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A bstract
W hen particulate suspensions are sheared, perturbations in the shear ows around the rigid
particlkes increase the local energy dissjpation, so that the viscosity of the suspension is e ectively
higher than that of the solvent. For buk (threedin ensional) uids, understanding this viscos—
ity enhancem ent is a classic problem in hydrodynam ics that orighated over a century ago with
E nstein’s study ofa dilute suspension of sphericalparticles! In thispaper, we hvestigate the anal-
ogous problem of the e ective viscosity of a suspension of disks embedded in a two-din ensional
m em brane or Interface. Unlke the hydrodynam ics ofbulk uids, Jow R eynolds num berm em brane
hydrodynam ics is characterized by an inherent length scale generated by the coupling ofthem em —
brane to the buk uids that surround i. As a resul, we nd that the size of the particles In
the suspension relative to this hydrodynam ic length scale has a dram atic e ect on the e ective
viscosity of the suspension. O ur study also helps to elicidate the m athem atical tools needed to
solve the m ixed boundary value problem s that generically arise when considering the m otion of

rigid inclusions In uid m em branes.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he dynam ics ofparticulate suspensions In a visoous uid are centralto a variety of funda—

m ental scienti ¢ questions in hydrodynam ics, soft condensed m atter, and biological physics.
A rather comm on and usefiil sin pli cation of these studies replaces this heterogeneous sys—
tem with a coarsegrained hom ogeneous one that hasm odi ed physical param eters such as
viscosity. In bulk (three-dim ensional) suspensions, understanding this change in viscosity at
a quantitative level has captured the interest of researchers In various disciplines for over a
hundred years. Beginning w ith E instein *#~ the basic physical interpretation of this result
an erged: Under an extermally inposed shear, the uid in the absence of the suspension
adopts a spatially uniform shear stress and dissipates energy per unit volum e proportional
to that stress. The coe cient of proportionality is the buk uid viscosity 3p . W ith the
addition of the particulate suspension this uniform shear stress becom es lnocom patible w ith
the ow boundary conditions at the surfaces of the particles, krading tom ore complex ows
surrounding the particlkes. These additional ow s cause additional energy dissipation in the
uid. Thus, the coarsegrained hom ogeneous uid must have a higher viscosity than the
origihal uid. Thise ective viscosity 5, must depend on the particulate volum e fraction:
T he lJarger the volum e fraction, the m ore energy dissipated by the suspension and thus the
higher the e ective viscosity. For a dilute suspension of soherical particles of radiis a and
num ber density n, E instein! ©und that, to leading order, the e ective viscosity depends on

the volum e fraction 3 = % a’n as
= » 1+ = 3 : @)

T his result hasbeen extended to non—rigid droplets .n a uid* and even non-spherical geom e-
tries;?”® where changes in the num erical prefactor are ound. In all these cases, the resuls
apply only at low particulate volum e fractions. Experiments nd that Eq. (1) holds for

3 . 00172 Above these concentrations the hydrodynam ic interactions between particles,
which are neglected in these calculations, becom e in portant. At such volum e fractions one
m ust consider these e ects, as well as the possbility that the Inposed shear ow changes
the m icrostructure of the suspensions2210

In contrast to this trem endouse ort in exploring the e ect of nite particulate concentra—

tions on the viscosity of three-dim ensional suspensions, com paratively little is known about



the analogous problm for uid m em branes and Interfaces. The problem ofm embrane hy—
drodynam ics is com plicated by the interactions of the essentially two-din ensional viscous
m em brane w ith the surrounding three-dim ensional solvents. Because of this coupling, In—
plne uld momentum in the membrane is not conserved: A round a moving point-lke
particle in them em brane, m om entum transfers to the surrounding uids over a length scale
st by the ratio of the 2D m embrane viscosity , to the 3D solvent viscosity 3y . This
Sa man-D ebruck kength Y, = 3p+*?2 m akes m em brane hydrodynam ics qualitatively
distinct from the usual threedin ensional hydrodynam ics of buk liquids, since the latter
theory has no analogous Inherent length scale (In the lin it of vanishing R eynolds num ber).

T he existence of an inherent length scale in m em brane hydrodynam ics has profound in -
plications on the transport properties of m embranes. The m obility of a particle in an
overdam ped bulk 3D uid is always inversely proportionalto its size a, 1=a#3 as long
as the Reynolds number ram ains an all. In contrast, the m cbility of a m em branebound
Inclusion exhibits two drastically di erent behaviors as the particle size is varied, depending
on the ratio a=Y . W hen the particle size is an all com pared to Y5, the ow s in them embrane
dissipate much m ore energy than those In the surmrounding bulk uids, and the m cbility
only has a weak logarithm ic dependence on the particle size 2241 C onversely, when the
particlke size is large com pared to Y5, the ows In the bulk dissipate m ore energy. Not sur-
prisingly, this leads to a m obility that, lke is three-din ensional counterpart, is inversely
proportionalto a;** although the num erical prefactor is di erent. T his com plex dependence
ofm obility on particle size, as well as the related com plex distance-dependence of hydro—
dynam ic interactions}>2%1718 have been strongly supported by several experin entsi?-20:21
H owever, we poInt out that recent w ork has suggested that protein transport in lipid bilayers
ism ore subtle than suggested by the originalSa m an-D ebruck m odel.222%27 Tn spite ofthis
subtlety, understanding the e ective m em brane viscosity rem ains in portant for studies of
the di usive properties of tranan em brane proteins.

In this article we exam ne the e ect of a nite but an all concentration of m em brane-
bound particles on the e ective m em brane viscosity. In essence we wish to nd a relation
analogous to Eq. (1) expressing the dependence of the e ective m em brane viscosity on the
area fraction of m em brane Inclusions. W e have several di erent m otivations to study this
problem . First, there is the fundam ental question of how the Sa m an-D ebruck length

enters the coe cient of the area fraction term in the m em brane version of Eq. ([I). A sw ith



the m obility of a m em branebound nclusion, that coe cient should be a function of the
din ensionless ratio a=, Por particles of radius a. Secondly, the e ect of particulate
suspensions on m em brane viscosity addresses in portant biophysical questions regarding the
dynam ics of proteins em bedded in the plasm a m embrane of cells. It isnow wellknown that
cellm em branes are crow ded environm ents in w hich the di usive transport oftranan em brane
proteins controls, orexam ple, celladhesion and celloell signaling. T hese problam s In protein
dynam ics are currently the focus of much study?? W hile much attention has been paid to
how inm obile obstacles in the m embrane can hinder di usion,?*2* com paratively little has
been paid to how a suspension ofm obile particles can have a sin ilare ect by increasing the
viscosity of the m em brane.

