
ar
X

iv
:0

80
8.

20
48

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
of

t]
  1

4 
A

ug
 2

00
8

E�ective V iscosity ofa D ilute Suspension ofM em brane-bound

Inclusions

M ark L.Henle1 and Alex J.Levine1;2

1Departm ent ofChem istry and Biochem istry,

University of California,

Los Angeles, CA 90095

2 California Nanosystem s Institute,

University of California,

Los Angeles, CA 90095

(Dated:February 20,2024)

Abstract

W hen particulate suspensions are sheared,perturbations in the shear 
ows around the rigid

particlesincrease the localenergy dissipation,so thattheviscosity ofthe suspension ise�ectively

higher than that ofthe solvent. For bulk (three-dim ensional) 
uids,understanding this viscos-

ity enhancem ent is a classic problem in hydrodynam ics that originated over a century ago with

Einstein’sstudy ofadilutesuspension ofsphericalparticles.1 In thispaper,weinvestigatetheanal-

ogous problem ofthe e�ective viscosity ofa suspension ofdisks em bedded in a two-dim ensional

m em braneorinterface.Unlikethehydrodynam icsofbulk 
uids,low-Reynoldsnum berm em brane

hydrodynam icsischaracterized by an inherentlength scalegenerated by thecoupling ofthem em -

brane to the bulk 
uids that surround it. As a result,we �nd that the size ofthe particles in

the suspension relative to this hydrodynam ic length scale has a dram atic e�ect on the e�ective

viscosity ofthe suspension. O ur study also helps to elucidate the m athem aticaltools needed to

solve the m ixed boundary value problem s that generically arise when considering the m otion of

rigid inclusionsin 
uid m em branes.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thedynam icsofparticulatesuspensionsinaviscous
uid arecentraltoavarietyoffunda-

m entalscienti�cquestionsin hydrodynam ics,softcondensed m atter,and biologicalphysics.

A rathercom m on and usefulsim pli�cation ofthesestudiesreplacesthisheterogeneoussys-

tem with a coarse-grained hom ogeneousonethathasm odi�ed physicalparam eterssuch as

viscosity.In bulk (three-dim ensional)suspensions,understanding thischangein viscosity at

a quantitative levelhascaptured theinterestofresearchersin variousdisciplinesforovera

hundred years. Beginning with Einstein,1,2,3 the basic physicalinterpretation ofthisresult

em erged: Under an externally im posed shear,the 
uid in the absence ofthe suspension

adoptsa spatially uniform shearstressand dissipatesenergy perunitvolum e proportional

to thatstress. The coe�cient ofproportionality isthe bulk 
uid viscosity � 3D . W ith the

addition oftheparticulatesuspension thisuniform shearstressbecom esincom patible with

the
ow boundary conditionsatthesurfacesoftheparticles,leading to m orecom plex 
ows

surrounding theparticles.Theseadditional
owscauseadditionalenergy dissipation in the


uid. Thus,the coarse-grained hom ogeneous 
uid m ust have a higher viscosity than the

original
uid. Thise�ective viscosity �e�
3D m ustdepend on the particulate volum e fraction:

Thelargerthevolum e fraction,them oreenergy dissipated by thesuspension and thusthe

higherthe e�ective viscosity. Fora dilute suspension ofsphericalparticlesofradiusa and

num berdensity n,Einstein1 found that,to leading order,thee�ectiveviscosity dependson

thevolum efraction �3D = 4

3
�a3n as

�
e�

3D = �3D

�

1+
5

2
�3D

�

: (1)

Thisresulthasbeen extended tonon-rigid dropletsin a
uid4 and even non-sphericalgeom e-

tries,5,6 where changesin the num ericalprefactorare found. In allthese cases,the results

apply only at low particulate volum e fractions. Experim ents �nd that Eq.(1) holds for

�3D . 0:01.7,8 Abovetheseconcentrationsthehydrodynam icinteractionsbetween particles,

which areneglected in these calculations,becom eim portant.Atsuch volum efractionsone

m ustconsiderthese e�ects,aswellasthe possibility thatthe im posed shear
ow changes

them icrostructureofthesuspensions.5,9,10

In contrasttothistrem endouse�ortin exploringthee�ectof�niteparticulateconcentra-

tionson theviscosity ofthree-dim ensionalsuspensions,com paratively littleisknown about
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the analogousproblem for
uid m em branesand interfaces. The problem ofm em brane hy-

drodynam ics is com plicated by the interactions ofthe essentially two-dim ensionalviscous

m em brane with the surrounding three-dim ensionalsolvents. Because ofthis coupling,in-

plane 
uid m om entum in the m em brane is not conserved: Around a m oving point-like

particlein them em brane,m om entum transfersto thesurrounding 
uidsovera length scale

set by the ratio ofthe 2D m em brane viscosity �m to the 3D solvent viscosity �3D . This

Sa�m an-Delbr�uck length ‘0 � �m =�3D
11,12 m akes m em brane hydrodynam ics qualitatively

distinct from the usualthree-dim ensionalhydrodynam ics ofbulk liquids,since the latter

theory hasno analogousinherentlength scale(in thelim itofvanishing Reynoldsnum ber).

Theexistenceofan inherentlength scalein m em branehydrodynam icshasprofound im -

plications on the transport properties ofm em branes. The m obility � ofa particle in an

overdam ped bulk 3D 
uid isalwaysinversely proportionalto itssize a,� � 1=a,13 aslong

as the Reynolds num ber rem ains sm all. In contrast,the m obility ofa m em brane-bound

inclusion exhibitstwo drastically di�erentbehaviorsastheparticlesizeisvaried,depending

on theratioa=‘0.W hen theparticlesizeissm allcom pared to‘0,the
owsin them em brane

dissipate m uch m ore energy than those in the surrounding bulk 
uids,and the m obility

only hasa weak logarithm ic dependence on the particlesize.11,12,14,15 Conversely,when the

particle size islarge com pared to ‘0,the 
owsin the bulk dissipate m ore energy. Notsur-

prisingly,this leads to a m obility that,like its three-dim ensionalcounterpart,isinversely

proportionalto a,14 although thenum ericalprefactorisdi�erent.Thiscom plex dependence

ofm obility on particle size,aswellasthe related com plex distance-dependence ofhydro-

dynam ic interactions,15,16,17,18 have been strongly supported by severalexperim ents.19,20,21

However,wepointoutthatrecentworkhassuggested thatprotein transportin lipid bilayers

ism oresubtlethan suggested by theoriginalSa�m an-Delbr�uck m odel.25,26,27 In spiteofthis

subtlety,understanding the e�ective m em brane viscosity rem ains im portantforstudies of

thedi�usive propertiesoftransm em brane proteins.

In this article we exam ine the e�ect ofa �nite but sm allconcentration ofm em brane-

bound particleson the e�ective m em brane viscosity. In essence we wish to �nd a relation

analogousto Eq.(1)expressing the dependence ofthe e�ective m em brane viscosity on the

area fraction ofm em brane inclusions. W e have severaldi�erentm otivationsto study this

problem . First, there is the fundam entalquestion ofhow the Sa�m an-Delbr�uck length

entersthecoe�cientofthearea fraction term in them em braneversion ofEq.(1).Aswith
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the m obility ofa m em brane-bound inclusion,that coe�cient should be a function ofthe

dim ensionless ratio � � a=‘0 for particles ofradius a. Secondly,the e�ect ofparticulate

suspensionson m em braneviscosity addressesim portantbiophysicalquestionsregarding the

dynam icsofproteinsem bedded in theplasm a m em braneofcells.Itisnow wellknown that

cellm em branesarecrowded environm entsin which thedi�usivetransportoftransm em brane

proteinscontrols,forexam ple,celladhesionandcell-cellsignaling.Theseproblem sinprotein

dynam icsare currently the focusofm uch study.22 W hile m uch attention hasbeen paid to

how im m obile obstaclesin them em brane can hinderdi�usion,23,24 com paratively little has

been paid to how a suspension ofm obileparticlescan haveasim ilare�ectby increasing the

viscosity ofthem em brane.

