arXiv:2011.02024v1 [physics.ed-ph] 3 Nov 2020

The mobile phone as a free-rotation laboratory

Michael S. Wheatland,^∗ Tara Murphy, Daniel Naoumenko, Daan van Schijndel, and Georgio Katsifis School of Physics, The University of Sydney, NSW 2006, Australia (Dated: December 6, 2023)

Abstract

Modern mobile phones contain a three-axis microelectromechanical system (MEMS) gyroscope, capable of taking accurate measurements of the angular velocity along the three principal axes of the phone with a sampling rate of 100 Hz or better. If the phone is tossed in the air, then, neglecting air resistance, it is in free rotation (rotation in the absence of a torque) with respect to its centre of mass, and the phone’s gyroscope can be used to record the rotational dynamics. This enables experimental investigation of free rotation. In this paper, we use a mobile phone to demonstrate the steady states for rotation of the phone about two of its principal axes, and the instability in rotation about the third corresponding to the intermediate moment of inertia. We also show the approximate conservation of angular momentum and rotational kinetic energy during motion in the air, and compare the data with numerical solution of Euler’s equations for free rotation. Our results demonstrate the capability of smartphones for investigating free rotation, and should be of interest to college and university teachers developing “at home” physics labs for remote learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Modern mobile phones (smartphones) are versatile data collection devices for experimental physics.^{1,2} Mobile devices such as smartphones and tablets can measure accelerations, rotations, magnetic fields, pressure, and sound and light levels, and are also able to record and analyze video.^{3–6} They are increasingly used in undergraduate physics laboratories, and they can easily facilitate “at-home” labs because, in many countries, most students will own a mobile phone. The use of smartphones for this purpose increased in 2020 with the need to rapidly develop online undergraduate physics labs during the COVID-19 crisis.^{7,8} Modern smartphones measure acceleration and angular velocity along three axes that are fixed with respect to the phone using microelectromechanical system (MEMS) inertial sensors. The three-axis MEMS gyroscope is a relatively recent addition to phones: for example it first appeared in the iPhone in 2010.^9 In applications designed to use the sensor, the gyroscope sampling rate is typically 100 Hz or 200 Hz,^{10} which allows data collection during fairly rapid movements of the phone. The accelerometer and gyroscope can be used for physics experiments, including measuring the acceleration due to gravity,^{11–13} measuring moments of inertia,^{14,15} demonstrating the parallel axis theorem,^{16} exploring pendulum dynamics,^{17} and measuring the radial acceleration and Coriolis force in circular motion.^{18–20} If a mobile phone is tossed in the air, then, neglecting air resistance, its centre of mass is in simple projectile motion, and the phone is in free rotation (rotation in the absence of a torque) about the centre of mass. Free rotation provides a beautifully simple demonstration of rotational dynamics. It also exhibits counter-intuitive results, including the intermediate axis theorem: for an object with three different moments of inertia about its principal axes, like a mobile phone, the axis with the intermediate moment of inertia is unstable to rotation.^{21,22} As a consequence, if the object is initially set rotating only about the intermediate axis, it will start to rotate about the other two axes. Moreover, with the right initial conditions the object can execute a 180^∘ turn about the axis with the smallest moment of inertia, while performing a 360^∘ turn about the intermediate axis. This is called the “tennis racquet effect,” or the Dzhanibekov effect.^{23–25} It can be demonstrated by tossing a tennis racquet upwards from an initially horizontal position: after the racquet rotates about the unstable axis by 360^∘ the opposite face is upwards, showing that it has also made a half-turn about its long axis. A more extreme example is provided by spinning wingnuts and t-handles in zero gravity.^{26} Their orientation in space repeatedly reverses when spinning rapidly about the unstable axis. This striking consequence of the instability was identified by Dzhanibekov.^{27}

It is easy to demonstrate the tennis racquet effect with a mobile phone, with the MEMS gyroscope collecting data on the rotational dynamics. The instability in rotation about the intermediate axis was previously demonstrated using phone sensors, but the investigation was qualitative, and presented only linear acceleration data.^{28}

In this paper, we analyse gyroscopic data from a mobile phone tossed in the air and show how it enables a variety of basic physics experiments, including demonstration of the approximate conservation of rotational kinetic energy and the magnitude of angular momentum, as well as a quantitative study of the tennis racquet effect. To collect data we use the app phyphox^{29} (RWTH Aachen University), which is available for iOS and Android phones. The data presented here are from an iPhone 8 Plus, but the results have been reproduced on a variety of other phones.