F inally, this study provides a sin ple physical system in which to explore a class ofcom plex
m athem atical problem s known as dual integral equations. Such problam s arise generically
In system s Involving the transport of rigid inclusions In  uid m em branes. The fiindam ental
m athem atical di culy presented in these systeam s is that their behavior is govemed by the
solution to a m ixed boudary-valie problkm . Physically, this arises from the two distinct re—
gions in the system : The uid regions ofthe m em brane and the solid regions of the particle
Interior. In the fom er region, a stress continuiy condition applies; that is, the intemal
stresses caused by the ows in the m embrane must be balanced by the extemal stresses
exerted on the m em brane by the surrounding solvents. In the Interjor of the inclusion, on
the other hand, the partick’s rigidity supplies arbitrary constraint stresses to ensure that
the entire inclusion executes only rigid body m otions. A s a result, the boundary condition
In this region becom es a \stick" velocity balance condition. Each of these boundary condi-
tions is expressed as an integral equation, so that the system requires two ssparate ntegral
equations to be satis ed sin ultaneously In two non-overlbpping dom ains of the m em brane.
D ual integral equations such as these have certainly been studied beforet428:22:3031 eyen
in the context of m em brane hydrodynam icst42® but we believe that the m ethods are not
widely known. To that end, we Include an explanatory A ppendix recapitulating the basic
m athem atical tools needed to solve these dual Integral equations as they arise in m em brane
hydrodynam ics. By m astering these toolshere, we open the possibility ofexploring num erous
related problam s, ncluding the ubrication foroes between two approaching tranan em brane
proteins or lipid rafts.

To bre y summ arize our resuls, we nd that, lke the m obility of a m em branebound



Inclusion, the e ective m em brane viscosity divides naturally Into two regin es, characterized
by the value ofthe din ensionlessparam eter = a=p}.W hen 1,we ndthatthee ective
viscosity does indeed behave in a m anner analogous to the three-din ensional result Eq. (1);
thatis,swe nd [ = [+ £@=Y%) ], where the coe cient of the area density term is a
finction of . W hen 1, however, m ost of the dissjpation occurs In the bulk solvents,
o it ism ore appropriate to consider the inclusions as shifting the viscosity of the three—
din ensional viscosity ofthese solvents. Here, we nd a result nearly identical to the original
Einstein result Eq. [I). In addition, our caltulation provides a solution for the e ective
viscosity for arbitrary  that interpolates between these regines. The full solution relies
on num erical integration and m atrix inversion, but we provide a closed form approxin ate
solution that is exact in both asym ptotic lim its and hasat most a san all K 10% ) exror for
Interm ediate values ofa=Y,.

The rem ainder of the paper is organized as Pllows: In Section [II, we detem ine the
shear ows and dynam ic pressures around an isolated m embrane inclusion. Thess ows
are then used In Section to determm ine the e ective viscosity of a dilute suspension of
such inclusions. W e conclude In Section w ith a summ ary of our resuls and a discussion
of problm s in the hydrodynam ics of rigid m em branebound inclisions which we plan to
address In the future using the know ledge we have gained here.

ITI. ISOLATED INCLUSION

Consider a at, two-din ensional m embrane (located at z = 0) consisting of a distinct
uild of viscosity , - The m embrane is surrounded by buk uids above (z > 0) and below
(z < 0) whose shearviscositiesare , and , respectively; see Figure[ll@) . W e assum e that

allthree uids are ncom pressible and that all ow s occur at low Reynolds num ber. Thus,

the m em brane velocity eld v™ must obey the 2D Tnocom pressible Stokes equation:
nEEV T, ep" = 0; @)

r %=0; (3)

while the velocity eldsofthebuk uidsv obey the Incom pressbl 3D Stokes equation:

r°v = rP ; r v= 0: @)



FIG.1l: (@) Scheam atic illustration of a m embrane (viscosity ) containing a suspension of disks
(radiis a) and surrounded by bulk uidsabove (z > 0, viscosity +) and below (z < 0, viscosity
). () Detail of an isolated Inclusion in the m embrane, viewed from above. The origin of the

Inplane C artesian (x;y) and cylindrical (r; ) coordinates is the center of the inclusion.

Here, p, and P are the membrane and buk uid pressures respectively, and ;5 =
Qivy; + @yv; isthebuk uid stress tensor.

In general, any membrane ow eld can be decom posed Into three lnearly independent
nom alm odes, which correspond to the com pression, bending, and shearing of the m em —
brane. The outofplane bending deformm ations are decoupled at linear order from the in—
plane ows. Since the ocus of this paper is the disspation caused by the Inplane ows, we
ignore allbending defom ations. Furthem ore, we elin inate the com pression m odes by our
assum ption of the incom pressibility of the m embrane. This assum ption is generally appro—
prate for lipid bilayers. T hus, the hydrodynam ic ow s In them em brane can be decom posed
purely Into shearm odes; that is, any m enbrane uid velocity eld can bew ritten asa lnear
superposition ofthesem odes. It isknown that pure shear owsIn a atm ambrane generate
no pressure in the surrounding buk uids?® sowesstP = 0.

In order to calculate the e ective viscosity ofthe m em brane, we follow loosely the deriva—
tion of Enstein’s result for the e ective viscosity of a dilute three-din ensional colloidal
suspension given in Ref. .Weinposs a sinplk shear ow In the absence ofthe particulate
suspension and calculate the resultant dissipative stress in the system . These ows in the



m em brane and surrounding solvents act as a probe ofthe viscous dissipative processes In the
system . W e then add a sihglk rigid particle to the m em brane and calculate the consequent
perturoation to the ow elds. Using these ows, we calculate the average stress tensor in
a dilute suspension of such particlkes In the m embrane. By exam Ining the tem s that arise
from the inplane dissipative ow s, we extract the e ective viscosity.

T he sin plest m embrane shear ow sgenerate constant (ie. position-independent) stresses.
T hus, we choose the \unperturbed" m em brane velocity v to be of the form

Vo (;Y) = o ox; ®)

1

wherec isatracelesssymm etrictensor. T hroughout thispaperweuse G reek indices forthe
In-plane (2D ) vector com ponent x;y and Latin indices for the 3D vector com ponents x;vy; z;
the delta function ?, projctsthe Latin indices onto the G reck indices. T he sym m etry ofthe
tensor c = ¢ ]excludes ows corresponding the rigid rotation of the entire m em brane.
Such ow s generate no dissjpative stresses In the m em brane and therefore are unnecessary.
The vanishing trace ¢ = 0] enforces the incom pressbility constraint Eq. ([3).

G iven the veloctty eld Eq. (), we need to determ ine the buk uid owsv, and men—
brane pressure gj . The buk ows are govemed by the incom pressble Stokes equation,
Eg. [4). The boundary conditions are given by the usual \stick" boundary conditions at
the surface of themembrane, v, x;y;0) = vy X;y), aswellas the the 2D Stokes equation,
Eqg. [@). & is strmightforward to show that the shear ow In themembrane Eq. (J) induces

the sam e shear ows In thebulk uids:
Vo X;viz)= [ c x : 6)

Here and throughout the paper, we use the vector eld v (x;y;z) to represent the velocity
eld throughout all space:

v &x;v;z) z<0

AWV 00

vV (X;Yi2Z) v (x;Y) z=0: (7)

o MWV

vt x;y;z) z> 0

F inally, the m em brane pressure vanishes for the unperturbed ows, py = 0. This solution
satis esEgs. (J)-[4), aswellas the stick boundary conditions, and is thus the unigue solution
for the velocity eld at allpoints in the system .



