variations of total torque during the particle rotation. It can be
seen that fluid elasticity breaks the symmetry of the particle rotation process observed in
Newtonian flow (blue line in figure 5). The particle deceleration takes a longer time than
the acceleration. More quantitatively, the period of particle deceleration is approximately
twice that of acceleration, which could be caused by the coupled effect of stress relaxation
and the transient shear-thinning rheology (Varchanis et al. 2022) of viscoelastic fluids.
During the particle deceleration, the local shear rate on the particle increases, except
for the tip area of the particle. With the transient shear-thinning effect, the decreased
local viscosity near the particle would lead to an attenuated drag force (less energy) on
the particle from the surrounding fluids, and thus the particle rotation rate is hindered
during its deceleration. This will strengthen the symmetry breaking of the particle rotation
process.

Based on the kinematic theory, the conformation tensor B is defined as (Bird et al. 1987)

B = 〈QQ〉
Q2

eq
, (3.1)
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where Q is the end-to-end vector in the dumbbell model of polymer molecules, and Qeq
represents Q at the polymer equilibrium state. From (3.1), the conformation tensor can
quantify the relative deformation of the polymer molecule in the flow field.

According to the conformation tensor field shown in figure 6, it is found that the polymer
deformation induced by the flow field depends on the particle orientation. When the
particle symmetry axis changes from being perpendicular (y axis) to parallel (x axis) to
the flow direction, Bii becomes smaller. This represents the deformation of polymer being
reduced and partially recovered (3.1) when the particle aligns its symmetry axis along the
flow direction. The elastic torque acting on the particle is associated with the polymer
deformation (as shown in (2.6)), thus the elastic stress will decrease during the particle
deceleration process. However, the stress relaxation effect (due to the relaxation time λ)
of the viscoelastic fluid makes the response of the elastic stress hysteretic to the strain
variation (Ewoldt & Saengow 2022). Therefore, the decay of the elastic stress is retarded
to the recovery of deformed polymer. Such a decaying characteristic of the elastic stress
makes the particle experience a longer period of resisting hydrodynamic torque, thus the
particle angular velocity evolves asymmetrically, as shown in figure 5.

Physically, the polymer is generally stretched in shear flows and forms stretched
microstructures (seen in figure 6) in the flow field; these microstructures of polymer
would create tension along the streamlines (Ewoldt & Saengow 2022). By comparing
the distributions of the conformation tensor around particles with different orientations
in figure 6, we find that the deformation of polymer is more obvious when the particle is
perpendicular to the flow direction. This indicates that it is more difficult for particles to
overcome the streamline tension when they are perpendicular to the flow direction. Thus,
the orientation-dependent polymer deformation might also bring asymmetry to the particle
rotation process shown in figure 5.

On the other hand, the reduction of the particle rotation rate in viscoelastic shear flows
is also linked to the above stretched structure of polymer in the flow field. From figure 6, it
is found that the maximum of the conformation tensor (Bxx in figure 6a,d) mainly locates
around the particle tip. The distribution of the conformation tensor shows the ‘sheet-like’
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(b–g) the six independent components of the elastic stress tensor.

structure of polymer deformation in the particle upstream, especially for the distribution
of Bxx in figure 6(a). Additionally, figure 7 shows the distribution of elastic stress on the
particle surface when the particle aligns along the flow direction. Similar to figure 6, the
strong elastic stress also mainly locates near the particle tip. The above distributions of
the conformation tensor and elastic stress reveal that the polymer is highly stretched near
the particle tip. When the particle rotates, the streamlines near the particle surface will
be changed, and the streamline tension generated by the stretched structures of polymer
induce an opposite torque to hinder the particle rotation, causing a reduction of the particle
rotation rate in viscoelastic shear flows, as shown in figures 4 and 5.

3.1.2. Effect of solvent viscosity ratio and mobility factor
In addition to the effect of fluid elasticity (Wi), other rheological factors, including the
solvent viscosity ratio and the mobility factor, also affect the flow characteristics and
particle dynamics.

Figure 8 shows the particle angular velocities in viscoelastic shear flows with different
solvent viscosity ratios. The solvent viscosity ratio reflects the contribution of solvent to
the total zero-shear-rate viscosity of the viscoelastic fluid solution. From (2.6), it can
be found that the smaller the solvent viscosity ratio is, the stronger the elastic stress is.
Figure 8(a) indicates that the solvent viscosity ratio has little influence on the relationship
between particle angular velocity and orientation. However, figures 8(b) and 8(c) obviously
show that the evolutions of particle orientation and angular velocity can be changed by
the solvent viscosity ratio. Figure 8(b) shows that the particle rotation period decreases
monotonically with the viscosity ratio. With increasing solvent viscosity ratio, the elastic
stress becomes weaker, and the particle angular velocity increases, thus the period of
particle rotation decreases.

Compared with the influence of fluid elasticity (Wi) on the particle angular velocity
(figure 5), the solvent viscosity ratio shows a more peculiar effect. From figure 8(c), we
find that, with increasing solvent viscosity ratio, the magnitude of the maximum angular
velocity decreases, while that of the minimum angular velocity increases.

Moreover, the shear-thinning and extension-hardening rheology, as two additional
important rheological characteristics of polymeric solution, can be described by the
Giesekus model. Previous studies have shown that the migration dynamics of particles
is strongly affected by the mobility factor (Li et al. 2015). In this paper, we examine the
effect of the mobility factor on the particle rotation behaviour, as shown in figure 9.