Finally,thisstudyprovidesasim plephysicalsystem inwhich toexploreaclassofcom plex

m athem aticalproblem s known asdualintegralequations. Such problem s arise generically

in system sinvolving thetransportofrigid inclusionsin 
uid m em branes.Thefundam ental

m athem aticaldi�culty presented in thesesystem sisthattheirbehaviorisgoverned by the

solution to a m ixed boudary-value problem .Physically,thisarisesfrom the two distinctre-

gionsin thesystem :The
uid regionsofthem em braneand thesolid regionsoftheparticle

interior. In the form er region,a stress continuity condition applies;that is,the internal

stresses caused by the 
ows in the m em brane m ust be balanced by the externalstresses

exerted on the m em brane by the surrounding solvents. In the interiorofthe inclusion,on

the otherhand,the particle’s rigidity supplies arbitrary constraintstresses to ensure that

the entire inclusion executesonly rigid body m otions.Asa result,the boundary condition

in thisregion becom esa \stick" velocity balancecondition.Each oftheseboundary condi-

tionsisexpressed asan integralequation,so thatthesystem requirestwo separateintegral

equationsto besatis�ed sim ultaneously in two non-overlapping dom ainsofthe m em brane.

Dualintegralequations such as these have certainly been studied before,14,28,29,30,31 even

in the context ofm em brane hydrodynam ics,14,28 butwe believe thatthe m ethods are not

widely known. To thatend,we include an explanatory Appendix recapitulating the basic

m athem aticaltoolsneeded to solvethesedualintegralequationsasthey arisein m em brane

hydrodynam ics.Bym asteringthesetoolshere,weopenthepossibilityofexploringnum erous

related problem s,including thelubrication forcesbetween two approaching transm em brane

proteinsorlipid rafts.

To brie
y sum m arize ourresults,we �nd that,like the m obility ofa m em brane-bound
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inclusion,thee�ectivem em braneviscosity dividesnaturally into two regim es,characterized

bythevalueofthedim ensionlessparam eter� = a=‘0.W hen � � 1,we�nd thatthee�ective

viscosity doesindeed behavein a m anneranalogousto thethree-dim ensionalresultEq.(1);

thatis,we �nd �e�m = �m [1+ f(a=‘0)�],where the coe�cientofthe area density term isa

function of�. W hen � � 1,however,m ostofthe dissipation occursin the bulk solvents,

so it is m ore appropriate to consider the inclusions as shifting the viscosity ofthe three-

dim ensionalviscosity ofthesesolvents.Here,we�nd aresultnearly identicaltotheoriginal

Einstein result Eq.(1). In addition,our calculation provides a solution for the e�ective

viscosity for arbitrary � that interpolates between these regim es. The fullsolution relies

on num ericalintegration and m atrix inversion,butwe provide a closed form approxim ate

solution thatisexactin both asym ptotic lim itsand hasatm osta sm all(< 10% )errorfor

interm ediatevaluesofa=‘0.

The rem ainder ofthe paper is organized as follows: In Section II,we determ ine the

shear 
ows and dynam ic pressures around an isolated m em brane inclusion. These 
ows

are then used in Section IIIto determ ine the e�ective viscosity ofa dilute suspension of

such inclusions.W econcludein Section IV with a sum m ary ofourresultsand a discussion

ofproblem s in the hydrodynam ics ofrigid m em brane-bound inclusions which we plan to

addressin thefutureusing theknowledgewehavegained here.

II. ISO LAT ED IN C LU SIO N

Consider a 
at,two-dim ensionalm em brane (located at z = 0) consisting ofa distinct


uid ofviscosity �m .The m em brane issurrounded by bulk 
uidsabove (z > 0)and below

(z< 0)whoseshearviscositiesare�+ and �� ,respectively;seeFigure1(a).W eassum ethat

allthree 
uidsareincom pressible and thatall
owsoccuratlow Reynoldsnum ber. Thus,

them em branevelocity �eld vm m ustobey the2D incom pressible Stokesequation:

�m r
2

? v
m

� + �
+

�z

�
�
z= 0

� �
�
�z

�
�
z= 0

� @�p
m = 0; (2)

r � v
m = 0; (3)

whilethevelocity �eldsofthebulk 
uidsv� obey theincom pressible 3D Stokesequation:

r 2
v
� = � r P� ; r � v

� = 0: (4)
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FIG .1: (a)Schem atic illustration ofa m em brane (viscosity �m )containing a suspension ofdisks

(radiusa)and surrounded by bulk 
uidsabove (z > 0,viscosity �+ )and below (z < 0,viscosity

�� ). (b)Detailofan isolated inclusion in the m em brane,viewed from above. The origin ofthe

in-planeCartesian (x;y)and cylindrical(r;�)coordinatesisthe centeroftheinclusion.

Here, pm and P� are the m em brane and bulk 
uid pressures respectively, and �
�
ij =

��
�
@iv

�

j + @jv
�

i

�
isthebulk 
uid stresstensor.

In general,any m em brane 
ow �eld can be decom posed into three linearly independent

norm alm odes,which correspond to the com pression,bending,and shearing ofthe m em -

brane. The out-of-plane bending deform ations are decoupled atlinear order from the in-

plane
ows.Sincethefocusofthispaperisthedissipation caused by thein-plane
ows,we

ignoreallbending deform ations.Furtherm ore,we elim inate thecom pression m odesby our

assum ption ofthe incom pressibility ofthem em brane. Thisassum ption isgenerally appro-

priateforlipid bilayers.Thus,thehydrodynam ic
owsin them em branecan bedecom posed

purely intoshearm odes;thatis,any m em brane
uid velocity �eld can bewritten asalinear

superposition ofthesem odes.Itisknown thatpureshear
owsin a
atm em branegenerate

no pressure in thesurrounding bulk 
uids,15 so wesetP � = 0.

In ordertocalculatethee�ectiveviscosity ofthem em brane,wefollow loosely thederiva-

tion ofEinstein’s result for the e�ective viscosity ofa dilute three-dim ensionalcolloidal

suspension given in Ref.13.W eim posea sim pleshear
ow in theabsenceoftheparticulate

suspension and calculate the resultantdissipative stressin the system . These 
owsin the
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m em braneand surroundingsolventsactasaprobeoftheviscousdissipativeprocessesin the

system .W ethen add a single rigid particleto the m em brane and calculate theconsequent

perturbation to the 
ow �elds. Using these 
ows,we calculate the average stresstensorin

a dilute suspension ofsuch particlesin the m em brane. By exam ining the term sthatarise

from thein-planedissipative 
ows,weextractthee�ective viscosity.

Thesim plestm em braneshear
owsgenerateconstant(i.e.position-independent)stresses.

Thus,wechoosethe\unperturbed" m em brane velocity vm0 to beoftheform

v
m

0;i(x;y)= �
?
�ic��x�; (5)

wherec�� isatracelesssym m etrictensor.ThroughoutthispaperweuseGreekindicesforthe

in-plane(2D)vectorcom ponentx;y and Latin indicesforthe3D vectorcom ponentsx;y;z;

thedeltafunction �?�i projectstheLatin indicesontotheGreekindices.Thesym m etry ofthe

tensor[c�� = c��]excludes
owscorresponding the rigid rotation ofthe entire m em brane.

Such 
owsgenerateno dissipative stressesin them em brane and thereforeareunnecessary.

Thevanishing trace[c�� = 0]enforcestheincom pressibility constraintEq.(3).

Given thevelocity �eld Eq.(5),weneed to determ inethebulk 
uid 
owsv�
0 and m em -

brane pressure pm0 . The bulk 
ows are governed by the incom pressible Stokes equation,

Eq.(4). The boundary conditions are given by the usual\stick" boundary conditions at

thesurfaceofthem em brane,v�0 (x;y;0)= vm0 (x;y),aswellasthethe2D Stokesequation,

Eq.(2).Itisstraightforward to show thattheshear
ow in them em brane Eq.(5)induces

thesam eshear
owsin thebulk 
uids:

v0;i(x;y;z)= �
?
i�c��x�: (6)

Here and throughoutthe paper,we use the vector�eld v(x;y;z)to representthe velocity

�eld throughoutallspace:

v(x;y;z)�

8
>>>><

>>>>:

v� (x;y;z) z < 0

vm (x;y) z = 0

v+ (x;y;z) z > 0

: (7)

Finally,the m em brane pressure vanishesforthe unperturbed 
ows,pm0 = 0. Thissolution

satis�esEqs.(2)-(4),aswellasthestickboundaryconditions,and isthustheuniquesolution

forthevelocity �eld atallpointsin thesystem .
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W enow introduceanisolatedm em braneinclusion,arigiddiskofradiusaandofnegligible

thickness,atthe origin ofourcoordinate system ;see Fig.1(b). Itspresence perturbsthe


owsin thesystem and introducesnew boundaryconditionsnotsatis�ed bytheunperturbed


owsgiven above.Dueto thelinearity ofthe Stokesequation,we can write thetotal
uid

velocity asv = v0 + v1;thatis,v1 isthe\perturbative" 
ow �eld caused by theinclusion.