W enow Introduce an isolated m em brane inclusion, a rigid disk ofradiisa and ofnegligible
thickness, at the origin of our coordinate system ; see Fig.[l(b). Tts presence perturbs the
ow s In the systam and introduces new boundary conditionsnot satis ed by the unperturbed
ow s given above. D ue to the linearity of the Stokes equation, we can w rite the total uid
velocity asv = vy + vy; that is, v, is the \perturbative" ow eld caused by the inclusion.
Tt is clear from the rotational symm etry of Eq. [d) that the disk rem ains at rest:

vi )= Y@ )= 1rcn r a; ®)

where r; are the radial and angular variables, regpectively, in cylindrical coordinates [see
Fig.d®©)], and n x =r is the n-plane unit vector. Furthem ore, the perturbative ows
must vanish far away from the disk:

Im vy, (@ ;z)= 'Jinl vy (; ;z) = O: ©)

r! 1

The nal boundary condition is given by the 2D Stokes equation, Eq. (2), which holds
everyw here outside of the disk r > a. W e note that if we had included rotational ows in
the unperturbed m embrane ows (ie. ifwe allowed ¢ to have antisym m etric parts) then
the disk would sin ply rotate rigidly w ith the uid, thus generating no additional sources of
dissipation.

Since we have chosen the unperturbed membrane ows vy to be entirely com posed of
shear m odes, and these m odes are lnearly Independent of the bending and com pression
m odes of the m em brane, the perturbative velocity eld v must also consist solely of shear

m odes. A s a resul, it can be w ritten as an antisym m etric derivative of a scalar eld:

v, @)= @ 1@ ); (10)

’

where is the antisymm etric unit tensor. Indeed, vj can also be written in this fom,
w ith the scalar eld

r’ .
0w )= kuy o082 G sn2 ] ¥ (): a1

W e know from the linearity of the Stokes equation and the azin uthal sym m etry of the
disk that the angular dependence of v is set by the boundary condition Eq. [8). Thus, the
angular dependence of ; (r; ) must be dentical to that of o ): 1@ )= (@ ().



U sing ssparation of varables, it is straightforward to show that the incom pressibility con-—
straint in Eq. [4) and the stick boundary condition at the m embrane surface z = 0 Inply
that the bulk uid velocities vy, (& 7z) have the form

v, jz)= ‘th () @ 1@ ): 12)

Then the Stokes equation for the buk velocities, Eq. [4), becom es

@y 4 10O 4 B
O ((;:)) ©_ o ((ZZ)) = oonst: 13)

From the boundary condition Eq. [9), it is clear that we should choose exponential decays

forh (z). Then the solution to Eq. [13) is given by
Z 1

d
L@ b @) =a% () :?B @3> Qe * ; 14)
0

where u r=a, F¥j=a, and J(@u) is the second order Bessel function of the rst kind.
The Bessel function of the second kind Y, (qu) is also a solution to Eq. [13)but it fails to
satisfy the requirem ent of nite uid velocitiesat r= 0.

The function B (@) is a modi ed Hankel transform of the function (u), ie. the radial
dependence ofthe scalar eld ;. In general, the kemel of these transform s is the product of
aBessel finction J, (qu) with P foraritrary realnum bersm and p. U sing the orthogonality
and ocom pleteness ofthe B essel finctions, it can be shown that there is a one-to-onem apping
ofthe function @) de ned on the halflne 0 < u< 1 and itsmodi ed H ankel transform
B (@) 32 At themoment, B (g) is an undeterm ined fiinction. Its om is detemm ined by the
boundary conditions in the m em brane, which are given below .

It is straightorward to show using Eq. [14) that

Z . "
Vi (G jz) = g ‘. daB @e “? %(@u)c nnn
#
+  Js3(@u) M cn : 15)
qu

In order to detem ine the function B (@), we need to enforce the boundary conditions
In the m embrane. These boundary conditions are integral equations for B (q), because the
velocity Eq. [19) is itselfan integralequation. Inside the disk { thatis, oru < 1 { we in pose
the stick boundary condition Eq. [8). Since this condition m ust be satis ed for arbitrary ,



we can see from Eq. [19) that we cbtain two separate integral equations:
Z 1
2

dgg 'B @J, @@u) = v¥;  u< 1; 16)
0

Z

dgB @Js (@u) = 0; u< 1: a7
0

Outside of the disk, we have the stress balance condition Eq. [J). By taking the anti-
symm etric derivative @ ofthisequation,we can elin lnate them embrane pressure. Then,

using Eq. [14), we cbtain the nal integral equation:

4 h i
q
dad’B @J2 @) 1+ = =0; u>1; (18)
0
w here ‘%,wjth the Sa m ann-D ebrudck length g —— - The param eter is the key
control param eter for the hydrodynam ics of m em branebound inclusions. W hen 1, the

ow s In them em brane dissipate m uch m ore energy than the nduced owsin thebulk uids;

conversely, when 1, the dissppation occurs prin arily in the buk.
F inally, we obtain the m em brane pressure using Egs. [2), [159), and [18):
Z 1
A dogB @ @+ )
0
ud @) 2% @u)l: 19)

The integral Egs. [16){ [18) com pletely determ ine the m odi ed Hankel transform B (q),
which in tum detem nes the uid velocities and pressures everywhere in the m embrane
and buk uids. However, nding the solution to these Integral equations is di cul. The
di culty arises from the fact that this is a m ixed boundary value problam : Inside the disk
(0 < u< 1),wehave aD irichlt boundary condition that setsthe totalm em brane velocity to
zero; O utside the disk, we have a N eum ann boundary condition that in poses stress balance
across the uid membrane. A s a resulk, the boundary conditions Egs. (16){ [18) ulin ately
reduce to a pair of dual integral equations. Speci cally, we must nd the transform B ()
that satis esEq. (16) nside the disk and Eq. [I8) outside the disk; we show in A ppendix[a]
that Eq. [17) is redundant, because i is autom atically satis ed by the solution to the dual
Integral equations.

By contrast, consider a problem in which the boundary condition is given by a sihgle
Integral equation that is valid over the entire region 0 < u < 1 . In this cass, the In—
tegral boundary condition is easily nverted using the mutual orthogonality of the Bessel

10



fiinctions3? This is analogous to the welltknown inversion of the Fourier expansions of a
function. Indeed, if the size of the nclusion isvery anall, a ! 0, we can approxin ate it
by a point-like particke and ignore the velocity balance conditions inside the disk, Egs. [16)
and [I7). This lin it, which is used often in m em brane hydrodynam icstA22228A7 greatly
sin pli es the solution. In the present problem , though, the nite size of the Inclusion is
essential in determ Ining the e ective viscosity of a suspension since it controls the suspen—
sion’s area density. Furthem ore, one of the m a pr m otivations of this study is to gamn a
better understanding of the m athem atical di culties encountered In solving dual integral
equations.

T he m athem atical tools necessary to solve these dual Integral equations are derived in
Ref.|29; we summ arize the necessary resuls in Appendix[Al. Brie y, we need to nd a way
to reduce the two m odi ed Hankel transform s, Egs. (18) and [18), nto a single m odi ed
H ankel transform valid over the entire halfdine 0 < u < 1 . Oncewe have acoom plished this
task, we can invert the ram alning transform using the Inverse m odi ed H ankel transfom .
Tn order to com bine the dual integral equations, we need to transform Egs. [1d) and [18)
using operators that act on these integralequations entirely w ithin their regpective regions of
valdiy,0< u< land1< u< 1 . In addion, these integral operatorsm ust possess sin ple
convolution properties w ith the m odi ed H ankel transfomm s. Such operators are known as
the E rdelyiK ober operators??