From figures 9(a) and 9(c), it is found that the mobility factor mainly affects the
maximum angular velocity of the particle. Specifically, the magnitude of the maximum
angular velocity is attenuated by the mobility factor, while the minimum angular velocity
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is almost the same. Unlike the solvent viscosity ratio, the particle rotation period is a
non-monotonic function of the mobility factor. The mobility factor affects viscoelastic
flows in two main regards (Li et al. 2015): (i) reducing the elastic stress; and (ii)
strengthening the fluid inertial effect through decreasing the apparent viscosity of fluids.
Compared with the viscoelastic shear flow with α = 0.0 (Oldroyd-B fluid), the elastic
stress is weaker in the flows with α > 0.0, and thus the particle rotates faster. For example,
when α = 0.2, the particle rotation period is less than that in an Oldroyd-B fluid. However,
when α = 0.4, the particle rotation slows down again. This non-monotonic relationship
between the particle rotation period and the mobility factor is related to the shear-thinning
and extension-hardening rheology of viscoelastic fluids. The role of the shear-thinning
rheology in the particle rotation can be explained by the effect of fluid inertia, which has
been studied systematically in Newtonian shear flows (Mao & Alexeev 2014).

On the other hand, the extension-hardening rheology of viscoelastic fluids is suppressed
by increasing the mobility factor (Giesekus 1982). Moreover, Debbaut & Crochet (1988)
indicated that the extension-hardening effect could increase the drag on the sphere in
viscoelastic fluids. In the present flow system, compared with the case of α = 0.2, the
extension-hardening effect in the flow with α = 0.4 is weaker, and thus the hydrodynamic
torque exerted on the particle is decreased due to the attenuated drag force of the particle.
Therefore, the particle rotation period is enlarged with α = 0.4. The above results indicate
that there exists a critical α to minimize the reduction of the particle rotation rate in
viscoelastic shear flows.
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3.2. Three-dimensional rotation modes of particle in viscoelastic–inertial
shear flow

The 3-D rotation and orientation modes of particles have been extensively studied in
Newtonian shear flows (Mao & Alexeev 2014; Rosén et al. 2014, 2015a) or viscoelastic
shear flows neglecting fluid inertia (Stokes flow) (D’Avino et al. 2014). However, the
coupled effect of fluid inertia and viscoelasticity on the rotation modes of particles has
not been explored. Therefore, in this section, the rotation modes of a prolate particle
(AR = 4.0) in the viscoelastic shear flow at Rep = 10.0 are studied numerically. The
mobility factor α and the solvent viscosity ratio β are set as α = 0.2 and β = 0.0909,
respectively.

3.2.1. Tumbling mode with weak fluid elasticity
Firstly, we analyse the particle rotation modes in viscoelastic shear flows with weak fluid
elasticity. The tumbling mode of the prolate particle is shown in figure 10 and we find
that, when fluid elasticity is weak, the particle spirals out to the shear plane and eventually
tumbles around the vorticity direction. This particle rotation mode is similar to that in
Newtonian shear flow with the same fluid inertial effect (Rep = 10.0). According to the
analysis by Rosén et al. (2014, 2015a), particle inertia induces the tumbling mode in the
shear plane. Thus, the present tumbling mode of the particle in weakly viscoelastic shear
flow is also caused by particle inertia.

In addition, the particle orbit drift is also modified by fluid elasticity. The particle orbit
drift can be quantified by the orbit parameter Cb and the orbit drift rate c′. These two
parameters have been widely used to analyse the particle orbit drift in Newtonian shear
flows (Lundell & Carlsson 2010; Mao & Alexeev 2014; Rosén et al. 2014). The normalized
orbit parameter Cb is formulated as follows (Mao & Alexeev 2014):

Cb = C
C + 1

, (3.2)

C = AR−1 tan θ
√(

AR2 sin2 φ + cos2 φ
)
, (3.3)

where θ and φ are the polar angle and azimuthal angle of the particle symmetry axis,
respectively.

The rate of orbit drift is quantified by the parameter c′, defined as (Lundell & Carlsson
2010)

c′ = 2 ln
(
Cφ=−π/2/Cφ=−3π/2

)
TJ

, (3.4)

where TJ is the period of the Jeffery orbit (Jeffery 1922). Herein, the above two orbit
parameters are also utilized to evaluate the effect of fluid elasticity on the particle orbit
drift, as shown in figure 11.

Figure 11(a) shows the evolution of the particle orbit parameter Cb. Compared with
the Newtonian case (El = 0), the time required for a particle to drift to the shear plane
(Cb = 1.0) is obviously increased. This means that fluid elasticity slows down the particle
drift process. The reason is that the drift direction of the particle orbit induced by weak
fluid elasticity is opposite to that driven by particle inertia: weak fluid elasticity drives
the particle to the vorticity direction, while particle inertia makes the particle spiral out to
the shear plane (seen in figure 10). Therefore, fluid elasticity would weaken the effect of
particle inertia on the particle orbit drift. In figure 11, the particle inertia is still dominant in
viscoelastic shear flow due to the weak fluid elasticity, and thus the particle finally tumbles
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Figure 12. Trajectory of particle tip in viscoelastic flows with different elastic numbers: (a) El = 0.01;
(b) El = 0.03; (c) El = 0.05; (d) El = 0.1. Different colours denote different initial particle orientations.

in the shear plane. From figure 11(a), it is found that the particle orbit parameter Cb varies
nonlinearly with time, which is similar to that in the Newtonian case. Specifically, the
closer the particle is to the shear plane, the more slowly the particle orbit drifts.