Itisclearfrom therotationalsym m etry ofEq.(6)thatthedisk rem ainsatrest:

v
m

1 (r;�)= � v
m

0 (r;�)= � rc��n� r� a; (8)

where r;� are the radialand angularvariables,respectively,in cylindricalcoordinates[see

Fig.1(b)],and n� � x�=r isthe in-plane unitvector. Furtherm ore,the perturbative 
ows

m ustvanish faraway from thedisk:

lim
r! 1

v1(r;�;z)= lim
z! � 1

v1(r;�;z)= 0: (9)

The �nalboundary condition is given by the 2D Stokes equation,Eq.(2),which holds

everywhere outside ofthe disk r > a. W e note thatifwe had included rotational
owsin

the unperturbed m em brane 
ows(i.e.ifwe allowed c�� to have antisym m etric parts)then

thedisk would sim ply rotaterigidly with the
uid,thusgenerating no additionalsourcesof

dissipation.

Since we have chosen the unperturbed m em brane 
ows vm
0 to be entirely com posed of

shear m odes,and these m odes are linearly independent ofthe bending and com pression

m odesofthem em brane,theperturbativevelocity �eld vm
1 m ustalso consistsolely ofshear

m odes.Asa result,itcan bewritten asan antisym m etric derivativeofa scalar�eld:

v
m

1;�(r;�)= ���@� 1(r;�); (10)

where ��� is the antisym m etric unittensor. Indeed,vm0 can also be written in this form ,

with thescalar�eld

 0(r;�)= �
r2

2
[cxy cos2� � cxx sin2�]� � r

2�(�): (11)

W e know from the linearity ofthe Stokesequation and the azim uthalsym m etry ofthe

disk thattheangulardependenceofvm1 issetby theboundary condition Eq.(8).Thus,the

angular dependence of 1(r;�) m ust be identicalto that of 0(r;�):  1(r;�) = �(r)�(�).
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Using separation ofvariables,itisstraightforward to show thatthe incom pressibility con-

straintin Eq.(4)and the stick boundary condition atthe m em brane surface z = 0 im ply

thatthebulk 
uid velocitiesv�1;i(r;�;z)havetheform

v
�

1;i(r;�;z)= �
?
�ih

� (z)���@� 1(r;�): (12)

Then theStokesequation forthebulk velocities,Eq.(4),becom es

�00(r)+ 1

r
�0(r)� 4

r2
�(r)

�(r)
= �

h�
00

(z)

h� (z)
= const: (13)

From the boundary condition Eq.(9),itisclearthatwe should choose exponentialdecays

forh(z).Then thesolution to Eq.(13)isgiven by

 1(r;�)h
� (z)= a

2�(�)

Z
1

0

dq

q
B (q)J2(qu)e

� k�
; (14)

where u � r=a,� � jzj=a,and J2(qu)isthe second orderBesselfunction ofthe �rstkind.

The Besselfunction ofthe second kind Y2(qu)isalso a solution to Eq.(13),butitfailsto

satisfy therequirem entof�nite
uid velocitiesatr= 0.

The function B (q) is a m odi�ed Hankeltransform ofthe function �(u),i.e. the radial

dependenceofthescalar�eld  1.In general,thekernelofthesetransform sistheproductof

aBesselfunction Jm (qu)with q
p forarbitraryrealnum bersm and p.Usingtheorthogonality

and com pletenessoftheBesselfunctions,itcan beshown thatthereisaone-to-onem apping

ofthefunction �(u)de�ned on the half-line0 < u < 1 and itsm odi�ed Hankeltransform

B (q).32 Atthe m om ent,B (q)isan undeterm ined function. Itsform isdeterm ined by the

boundary conditionsin them em brane,which aregiven below.

Itisstraightforward to show using Eq.(14)that

v1;i(r;�;z)=
a

2
�
?
�i

Z 1

0

dqB (q)e� q�

"

� J3(qu)c��n�n�n�

+

�

J3(qu)�
2J2(qu)

qu

�

c��n�

#

: (15)

In order to determ ine the function B (q),we need to enforce the boundary conditions

in the m em brane. These boundary conditionsare integralequationsforB (q),because the

velocity Eq.(15)isitselfan integralequation.Insidethedisk{thatis,foru < 1{weim pose

thestick boundary condition Eq.(8).Sincethiscondition m ustbesatis�ed forarbitrary �,

9



wecan seefrom Eq.(15)thatweobtain two separateintegralequations:

Z 1

0

dqq
� 1
B (q)J2(qu)= u

2
; u < 1; (16)

Z 1

0

dqB (q)J3(qu)= 0; u < 1: (17)

Outside ofthe disk, we have the stress balance condition Eq.(2). By taking the anti-

sym m etricderivative���@� ofthisequation,wecan elim inatethem em branepressure.Then,

using Eq.(14),weobtain the�nalintegralequation:

Z 1

0

dqq
2
B (q)J2(qu)

h

1+
q

�

i

= 0; u > 1; (18)

where � � a

‘0
,with the Sa�m ann-Delbr�uck length ‘0 �

�m

�+ + ��
. The param eter� isthe key

controlparam eterforthehydrodynam icsofm em brane-bound inclusions.W hen � � 1,the


owsin them em branedissipatem uch m oreenergy than theinduced 
owsin thebulk 
uids;

conversely,when � � 1,thedissipation occursprim arily in thebulk.

Finally,weobtain them em branepressureusing Eqs.(2),(15),and (18):

p
m

1 (r;�)=
�m

4
c��n�n�

Z 1

0

dqB (q)(q+ �)

� [quJ1(qu)� 2J2(qu)]: (19)

The integralEqs.(16){(18)com pletely determ ine the m odi�ed Hankeltransform B (q),

which in turn determ ines the 
uid velocities and pressures everywhere in the m em brane

and bulk 
uids. However,�nding the solution to these integralequationsisdi�cult. The

di�culty arisesfrom thefactthatthisisa m ixed boundary valueproblem :Inside thedisk

(0< u < 1),wehaveaDirichletboundarycondition thatsetsthetotalm em branevelocityto

zero;Outsidethedisk,wehavea Neum ann boundary condition thatim posesstressbalance

acrossthe 
uid m em brane.Asa result,theboundary conditionsEqs.(16){(18)ultim ately

reduce to a pair ofdualintegralequations. Speci�cally,we m ust �nd the transform B (q)

thatsatis�esEq.(16)insidethedisk and Eq.(18)outsidethedisk;weshow in Appendix A

thatEq.(17)isredundant,becauseitisautom atically satis�ed by thesolution to thedual

integralequations.

By contrast,consider a problem in which the boundary condition is given by a single

integralequation that is valid over the entire region 0 < u < 1 . In this case,the in-

tegralboundary condition is easily inverted using the m utualorthogonality ofthe Bessel
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functions.32 This is analogous to the well-known inversion ofthe Fourier expansions ofa

function. Indeed,ifthe size ofthe inclusion isvery sm all,a ! 0,we can approxim ate it

by a point-likeparticleand ignorethevelocity balanceconditionsinsidethedisk,Eqs.(16)

and (17). This lim it,which is used often in m em brane hydrodynam ics,11,12,15,16,17 greatly

sim pli�es the solution. In the present problem ,though,the �nite size ofthe inclusion is

essentialin determ ining the e�ective viscosity ofa suspension since itcontrolsthe suspen-

sion’s area density. Furtherm ore,one ofthe m ajor m otivations ofthis study is to gain a

better understanding ofthe m athem aticaldi�culties encountered in solving dualintegral

equations.

The m athem aticaltoolsnecessary to solve these dualintegralequations are derived in

Ref.29;wesum m arize thenecessary resultsin Appendix A.Brie
y,we need to �nd a way

to reduce the two m odi�ed Hankeltransform s,Eqs.(16)and (18),into a single m odi�ed

Hankeltransform valid overtheentirehalf-line0< u < 1 .Oncewehaveaccom plished this

task,we can invertthe rem aining transform using the inverse m odi�ed Hankeltransform .

In orderto com bine the dualintegralequations,we need to transform Eqs.(16)and (18)

usingoperatorsthatacton theseintegralequationsentirelywithin theirrespectiveregionsof

validity,0< u < 1and 1< u < 1 .In addition,theseintegraloperatorsm ustpossesssim ple

convolution propertieswith the m odi�ed Hankeltransform s. Such operatorsare known as

theErd�elyi-Koberoperators.29

In Appendix A,we de�ne the m odi�ed Hankeltransform sand the Erd�elyi-Koberoper-

ators;we also presentthe relevantinversion and convolution propertiesofthese operators.