II. THEORY

We consider the motion of the phone using the principal-axis coordinate system Gxyz shown in Fig. 1. The origin G is the centre of mass of the phone. The y-axis is chosen such that the positive direction is from the bottom of the phone towards the top, and the z-axis is directed outwards from the front face of the phone.

FIG. 1: The three principal axes (x, y, and z) of the phone. The centre of mass is G.

The rotational equation of motion is dL dt | | |_{Gxyz} + ω × L = τ , (1) where L is the angular momentum,^{dL}_{dt} | |_{Gxyz} is the rate of change of the angular momentum in the rotating frame Gxyz, ω is the angular velocity of the phone (which is the rate of rotation of Gxyz in the Newtonian reference frame), and τ is the net external torque about the centre of mass. The left-hand side of Eq. (1) separates the rate of change of the angular momentum into the rate of change with respect to Gxyz, and the change due to the rotation of the frame. This approach can be used to calculate the rate of change of any vector in the rotating frame.^{21,22} The angular velocity is ω = ω_x ^x + ω_y ^y + ω_z ^z, (2) where ^x, ^y and ^z are the unit vectors in the body-fixed reference frame Gxyz. Because x, y and z are the principal axes, the angular momentum is L = I_xω_x ^x + I_yω_y ^y + I_zω_z ^z, (3) where I_x, I_y, and I_z are the principal moments of inertia.

When the phone is tossed in the air the torque about the centre of mass due to gravity is zero. Air resistance can produce a net torque, but it is usually negligible, so that Eq. (1) reduces to Euler’s equations:

I_xω̇_x = −(I_z − I_y)ω_yω_z (4) I_yω̇_y = −(I_x − I_z)ω_xω_z (5) I_zω̇_z = −(I_y − I_x)ω_xω_y, (6)

where the dot denotes the time derivative.

The rotational kinetic energy and angular momentum are constants of the motion, given by K = 1 2 I_xω^2_x + 1 2 I_yω^2_y + 1 2 I_zω^2_z (7) and L = I_xω_x ^x + I_yω_y ^y + I_zω_z ^z, (8) respectively. The components of L in the Gxyz frame are not constant, because the frame is rotating. However, it is easy to construct the magnitude of the angular momentum vector from the components: L = √ (I_xω_x)^2 + (I_yω_y)^2 + (I_zω_z)^2. (9) Mobile phones are approximately rectangular cuboids, so the moments of inertia may be approximated by I_x = 1 12 m ( h^2 + d^2 ) , (10)

I_y = 1 12 m ( w^2 + d^2 ) , (11) and I_z = 1 12 m ( h^2 + w^2 ) , (12) where m, h, w and d are the mass, height, width, and depth of the phone, respectively. For the standard phone shape h > w > d, and hence I_y < I_x < I_z. The x-axis is the “intermediate axis,” i.e. has the intermediate moment of inertia.

It is interesting to consider the steady states of Eqs. (4)-(6). Setting the derivatives to zero gives (assuming distinct moments of inertia):

ω_yω_z = ω_xω_z = ω_xω_y = 0. (13)

This implies that, for a steady state, two of the angular velocity components must be zero, i.e. a steady state rotation can involve only one principal axis. The possible steady states therefore are

ω_1 = ±(L/I_x, 0, 0), ω_2 = ±(0, L/I_y, 0), ω_3 = ±(0, 0, L/I_z). (14)

However, only ω_2 and ω_3 are stable steady states – the intermediate axis is unstable to steady rotation. To see this, consider the state^{30}