To further quantitatively describe the effect of fluid elasticity on the drift rate of the
particle orbit, figure 11(b) shows the relation between the particle orbit drift rate and
the elastic number, El. In figure 11(b), the orbit drift rate is negatively correlated with
El, indicating fluid elasticity attenuates the particle orbit drift rate. The fitting curve in
figure 11(b) reveals that the particle orbit drift rate is approximately linearly correlated
with the elastic number within the ranges of El considered in the present study.

3.2.2. Asymmetric-kayaking mode with moderate fluid elasticity
In this section, we focus on the particle rotation behaviour in viscoelastic shear flows
with moderate fluid elasticity. In this situation, the final rotation mode of the particle is
determined by the competition among the fluid inertia, particle inertia and fluid elasticity.

Figure 12 shows the 3-D trajectories of the particle tip at two different initial
orientations, i.e. (φ, θ, ψ)0 = (0.5π, 0.4π, 0) and (0.5π, 0.1π, 0). As a contrast, the
particle rotation mode induced by weak fluid elasticity (El = 0.01) is also included
in figure 12(a). The comparisons between figures 12(a) and 12(b–d) reveal that, with
increasing fluid elasticity, the drift direction of particle orbit is changed: the particle spirals
toward a specific closed orbit between the vorticity axis and shear plane, and finally rotates
along a Jeffery-like orbit, which depends upon the fluid elasticity. This peculiar rotation
mode, caused by the interplay between fluid elasticity and inertial effects, is similar to the
kayaking mode (Rosén et al. 2014) in Newtonian shear flows.

To quantify the modulations of particle orbit drift by moderate fluid elasticity, figure 13
shows the evolution of the particle orbit parameter Cb under moderate fluid elasticity (El =
0.03 ∼ 0.1). Here, we find that the actual drift direction of the particle orbit is determined
by the relative position of the particle initial orientation to the final equilibrium orbit.
The particle always migrates to the equilibrium orbit despite different initial orientations.
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Figure 13. Evolution of particle orbit parameter in viscoelastic shear flow with moderate fluid elasticity. The

red filled and open circles at t = 0 denote two different initial orientations.

This observation indicates that this final equilibrium orbit is a stable limit cycle in phase
space. In the Newtonian case, there exists an unstable limit cycle between the shear plane
and vorticity direction (Rosén et al. 2014). Figure 13 also shows that the particle orbit
parameter is a nonlinear function of time. The drift rate of the particle orbit slows down
when the particle approaches the final equilibrium orbit. Different from the case with weak
fluid elasticity (figure 11), the moderate fluid elasticity accelerates the drifting process of
the particle orbit. This means that the particle can be quickly attracted to the equilibrium
orbit through increasing fluid elasticity.

Figure 14 shows the final equilibrium orbits of particles at different elastic numbers, El.
As shown in figure 12, in viscoelastic shear flows with moderate fluid elasticity, the particle
eventually rotates along a Jeffery-like orbit periodically. However, the shape of the present
equilibrium orbit is different from the Jeffery orbit (Jeffery 1922) in Newtonian flows, the
projection of Jeffery orbits on the shear plane is axisymmetric to the x or y axis (the green
circle in figure 14), while the projection of the present equilibrium orbit is asymmetric
about the x or y axis. Therefore, referring to the kayaking rotation mode of the particle
in Newtonian shear flows, the present rotation mode associated with the asymmetric
equilibrium orbit could be named the asymmetric-kayaking mode. Figure 14 also reveals
that, with increasing fluid elasticity, the deviation between the present equilibrium orbit
and the Jeffery orbit is more obvious. Thus, the asymmetry of the equilibrium orbit is
more remarkable.

Moreover, the sensitivities of the tumbling and asymmetric-kayaking modes to the
rheological parameters (α and β) of viscoelastic fluids are demonstrated in figures 15 and
16. In figure 15(a), it is found that, in weakly viscoelastic flows with different mobility
factors α = 0.0, 0.2 and 0.4, the spheroid finally shows the tumbling mode in the shear
plane, and the orbit drift rates are almost unchanged by α. Similarly to the mode observed
in figure 14(c), when the fluid inertia and fluid elasticity are comparable, particle rotation
remains in the asymmetric-kayaking mode in viscoelastic shear flows with different α.
However, the final equilibrium orbit of the spheroid is determined by α: the larger α is, the
flatter the shape of the steady orbit (figure 15c).

Figure 16 shows the effect of the solvent viscosity ratio (β = 0.0454, 0.0909 and 0.1818)
on the spheroid rotation modes. Similarly to the mobility factor, the rotation modes of the
spheroid are slightly affected by the solvent viscosity ratio. The prolate spheroid eventually
shows the tumbling mode and asymmetric-kayaking mode when El = 0.005 and
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Figure 14. Steady asymmetric-kayaking mode in viscoelastic flows with different elastic numbers:
(a) El = 0.03; (b) El = 0.05; (c) El = 0.1. The green line is the Jeffery orbit (Jeffery 1922).

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Tumbling

α = 0
α = 0.2
α = 0.4

1.0

1.2

200 400
Gt

Cb y

600 0

0

0 0.5–0.5

0.5

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

0.40

200 400
Gt x

600

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 15. Effect of mobility factor on the rotation modes of spheroid in shear flow with weak (El = 0.005)
and moderate (El = 0.1) fluid elasticities, AR = 4.0, Rep = 10.0, β = 0.0909: orbit parameter at El = 0.005
(a) and El = 0.1 (b); (c) equilibrium asymmetric-kayaking mode at El = 0.1.
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Figure 16. Effect of solvent viscosity ratio on the rotation modes of spheroid in shear flow with weak (El =
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Figure 17. Polar angle of the intersection point of the equilibrium orbit and y axis (φ = π/2).