Using these properties,the dualintegralEqs.(16)and (18)can be reduced to a single in-

tegralequation,Eq.(A18). Itisconvenientto re-write thisequation in term sofspherical

Besselfunctionsjn(u)�
p
�=(2u)Jn+ 1=2(u),so that

� (u+ �)B (u)= 16�j1(u) (20)

+

Z 1

0

dzzB (z)[j0(u� z)� j0(u + z)]:

Using theaddition theorem forsphericalBesselfunctions,

j0(u � z)=

1X

m = 0

(2m + 1)jm (u)jm (z)(� 1)
m
; (21)
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we�nd thattheeven m term scancel,leaving

(u+ �)B (u)=

1X

n= 1

bn(�)j2n� 1(u); (22)

wherethecoe�cientsarede�ned as

bn(�)�
16�

�
�n;1 +

2

�
(4n � 1)

Z
1

0

dzzB (z)j2n� 1(z): (23)

TosolveEq.(22),weconvertitintoam atrixequationforthecoe�cientsb n bym ultiplying

it by uj2l� 1(u)=(u + �) and integrating. Using the orthogonality ofthe sphericalBessel

functions, Z
1

0

dqj2n� 1(q)j2l� 1(q)=
��l;n

2(4l� 1)
; (24)

we�nd
1X

n= 1

bn(�)M n;l=
8

3
�l;1; (25)

where

M n;l�

Z
1

0

dq
j2n� 1(q)j2l� 1(q)

q+ �
: (26)

Eq.(25)isa m atrix equation forthe coe�cients b n;given the m atrix inverse M � 1

l;m
,its

solution istrivial:

bn(�)=
8

3
M � 1

1;n: (27)

Given thecoe�cientsb n thefunction B (u)can befound from Eq.(22).Then them em -

branevelocity Eq.(15)becom es

v1;�(r;�;0)=
a

2

NX

n= 1

bn(�)

(

�
1

2
c��n�V(u;n;1) (28)

+

�
1

2
c��n� � c��n�n�n�

�

V(u;n;3)

)

;

where

V(u;n;m )�

Z 1

0

dq

q+ �
j2n� 1(q)Jm (qu): (29)

Finally we turn to the pressure Eq.(19). It is straightforward to show using Eq.(22)

thatalloftheintegralsin theresultantexpression vanish,exceptforthen = 1 term in the

sum [seeEq.(B6)]:

p
m

1 (r;�)= �
�m c��n�n�

3u2
b1(�): (30)
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FIG .2: Dim ensionless velocities [see Eq.(31)](a) ~v0,(b) ~v1,and (c) ~v around an isolated in-

clusion ofradiusa,asa function ofthe dim ensionlessdistances x

a
;
y

a
. The color�eld (b,c)isthe

dim ensionlessm em branepressure ~pm1 .All�eldsarecalculated using �= 1 and ~cxx = ~cxy = 0:1.

W ecanseefrom Eq.(5)thatthetensorc�� hasunitsof[sec]
� 1.Therefore,theappropriate

dim ensionlessquantitiesare

~c�� � �c��; ~v �
�

a
v; ~pm1 �

�

�m
p
m

1 ; (31)

where� isthecharacteristictim escalein c��.

Figure 2 shows the dim ensionless m em brane velocity �elds ~v0,~v1,and ~v and a color

plotofthe dim ensionless pressure �eld ~pm1 . In orderto com pute these �elds,the integrals

M n;l and V(u;n;m )m ustbe com puted num erically,and the m atrix M m ust be inverted

num erically. The detailsofthisprocedure are provided in Appendix B.Figure 2(a)shows

theunperturbed velocity ~v0,which clearly doesnotrespecttheboundary conditionsatthe

13



surface ofthe inclusion.The perturbative velocity �eld ~v1 shown in Fig.2(b)accountsfor

these boundary conditions.W e can see thattheperturbative velocity inside the particle is

equaland oppositetotheunperturbed velocity,causingthetotalvelocitytovanish thereand

thusrespecttheboundarycondition Eq.(8),asshown in Fig.2(c).In addition,theinsertion

oftheparticleinto them em branegivesriseto regionsofpositivem em branepressurewhere

theperturbativevelocity 
owsoutoftheinclusion;conversely,regionsofnegativem em brane

pressurearisewheretheperturbativevelocity 
owsintotheinclusion.ForFigure2,wehave

chosen an interm ediate valueofthedim ensionlessparam eter� = 1,i.e.wehave seta = ‘0.

Fordi�erentvaluesof�,the velocity and pressure �eldslook qualitatively sim ilarto those

in Fig.2,sincetheboundary conditionsatthesurfaceoftheinclusion m uststillbeobeyed.

However,ifweincreasetheviscosityofthem em branewhilekeepingtheparticlesizeconstant

{ that is,ifwe decrease � { the gradients in the perturbative m em brane velocity �eld ~v1

aredecreased,causing thisvelocity to persistfartheraway from theinclusion (notshown).

In addition,the m agnitude ofthe pressure �eld increases. Conversely,higher values of�

lead to m orelocalized perturbativevelocity �eldsand sm allerm em branepressures.W ecan

understand thisbehaviorin the following way:Asm entioned above,viscousdissipation in

them em branedom inatesin thelim itofsm all�.Asaresult,largegradientsin them em brane

velocity �eld areunsustainable,causing theperturbativevelocity �eld atthesurfaceofthe

inclusion,which isrequired by the boundary conditions,to persistfartheraway from that

inclusion as� isdecreased.

III. EFFEC T IV E M EM B R A N E V ISC O SIT Y

Arm ed with the resultsofthe previoussection,we now turn to com puting the e�ective

viscosity ofa dilutesuspension ofm em brane-bound inclusions.Asdiscussed above,weuse

the stresstensorto probe the dissipative processesin the system . The e�ective m em brane

description ofthesuspension im pliesacoarse-grainingofthesystem overlength scalesm uch

largerthan thesizeoftheinclusions.Thus,wecom putethestresstensoraveraged overthe

entirevolum eofthesystem Vtot,which can bewritten as

�
tot

ij �
1

Vtot

Z

Vtot

d
3
x�

tot

ij (x): (32)
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Duetothecylindricalsym m etry oftheproblem ,wechooseVtottobeacylinderwhoseheight

H tot and radius R tot are large. This volum e includes the interiors ofthe solid inclusions.

W ithin theseregions,thestresstensor�tot isnotsim ply the
uid stresstensor;rather,itis

thesolid stressesin theinclusion caused by the
uids
owsthatsurround it.

Up untilthispoint,we have been treating the m em brane asa strictly two-dim ensional,


atsurface. In thism odel,the stresswithin the m em brane entersthe integralabove asa

delta-function atthe m em brane surface z = 0. Itisconvenientto avoid such a singularity

when calculatingtheaveragestresstensor.Todoso,weusean equivalentthree-dim ensional

m odelofthem em brane forwhich thestressiscontinuousatallpoints.Speci�cally,a two-

dim ensionalm em branewith aviscosity �m and two-dim ensionalpressurepm isequivalentto

athin,three-dim ensional
uid ofthicknessh,viscosity �m =h,and bulk pressurep
m =h,in the

lim itofa vanishing m em brane thickness h ! 0.11,12,14 A schem atic illustration ofthis3D

m odelisshown in Fig.3.Thus,we can com pute the integralsin Eq.(32)using the three-

dim ensionalm odeland then takethem em branelim ith ! 0 to recoverthetwo-dim ensional

m em braneconsidered in thepreviousSection.

Consider�rstthem em brane in theabsence oftheparticulatesuspension,with only the

unperturbed 
ows v0 present. From the results ofSection II,it is straightforward to see

thatthestresstensortakestheform

�0;ij = �
?
�i�

?
�j�(z)c��; �(z)�

8
>>>><

>>>>:

�� z < 0

�m

h
0< z < h

�+ z > h

: (33)

Then theintegralin Eq.(32)isgiven by

�0;ij = �
?
�i�

?
�j

�

(�+ + �� )c�� +
2

H tot

�m c��

�

: (34)

W e now turn to the particulate suspension. In the 3D m em brane m odel,each inclusion

is a solid cylinder whose height h is equalto the m em brane thickness;see Figure 3. W e

anticipate that the average stress tensor for the suspension willhave the sam e form as

Eq.(34),with them em braneviscosity �m beingreplaced by an e�ectivem em braneviscosity

�e�m .Thus,wede�ne thee�ective m em braneviscosity via theaveragestresstensor:

�
tot

ij = �
?
�i�

?
�j

�

(�+ + �� )c�� +
2

H tot

�
e�

m c��

�

: (35)
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Inordertocalculatetheaveragestresstensorforthesuspension,weneed thetotalvelocity

vtot for this system . Since we work in the dilute lim it,we can ignore the hydrodynam ic

interactions between the particles in the suspension. That is, we discard the negligible

alterationsofthe 
ow �eldsaround one disk due to the presence ofthe otherdisksin the

suspension,so thateach disk istreated in isolation.In thislim it,thetotal
uid velocity is

sim ply a linearsuperposition ofthe unperturbed m em brane 
owsv0 and the perturbative


owsfrom each disk in thesuspension:

v
tot(r;�;z)= v0(r;�;z)+

NX

n= 1

v
(n)

1 (r;�;z); (36)

wherev
(n)

1 (r;�;z)istheperturbation tothe
owsv0 caused by an isolated disk whosecenter

islocated in them em braneatposition x(n),which can beobtained from Eq.(15)byasim ple

coordinatetranslation.