In Appendix [A], we de ne the m odi ed H ankel transform s and the E rdelyiK cber oper-
ators; we also present the relevant inversion and convolution properties of these operators.
U sing these properties, the dual integral Eqgs. [1d) and [18) can be reduced to a single in—

tegral equation, Eq. [A18). & is convenient to re-w rite this equation in term s of spherical

p
Bessel functions j, () =2u)J,+ 1—2 @), so that

@+ )B @)= 16 Jwm) 20)
Z
+ dz zB (z) [J Z) g+ z)]:
0

U sing the addition theorem for spherical B essel functions,

o z)= Cn + 13 Wh @ ( 1 ; @1)

11



we nd that the even m tem s cancel, leaving

x
+ )B @)= b ()3n 1) 22)
n=1
where the coe cients are de ned as
Z 1
16 2 .
b() —aan+t—@n 1) dzzB (2)Jn 1 (2): 23)

0
To solveEq. [22), we convert it into am atrix equation forthe coe cientsb , by m ultiplying

it by up 1 @)=0+ ) and Integrating. Using the orthogonality of the soherical Bessel

functions, 7
' 1
daj j = —F—; 24
) Iln 1 @R 1@ a1l 1y 24)
we nd
X 8
b (M= 3 117 25)
n=1
where 7
! Tn 1@F1 1@
M np dg— : (26)
0 q+
Eq. [29) is a matrix equation for the coe cients b, ; given the m atrix inverse M 1,-;' its
solution is trivial:
8
B () =2M = @7)

G iven the coe cients b, the function B (u) can be found from Eq. [22). Then themem —
brane velocity Eq. [15) becom es

aXq 1
vi; (@ ;0)= < b, () —Cc n V @;n;1) 28)
2n=l 2
)
+ EC n cnnn V@@;n;3) ;
h
w here Z . .
V (u;n;m ) Tn 1 @Jn @Qu): 29)
o g9t

Finally we tum to the pressure Eq. [19). It is straightforward to show using Eq. [22)
that all of the Integrals In the resultant expression vanish, except forthen = 1 tem in the
sum e Eq. BE)I:

nC N n

P )= ——=—Db(): 30)

3u?

12
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FIG . 2: D in ensionless velocities [see Eq. [BI)] @) vo, ©) ¥1, and (c) v around an isolated in—
clusion of radius a, as a function of the din ensionless distances 2; %a’ . The color eld (o, ¢) is the

din ensionlessm embrane pressure g . AIll elds are calculated using = 1 and &y = &y, = 0:1.

W ecan see from Eq. [§) thatthetensorc hasunitsof [sec] !. T herefore, the appropriate

din ensionless quantities are
e ci v Vi B P (31)

where isthe characteristic tine scale in ¢

Figure[J shows the din ensionless m enbrane velocity elds v,, ¥;, and v and a color
plot of the dim ensionless pressure eld pf . In order to com pute these elds, the integrals
M ,,;and V @;n;m ) must be com puted num erically, and thematrix M must be inverted
num erically. The details of this procedure are provided in Appendix Bl. Figure[@@) shows
the unperturbed velocity vy, which clearly does not respect the boundary conditions at the

13



surface of the nclusion. T he perturbative velocity eld v; shown i Fig.[2 () accounts for
these boundary conditions. W e can see that the perturbative velocity Inside the particke is
equaland opposite to the unperturoed velocity, causing the totalvelocity to vanish there and
thus regpect the boundary condition Eq. [8), asshown in Fig.[2(c) . In addition, the insertion
of the particle into the m em brane gives rise to regions of positive m em brane pressure w here
the perturbative velocity ow sout ofthe Inclusion; conversely, regions ofnegative m em brane
pressure arise w here the perturbative velocity ow s Into the inclusion. ForF igure[Z, we have
chosen an Intem ediate value of the din ensionless parameter = 1, ie. wehave ssta= }.
For di erent values of , the velocity and pressure elds look qualitatively sin ilar to those
in Fig.[2, shce the boundary conditions at the surface of the inclusion m ust stillbe obeyed.
H ow ever, ifwe increase the visoosity ofthem em brane w hile kesping the particlk size constant
{ that is, if we decrease  { the gradients in the perturbative m em brane velocity eld w;
are decreased, causing this velocity to persist farther away from the inclusion (ot shown).
In addition, the m agnitude of the pressure eld Increases. Converssly, higher values of
lead to m ore Jocalized perturbative velocity elds and am allerm em brane pressures. W e can
understand this behavior In the follow ng way: A sm entioned above, viscous dissipation in
them em brane dom inates in the Iim it ofan all . A sa result, lJarge gradients n them em brane
velocity eld are unsustainable, causing the perturbative velocity eld at the surface of the
Inclusion, which is required by the boundary conditions, to persist farther away from that

inclusion as is decreased.

ITT. EFFECTIVE M EMBRANE VISCOSITY

A m ed with the results of the previous section, we now tum to com puting the e ective
viscosity of a dilute suspension of m em branebound inclusions. A s discussed above, we use
the stress tensor to probe the dissipative processes in the systam . The e ective m embrane
description ofthe sugpension in plies a coarsegraining ofthe systam over length scalesm uch
larger than the size of the Inclusions. T hus, we com pute the stress tensor averaged over the
entire volum e of the system Vi, which can be w ritten as

1 Z
N — Ix 5x): (32)

VtOt Viot
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D ue to the cylindrical sym m etry ofthe problem , we choose Vi to be a cylinder whose height
H it and radiis R are Jarge. This volum e includes the interiors of the solid inclusions.
W ithin these regions, the stress tensor ' isnot sin ply the uid stress tensor; rather, it is
the solid stresses In the Inclusion caused by the uids ow s that surround it.

Up until this point, we have been treating the m em brane as a strictly two-din ensional,

at surface. In this m odel, the stress w thin the m em brane enters the integral above as a

delta—finction at the m em brane surface z = 0. It is convenient to avoid such a shgularity
when calculating the average stress tensor. To do so, we use an equivalent three-dim ensional
m odel of the m em brane for which the stress is continuous at all points. Speci cally, a two—
din ensionalm em brane w ith a viscosity , and two-dim ensional pressure p" is equivalent to
a thin, three-dim ensional uid ofthicknessh, viscosity ,=h, and buk pressure p" =h, In the
lin it of a vanishing m enbrane thickness h ! 04224 A schem atic illustration of this 3D
m odel is shown in Fig.[3. Thus, we can com pute the Integrals n Eq. [32) using the three-
din ensionalm odeland then takethemembrane Imith ! 0 to recover the two-din ensional
m em brane considered in the previous Section.