El = 0.1, respectively. Within the present range of α and β, compared with the solvent
viscosity ratio, the rotation modes are more sensitive to the mobility factor.

Finally, from results in § 3.2.1 (weak fluid elasticity) and § 3.2.2 (moderate fluid
elasticity), we conclude that there exists a critical elastic number, Elc, governing the
transitions of particle rotation modes in viscoelastic shear flows with Rep = 10.0: (i)
when El < Elc, the particle inertia is dominant and the particle exhibits the ‘tumbling
mode’ in the shear plane; (ii) with El > Elc, the fluid elasticity and inertial effects become
comparable, the competition makes particle rotate in the ‘symmetric-kayaking mode’. In
the present simulation, this critical elastic number is estimated numerically as Elc ∼ 0.02,
as shown in figure 17. This means that, with the present simulation parameters, once
the elastic number exceeds 0.02, the final particle rotation mode begins to be primarily
affected by fluid elasticity. Note that the present Elc is of the same order as the critical
elastic number governing the elasto-inertial lateral migration of spherical particles (Elc ∼
0.01) (Li et al. 2015). This further indicates that when the elastic number in viscoelastic
flow systems reaches O(0.01), the effect of fluid elasticity on both the migration and
rotation of particles has to be considered.

3.2.3. Rotation modes induced by strong fluid elasticity
In this section, we examine the particle rotation modes in viscoelastic shear flows with
strong fluid elasticity. As shown in figure 18, we find that, with increasing fluid elasticity,
the particle shows a rolling mode between the flow and vorticity directions, a bi-stable
orientation mode and a flow-alignment mode. Except for El = 0.4 (figure 18b), the
final orientations of the particle released from different initial positions are consistent
(figure 18a,c), which indicates that the rolling mode in the flow–vorticity plane (figure 18a)
and the flow-alignment mode (figure 18c) are both stable (stable fixed point in phase
space). Interestingly, the bi-stable orientation mode reported in the experiments (Johnson
et al. 1990; Gunes et al. 2008) and numerical simulations in viscoelastic shear flow with
zero fluid inertia (D’Avino et al. 2014) is also found in the present viscoelastic shear flow
with finite fluid inertia. Overall, the particle orientation modes under the present flow
conditions are similar to those in viscoelastic shear flows without fluid and particle inertia.
This indicates that, once fluid elasticity becomes fully dominant in a flow system, the
particle rotational dynamics in viscoelastic–inertial shear flows could still be predicted by
the results obtained with the Stokesian flow assumption.
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Figure 18. Particle rotation modes induced by the strong fluid elasticity: (a) El = 0.3; (b) El = 0.4;
(c) El = 0.5. The different colours of particle trajectories in (a i–c i) and (a ii–c ii) denote particles released
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particles with the above two different initial orientations.

When the fluid elasticity becomes dominant in the flow system, the rheological
properties of viscoelastic fluids are highly dependent on α and β. Both figures 19 and
20 reveal that α and β significantly affect the particle orientation modes in the shear flow
with strong fluid elasticity. As shown in figure 19, with increasing α, the fluid elasticity
is suppressed, thus the equilibrium orientation of the particle is approaching the vorticity
direction (figure 19b,c). When α increases to α = 0.4, the attenuated fluid elasticity is not
dominant in the flow system, then the comparable fluid inertia and fluid elasticity together
induce the asymmetric-kayaking mode, which is similar to the rotation mode observed in
the shear flow with the moderate fluid elasticity (figure 12).

Figure 20 shows the dependence of the orientation modes of the prolate spheroid on
the solvent viscosity ratio. As discussed in § 3.1, the smaller the solvent viscosity ratio
is, the stronger the fluid elastic stress is. From this point of view, as β varies from β =
0.0454 to β = 0.1818, the fluid elasticity attenuates in the flow system, thus the prolate
particle finally exhibits the flow-alignment state (figure 20a), the inclined-rolling mode
between the flow and vorticity directions (figure 20b) and the asymmetric-kayaking mode
(figure 20c). It is worthwhile noting that, although these two rheological parameters can

958 A20-21

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
3.

69
 P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
lin

e 
by

 C
am

br
id

ge
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
re

ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2023.69


Y. Li, C. Xu and L. Zhao

y

x z0.5
0.3

0.1
–0.1

–0.3
–0.5

–0.3

–0.1

0.1

0.3

0.5

0.3
0.1

–0.1
–0.3

–0.5

x z
0.5

0.3
0.1

–0.1
–0.3

–0.5

–0.3

–0.1

0.1

0.3

0.5

0.3
0.1

–0.1
–0.3

–0.5

x z
0.5

0.3
0.1

–0.1
–0.3

–0.5

–0.3

–0.1

0.1

0.3

0.5

0.3
0.1

–0.1
–0.3

–0.5

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 19. Effect of mobility factor on the orientation modes of prolate spheroid in the shear flow with strong
(El = 0.3) fluid elasticity, AR = 4.0, Rep = 10.0, β = 0.0909. (a) α = 0, (b) α = 0.2, (c) α = 0.4.
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Figure 20. Effect of solvent viscosity ratio on the orientation modes of a prolate spheroid in the shear
flow with strong (El = 0.3) fluid elasticity, AR = 4.0, Rep = 10.0, α = 0.2. (a) β = 0.0454, (b) β = 0.0909,
(c) β = 0.1818.

modulate the critical elastic number Elc, which governs the transition of particle rotation
modes, the mechanism behind the transitions of particle rotation modes is consistent with
that discussed in previous sections.