ω = ω_1 + (ε_x, ε_y, ε_z), (15)

where ε_x, ε_y and ε_z are time-dependent, with |ε_i| ≪ L/I_x for i = x, y, z. Substituting Eqs. (15) into Eqs. (4)-(6) and ignoring the quadratic terms in ε_i gives I_xε̇_x = 0 (16) I_yε̇_y = ± (I_z − I_x) ω_1ε_z (17) I_zε̇_z = ± (I_x − I_y) ω_1ε_y, (18) where ω_1 = L/I_x. Equation (16) gives ε_x = const, and Eqs. (17) and (18) imply

ε̈_y/ε_y = ε̈_z/ε_z = λ^2 (19)

where λ^2 =

(I_z − I_x)(I_x − I_y) I_yI_z ω^2_1 (20)

is positive. Equations (19) have the solutions ε_y = ε_{y0}e^{|λ|t} and ε_z = ε_{z0}e^{|λ|t}. If the spin is initially predominantly about the x-axis, any small perturbations in spin about the other two axes grow exponentially, which is the definition of instability. It is straightforward to show using the same approach that the y- and z-axes are stable for rotation, i.e. in these cases perturbations from the steady states lead to oscillations rather than exponential growth.

The linear analysis given here describes the onset of the instability in rotation about the x-axis. More complete analyses show how, for a range of initial conditions close to the unstable steady state, one complete rotation about the x-axis is accompanied by a nearly-half rotation about the y-axis – the tennis racquet effect.^{23–25}

III. RESULTS

We consider three experiments in which the mobile phone is tossed in the air, and then caught again. In each case the aim is to set the phone spinning predominantly about one principal axis. The necessary rotations are illustrated in Fig. 2. The experiments should be performed over a soft surface, in the event of a failed catch!

FIG. 2: Rotations about the three principal axes (the x-, y-, and z-axes, from left to right). We consider experiments involving tossing the phone in the air to achieve rotations predominantly about these axes.

A. Spinning the phone about the z-axis

We start with the z-axis, which has the largest moment of inertia. An example of data collected using phyphox on the iPhone 8 Plus for a spin about the z-axis is shown in Fig. 3. Panel (a) shows the three angular velocity components in the principal axis frame (ω_x, ω_y, and ω_z) versus time. It is easy to identify the time interval when the phone is in the air (between the dashed vertical lines) by the smooth variation in the angular velocities. The sampling frequency of the gyroscope data (100 Hz) is more than sufficient to resolve the variations in the angular velocities. The angular velocity about the z-axis is large and approximately constant (ω_z ≈ −17 rad/s), and the spins about the other two axes are substantially smaller and oscillatory. This is consistent with the z-axis being stable to rotation.

It is straightforward to calculate the rotational kinetic energy and the magnitude of the angular momentum of the phone, from the angular velocity data, using Eq. (7) and Eqs. (9)- (12). Table I lists the parameters of the phone (obtained from the manufacturer’s web site^{31}) together with the calculated moments of inertia about the principal axes. The uncertainties in I_x, I_y, and I_z are calculated by assuming an uncertainty of one in the final digit of the stated values of m, h, w, and d. Panel (b) of Fig. 3 shows the calculated angular momentum magnitude and rotational kinetic energy versus time for our first experiment. The values of L and K are very nearly constant over the interval when the phone is in the air. There are small decreases in L and K, which are less than 0.4% and 0.8% respectively. This figure provides a remarkable demonstration of the near-conservation of angular momentum and rotational kinetic energy during the motion.

TABLE I: Properties of the iPhone 8 Plus.

m (kg) h (m) w (m) d (m) I_x (kg m^2) I_y (kg m^2) I_z (kg m^2) 0.202 0.1584 0.0781 0.0075 (4.23 ± 0.02) × 10^{−4} (1.04 ± 0.02) × 10^{−4} (5.25 ± 0.02) × 10^{−4}

(a)

(b) FIG. 3: Data collected for a toss (and catch) of a mobile phone producing a spin predominantly about the z-axis. The dashed vertical lines indicate the approximate interval during which the phone was in the air. (a) The components of angular velocity about the three principal axes (x, y, and z) versus time. (b) Magnitude of angular momentum and rotational kinetic energy versus time. The variation in L and K is less than 1% during the time the phone is in the air.