Consider rst them embrane in the absence of the particulate suspension, w ith only the
unperturbed ows v, present. From the results of Section [T, it is straightrward to see

that the stress tensor takes the form

8
% z< 0
2

03 = 9i 93 z)c ; (z) %f 0< z< h: (33)
*, z>h

Then the ntegral n Eq. [32) is given by
J— ? ? 2
3= 1 5 (++ o F mC : (34)

tot
W e now tum to the particulate suspension. In the 3D m enbrane m odel, each inclusion
is a solid cylinder whose height h is equal to the m embrane thickness; see Figure[3. W e
anticipate that the average stress tensor for the sugpension will have the same form as
Eq. [34), w ith them em brane viscosity , being replaced by an e ective m em brane viscosity

- . Thus, we de ne the e ective m em brane viscosity via the average stress tensor:

2 2 2
Wt Tt (L 4+ )e + Sc (35)

m
tot
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In orderto calculate the average stress tensor forthe suspension, we need the totalvelocity
v for this system . Sihce we work in the dilute lin i, we can ignore the hydrodynam ic
Interactions between the particlkes In the suspension. That is, we discard the negligble
alterations of the ow elds around one disk due to the presence of the other disks In the
suspension, so that each disk is treated in isolation. In this lim i, the total uid velocity is
sin ply a linear superposition of the unperturbed m embrane ows vy and the perturbative

ow s from each disk in the suspension:

tot n)
(

v iz)= v ojz)+ vy ;2); (36)

n=1

w here vl(n)

(r; ;z) isthe perturbation to the owsvy caused by an isolated disk whose center
is Jocated in them em brane at position x @), which can be cbtained from Eq. [I8) by a smple
ocoordinate translation.

R atherthan attem pting to directly com pute the average stressE q. [32) forthe suspension,
we rst ssparate out the contrlbutions ofthe unperturbed ow sand ofthe perturbative ow s
of each particke in the suspension. This can be acoom plished by w riting the average stress

tensor as

_E‘j’t= @Z)Qvy+  @)&Gvit+ 55 @7

where 7 .
1 h i

— x5 @ e+ e (38)

VtOt Vot

Consider the rst two terms in Eq. (37). C learly, the contrbutions of the unperturbed

ij

ow s to these tem s will yield the unperturbed average stress tensor ~o;4, Eq. [34). Fur-
them ore, we can show that the perturbative ows vl(n) do not contrbute to these tem s.
Speci cally, consider the quantity (z)@ivl(?j) . This clearly vanishes for j = z, but i also
vanishes for i= z, because angular integration over an odd num ber of In-plane unit vectors
A willvanish. The i= tem s also vanish, because the integral evaluates to the velociy at
X = 1 , where it vanishes. Thus, the owsvl(n) do not contrbute to the rst two temn s
in Eq. [37):

—tot _ —
ij = 043 +

57 (39)
W enow tum to the integral ;3. In the uid regionsofthe system (ie. outside ofthe rigid

Inclusions) the integrand is equalto the uid pressure. However, we know from the results

of the previous section that this pressure vanishes everyw here outside of the m embrane.
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FIG .3: Scheam atic illustration ofan isolated inclusion in a thin layer of uid ofthicknessh, enclosed
by a lJarge cylinder ofheight H and radiusR . The viscosity ofthe layeris ,=h;Inthelmith ! O,
this systam is equivalent to a two-din ensionalm em brane of viscosity 1, . T he cylindrical volum e
V isdivided into volum esabove (V' ),below (Vv ), and wihin (V) the uid layer, asshown. The
cylindrical caps on these volum es are denoted by C  and C_, , while the shells are denoted by S

and S, , as shown.

Furthem ore, in the uid regions of the m embrane, we see from Eq. (30) that the angular
dependence of the m em brane pressure c n n . Averagihg over the angular variable
produces the integral Z

— d nn = : (40)

From this we see that the contribution of the uid m embrane regions to ;5 also vanishes
since ¢ is traceless. Thus, the only regions of integration that contribute to ;5 are the
solid interdors of the disks them selves. D ue to our neglect of the hydrodynam ic interactions
between the disks (as jasti ed by the assum ption of a dilute suspension), each disk in the
m em brane provides an identical contribution to 5, so we have

N 2 h i
y= ———  &Ix 1,y z) @vis+ @yvay) (41)
HtotAtot \
where A = Rf_ot and N is the num ber of particles In the sugpension. T he perturbative
stress tensor ;5 i3 0;ij» where, ;5 is the stress tensor everyw here w ithin a system
containing an isolated Inclusion. Thus, we have converted the com putation of the average

stress tensor of a particulate suspension into the problm of a sihgle isolated inclusion
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considered in Section [TI. A though the integrand is non—zero only w ithin that inclusion, it
proves ussfiil to reextend the region of Integration V to lnclude allofthe surrounding uids.
T herefore, we choose V to be a Jarge cylinder whose height H and radius R w ill eventually
be taken to In nity; see Fig[3.

Consider the rst termm in Eq. (41l), the integral of the perturbative stress tensor 1.
From itsde nition, we can seethat ;5 containsallofthe solid stresses w ithin the inclusion,
aswellasthe uid stresses caused by the perturbative velocity eld v;. Since the integration
domain V in Eq. [4]l) clarly includes the interior of the solid inclusion, we would need to
determm ine the solid stresses in this region to com pute this Integral directly. W e can avoid
this di culty, however, by using the divergence theorem to convert this volum etric integral
Into a surface integral. Stress continuiy requires that @, 3 = 0 at all points in space,
including the interior of the nclusion. Furthem ore, it is clear from Eq. (33) that @ o5 = O

everyw here. Then wem ay w rite
Z Z

d’x 115 = d’x @ ( 13k X5) 42)

v \Y%

=R d dz 1;1 N Xj
0 1 r=R

Here, we have extended the height H of the enclosing cylinder to In niy. Because of the
exponential decay of the perturbative uid velocity Eq. (19) as z ! 1 , we neglkct the
Integration over its circularend-capsC atz= H=2 (seeFig3).

Fori= ;j= zori= z;j= , it is straightforward to show { using Eq. (15) and
the fact that @ v;; iseven In ft { that the Integrand of the surface integral n Eq. [42) is
odd in 11, and therefore vanishes upon Integration over . Fori= j= gz, the integrand is

/ ¢ n n ,which also vanishes upon integration over , by Eq. [@0). Thus
z zZ
7TR? dnn 43)

3 —
Ix o15= 5y

\Y%
(7 .
(Z) [@ Vl; + @ Vl; ]dZ pI]r-I
! r=R
The rem aining term s in 35 are proportional to the discontinuous viscosity function (z).
Forthese tem s, we break up the Integration volum eV into three di erent regions containing
the three ssparate uids in the system . Nam ely, we divide V into three separate cylinders
V*;V ;and V™, which enclose the regions z > h, 0 < z < h, and z < 0, respectively;

see Fig.[3. Using the divergence theoram , we obtain integrals of the velocity com ponents
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v;, over the cylindricalshells S™ ;S , and S™, whose outward nom als are allfi, aswell as
Integrals over the end-caps C, , whose outward nom alsare / 2. Because the velocity is odd

nn eekq. [19)], the latter integrals w illall vanish. T hus,
Z
EFx @) @vis+ Cyviy) (44)
Z 4 Z, h i

= . ".R dz (z) nv; +n v,
1 O r=R

From Egs. [15) and [19), we see that the z Integrals n Egs. [43) and [44) are all dentical.