Ratherthanattem ptingtodirectlycom putetheaveragestressEq.(32)forthesuspension,

we�rstseparateoutthecontributionsoftheunperturbed 
owsand oftheperturbative
ows

ofeach particle in the suspension. Thiscan be accom plished by writing the average stress

tensoras

�
tot

ij = �(z)@ivj + �(z)@jvi+ �ij; (37)

where

�ij �
1

Vtot

Z

Vtot

d
3
x

h

�
tot

ij � �(z)
�
@iv

tot

j + @jv
tot

i

�i

: (38)

Considerthe �rsttwo term sin Eq.(37). Clearly,the contributionsofthe unperturbed


ows to these term s willyield the unperturbed average stress tensor �0;ij,Eq.(34). Fur-

therm ore,we can show thatthe perturbative 
ows v
(n)

1 do notcontribute to these term s.

Speci�cally,consider the quantity �(z)@iv
(n)

1;j. This clearly vanishes for j = z,but it also

vanishesfori= z,becauseangularintegration overan odd num berofin-planeunitvectors

n̂ willvanish.Thei= � term salso vanish,becausetheintegralevaluatesto thevelocity at

x� = � 1 ,where itvanishes. Thus,the 
owsv
(n)

1 do notcontribute to the �rsttwo term s

in Eq.(37):

�
tot

ij = �0;ij + �ij; (39)

W enow turn totheintegral�ij.In the
uid regionsofthesystem (i.e.outsideoftherigid

inclusions)theintegrand isequalto the
uid pressure.However,we know from theresults

ofthe previous section that this pressure vanishes everywhere outside ofthe m em brane.
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FIG .3:Schem aticillustration ofan isolated inclusion in athin layerof
uid ofthicknessh,enclosed

by alargecylinderofheightH and radiusR.Theviscosity ofthelayeris�m =h;In thelim ith ! 0,

thissystem isequivalentto a two-dim ensionalm em brane ofviscosity �m . The cylindricalvolum e

V isdivided into volum esabove(V + ),below (V � ),and within (Vm )the
uid layer,asshown.The

cylindricalcapson these volum esare denoted by C � and C �
m ,whilethe shellsare denoted by S�

and Sm ,asshown.

Furtherm ore,in the 
uid regionsofthe m em brane,we see from Eq.(30)thatthe angular

dependence ofthe m em brane pressure � c��n�n�. Averaging over the angularvariable �

producestheintegral
1

�

Z
2�

0

d� n�n� = ���: (40)

From thiswe see thatthe contribution ofthe 
uid m em brane regionsto �ij also vanishes

since c�� istraceless. Thus,the only regionsofintegration thatcontribute to �ij are the

solid interiorsofthedisksthem selves.Dueto ourneglectofthehydrodynam icinteractions

between the disks(asjusti�ed by the assum ption ofa dilute suspension),each disk in the

m em braneprovidesan identicalcontribution to �ij,so wehave

�ij =
N

H totA tot

Z

V

d
3
x

h

�1;ij � �(z)(@iv1;j + @jv1;i)

i

; (41)

where A tot = �R 2
tot and N isthe num berofparticlesin the suspension. The perturbative

stresstensor�1;ij � �ij � �0;ij,where,�ij isthe stress tensoreverywhere within a system

containing an isolated inclusion. Thus,we have converted the com putation ofthe average

stress tensor of a particulate suspension into the problem of a single isolated inclusion
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considered in Section II. Although the integrand isnon-zero only within thatinclusion,it

provesusefultore-extend theregion ofintegration V toincludeallofthesurrounding
uids.

Therefore,wechooseV to bea largecylinderwhoseheightH and radiusR willeventually

betaken to in�nity;seeFig 3.

Consider the �rst term in Eq.(41),the integralofthe perturbative stress tensor �1;ij.

From itsde�nition,wecan seethat�1;ij containsallofthesolid stresseswithin theinclusion,

aswellasthe
uid stressescaused by theperturbativevelocity �eld v1.Sincetheintegration

dom ain V in Eq.(41)clearly includesthe interiorofthe solid inclusion,we would need to

determ ine the solid stressesin thisregion to com pute thisintegraldirectly. W e can avoid

thisdi�culty,however,by using thedivergence theorem to convertthisvolum etricintegral

into a surface integral. Stress continuity requires that @k�ik = 0 at allpoints in space,

includingtheinterioroftheinclusion.Furtherm ore,itisclearfrom Eq.(33)that@k�0;ik = 0

everywhere.Then wem ay write

Z

V

d
3
x�1;ij =

Z

V

d
3
x@k (�1;ikxj) (42)

= R

Z
2�

0

d�

Z
1

� 1

dz

h

�1;i
n
xj

�
�
�
r= R

:

Here,we have extended the heightH ofthe enclosing cylinderto in�nity. Because ofthe

exponentialdecay ofthe perturbative 
uid velocity Eq.(15)as z ! � 1 ,we neglect the

integration overitscircularend-capsC � atz = � H =2 (seeFig.3).

For i= �;j = z or i= z;j = �,it is straightforward to show { using Eq.(15) and

the factthat@�v1;
 iseven in n̂ { thatthe integrand ofthe surface integralin Eq.(42)is

odd in n̂,and therefore vanishesupon integration over�. Fori= j = z,the integrand is

/ c
�n
n�,which also vanishesupon integration over�,by Eq.(40).Thus

Z

V

d
3
x�1;ij = �

?
�i�

?
�jR

2

Z
2�

0

d�n
n� (43)

�

( Z 1

� 1

�(z)[@�v1;
 + @
v1;�]dz� ��
p
m

1

�
�
�
�
�
r= R

Therem aining term sin �ij areproportionalto thediscontinuousviscosity function �(z).

Fortheseterm s,webreakup theintegration volum eV intothreedi�erentregionscontaining

the three separate 
uidsin the system . Nam ely,we divide V into three separate cylinders

V + ;V � ;and V m ,which enclose the regions z > h,0 < z < h,and z < 0,respectively;

see Fig.3. Using the divergence theorem ,we obtain integrals ofthe velocity com ponents
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v1;� overthecylindricalshellsS
+ ;S� ,and Sm ,whoseoutward norm alsarealln̂,aswellas

integralsovertheend-capsC �
m ,whoseoutward norm alsare/ ẑ.Becausethevelocity isodd

in n̂ [seeEq.(15)],thelatterintegralswillallvanish.Thus,

Z

V

d
3
x�(z)(@iv1;j + @jv1;i) (44)

= �
?
�i�

?
�jR

Z 1

� 1

dz�(z)

Z
2�

0

h

n�v1;� + n�v1;�

i

r= R

:

From Eqs.(15)and (19),weseethatthezintegralsin Eqs.(43)and (44)areallidentical.

Returning to thelim itofan arbitrarily thin m em brane,h ! 0,we�nd

lim
h! 0

Z
1

� 1

�(z)e� qjzj=a = �m

�

1+
�

q

�

: (45)

From Eqs.(43){(45),we �nd that �ij / �?�i�
?
�j=H tot. Thus,the average stress tensor

Eq.(39)doesindeed take the form ofEq.(35),asanticipated. Speci�cally,ifwe com pute

therem aining angularintegralsin Eqs.(43)and (44)using Eqs.(15)and (19),we�nd that

thee�ective viscosity is

�
e�

m = �m

�

1+ � lim
R ! 1

�

�
R

a

��

; (46)

where� � N �a2=A tot isthearea fraction ofparticlesin them em braneand

�(u)� u
2

Z 1

0

dqB (q)(q+ �)

�
3

8
J2(qu)�

qu

16
J1(qu)

�

: (47)

In Eq.(46),wehavetaken theradiusR oftheenclosing cylinderV to in�nity,asprom ised.