B. Spinning the phone about the y-axis

Next, we consider the y-axis, which has the smallest moment of inertia. Fig. 4 shows the results of an attempt to set the phone spinning only about the y-axis. This requires giving the phone a flick about its long axis, as it is tossed, and then caught. Panel (a) shows the angular velocity values. The results are similar to Fig. 3. The dashed vertical lines again identify the approximate interval the phone is in the air. During this time the angular velocity about the y-axis is ω_y ≈ −28 rad/s. Because I_y is the smallest of the three moments of inertia, it is easy to achieve a relatively large spin rate around this axis. There are small oscillatory components of the angular velocity about the other two principal axes, which is consistent with the stability of the y-axis to rotation. Panel (b) shows the time variation of L and K. Once again these quantities are nearly constant during the time in the air. Small variations in L and K are observed, of order 1.5% and 3% respectively.

C. Spinning the phone about the x-axis

Finally, we consider the x-axis. Fig. 5 shows a typical result of an attempt to toss the phone in the air so that it spins only about the x-axis. The results in panel (a), for the angular velocities versus time, are strikingly dissimilar to those in Figs. 3 and 4. It is again easy to identify the interval of time during which the phone is in the air (indicated by the dashed vertical lines) because of the smooth variation in the angular velocities. The phone initially has a substantial positive angular velocity about the x-axis (ω_x ≈ 17 rad/s), and small components about the other two axes (ω_y ≈ 4 rad/s and ω_z ≈ 3 rad/s), but this situation quickly changes. The components of spin along y and z initially grow exponentially, whilst the rate of change of ω_x is initially stationary – results consistent with the linear analysis given in Section II. The nonlinear development sees the phone reverse its spin about the x-axis, so that its final angular velocity is ω_x ≈ −17 rad/s, and the other two components of angular velocity have again fallen to relatively small values. This is the tennis racquet effect. The phone has rotated by 360^∘ around x and rotated by 180^∘ about y, leading to a reversal (a flip) of the sign of its spin about x. The difference in the results for the x-axis compared with z and y will be obvious to a student: the phone refuses to simply flip about the x-axis – it pivots in mid-air around the other axes. The data collected by the gyroscope provides a quantitative confirmation. Panel (b) shows the time variation of L and K. In contrast to panel (a), this is quite similar to the results in Figs. 3 and 4. The angular momentum magnitude and kinetic energy are nearly conserved during the time in the air. A small decrease in each quantity is observed, however, with the angular momentum decreasing by

(a)

(b) FIG. 4: Data for a toss (and catch) of the phone producing a spin predominantly about the y-axis. (a) The components of angular velocity about the three principal axes (x, y, and z) versus time. (b) Magnitude of angular momentum and rotational kinetic energy versus time. The variations in L and K are only a few percent during the time the phone is in the air.

about 3%, and kinetic energy decreasing by almost 7%.

We can compare the results with the direct numerical solution of Eqs. (4) using fourth order Runge-Kutta.^{32}. The solid blue curves in Fig. 5 are obtained by integrating the Euler equations, using the initial values of the angular velocity components (the values at the left vertical dashed lines in panel (a)), together with the calculated moments of inertia. Panel

(a) shows that the model reproduces the observed time variation in the angular velocities, although a small discrepancy is apparent over the course of the integration. Panel (b) compares the constant model values of L and K with the observations. As noted above there is a small decrease in measured values.

(a)

(b) FIG. 5: Data for a toss (and catch) of the phone attempting to produce a spin predominantly about the x-axis. The numerical solution of the rotational equations of motion is shown as solid blue curves. (a) The components of angular velocity about the three principal axes (x, y, and z) versus time. (b) Magnitude of angular momentum and rotational kinetic energy versus time. The values of L and K decrease by about 3% and 7% respectively during the time the phone is in the air.