Retuming to the lim i of an arbitrarily thin memnbrane, h ! 0,we nd
Z 1
Tin (e ¥ = 1+ - 45)
ht o q

From Egs. [43){[45), we nd that i / 7, ?j=H wt- Thus, the average stress tensor
Eqg. [39) does indeed take the orm ofEq. [39), as anticipated. Speci cally, if we com pute
the rem aining angular Integrals in Egs. [43) and [44) ushg Egs. [19) and [19), we nd that

the e ective viscosity is

e . R
m = m 1+t Im — 4o)
R! 1 a
w here N &=A . isthe area fraction of particles in the m embrane and
Z
2 ' 3 qu
@ u dgB @ @+ ) ng (Qu) RJl Qu) : @7)

0

Tn Eq. [48), we have taken the radius R ofthe enclosing cylinderV to in nity, as prom ised.
W e have sucoeeded In nding an expression for the e ective m em brane viscosity In tem s
of the fiinction B () determ ined in Section [I. Using Eq. 22), wem ay write Eq. [47) as
2Xl “a : 3 qu
@ u b () i dgkn 1@ ng (Qu) 1_6Jl Qu) : 48)

n=1
It is straight®rward to show [see Eq. [B6)] that the integral of the second term in brackets
vanishes oralln, while the rst ntegralvanishes oralln > 1.Then = 1 integralis/ 1=u?,
so its contribution to  (u) is u-ndependent and thus survivestheR ! 1 Im it in Eq. (44).
T hus, the e ective m em brane visoosity is determ ined solely from the coe cientb ; ( ):

m = o 1+ —bl4() 2 L+ £()]: 49)

T he function f ( ) can be com puted num erically for arbitrary values of ; see A ppendBl.
Before we discuss this solution, however, we rst consider the asym ptotic lim its 1 and

1, where analytic solutions for £ ( ) can be cbtaned.
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A. a Y%9: Large Inclusions

W hen the particke size a ismuch larger than the Sa m an-D ebruck length Y, { that is,
w hen 1 { viscous dissjpation occurs predom nately in the surrounding 3D  uids, rather
than in the membrane. In this lim it, we calculate the lading order and next-to-leading

order dependence ofly ( ) on . W ewrite
b () B+ (): (50)

The kading order term 1Y is found by approxin ating u + in Eql2@). Using the
orthogonality of the spherical Bessel functions Eq. [24), Eq. [25) becom es

8 o 16

) in _ ° . - .
o) (m) 3w ) b () 11t (1)

n=1

Ushhg Eq. [B0), the next+toJeading order temm s n Eq. [29) are

h i
F%io)M““f;)l( )+ B ( M“r(lo)l = 0; (52)
n=1
where B, = b= , 1= 4~ isgiven by Eq. 24), and
Z 1
Yy 1 L adu L. = (53)
n;l 0 . 1+ uj2n 1 P11
The region 0 < u < of this integral gives a negligbl contrbution In the Imi ! O

and can be discarded. In the ram aining integral, we expand the spherical Bessel functions
for large values of their argum ents: j, 1 X) ( 1IN ocosx)=x for x 1. Using this
approxin ation we nd that the dom inant contribution is logarithm ic:

1 .
M) S C T (54)

I

Eqg. [52) must be satis ed for arbitrary values of , as ong as issu cilently snall. Asa
result, the two term s in the sum ofEq. [52) m ust have the sam e functional dependence on

. Then we nd

16@4n 1
@)():7(112 "C1F miys (55)

Thus, In this lim it
4 12
f()y=—+ —In(); 1: (56)

2
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A sm entioned above, the ows In the bulk uids dissipate much m ore energy than the
ows In the membrane in the lm it 1. Therefore, it ism ore appropriate to de ne an
e ective three-dim ensional viscosity in this lim it. Ifwe retum to the average stress Eq. (35)

fora symm etric m embrane ( , = )

2 8a
— 2 2 0

ij=2 i 4 3D 1+ + 0
tot tot

©7)

Inthelimi %! 0, the second tem vanishes. If we com pare this to the average stress of
the unperturbed m enbrane Eq. [34) in this lin i,

? ?

T3 = 27 'y (58)
we can see that the e ective 3-D viscosity is

e

8
= 33 1+t — 3 : (59)

where »p N &=V, acts as a volum e fraction ofthe particles. T his identi cation is not
precise, since we have taken the z-extent ofboth the m embrane and its Inclusions to vanish
In order to com pute the e ective m em brane viscosity. In writing 3p in this form , however,
we have given the Inclusions a vertical (2) size of a and neglected any num erical prefactors
of order unity associated wih the precise geom etry of the inclusions (eg. cylinders vs.
soheres) . Ik is interesting to note that, In spite of this im precision, the num erical prefactor
8= 255 iswihin 2% ofthe E nstein coe cient of 5=2 for a three-din ensional suspension
of spheres, Eq. [1). This resul is not unexpected, despite the fact that there are profound
di erences in the underlying assum ptions regarding the particle distribution between our
calculation and that of E instein. In our m odel, all of the particles are con ned to a plane,
whil In E nstein’s work, the particles are assum ed to occupy all space. T his distinction is
lost, however, in taking the low volum e fraction lim it, where both calculations reduce to a
singlepartick calculation. In thisessentially m ean— eld 1in i, allhydrodynam ic Interactions
betw een the particles are ignored, and the e ective viscosity can depend on them ean volum e
fraction of the particlkes alone and not the details of their spatial distribution. Thus, it is
not surprising that our result closely approxin ates E instein’s when the dissipation In the

m em brane is negligble.
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B. a Y%: Sm all Inclusions

W e now consider the Iim it in which the Sa m an-D ebrudk length is Jarge com pared to
the size of the Inclusion, a Y% - W e still assum e that the suspension is dilute, so that Y is
an all com pared to the m ean lateral ssparation of the inclusions, Y a=p . In this lin i,
wem ay continue to neglect the hydrodynam ic interactions between the inclisions. W e now
expect that the visoous dissppation occurs predom nantly in the m em brane.

In this Iim i, we expand

1
—i k() P+ g (60)

u+ u u

W e require that Eq. [29) be satis ed term by term In  , so that

8
KR = 5)Rl;; (61)
‘1>—§Xl R, R, !R,4; 62
hq - 3 Im D 1ntnlr (62)
In=1

where the m atrix elem ents R ,,; and R, are given by Egs. B2) and [B3), respectively. The
m atrix inverse le can be com puted analytically; see Ref.|14. The elam entsRl;rll are given

mn

by '
1 1 1
., 301 "@én n 3 n 3
Rin = : (63)
’ n n)
o _
Thenl, = 12 and
8 32
b = 3 Rl;ll 1+ % R1+11;1 + @R L-ll - ¢ (64)
=1
Thus, In the Iim it a YW (e 1), we nd
£f()=3+—; 1; (65)
so that, using Eq. [49),
o 8a
m = m 1+3 +— (66)

0
The lading-order correction to the viscosity, which is rem iniscent of the E instein result

Eqg. (1), gives the dependence of the e ective m embrane viscosity on the area fraction In
the lim i of vanishing inclusion radius. The next-to-leading order contribution shows an

additional viscosity enhanoam ent, proportionalto a=Y . This tem is due to the additional
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a/&)

FIG .4: Exact num erical resuls (dots), asym ptotic lim its (dashed lines), and interpolation function
(solid line) forthe function f ( ). Forthe num erical resuls, the n nitem atrix istruncated at 6 6,

and Q = 5 ; see Appendix[Bl.

dissipation caused by the ows induced In the buk uids for snall out nie) values of
a=Yy.