W ehavesucceeded in �nding an expression forthee�ectivem em braneviscosity in term s

ofthefunction B (q)determ ined in Section II.Using Eq.(22),wem ay writeEq.(47)as

�(u)� u
2

1X

n= 1

bn(�)

Z 1

0

dqj2n� 1(q)

�
3

8
J2(qu)�

qu

16
J1(qu)

�

: (48)

Itisstraightforward to show [seeEq.(B6)]thattheintegralofthesecond term in brackets

vanishesforalln,whilethe�rstintegralvanishesforalln > 1.Then = 1integralis/ 1=u2,

so itscontribution to �(u)isu-independentand thussurvivestheR ! 1 lim itin Eq.(46).

Thus,thee�ective m em braneviscosity isdeterm ined solely from thecoe�cientb 1(�):

�
e�

m = �m

�

1+ �
b1(�)

4

�

� �m [1+ �f(�)]: (49)

Thefunction f(�)can becom puted num erically forarbitraryvaluesof�;seeAppendixB.

Beforewe discussthissolution,however,we �rstconsidertheasym ptotic lim its� � 1 and

� � 1,whereanalyticsolutionsforf(�)can beobtained.
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A . a � ‘0: Large Inclusions

W hen the particle size a ism uch largerthan the Sa�m an-Delbr�uck length ‘0 { thatis,

when � � 1 { viscousdissipation occurspredom inately in thesurrounding 3D 
uids,rather

than in the m em brane. In this lim it,we calculate the leading order and next-to-leading

orderdependence ofb1(�)on �.W ewrite

bn(�)� b
(0)

n + b
(1)

n (�): (50)

The leading order term b
(0)
n is found by approxim ating u + � � � in Eq.(26). Using the

orthogonality ofthesphericalBesselfunctionsEq.(24),Eq.(25)becom es

1X

n= 1

b
(0)

n (�)
��l;n

2�(4l� 1)
=
8

3
�l;1; ) b

(0)

l
(�)=

16�

�
�l;1: (51)

Using Eq.(50),thenext-to-leading orderterm sin Eq.(25)are

1X

n= 1

h
~b(0)n

~M
(1)

n;l
(�)+ ~b(1)n (�)~M

(0)

n;l

i

= 0; (52)

where~bn = bn=�,� � 1=�,~M
(0)

n;l
isgiven by Eq.(24),and

~M
(1)

n;l
(�)� lim

�! 0

�

�
1

�

Z
1

0

udu

1+ u
j2n� 1

�
u

�

�

j2l� 1

�
u

�

��

: (53)

The region 0 < u < � ofthis integralgives a negligible contribution in the lim it � ! 0

and can be discarded. In the rem aining integral,we expand the sphericalBesselfunctions

for large values oftheir argum ents: j2n� 1(x) � (� 1)n cos(x)=x for x � 1. Using this

approxim ation we�nd thatthedom inantcontribution islogarithm ic:

~M
(1)

n;l
(�)�

1

2
(� 1)

n+ l
� ln(�): (54)

Eq.(52)m ustbe satis�ed forarbitrary valuesof�,aslong as� issu�ciently sm all. Asa

result,thetwo term sin thesum ofEq.(52)m usthave thesam efunctionaldependence on

�.Then we�nd

~b(1)n (�)=
16(4n � 1)

�2
(� 1)

n
� ln(�); (55)

Thus,in thislim it

f(�)=
4�

�
+
12

�2
ln(�); � � 1: (56)
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Asm entioned above,the 
ows in the bulk 
uids dissipate m uch m ore energy than the


ows in the m em brane in the lim it� � 1. Therefore,itism ore appropriate to de�ne an

e�ectivethree-dim ensionalviscosity in thislim it.Ifwereturn to theaveragestressEq.(35)

fora sym m etric m em brane(�+ = �� � �3D ),

�ij = 2�?�i�
?
�j�3D

�

1+
2‘0

H tot

+
8a�

�H tot

�

(57)

In the lim it‘0 ! 0,the second term vanishes. Ifwe com pare thisto the average stressof

theunperturbed m em braneEq.(34)in thislim it,

�ij = 2�?�i�
?
�j�3D ; (58)

wecan seethatthee�ective3-D viscosity is

�
e�

3D = �3D

�

1+
8

�
�3D

�

: (59)

where�3D � N �a3=Vtot actsasa volum efraction oftheparticles.Thisidenti�cation isnot

precise,sincewehavetaken thez-extentofboth them em braneand itsinclusionsto vanish

in orderto com putethee�ectivem em braneviscosity.In writing �3D in thisform ,however,

wehave given theinclusionsa vertical(̂z)size ofa and neglected any num ericalprefactors

oforder unity associated with the precise geom etry ofthe inclusions (e.g. cylinders vs.

spheres).Itisinteresting to notethat,in spite ofthisim precision,thenum ericalprefactor

8=� � 2:55iswithin 2% oftheEinstein coe�cientof5=2fora three-dim ensionalsuspension

ofspheres,Eq.(1).Thisresultisnotunexpected,despite thefactthatthere areprofound

di�erences in the underlying assum ptions regarding the particle distribution between our

calculation and thatofEinstein. In ourm odel,allofthe particlesare con�ned to a plane,

while in Einstein’swork,the particlesare assum ed to occupy allspace. Thisdistinction is

lost,however,in taking the low volum e fraction lim it,where both calculationsreduce to a

single-particlecalculation.In thisessentially m ean-�eld lim it,allhydrodynam icinteractions

between theparticlesareignored,and thee�ectiveviscosity can depend on them ean volum e

fraction ofthe particlesalone and notthe detailsoftheirspatialdistribution. Thus,itis

notsurprising thatour result closely approxim ates Einstein’s when the dissipation in the

m em braneisnegligible.
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B . a � ‘0: Sm allInclusions

W e now consider the lim it in which the Sa�m an-Delbr�uck length is large com pared to

thesizeoftheinclusion,a � ‘0.W estillassum ethatthesuspension isdilute,so that‘0 is

sm allcom pared to them ean lateralseparation ofthe inclusions,‘0 � a=
p
�.In thislim it,

wem ay continueto neglectthehydrodynam icinteractionsbetween theinclusions.W enow

expectthattheviscousdissipation occurspredom inantly in them em brane.

In thislim it,weexpand

1

u + �
�
1

u
�

�

u2
; bn(�)� b

(0)

n + �b
(1)

n : (60)

W erequirethatEq.(25)besatis�ed term by term in �,so that

b
(0)

n =
8

3
R
� 1
1;n; (61)

b
(1)

n =
8

3

1X

l;n= 1

R
� 1

l;m
R
� 1
1;n

~R n;l; (62)

wherethem atrix elem entsR n;land ~R n;laregiven by Eqs.(B2)and (B3),respectively.The

m atrix inverseR � 1
m ;n can becom puted analytically;seeRef.14.Theelem entsR

� 1
1;n aregiven

by

R
� 1
1;n =

3(� 1)
n� 1

(4n � 1)
�
n � 1

2

�

�n

 
�
�
n � 1

2

�

�(n)

! 2

: (63)

Then b
(0)
n = 12 and

b
(1)

n =
8

3

1X

l= 1

R
� 1

l;1

�
�
�
l+ 1

2

�
R
� 1

l+ 1;1
+ �(l)R � 1

l;1

�
=
32

�
: (64)

Thus,in thelim ita � ‘0 (i.e.� � 1),we�nd

f(�)= 3+
8�

�
; � � 1; (65)

so that,using Eq.(49),

�
e�

m = �m

�

1+ 3� +
8a

�‘0
�

�

: (66)

The leading-order correction to the viscosity,which is rem iniscent ofthe Einstein result

Eq.(1),gives the dependence ofthe e�ective m em brane viscosity on the area fraction in

the lim it ofvanishing inclusion radius. The next-to-leading order contribution shows an

additionalviscosity enhancem ent,proportionalto a=‘0.Thisterm isdue to the additional
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FIG .4:Exactnum ericalresults(dots),asym ptoticlim its(dashed lines),and interpolation function

(solid line)forthefunction f(�).Forthenum ericalresults,thein�nitem atrix istruncated at6� 6,

and Q = 5�;see AppendixB.

dissipation caused by the 
ows induced in the bulk 
uids for sm all(but �nite) values of

a=‘0.