D. Air resistance

Although gravity cannot produce a torque about the centre of mass, air resistance can. Fig. 6 illustrates this point. We assume that at a certain time the centre of mass of the phone is moving upwards through the air with speed v_0, and the phone is rotating about the x-axis which is perpendicular to the direction of motion. The right side of the phone has a speed v_0 + v with respect to the air, and the left side has speed v_0 − v. Since the drag force is proportional to the square of the relative velocity, the right side experiences a greater drag force, leading to a torque opposing the rotation. Our argument assumes the particular configuration shown, but the result is general: if the centre of mass is moving perpendicular to the rotation axis, air resistance will generate a torque opposing rotation.

FIG. 6: Air resistance can produce a torque with respect to the centre of mass. The side of the phone that has an instantaneous velocity in the same direction as the centre of mass motion has a greater relative velocity with respect to the air, and hence experiences a larger drag force.

We can estimate the effect of air resistance on the results of our experiments as follows. If we consider the configuration shown in Fig. 6, then the magnitude of the torque is τ ≈ 1 2 ρ C_DAℓ [ (v_0 + v)^2 − (v_0 − v)^2 ] (21) = 2ρC_DAℓvv_0, (22)

where ρ ≈ 1.2 kg/m^3 is the density of air, C_D is the dimensionless drag coefficient, A ≈^1_2 hw is the area one side of the phone presents to the air, and ℓ ≈ h/4 is the distance at which the force is applied. For our purposes it is sufficient to assume a constant value v_0 ≈^1_2 gT from the time of flight (T ≈ 0.5 s), with g = 9.8 m/s^2, and we can assume v = ωℓ, where ω ≈ 10 rad/s is a typical angular velocity. We will assume C_D ≈ 1 since measured drag coefficients for non-streamlined objects in air are typically of order unity.^{33} Assuming ΔL/T ≈ τ leads to

ΔL = 1 32 ρh^3wωgT^2 (23) ≈ 3 × 10^{−4} J s. (24)

If we compare this with the total angular momentum L ≈ 7.5 × 10^{−3} J s in the third experiment, then ΔL/L ≈ 4%. This is comparable to the observed decrease in the angular momentum magnitude in this case.

We can also consider the first experiment, where the rotation was predominantly about the z-axis. In this case the area presented to the air was about ten times less, since d/w ≈ 0.1. The observed change in angular momentum was also about ten times smaller.

These estimates are imprecise but they suggest that air resistance may account for some (or most) of the observed variation in angular momentum and kinetic energy, and hence for the departure between the observations and the numerical solution to Euler’s equations.

There are additional sources of error in these experiments. If the mobile phone is spun too fast, the angular velocity measurements saturate at a “full-scale” value.^{34} For the iPhone 8 Plus the full-scale value is 2000 deg/s, which is about 35 rad/s. This can be demonstrated by tossing the phone so that it is rapidly spinning about the y-axis. The MEMS gyroscopes also exhibit nonlinearity, which can be as large as 5% of the full-scale value. Given the magnitude of the nonlinearity, in principle this effect could also be contributing to the observed departures from the free rotation model. Finally, if we take the uncertainties in Table I and propagate them through to the values of L and K calculated from the data for the third experiment, the implied errors are about 0.5% in each case. Hence the error in modeling the moments of inertia is likely to be less important than the other effects.

IV. CONCLUSION

The 3-axis MEMS gyroscope in a mobile phone enables a variety of experiments in rotational dynamics. In this paper, we use a phone to investigate free rotation, by tossing and catching the phone while it is collecting data. The stability of rotation about two principal axes, and the instability about the third, intermediate axis, is easy to demonstrate. It is also straightforward to calculate the rotational kinetic energy and angular momentum magnitude from the data, and to show that these quantities are nearly conserved during the time that the phone is in the air.