It is In portant to recognize the distinction between the = 0 lin i of our system and
the strictly two-din ensional system ofa suspension of in nite cylinders in a buk uid that
has been considered previously 2422 Even when the viscosities of the surrounding buk uids
vanish (ie. Z'= 1 ),oursystam isnottwo-din ensional: The ows in them em brane extend
In niely ar away from the m embrane in the buk uids, but the pressure is still non—zero
only wihin them embrane. In contrast, the uid pressure around an In nite cylinder is the
sam e everyw here along the cylinder axis. Thus, the = 0 lim it of our system , where the
viscosity correction = 3 , is di erent than the viscosity correction of2 for a sugpension of

cylinders34-32

C. Arbitrary a=Y

W hik the above asym ptotic results are suggestive, it is clearly desirable to exam Ine £ ( )
for arbitrary values of . Figureld show s the function f ( ) over several decades of values.
T he exact num erical solution to Eq. [49) is indicated by the points (see Appendix B] for
details), while the asym ptotic values Egs. [56) and [69) are indicated by the dashed lines. Tt
is clearthat the num erical solution agreesw ith the asym ptotic expressions In the appropriate
lim its, and that the transition between these two lim its is sn ooth and m onotonic.
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W e can use the analytic expressions forthe am alland large behaviorof £ ( ) to construct
an analytic function £( ) that an oothly interpolates between these extrem es. W e note from
Egs. [50) and [69) that £ ( ) growsas + In( ) forlarge buthasno logarithm ic divergence at
anall .Thus, weneed a tetm in the Interpolation function £( ) that grow s logarithm ically

at large but ram ains welkbehaved (ie. non-singular) at small . The cbvious choice is

n@d+ ):
12
()= a+ )+g(); (67)
where 8
234 8 12 1
g()=?4_ : (68)

To nd a suitable fiinction g( ), we em ploy them ethod oftw o-point P ade approxin ants?3

Ay ()
g = ; 69
o Cu () ©9)

where Ay and Cy are polynom ials of order N ;M , respectively, In . W ithout loss of

generality, wecan sest Cy (0) = 1. Therefore, wehaveN + M + 1 unknown ocoe cients. Three

of these coe cients can be set by the known asym ptotic lin its of g( ) given In Eq. (&9).

Furthem ore, in order to obtain g( ) for 1, wemust have N = M + 1. Thus, the
rst non-trivial Pade approxin ant forg( ) isN = 2;M = 1:

a0+a1 +6§2
1+Cl

g() (70)

This has four unknown coe cients, so there is not a unigue Pade approxin ant for this
function. H owever, it is straightforward to show that ¢ is the undeterm ned coe cient, and
that allvalues of ¢ > 0 give a an ooth, m onotonically increasing Pade approxin ant, so we
st g = 1 for sin plicity. By expanding g( ) for large and sn all valies of and m atching
these lin its to those given in Eq. [68), we nd

f”()—g]n(l+ )+32+(32+8 12) +42. a1)
E 2@+ ) :

In F igurel[d, we plot the interpolation function £( ) asa solid line. W e see that it exhibits
excellent agreem ent w ith the exact num erical results for all values of . Indeed, the error

between £( ) and the num erical solution never exceeds 8% , as shown in the inset of Fig[4.
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IV. CONCLUSION /FUTURE W ORK

M embranes and uid interfaces are by their nature hybrid system s. A Tthough the m em —
brane/nterface is itself two-dim ensional, it is surrounded by buk threedim ensional uids.
A s a resul, the hydrodynam ics of m em branes can exhibit both two-dim ensional and three—
din ensional characteristics, depending on the system in question. The e ective viscosity of
a uld m embrane containing rigid inclisions dem onstrates this dim ensional crossover. For
particles whose radiia are an all com pared to the Sa m an-D ebruck length Yy, the e ect of
the suspension on the large length scale visoous dissipation under shear can best be thought
of as providing an increase In the e ective viscosity of the membrane _ . Conversely, for
large inclusions relative to Yy, theire ect on the sheared m em brane and surrounding solvent
can be understood as an increase In the viscosities of the bulk solvents that isproportionalto
the volum e fraction ofthe inclusion. For arbirary Inclusion size, we have determ Ined a rea—
sonably sin ple Interpolation form ula that gives an accurate estin ate of the exact num erical
solution for the e ective m em brane viscosity.

M athem atically, we have seen that the hydrodynam ics of m em branes containing rigid
Inclusions is a m ixed boundary value problem whose solution cbeys a st of dual integral
equations. O ne of the bene ts of this work is that it helps to eluicidate the m athem atically
m achinery needed to solve these dual integralequations. Since these equations arise In m any
problam s in m em brane hydrodynam ics, we plan to use our new found understanding of the
m athem atics to solve other problam s. D egpite the m athem atical com plexity of the problem
presented here, it is n a way one of the sin pler problem s one can consider in the hydrody—
nam ics ofm em branes w ith rigid inclisions, because the hydrodynam ic interactions between
the inclusions can be ignored. Indeed, one of the m otivations for this work was to study a
system In which we could lam about m em brane hydrodynam ics w ith rigid inclusions w ith—
out the additional com plication of particle Interactions. Am ed with this know ledge, we
plan to investigate such interparticle interactions In future studies. O ne problem of partic—
ular biophysical signi cance is the study of lubrication forces between two Jarge m em brane
Inclusions In close proxin ity. It is now widely believed that m any tranan em brane proteins
recruit lipid rafts® in the cell’s plasn a m embrane. Treating these extended structures as
essentially rigid ob fcts, onem ay ask how the hydrodynam ic interactions between two such

rafts a ect the kinetics of protein aggregation in the m em brane. Sin ilar questions can also
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be asked of the kinetics of phase ssparation in the m ulticom ponent lipid bilayers of giant
unilam ellar vesicles3’ M ore generally we expect the m athem atical and physical features of
the problm oonsidered in this paper to arise In the study of the kinetics of Inclusions or
nite size dom ains in any ljpid bilayer or Langm uirm onolayer system . Such problem s should
exhii the phenom enon of a scale-dependent din ensional crossover explored here.
M LH and A JL thank H . Stone for Interesting conversations. T hiswork was supported in
part by grant NSF-CM M I0800533.

APPENDIX A:DUAL INTEGRAL EQUATIONS

In this A ppendix, we present them athem aticaltoolsnecessary tom anipulate the integral
equations, Egs. [16){ [18), and then use these tools to derive a single integral equation. T he
necessary Integral operator identities are presented here w ithout proof; we refer the reader
to Ref.|29 for the derivation of these identities.

Consider a function f () de ned everyw here on the positiveq axis, 0 < g< 1 .Adopting
the ocom pact notation used n Ref. |29, we denote the m odi ed Hankel transform of this
function by the operator S ; f (u), which is de ned by

2
S,fm — dg——Ff @: A1)
u o q

W here necessary we use the expanded notation S ; £ (u) = S ; £f (@);ug. Usihg this nota—
tion, Egs. [16d) and [18) can be w ritten as, respectively,

SopB @)= 4; u<l; AZ2)

2
Sz, ;Bu)= —S, :B@m); u>1: @Aa3)
X

2;
W e will retum to the nalintegralequation, Eq. (I7), at the end of this A ppendix.