On the other hand, the fluid inertia can also modulate the particle rotation modes in the
viscoelastic shear flow with strong fluid elasticity. Figure 21 shows that, with increasing
fluid inertia (Rep), the particle gradually approaches the shear plane. When Rep < 8.0, the
fluid elasticity is dominant in the flow system, and thus the particle orientation modes
are similar to those in the viscoelastic flow with negligible fluid inertia (Rep = 0.1).
However, the angle between the particle symmetry axis and the shear plane is changed
due to the fluid inertia (figure 21a–c). When the fluid inertia becomes more dominant
(Rep > 13.0), the particle is driven to the shear plane and finally reaches a steady state,
which is similar to the rotation mode of the particle in a Newtonian shear flow with large
fluid inertia (Rep ∼ 100.0) (Rosén et al. 2014). The steady angle between the particle
symmetry axis and flow direction is slightly modulated by the higher Rep = 40.0 and
Rep = 50.0. Note that, different from the Newtonian case, such a motionless state of a
particle in the shear plane within the present elasto-inertial shear flow can be realized with
moderate fluid inertia (Rep ∼ 13.0). This implies that it is convenient to manipulate the
orientations of non-spherical particles in elasto-inertial flows with moderate fluid inertia,
which corresponds to a small pressure gradient (less energy) used to operate microfluidic
devices.
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Figure 21. Effect of fluid inertia on the orientation modes of a prolate spheroid with AR = 4.0,El = 0.4.
The initial orientation of particle is (φ, θ, ψ)0 = (0.5π, 0.4π, 0). (a) Rep = 0.1, (b) Rep = 5.0, (c) Rep = 8.0,
(d) Rep = 13.0, (e) Rep = 40.0, (f ) Rep = 50.0.
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Figure 22. Illustration of multi-orientation modes of a neutrally buoyant prolate particle (AR = 4.0) in
viscoelastic shear flow with finite fluid inertia (Rep = 10.0). Here, Elc1∼c4 are four critical elastic numbers
that classify particle rotation modes.

Finally, according to results in § 3.2, an overall picture of rotation modes for a
neutrally buoyant prolate particle in viscoelastic–inertial shear flows is plotted in figure 22.
Compared with the observed particle orientation modes in viscoelastic shear flows with
zero fluid and particle inertia (D’Avino et al. 2014), the rotational and orientational
dynamics of neutrally buoyant particles in the present viscoelastic shear flows is more
complicated. Figure 22 shows four critical elastic numbers that classify particle rotation
modes. In contrast to the earlier studies on the viscoelastic shear flow system within the
Stokesian regime, there are two additional critical elastic numbers given in the present
flow system. Consequently, a newly observed rotation mode (asymmetric-kayaking mode)
induced by the competition among the fluid elasticity, fluid inertia and particle inertia,
occurs in the present particle-laden viscoelastic flow system with finite fluid inertia
(Rep = 10.0).
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In a summary, figure 22 clearly reveals that the neutrally buoyant non-spherical
particles exhibit multi-rotation modes in viscoelastic–inertial shear flows. These peculiar
orientational characteristics have not been found in the flow systems governed by a single
effect. The present results could be potentially used to design the rheology-based control
strategy for guiding particles to realize specific orientations in complex fluids.

4. Conclusions

In this work, we numerically investigate the rotational and orientational dynamics of a
neutrally buoyant spheroid immersed in viscoelastic shear flow with finite fluid inertia.
The fluid viscoelasticity is described by the Giesekus model. The interplay between
particle and viscoelastic fluid is realized by the IBM. With weak fluid inertia (Rep = 0.1),
the influence of fluid rheology on the particle rotational dynamics in the shear plane is
analysed in detail. For moderate fluid inertia (Rep = 10.0), we focus on the modulations
of the particle 3-D orbit for different fluid elasticities. The main conclusions are:

(i) With weak fluid inertia, the particle rotation rate is remarkably reduced by fluid
elasticity. The particles with large eccentricity (AR = 4.0) reach a non-rotational
state in viscoelastic shear flow (Wi = 2.0). This observation reveals that, within
the range of Wi considered in the present study (Wi = 0.0 ∼ 5.0), fluid elasticity
stabilizes the particle rotation in a viscoelastic fluid. Additionally, the fluid elasticity
brings asymmetry into the particle rotation process where the particle deceleration
takes a longer time than acceleration.

(ii) The rotational dynamics of particles are affected by the solvent viscosity ratio and
the mobility factor in different ways: the period of the particle rotation decreases
monotonically with the solvent viscosity ratio. In contrast, the particle rotation
period changes non-monotonically with the mobility factor. The results indicate that
there exists a critical mobility factor for a viscoelastic fluid to minimize the reduction
of the particle rotation rate in viscoelastic shear flows.

(iii) With moderate fluid inertia, when fluid elasticity is weak, the particle spirals toward
the shear plane and eventually exhibits a tumbling mode, which is caused by the
particle inertia. The fluid elasticity slows down the drift rate of the particle orbit.
With increasing fluid elasticity, the competition among fluid elasticity, fluid inertia
and particle inertia cause the particle to be attracted to a stable limit cycle between
the shear plane and vorticity direction. This stable limit cycle results in a new particle
rotation mode, i.e. asymmetric-kayaking mode.

(iv) The neutrally buoyant prolate particles exhibit multi-rotation modes in viscoelastic–
inertial shear flows. Compared with the orientation behaviour of inertia-free
particles in the Stokesian viscoelastic shear flows, four critical elastic numbers and
one new orientation mode (asymmetric-kayaking mode) are observed in the present
particle-laden viscoelastic flow system with finite fluid inertia.