Various extensions of the experiments described here are possible. The accelerometer and the gyroscope on the phone could be used to collect data simultaneously, and this could be used to determine the centre of mass motion as well as the rotational motion of the phone. Objects could be attached to the phone, to change the moments of inertia or the principal axes of the combined object. If a calculator is attached to the phone with rubber bands, such that the long axis of the calculator is perpendicular to the long axis of the phone, it is possible to stabilize the rotation about the x-axis of the phone. The phone could also be strapped to a half-filled plastic water bottle, which, when tossed, changes its moments of inertia in mid-air, and hence exhibits interesting rotational dynamics.^{35}

The instability in rotation about the intermediate axis of a three-dimensional rigid body was identified by Poinsot in the 1800s and is discussed in classical mechanics texts,^{21,22} but it has attracted renewed attention with investigations of the tennis racquet and Dzhanibekov effects^{23–25} and is the subject of recent popular expositions^{36}. The instability and related effects may have applications in spacecraft altitude orientation and quantum control.^{25,27} It is also relevant for skateboard tricks. Different versions exist of the trick of jumping with the skateboard and flipping the board around the unstable axis, and then landing on the board again with the wheels down. One version, called the “impossible,” is achieved by guiding the rotation of the board about the unstable axis with the foot.^{37} However, a version with the board in free rotation (the “monster flip”) can also be executed,^{38} as illustrated in Fig. 7. The difficulty of performing this trick whilst avoiding the board exhibiting the tennis racquet effect (so that the board lands wheels-up) has been assessed.^{25}

Experiments on free rotation with a mobile phone are likely to appeal to undergraduate students, and to encourage interest in dynamics. The material here is a suitable basis for an undergraduate physics lab, and is highly suited to an “at-home” or online lab. It requires only a mobile phone for the experiment and a computer for data analysis. Students can gain an authentic experience of experimental physics, and can see the relevance of the basic equations of rotational dynamics to the behaviour of a favourite object – the mobile phone.

FIG. 7: The monster flip: a skateboard trick in which the board executes a 360-degree flip about the unstable axis.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors acknowledge the undergraduate students and postgraduate tutors who enthusiastically participated in an experiment which was the basis of this article, as part of our new PHYS1001 online course in 2020.

∗ michael.wheatland@sydney.edu.au 1 J. Kuhn and P. Vogt, “Smartphones & Co. in Physics Education: Effects of Learning with New Media Experimental Tools in Acoustics,” in Multidisciplinary Research on Teaching and Learning, eds. A. Schnotz, A. Kauertz, H. Ludwig, A. Müller and J. Pretsch, Palgrave Macmillan (2015).

2 K. Hochberg, J. Kuhn and A. Müller, “Using Smartphones as Experimental Tools—Effects on Interest, Curiosity, and Learning in Physics Education,” J. Sci. Edu. Tech. 27, 385–403 (2018).

3 S. Becker, P. Klein and J. Kuhn, “Video analysis on tablet computers to investigate effects of air resistance,” Phys. Teach. 54(7), 440-441 (2016).

4 S. Becker, P. Klein, A. Göβling and J. Kuhn, “Investigating Dynamic Visualizations of Multiple

Representations Using Mobile Video Analysis in Physics Lessons,” Zeitschrift für Didaktik der Naturwissenschaften (2020) https://doi.org/10.1007/s40573-020-00116-9.

5 S. Becker, P. Klein, A. Göβling and J. Kuhn, “Using mobile devices to enhance inquiry-based learning processes,” Learn. Instr. 69, 101350 (2020).

6 K. Hochberg, S. Becker, M. Louis, P. Klein and J. Kuhn, “Using Smartphones as Experimental Tools—a Follow-up: Cognitive Effects by Video Analysis and Reduction of Cognitive Load by Multiple Representations,” J. Sci. Edu. Tech. 29(2), 303-317 (2020).

7 J. Bobroff, F. Bouquet and U. Delabre, “Teaching experimental science in a time of social distancing,” The Conversation

https://theconversation.com/teaching-experimental-science-in-a-time-of-social-distancing-139483.

8 K. Wright, “Smartphone Physics on the Rise,” Physics 13, 68 (2020).

9 iFixit, “iPhone 4 Gyroscope Teardown”, https://www.ifixit.com/Teardown/iPhone+4+Gyroscope+Teardown/3156. 10 Y. Michalevsky, D. Boneh and G. Nakibly, “Gyrophone: Recognizing Speech from Gyroscope Signals,” Proceedings of the 23rd USENIX Security Symposium, 2014,

https://www.usenix.org/system/files/conference/usenixsecurity14/sec14-paper-michalevsky.pdf.