T he principal di culty presented by Egs. (R 2) and [A3) is that the unknown fiinction
B (u) isde ned by two ssparate integralequations, each w ith its own dom ain of applicability.
From the closure relation for Bessel fiinctions, we know that that the inverse ofam odi ed
H ankel transform is anotherm odi ed H ankel transform : speci cally, S ;1 =S ., .There
fore, the inversion of a m odi ed H ankel transform is possible only if it appears In an equa—
tion that applies to the entire halfline 0 < u < 1 . The dual integral equations, Egs. [A2)
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and [A3), clearly do not satisfy this requirem ent. A s a result, we cannot directly invert the
m odi ed Hankel transform s in Egs. (A2) and [A3) to solve for the fiinction B @).

To resolve this dilmm a, we combine Egs. [A2) and [A3) into a single integral equation
using the E rdelyiK ober operators de ned below . Through the application of these opera—
tors, we can w rite the left-hand side of Egs. A2) and [A3) in the same ©m . In thisway,
we generate a single Integral equation whose dom ain of validity extends over the entire real
positive axis.

T he E rdelyiK cber operators are de ned as
297 2 Pa@ @ ¢

2 1

I.f@=
; £ @ ) i 3

f (u)du; @4)

21 w 4 °

2+2 1

K, f@=

2((22 f @)du: @A>5)

) g u

These ntegrals only converge for > 1=2; for < 1=,

o I;+f@
I f@=q” 7 Dy PR ®.6)
q

» K n4nf@

K, f@= ( ¢ D} % w1 —— ; @7
where n isan Integer such that + n > 0 and
1¢e f@

D,f -— — 8
f @ 289 g & 8)

The utility of these operators stem s from the ollow Ing observations: (i) W hen acting
on a function f (), the operators I, and K ;, mvolve Integrals over (0;9) and ;1 ),
respectively. T hus, they depend on two dispint subspaces of the positive real line. This is
essential because it allow s one to apply I, to Eq. [A2) and obtain an integral that iswell-
de ned for0 < u< 1. Sin flarly, we can apply K , toEq. [A3) and obtain an integral that
iswelkde ned for1 < u< 1 . (ii) Both operatorsI ; and K ; have the sin pl convolution
properties w ith m odi ed H ankel transform s, nam ely

I,.S.=5., A9

K .S, .=9S8.,: A 10)
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Wenow apply I to Eq. B2) and K to Eq. A3), making a jadicious choice of the coe —
cients so that the lkeft-hand sides of the resulting equations are identical. Speci cally, it is
straightforward to show using Egs. A 9) and B I0) that

%S} l=SO' .

27

@11)

The coe ents ofthese operators are unique and set by the coe cients in Egs. ( [B2) and B3),
along w ith the requiram ent that the resultant m odi ed H ankel transform be the same in
both equations. Thus, Egs. [A2) and [A3) can be w ritten as a single integral equation.

Ig ENC)) u< 1
Sg.1B () = 2 : @Aal12)

g:K 0;3 iSz 2B (u) u>1
2

u ’

From Egs. [A4) and [Ad), we can show that

h i h 6i
DI u’L,: @) DI F- 16
L, :@)= 5 = 5 = p=: A 13)
2 u u
U sing the identity
K, vwf@ =uv K ,f@) @®14)
along with Eq. A10), we nd
1 1 1
KO.§ —Sz; 2B (U) = —K l-QSZ; 2B (U) = —S;. 1B (U): (Al5)
r2 u u 272 u 2’ 2

F inally, by applying the inverse H ankel transform S o-i =S5 1y the single ntegral equation
r2

1.
27

reduces to 8 9
ZF}Q— w<l1l 2
B @)= S%; %} ) ;u} @A1lo)
© =S:,:Bw) w>1 7
w 27 2

Wecan write Eq. [A16) as a conventional integral equation using Eq. [A1l). Noting that

P
Ji— Wu) = 2=( wu)shwu),we nd

_ 16 sinu cosu

B @)

@17

3 dz zB (z) dw sin wWu) sin wz):
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R
W riting sih wWu) sin w z) = cosw z)] oosWw @+ z)] and noting that Ol dw cosWy) =

(), we perform the integration overw,

sinu oosu
2

b+ )B @)= 16
Z 4

+ dz zB (z)
0 u z u+ z

It isthis form ofthe sihgle integralequation that we use in Section [II to solve rthe fiinction

A 18)

u u

snh@w z) sh@+ z2)

B ).
F inally, we retum to the third boundary condition, Eq. [17), which to this point we have
neglected. For this ntegral equation the kemel is J;3 (qu) . It is straightforward to show that

Z
! sing cosq
daTs @Qu) — = 0: (A 19)
0 S8 g
Sin ilarly, orallw > 1, 7
1
dgJs (Qu) sin waq) = O: A 20)

0
From these two integrals we note that Eq. [17) is autom atically satis ed by any solution

B () ofEq. [A17); that is, this condition provides no unique inform ation about the fiinction

B ().

APPENDIX B:NUMERICS

In order to obtain a num erical solution for the coe cients b, ( ), we need to com pute
the integrals M ,,; de ned h Eq. (2d). However, the oscillatory nature of the spherical
Bessel fiinctions m akes these Integrals di cult to com pute num erically. W e can avoid this
di cukt by dividing the Integration region into two portions: 0 < g< Q andQ < g< 1,
where Q . Then In the Jatter region we perform a Taylor expansion of the denom nator.

K eeping temm s up to second order in 1=q,
Z

M gt @@ Lo
njl APn 1 D21 1Q@D —/—7 —T —
0 g+ qa &
+ Rn;l Rn;l; (Bl)
w heret*
Z 4
dg, .
Rna Ejzn 1@%1 1@ B2)
0

(1514—11 .
240 ¥ 1@+1 Lo+

29



dq. :
R'n;l ~— Pn 1 (CI)le 1 (CI) (B3)
S
= = 1+ % n;l+l+ (l) n;l+ % 1 % n;l 1r

w ith

@ 41+ 1)@41 1)d41 3): &4

The ram aining Integral n M ,,;;, whose iIntegration region is0 < g< Q, can be com puted
num erically, as long as isnot too large ( . 50). Thisprocedure yields accurate values for
these Integrals or su clently large values ofQ ; throughout this paper, we use Q = 10

To com pute the m em brane velocity Eq. [28), we proceed In the sam e m anner:

%9 1 1
V (u;n;m) dadkn 1 @Jn (@) -+ —
0 g+ qa
+ I@;n;m;1) I (u;n;m;2); B5)

where oru> land 2<p<m + 2n,

Z 4

dqg |,
I (u;n;m ;p) Ejzn 1 @Jdn @Qu) B 6)
0
p— m m m
_ n+ 5F F n+ "2%n 2Ep2n+ 55
optly2n poop 4 1 mrP o ny1 ’

2 2

and F ( ; ; ;z) is the hypergeom etric function. It is very im portant to note that this
Integral vanishes if % fm + p) n+ 1isanon-positive nteger, due to the divergence of the
Gamm a function in the denom nator.

Finally, In oxder to detem ine the coe cients b, ( ), the In nfte matrix M ,,; must be
Inverted. To do this nversion 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; forallofthe num erical resutspresented in thispaper, we truncate
them atrix at 10  10.
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