Itis im portantto recognize the distinction between the � = 0 lim itofoursystem and

thestrictly two-dim ensionalsystem ofa suspension ofin�nitecylindersin a bulk 
uid that

hasbeen considered previously.34,35 Even when theviscositiesofthesurrounding bulk 
uids

vanish (i.e.‘0 = 1 ),oursystem isnottwo-dim ensional:The
owsin them em braneextend

in�nitely faraway from the m em brane in the bulk 
uids,butthe pressure isstillnon-zero

only within them em brane.In contrast,the
uid pressurearound an in�nitecylinderisthe

sam e everywhere along the cylinder axis. Thus,the � = 0 lim itofoursystem ,where the

viscosity correction = 3�,isdi�erentthan theviscosity correction of2� fora suspension of

cylinders.34,35

C . A rbitrary a=‘0

W hiletheaboveasym ptoticresultsaresuggestive,itisclearly desirableto exam inef(�)

forarbitrary valuesof�.Figure4 showsthe function f(�)overseveraldecadesof� values.

The exact num ericalsolution to Eq.(49) is indicated by the points (see Appendix B for

details),whiletheasym ptoticvaluesEqs.(56)and (65)areindicated by thedashed lines.It

isclearthatthenum ericalsolution agreeswith theasym ptoticexpressionsin theappropriate

lim its,and thatthetransition between thesetwo lim itsissm ooth and m onotonic.
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W ecan usetheanalyticexpressionsforthesm alland large� behavioroff(�)toconstruct

an analyticfunction ~f(�)thatsm oothly interpolatesbetween theseextrem es.W enotefrom

Eqs.(56)and (65)thatf(�)growsas�+ ln(�)forlarge� buthasnologarithm icdivergenceat

sm all�.Thus,weneed a term in theinterpolation function ~f(�)thatgrowslogarithm ically

at large � but rem ains well-behaved (i.e. non-singular) at sm all�. The obvious choice is

ln(1+ �):

~f(�)=
12

�2
ln(1+ �)+ g(�); (67)

where

g(�)=

8
><

>:

3+
�
8

�
� 12

�2

�
� � � 1

4�

�
� � 1

: (68)

To�nd asuitablefunction g(�),weem ploythem ethod oftwo-pointPad�eapproxim ants:33

g(�)=
A N (�)

CM (�)
; (69)

where A N and CM are polynom ials of order N ;M , respectively, in �. W ithout loss of

generality,wecan setCM (0)= 1.Therefore,wehaveN + M + 1unknown coe�cients.Three

ofthese coe�cients can be set by the known asym ptotic lim its ofg(�) given in Eq.(68).

Furtherm ore,in orderto obtain g(�)� � for� � 1,we m usthave N = M + 1. Thus,the

�rstnon-trivialPad�eapproxim antforg(�)isN = 2;M = 1:

g(�)=
a0 + a1� + a2�

2

1+ c1�
: (70)

This has four unknown coe�cients, so there is not a unique Pad�e approxim ant for this

function.However,itisstraightforward toshow thatc1 istheundeterm ined coe�cient,and

thatallvaluesofc1 > 0 give a sm ooth,m onotonically increasing Pad�e approxim ant,so we

setc1 = 1 forsim plicity. By expanding g(�)forlarge and sm allvaluesof� and m atching

theselim itsto thosegiven in Eq.(68),we�nd

~f(�)=
12

�2
ln(1+ �)+

3�2 + (3�2 + 8� � 12)� + 4��2

�2(1+ �)
: (71)

In Figure4,weplottheinterpolation function ~f(�)asasolid line.W eseethatitexhibits

excellent agreem ent with the exactnum ericalresults forallvaluesof�. Indeed,the error

between ~f(�)and thenum ericalsolution neverexceeds8% ,asshown in theinsetofFig.4.
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IV . C O N C LU SIO N /FU T U R E W O R K

M em branesand 
uid interfacesareby theirnaturehybrid system s.Although them em -

brane/interface isitselftwo-dim ensional,itissurrounded by bulk three-dim ensional
uids.

Asa result,thehydrodynam icsofm em branescan exhibitboth two-dim ensionaland three-

dim ensionalcharacteristics,depending on thesystem in question.Thee�ectiveviscosity of

a 
uid m em brane containing rigid inclusionsdem onstratesthisdim ensionalcrossover.For

particleswhoseradiia aresm allcom pared to theSa�m an-Delbr�uck length ‘0,thee�ectof

thesuspension on thelargelength scaleviscousdissipation undershearcan bestbethought

ofasproviding an increase in the e�ective viscosity ofthe m em brane �e�m . Conversely,for

largeinclusionsrelativeto‘0,theire�ecton thesheared m em braneand surrounding solvent

can beunderstood asan increasein theviscositiesofthebulksolventsthatisproportionalto

thevolum efraction oftheinclusion.Forarbitrary inclusion size,wehavedeterm ined a rea-

sonably sim pleinterpolation form ula thatgivesan accurateestim ateoftheexactnum erical

solution forthee�ective m em braneviscosity.

M athem atically,we have seen that the hydrodynam ics ofm em branes containing rigid

inclusions isa m ixed boundary value problem whose solution obeysa set ofdualintegral

equations.Oneofthebene�tsofthiswork isthatithelpsto elucidatethem athem atically

m achinery needed tosolvethesedualintegralequations.Sincetheseequationsarisein m any

problem sin m em brane hydrodynam ics,we plan to use ournewfound understanding ofthe

m athem aticsto solveotherproblem s.Despitethem athem aticalcom plexity oftheproblem

presented here,itisin a way oneofthesim plerproblem sonecan considerin thehydrody-

nam icsofm em braneswith rigid inclusions,becausethehydrodynam icinteractionsbetween

the inclusionscan be ignored. Indeed,one ofthe m otivationsforthiswork wasto study a

system in which wecould learn aboutm em branehydrodynam icswith rigid inclusionswith-

out the additionalcom plication ofparticle interactions. Arm ed with this knowledge,we

plan to investigate such interparticle interactionsin futurestudies.Oneproblem ofpartic-

ularbiophysicalsigni�cance isthestudy oflubrication forcesbetween two largem em brane

inclusionsin close proxim ity.Itisnow widely believed thatm any transm em brane proteins

recruitlipid rafts36 in the cell’s plasm a m em brane. Treating these extended structures as

essentially rigid objects,onem ay ask how thehydrodynam icinteractionsbetween two such

raftsa�ectthekineticsofprotein aggregation in them em brane.Sim ilarquestionscan also
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be asked ofthe kinetics ofphase separation in the m ulticom ponent lipid bilayers ofgiant

unilam ellarvesicles.37 M ore generally we expectthe m athem aticaland physicalfeaturesof

the problem considered in this paper to arise in the study ofthe kinetics ofinclusions or

�nitesizedom ainsin anylipid bilayerorLangm uirm onolayersystem .Such problem sshould

exhibitthephenom enon ofa scale-dependentdim ensionalcrossoverexplored here.

M LH and AJL thank H.Stoneforinteresting conversations.Thiswork wassupported in

partby grantNSF-CM M I0800533.

A P P EN D IX A :D U A L IN T EG R A L EQ U AT IO N S

In thisAppendix,wepresentthem athem aticaltoolsnecessary tom anipulatetheintegral

equations,Eqs.(16){(18),and then usethesetoolsto derivea singleintegralequation.The

necessary integraloperatoridentitiesare presented here withoutproof;we referthe reader

to Ref.29 forthederivation oftheseidentities.

Considerafunction f(q)de�ned everywhereon thepositive-qaxis,0< q< 1 .Adopting

the com pact notation used in Ref.29,we denote the m odi�ed Hankeltransform ofthis

function by theoperatorS�;�f(u),which isde�ned by

S�;�f(u)�
2�

u�

Z 1

0

dq
J2�+ �(qu)

q�� 1
f(q): (A1)

W here necessary we use the expanded notation S�;�f(u)= S�;�ff(q);ug.Using thisnota-

tion,Eqs.(16)and (18)can bewritten as,respectively,

S0;2B (u)= 4; u < 1; (A2)

S 3

2
;� 1B (u)= �

2

�x
S2;� 2B (u); u > 1: (A3)

W ewillreturn to the�nalintegralequation,Eq.(17),attheend ofthisAppendix.

The principaldi�culty presented by Eqs.(A2)and (A3)isthatthe unknown function

B (u)isde�ned bytwoseparateintegralequations,each with itsown dom ain ofapplicability.

From the closurerelation forBesselfunctions,we know thatthatthe inverse ofa m odi�ed

Hankeltransform isanotherm odi�ed Hankeltransform :speci�cally,S � 1

�;�
= S�+ �;� �.There-

fore,theinversion ofa m odi�ed Hankeltransform ispossible only ifitappearsin an equa-

tion thatappliesto theentire half-line0 < u < 1 .The dualintegralequations,Eqs.(A2)
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and (A3),clearly do notsatisfy thisrequirem ent.Asa result,wecannotdirectly invertthe

m odi�ed Hankeltransform sin Eqs.(A2)and (A3)to solveforthefunction B (u).