In summary, the main contributions of the present work are: (i) comprehensively
elaborating on the effects of rheological factors of viscoelastic fluid on the particle
rotational dynamics; and (ii) a first attempt to give the overall picture of rotation modes
induced by the elasto-inertial effect for a neutrally buoyant spheroid in viscoelastic shear
flow at a finite Reynolds number. The results of the present work might enrich our
understanding of the peculiar rotation and orientation dynamics of non-spherical particles
in viscoelastic–inertial flows. Furthermore, from the applied perspective, the present
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results could also potentially be used to design a rheology-based controlling strategy for
guiding particles to realize specific orientations in complex fluids.

Finally, it is worthwhile noting that the present computational framework of
particle-laden viscoelastic flow is convenient to tackle the rotation of complex particles.
A possible extension of the present research is to explore the elasto-inertial rotation of
spheroids with a non-smooth or non-analytical closed surface, which may give additional
insights into the dynamics of complex particles in viscoelastic fluids.
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Appendix A. Validation of numerical approach

The present study aims at investigating the rotation of particles in viscoelastic shear flows.
Thus, we validate the numerical methods from two aspects: (i) particle rotation and (ii)
fluid elastic effect.

A.1. Spheroid rotation in a Newtonian shear flow with zero fluid inertia
Jeffery orbit (Jeffery 1922) is a canonical benchmark problem used to check the accuracy
of a particle solver (Rosén et al. 2014, 2015a). We used it here to validate the performance
of the present particle solver when resolving the particle rotational dynamics. In this
validation case, the particle aspect ratio is set as AR = 2.0, and the particle Reynolds
number and Stokes number are consistent, i.e. Rep = St = 0.1. Thus, both the fluid and
particle inertial effects are weak. The comparisons of numerical and theoretical results
(Jeffery 1922) are shown in figure 23, in which the calculated particle orientation and
angular velocity agree well with the theoretical results. The comparison of results indicates
that the present numerical method could accurately predict particle rotation in linear shear
flow.

A.2. Spheroid rotation in a viscoelastic shear flow with zero fluid inertia
The particle rotation in the viscoelastic shear flow within the Stokesian regime is used to
check the capability of the present method to capture the fluid elastic effect on particle
rotation. In this test case, the particle Reynolds number is Rep = 0.1. The Weissenberg
number ranges from 0 to 4.0. We first validate the dependence of average angular velocity,
ω̄, of particles with different aspect ratios on the Weissenberg number. The comparison of
results is shown in figure 24, in which the calculated average angular velocity of particles
is generally consistent with the reference results from D’Avino et al. (2014), although a
little deviation exists when the fluid elastic effect becomes significant (Wi > 1.0). Such
little deviation might be caused by two reasons: (i) the momentum equation used is
different, in the present study, the Navier–Stokes equation is utilized to resolve the flow
field, while the Stokes equation is used in the reference; (ii) the solution method of the
constitutive equation is different. In the present study, the constitutive equation is solved
by the standard-conformation tensor formulation, whereas the log-representation formula
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Figure 23. Comparisons of calculated results of a prolate spheroid (AR = 2.0) with theoretical solutions of
Jeffery (1922): (a) azimuthal angle; (b) angle velocity.
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Figure 24. Comparisons of calculated average angular velocity of particle with the results from D’Avino
et al. (2014).

is used by D’Avino et al. (2014) to stabilize the simulation of viscoelastic flow with strong
fluid elasticity. There may be a little difference in resolving the viscoelastic fluid–solid
interaction by these two methods under the highly elastic effect (Castillo & Codina 2015).

From figure 24, we can see that the rotational dynamics of the particle with large
eccentricity is more easily affected by fluid elasticity. Specifically, the particles with
large aspect ratios (AR = 4.0) can remain stationary in highly viscoelastic shear flow
(Wi > 1.5). Overall, the comparison of results shows that the present numerical method
could readily estimate the reduction of the particle rotation rate by fluid elasticity.

To further validate the performance of the present method for predicting the orientation
of non-spherical particles in viscoelastic shear flows, we also contrast the particle
orientation modes calculated with those from previous results (D’Avino et al. 2014).
Figure 25 illustrates the orientation modes of a prolate particle (AR = 4.0) under different
fluid elasticities. From figure 25, it is found that the present method can capture the
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Figure 25. Orientation modes of a neutrally prolate particle (AR = 4.0) in viscoelastic shear flows with
different elasticities. (a) Wi = 1.0, (b) Wi = 2.7, (c) Wi = 3.0, (d) Wi = 4.5, (e) Wi = 1.0, (f ) Wi = 2.7,
(g) Wi = 3.0, (h) Wi = 4.5.

transitions of orientation modes of a prolate particle. There exist four different orientation
modes in the present simulations: kayaking mode, orientation between the flow and
vorticity direction, bi-stable orientation mode and flow-alignment mode. Different from
the elasticity-induced orientation modes of inertia-free particles reported by D’Avino et al.
(2014), the particle rotates as a ‘kayaking’ mode in the present simulation (figure 25a,e),
rather than the ‘log-rolling’ mode in the weakly viscoelastic shear flows with zero inertial
effect. However, the present ‘kayaking’ rotation mode is also found in the simulation by
Wang et al. (2019).

The final rotational state of particles could reveal the dominant effect in the
particle-laden flow system. If the final rotation mode is a time-periodic mode for particle
and fluid flow, the dominant effect generally is particle inertia (Rosén et al. 2014). From
this point, the particle inertia might result in the present kayaking mode in figures 25(a)
and 25(e). Considering this, we additionally perform another case, where the particle
density is less than that of the fluid, i.e. density ratio ρr = 0.5, to validate the effect of
particle inertia on the present kayaking mode.