11 P. Vogt and J. Kuhn, “Analyzing free fall with a smartphone acceleration sensor,” Phys. Teach.

50, 182–183 (2012).

12 M. Berrada, J. A. H. Littleton and R. A. Secco, “Smartphones and Gravitational Acceleration I: Overview,” Phys. Teach. 58, 470–472 (2020).

13 M. Berrada, J. A. H. Littleton and R. A. Secco, “Smartphones and Gravitational Acceleration II: Applications,” Phys. Teach. 58, 473–476 (2020).

14 M. Patrinopolous and C. Kefalis, “Angular velocity direct measurement and moment of inertia calculation of a rigid body using a smartphone,” Phys. Teach. 53, 564–565 (2015).

15 A. Kaps and F. Stallmach, “Tilting motion and the moment of inertia of the smartphone,” Phys. Teach. 58, 216–217 (2020).

16 I. Salinas, M. H. Gimenez, J. A. Monsoriu and J. A. Sans, “Demonstration of the parallel axis theorem through a smartphone,” Phys. Teach. 57, 340–341 (2019).

17 P. Vogt and J. Kuhn, “Analyzing simple pendulum phenomena with a smartphone acceleration sensor,” Phys. Teach. 50, 439–440 (2012).

18 P. Vogt and J. Kuhn, “Analyzing radial acceleration with a smartphone acceleration sensor,” Phys. Teach. 51, 182–183 (2013).

19 K. Hochberg, S. Gröber, J. Kuhn and A. Müuller, “The spinning disc: studying radial acceleration and its damping process with smartphone acceleration sensors,” Phys. Educ. 49, 137–140 (2014).

20 A. Shakur and J. Kraft, “Measurement of Coriolis Acceleration with a smartphone,” Phys.

Teach. 54, 288–290 (2016).

21 L.D. Landau and E.M. Lifshitz, Mechanics (Pergamon Press, Oxford, 1969), 2nd edition. 22 H. Goldstein, Classical Mechanics (Addison-Wesley, Reading, Mass., 1980), 2nd edition. 23 H. Murakami, O. Rios and T. J. Impelluso, “A Theoretical and Numerical Study of the Dzhanibekov and Tennis Racket Phenomena,” J. Appl. Mech. 83, 111006 (10pp) (2016).

24 L. Van Damme, P. Mardes̆ić and D. Sugny, “The tennis racket effect in a three-dimensional rigid body,” Physica D 338, 17-25 (2017).

25 P. Mardes̆ić, G. J. Gutierrez Guillen, L. Van Damme and D. Sugny, “Geometric Origin of the Tennis Racket Effect,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 064301 (2020).

26 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1n-HMSCDYtM.

27 P. M. Trivailo and H. Kojima “Discovering Method of Control of the ‘Zhanibekov’s Effect’ and proposing its Applications for the Possible Future Space Missions,” Trans. JSASS Aerospace Tech. Japan 17, 72-81 (2019).

28 M. Loth, C. Gibbons, S. Belaiter and J. B. Clarage, “Stable and Unstable Rotational Dynamics of a Smartphone,” Phys. Teach. 55, 431–434 (2017).

29 Available from https://phyphox.org/.

30 D. Acheson, From Calculus to Chaos: An Introduction to Dynamics (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1997) 31 See https://support.apple.com/kb/sp768?locale=en_AU.

32 W. H. Press, B. P. Flannery, S. A. Teukolsky and W. T. Vetterling, Numerical Recipes in C (Cambridge University Press, New York, 1992), 2nd edition.

33 See https://www.grc.nasa.gov/www/k-12/airplane/shaped.html.

34 See Datasheets at https://www.st.com/en/mems-and-sensors/gyroscopes.html#documentation. 35 P. J. Dekker, L. A. G. Eek, M. M. Flapper, H. J. C. Horstink, A. R. Meulenkamp, and J. van der Meulen, “Water bottle flipping physics,” Am. J. Phys. 86, 733-739 (2018).

36 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1VPfZ_XzisU. 37 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yFRPhi0jhGc.

38 See https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vkMmbWYnBHg.