To resolve thisdilem m a,we com bine Eqs.(A2)and (A3)into a single integralequation

using the Erd�elyi-Koberoperatorsde�ned below. Through the application ofthese opera-

tors,we can write the left-hand side ofEqs.(A2)and (A3)in the sam e form .In thisway,

wegeneratea singleintegralequation whosedom ain ofvalidity extendsovertheentirereal

positiveaxis.

TheErd�elyi-Koberoperatorsarede�ned as

I�;�f(q)=
2q� 2�� 2�

�(�)

Z
q

0

(q2 � u2)
�� 1

u� 2�� 1
f(u)du; (A4)

K �;�f(q)=
2q2�

�(�)

Z 1

q

(u2 � q2)
�� 1

u2�+ 2�� 1
f(u)du: (A5)

Theseintegralsonly convergefor� > � 1=2;for� < � 1=2,

I�;�f(q)= q
� 2�� 2�� 1D n

q

�
I�;�+ nf(q)

q� 2�� 2�� 2n� 1

�

; (A6)

K �;�f(q)= (� 1)nq2�� 1D n
q

�
K �� n;�+ nf(q)

q2�� 2n� 1

�

; (A7)

wheren isan integersuch that� + n > 0 and

D qf(q)�
1

2

@

@q

�
f(q)

q

�

: (A8)

The utility ofthese operators stem s from the following observations: (i) W hen acting

on a function f(q),the operators I�;� and K �;� involve integrals over (0;q) and (q;1 ),

respectively. Thus,they depend on two disjointsubspacesofthe positive realline.Thisis

essentialbecauseitallowsoneto apply I�;� to Eq.(A2)and obtain an integralthatiswell-

de�ned for0< u < 1.Sim ilarly,wecan apply K �;� to Eq.(A3)and obtain an integralthat

iswell-de�ned for1< u < 1 .(ii)Both operatorsI�;� and K �;� havethesim pleconvolution

propertieswith m odi�ed Hankeltransform s,nam ely

I�+ �;
S�;� = S�;�+ 
 (A9)

and

K �;�S�+ �;
 = S�;�+ 
: (A10)
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W e now apply I to Eq.(A2)and K to Eq.(A3),m aking a judicious choice ofthe coe�-

cientsso thatthe left-hand sidesofthe resulting equationsare identical. Speci�cally,itis

straightforward to show using Eqs.(A9)and (A10)that

I2;� 3

2

S0;2 = K 0;
3

2

S 3

2
;� 1 = S0;1

2

: (A11)

Thecoe�entsoftheseoperatorsareuniqueand setbythecoe�cientsin Eqs.( A2)and (A3),

along with the requirem ent that the resultant m odi�ed Hankeltransform be the sam e in

both equations.Thus,Eqs.(A2)and (A3)can bewritten asa singleintegralequation.

S0;1
2

B (u)=

8
><

>:

I2;� 3

2

(4) u < 1

� 2

�
K 0;

3

2

�
1

u
S2;� 2B (u)

�
u > 1

: (A12)

From Eqs.(A4)and (A6),wecan show that

I2;� 3

2

(4)=
D 2
u

h

u6I2;1
2

(4)

i

u2
=
D 2
u

h
64u6

15
p
�

i

u2
=

16
p
�
: (A13)

Using theidentity

K �;�

�
u
2

f(u)

�
= u

2

K �� 
;�f(u) (A14)

along with Eq.(A10),we�nd

K 0;
3

2

�
1

u
S2;� 2B (u)

�

=
1

u
K 1

2
;
3

2

S2;� 2B (u)=
1

u
S 1

2
;�

1

2

B (u): (A15)

Finally,by applying theinverseHankeltransform S
� 1

0;
1

2

= S 1

2
;�

1

2

,thesingleintegralequation

reducesto

B (u)= S 1

2
;�

1

2

8
><

>:

16
p
�

w < 1

� 2

�w
S 1

2
;�

1

2

B (w) w > 1

;u

9
>=

>;
(A16)

W ecan writeEq.(A16)asa conventionalintegralequation using Eq.(A1).Noting that

J1=2(wu)=
p
2=(�wu)sin(wu),we�nd

B (u)=
16

�

�
sinu

u2
�
cosu

u

�

(A17)

�
2

��

Z 1

0

dzzB (z)

Z 1

1

dw sin(wu)sin(wz):
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W riting sin(wu)sin(wz)= cos[w(u � z)]� cos[w(u + z)]and noting that
R1

0
dw cos(wy)=

��(y),weperform theintegration overw,

� (u + �)B (u)= 16�

�
sinu

u2
�
cosu

u

�

(A18)

+

Z 1

0

dzzB (z)

�
sin(u� z)

u� z
�
sin(u + z)

u + z

�

:

Itisthisform ofthesingleintegralequation thatweusein Section IItosolveforthefunction

B (u).

Finally,wereturn to thethird boundary condition,Eq.(17),which to thispointwehave

neglected.Forthisintegralequation thekernelisJ3(qu).Itisstraightforward to show that
Z 1

0

dqJ3(qu)

�
sinq

q2
�
cosq

q

�

= 0: (A19)

Sim ilarly,forallw > 1, Z
1

0

dqJ3(qu)sin(wq)= 0: (A20)

From these two integrals we note thatEq.(17)is autom atically satis�ed by any solution

B (u)ofEq.(A17);thatis,thiscondition providesnouniqueinform ation aboutthefunction

B (u).

A P P EN D IX B :N U M ER IC S

In order to obtain a num ericalsolution for the coe�cients b n(�),we need to com pute

the integrals M n;l de�ned in Eq.(26). However, the oscillatory nature ofthe spherical

Besselfunctionsm akesthese integralsdi�cultto com pute num erically. W e can avoid this

di�cultby dividing the integration region into two portions:0 < q < Q and Q < q < 1 ,

whereQ � �.Then in thelatterregion weperform a Taylorexpansion ofthedenom inator.

Keeping term sup to second orderin 1=q,

M n;l�

Z
Q

0

dqj2n� 1(q)j2l� 1(q)

�
1

q+ �
�
1

q
+

�

q2

�

+ R n;l� �~R n;l; (B1)

where14

R n;l�

Z
1

0

dq

q
j2n� 1(q)j2l� 1(q) (B2)

=
(� 1)

n+ l� 1

2
�
4(n � l)

2
� 1

�
(n + l� 1)(n + l)

;
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~R n;l�

Z
1

0

dq

q2
j2n� 1(q)j2l� 1(q) (B3)

=
1

2
�
�
l+ 1

2

�
�n;l+ 1 + �(l)�n;l+

1

2
�
�
l� 1

2

�
�n;l� 1;

with

�(l)�
�

(4l+ 1)(4l� 1)(4l� 3)
: (B4)

The rem aining integralin M n;l,whose integration region is0 < q < Q,can be com puted

num erically,aslong as� isnottoo large(� . 50).Thisprocedureyieldsaccuratevaluesfor

theseintegralsforsu�ciently largevaluesofQ;throughoutthispaper,weuseQ = 10�.

To com putethem em branevelocity Eq.(28),weproceed in thesam em anner:

V(u;n;m )�

Z Q

0

dqj2n� 1(q)Jm (qu)

�
1

q+ �
�
1

q
+

�

q2

�

+ I(u;n;m ;1)� �I(u;n;m ;2); (B5)

whereforu > 1 and � 3

2
< p< m + 2n,

I(u;n;m ;p)�

Z 1

0

dq

qp
j2n� 1(q)Jm (qu) (B6)

=

p
� �

�
n +

m � p

2

�
F
�
n +

m � p

2
;n �

m + p

2
;2n + 1

2
; 1

u2

�

2p+ 1u2n� p�
�
2n + 1

2

�
�
�
m + p

2
� n + 1

� ;

and F(�;�;
;z) is the hypergeom etric function. It is very im portant to note that this

integralvanishesif 1

2
(m + p)� n + 1 isa non-positive integer,dueto thedivergence ofthe

Gam m a function in thedenom inator.

Finally,in order to determ ine the coe�cients b n(�),the in�nite m atrix M n;l m ust be

inverted. To do this inversion num erically,we truncate the m atrix. It is straightforward

to verify that accurate solutions for the velocities and e�ective viscosity are obtained for

reasonably-sized m atrices;forallofthenum ericalresultspresented inthispaper,wetruncate

them atrix at10� 10.
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