Figure 26 shows that, when decreasing particle inertia, the lighter particles with different
initial orientations all spirally approach the vorticity direction, and finally behave in the
‘log-rolling’ mode as reported by D’Avino et al. (2014) for an inertia-free particle in
weakly viscoelastic shear flows. Therefore, we might conclude that the present ‘kayaking’
mode might be due to particle inertia. Furthermore, the above test results indicate that the
competition among fluid inertia (Rep), particle inertia (St) and fluid elasticity (Wi) can lead
to the peculiar particle rotation behaviours which could not be observed in the previous
studies governed by a single effect. This motivates the present research in § 3.

A.3. Spheroid rotation in a Newtonian shear flow with fluid inertia
The present study focuses on the effect of fluid inertia on the rotational dynamics of
spheroids in viscoelastic flows. Thus, we first examine the capability of the present
numerical approach to capture the effect of fluid inertia on particle rotation in a Newtonian
shear flow. In this test case, a spheroid with different aspect ratios (AR = 2.0 and 0.5)
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Figure 26. Effect of particle inertia on the orientation modes of a prolate particle (AR = 4.0) in viscoelastic
shear flow with Wi = 1.0, Rep = 0.1: panels (a i,b i) show the 3-D trajectory of the tip of particle with the
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is immersed in a Newtonian shear flow at Rep = 5.0, 12.8 and 64.0. The simulation
parameters are consistent with those in earlier studies (Ding & Aidun 2000; Yu et al. 2007).
The comparison of results is shown in figure 27, where the present spheroid rotation rate
(dφ/dt) at different azimuthal angles (φ) agrees well with that reported by Yu et al. (2007),
as shown in figures 27(a) and 27(b). The angular velocity of the spheroid with AR = 0.5 is
also in good agreement with that from Ding & Aidun (2000), as shown in figure 27(c). The
comparison of results shows that the present numerical approach can capture the effect of
fluid inertia on the spheroid rotation.
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Figure 28. Comparison of calculated spheroid rotation rate with the experiments (Snijkers et al. 2009) and
simulation results (Snijkers et al. 2011; Krishnan, Shaqfeh & Iaccarino 2017).

A.4. Sphere rotation in a sheared viscoelastic flow resolved within Navier-Stokes
framework

To explore the coupled effect of fluid elasticity and fluid inertia on particle rotation, we
further verify the present numerical approach by computing the rotation of a single sphere
immersed in a viscoelastic shear flow. The validation results are shown in figure 28,
where the present angular velocity of the sphere agrees well with experiments (Snijkers
et al. 2009) and with the numerical results obtained within the Navier–Stokes framework
(Krishnan et al. 2017). This validation indicates that the present numerical methods within
the Navier–Stokes framework are reliable in resolving the coupled effect of fluid elasticity
and fluid inertia on particle rotation.

Moreover, the accuracy of the present numerical solver is systematically validated by
several canonical benchmark examples of viscoelastic fluid flows in our recent study (Li
et al. 2022).

In summary, the accuracy and capability of the present numerical approach are verified
by four benchmark examples of particle rotation in Newtonian and viscoelastic shear flows.
All validation results reveal that the present methods can accurately simulate the particle
dynamics in viscoelastic shear flows.

A.5. Grid resolution effect
To check the effect of grid resolution on the particle rotation, we simulated the rotation of
a prolate particle (AR = 2.0) in a viscoelastic shear flow on three meshes with different
spatial resolutions; the results are shown in figure 29. The angular velocities at different
orientations calculated on different meshes agree well with each other (figure 29a). This
agreement indicates that the present grid resolution (Δ = 1/32Dp) is capable of giving
the grid-independence solution of particle angular velocity at different orientations.

To further evaluate the grid resolution effect on the 3-D orientation mode of the
particle, we also calculated the 3-D trajectory of the particle tip (AR = 4.0) in viscoelastic
shear flow with finite fluid inertia (Rep = 10.0, Wi = 5.0). Figure 29(b) shows that
the equilibrium orientation modes of the particle are not changed with increasing grid
resolution. Note that a small domain size of L × H × W = 2 × 2 × 2 is chosen in this test
case to save the computational cost.
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Figure 29. Effect of grid resolution on the particle rotation: (a) angular velocity vs particle orientation in
the polar coordinate system, AR = 2.0,Rep = 0.1, Wi = 2.0; (b) orientation modes of a prolate spheroid with
AR = 4.0,Rep = 10.0, Wi = 5.0.

Moreover, in earlier studies on the single effect (fluid inertia or fluid elasticity), the
grid resolutions used for calculating the rotation of the spheroid are approximately Δ =
1/32Dp for prolate spheroids in a Newtonian shear flow (Yu et al. 2007) and Δ = 1/16 ∼
1/42Dp for spheroids (AR = 1.0 and 4.0) in a viscoelastic shear flow (Krishnan et al. 2017;
Wang et al. 2019; Rosti & Brandt 2020). Therefore, both the present convergence test and
the previous studies indicate that the particle rotation modes obtained using the mesh with
the present mesh resolution (Δ = 1/32Dp) are reliable.
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NABERGOJ, M., UREVC, J. & HALILOVIČ, M. 2022 Function-based reconstruction of the fiber orientation
distribution function of short-fiber-reinforced polymers. J. Rheol. 66 (1), 147–160.

NGO, T.T., NGUYEN, H.M.K. & OH, D.-W. 2021 Prediction of fiber rotation in an orifice channel during
injection molding process. J. Rheol. 65 (6), 1361–1371.

NGUYEN-HOANG, H., PHAN-THIEN, N., KHOO, B.C., FAN, X.-J. & DOU, H.-S. 2008 Completed double
layer boundary element method for periodic fibre suspension in viscoelastic fluid. Chem. Engng Sci. 63
(15), 3898–3908.

PAN, X., KIM, K.-H. & CHOI, J.-I. 2019 Efficient monolithic projection method with staggered time
discretization for natural convection problems. Intl J. Heat Mass Transfer 144, 118677.

PHAN-THIEN, N. & FAN, X.-J. 2002 Viscoelastic mobility problem using a boundary element method.
J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 105 (2–3), 131–152.

PIMENTA, F. & ALVES, M.A. 2017 Stabilization of an open-source finite-volume solver for viscoelastic fluid
flows. J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 239, 85–104.

RAOUFI, M.A., MASHHADIAN, A., NIAZMAND, H., ASADNIA, M., RAZMJOU, A. & WARKIANI, M.E.
2019 Experimental and numerical study of elasto-inertial focusing in straight channels. Biomicrofluidics 13
(3), 034103.

ROSÉN, T., DO-QUANG, M., AIDUN, C.K. & LUNDELL, F. 2015a The dynamical states of a prolate
spheroidal particle suspended in shear flow as a consequence of particle and fluid inertia. J. Fluid Mech.
771, 115–158.

ROSÉN, T., DO-QUANG, M., AIDUN, C.K. & LUNDELL, F. 2015b Effect of fluid and particle inertia on the
rotation of an oblate spheroidal particle suspended in linear shear flow. Phys. Rev. E 91 (5), 053017.

ROSÉN, T., LUNDELL, F. & AIDUN, C.K. 2014 Effect of fluid inertia on the dynamics and scaling of neutrally
buoyant particles in shear flow. J. Fluid Mech. 738, 563–590.

ROSTI, M.E. & BRANDT, L. 2020 Increase of turbulent drag by polymers in particle suspensions. Phys. Rev.
Fluids 5 (4), 041301.

SAFFMAN, P.G. 1956 On the motion of small spheroidal particles in a viscous liquid. J. Fluid Mech. 1 (5),
540–553.

SNIJKERS, F., D’AVINO, G., MAFFETTONE, P.L., GRECO, F., HULSEN, M.A. & VERMANT, J. 2011 Effect
of viscoelasticity on the rotation of a sphere in shear flow. J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 166 (7–8),
363–372.

SNIJKERS, F., D’AVINO, G., MAFFETTONE, P.L., GRECO, F., HULSEN, M. & VERMANT, J. 2009 Rotation
of a sphere in a viscoelastic liquid subjected to shear flow. Part II. Experimental results. J. Rheol. 53 (2),
459–480.

STORM, C., PASTORE, J.J., MACKINTOSH, F.C., LUBENSKY, T.C. & JANMEY, P.A. 2005 Nonlinear
elasticity in biological gels. Nature 435 (7039), 191–194.

TAYLOR, G.I. 1923 The motion of ellipsoidal particles in a viscous fluid. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 103 (720),
58–61.

VARCHANIS, S., TSAMOPOULOS, J., SHEN, A.Q. & HAWARD, S.J. 2022 Reduced and increased flow
resistance in shear-dominated flows of Oldroyd-B fluids. J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 300, 104698.

WANG, Y., YU, Z. & LIN, J. 2019 Numerical simulations of the motion of ellipsoids in planar Couette flow
of Giesekus viscoelastic fluids. Microfluid Nanofluid 23 (7), 89.

YE, T., PHAN-THIEN, N. & LIM, C.T. 2016 Particle-based simulations of red blood cells—a review.
J. Biomech. 49 (11), 2255–2266.

YU, Z., PHAN-THIEN, N. & TANNER, R.I. 2007 Rotation of a spheroid in a Couette flow at moderate
Reynolds numbers. Phys. Rev. E 76 (2), 026310.

YU, Z., WANG, P., LIN, J. & HU, H.H. 2019 Equilibrium positions of the elasto-inertial particle migration in
rectangular channel flow of Oldroyd-B viscoelastic fluids. J. Fluid Mech. 868, 316–340.

958 A20-32

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/jf

m
.2

02
3.

69
 P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
lin

e 
by

 C
am

br
id

ge
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
re

ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2023.69

	1 Introduction
	2 Mathematical models and numerical methods
	2.1 Governing equations
	2.1.1 Viscoelastic fluid flow
	2.1.2 Particle rotation

	2.2 Numerical methods
	2.2.1 Viscoelastic flow solver
	2.2.2 Particle solver


	3 Results and discussion
	3.1 Particle rotation in the shear plane
	3.1.1 Effect of fluid elasticity
	3.1.2 Effect of solvent viscosity ratio and mobility factor

	3.2 Three-dimensional rotation modes of particle in viscoelastic-inertial shear flow
	3.2.1 Tumbling mode with weak fluid elasticity
	3.2.2 Asymmetric-kayaking mode with moderate fluid elasticity
	3.2.3 Rotation modes induced by strong fluid elasticity


	4 Conclusions
	Appendix A. Validation of numerical approach
	A.1 Spheroid rotation in a Newtonian shear flow with zero fluid inertia
	A.2 Spheroid rotation in a viscoelastic shear flow with zero fluid inertia
	A.3 Spheroid rotation in a Newtonian shear flow with fluid inertia
	A.4 Sphere rotation in a sheared viscoelastic flow resolved within Navier-Stokes framework
	A.5 Grid resolution effect

	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


