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We experimentally investigate the effects of polymer additives on the collective dynamics of swarm-
ing Serratia marcescens in quasi two-dimensional (2D) liquid films. We find that even minute
amounts of polymers (≤ 20 ppm) can significantly enhance swimming speed and promote large-
scale coherent structures. Velocity statistics show that polymers suppress large velocity fluctuation,
transforming the velocity distributions from super-Gaussian to Gaussian. Spatial and temporal cor-
relation functions suggest that polymers increase both the size and lifetime of flow structures. The
energy spectra show an exponential decay at low wavenumbers, with a characteristic length scale
increasing with polymer concentration. Overall, these result show polymers can mediate bacteria
interaction and promote large-scale coherence in dense active suspensions.

Even simple life forms, like bacteria and protozoa, can
exhibit complex behaviors such as swarming [1, 2], quo-
rum sensing [3, 4], and biofilm formation [5–7]. At suffi-
ciently high cell densities, microorganisms can communi-
cate chemically [8, 9] and hydrodynamically [10, 11], and
move together in a coordinated manner known as collec-
tive motion [12]. An intriguing phenomenon is the emer-
gence of turbulent-like features in bacterial suspensions
that include large-scale coherence [10, 13, 14], strongly
fluctuating velocity [15, 16], and anomalous diffusivity
[2, 17]. Due to the qualitative similarity to turbulence
at high Reynolds numbers, these behaviors are often re-
ferred as “bacterial turbulence” [10–14, 18–21]. Both the-
oretical and numerical studies based on continuum the-
ory [20–27] as well as discrete swimming particles [28–37]
have shown that hydrodynamic effects alone can capture
some of the main features of bacterial turbulence, even
without biochemical interactions.

Microorganisms often live in fluid environments where
(bio)polymers are present [38]. For instance, bacteria can
secrete slime to reduce friction while swarming across a
solid surface [39], and produce protective exopolymeric
matrix during the formation of biofilms [40]. How the
presence of polymer molecules in the fluid medium af-
fect the swimming behavior of single microorganisms has
received much attention in the past decade or so; both
enhancement [41–44] and hindrance [45–48] in swimming
speed have been found depending on the often nonlin-
ear interaction between the swimmer kinematics, ve-
locity fields, and fluid rheological properties. Less ex-
plored, however, are the effects of polymers on the col-
lective behavior of swimming microorganisms. Recently,
large spatial-temporal ordered structures (vortices) were
found in bacterial suspensions inside droplets contain-
ing viscoelastic fluids (DNA suspensions)[49]; these or-
dered structures disappear as polymer concentration is
decreased. In the dilute regime, numerical simulations

on the collective dynamics of rod-like swimmers, on the
other hand, show that fluid elasticity suppress velocity
fluctuations and break down large-scale flow structures
[50], while simulations based on mean field theory sug-
gest that fluid elasticity can mediate hydrodynamic in-
teractions and lead to larger coordinated structures [51].
These expectations have yet to be tested in experiments.
As a result, it is still unclear how the presence of poly-
mer molecules affect the collective behavior of swimming
microorganisms.

In this study, we experimentally investigate the effects
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FIG. 1. PIV flow fields of swarming S. marcescens in the
buffer and polymeric solutions. (a, b) Velocity magnitude
fields u and (c, d) vorticity fields ω, for the PBS buffer (left)
and polymeric solutions with 20 ppm of CMC (right). Solid
lines are streamlines computed from instantaneous velocity
fields. See Supplemental Material [52] for movies.
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of polymer additives on the collective dynamics of bac-
terial suspensions in quasi-2D liquid films. Results show
that minute amounts of polymers (≤ 20 ppm) can sig-
nificantly enhance bacterial propulsion speed and pro-
mote large-scale coherent structures. Velocity statistics
show that polymers additives suppress velocity fluctua-
tions and change the velocity distribution from super-
Gaussian to Gaussian. Spatial and temporal correlation
functions suggest that the size and lifetime of the flow
structures increase by up to 50% in the presence of poly-
mers. Energy spectra show an exponential decay with
a characteristic length scale that increases with polymer
concentration. Overall, our results provide insights into
bacterial collective motion in complex fluid environments
where polymers are present.

Experiments are performed on a strain (ATCC 274)
of Serratia marcescens, a rod-shaped bacterium that is
on average 2 µm long and 0.8 µm in diameter. When
cultivated on agar plates [52], the bacteria differentiate
into swarmer cells with additional (10 to 100) flagella
and elongated bodies of ≥ 5 µm [53]. The swarmer S.
marcescens can move at approximately 30 µm/s on agar
plates, and exhibit super-diffusive trajectories through
Lévy walks [2]. These swarmer cells are then trans-
ferred into either a Newtonian buffer (phosphate-buffered
saline, PBS) or a polymeric solution. Polymeric solu-
tions are prepared by diluting a carboxymethyl cellulose
(CMC, 7 × 105 Da) stock solution in the PBS buffer to
final concentrations of 5, 10, and 20 ppm. Note that
the highest polymer concentration is well below the over-
lap concentration c∗ (≤ 0.2% c∗). A 2-µL drop of PBS
or CMC solution containing swarmer S. marcescens of a
volume fraction of roughly 30 – 40% is placed in a thin-
film apparatus [43, 48, 52], and stretched into a 1-cm2

large and 40-µm thin film. Images are taken using bright-
field microscopy and a CMOS camera (Flare 4M180) at
24 frame/s. Velocity fields are obtained using particle
imaging velocimetry (PIV, see [54]), with a total number
of 6400 or 80 × 80 interrogation windows, each of a size
of 25× 25 pixel or 7.0× 7.0 µm2.

Figure 1 shows experimental velocity and vorticity
fields for the buffer (PBS) and the 20 ppm CMC solu-
tion (see movies in [52]); instantaneous streamlines are
overlaid on fields to better visualize structures. The flow
fields show that the addition of polymers significantly in-
creases the overall speed u of the swarming bacterial sus-
pension; the maximum suspension speed is nearly dou-
bled from 10 µm/s in the buffer to 20 µm/s in the poly-
meric solution [Fig. 1(a) and 1(b)]. While it has been
previously found that a single microbe can swim faster in
polymeric solutions [41–44], the flows observed here are
not merely scaled up by a higher speed (of an individual
bacterium). If that were the case, one would expect the
flow structures to remain roughly of the same size. Here,
on the other hand, we find that the flow structures length-
scale increases with the addition of polymers, as shown
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FIG. 2. (a) PDFs of the velocity magnitude u for different
polymer concentrations c. The black solid curve is a Rayleigh
distribution fit for the 20 ppm CMC data. Inset: root mean
square (RMS) velocity ū versus c. (b) PDFs of the velocity
components u∗x (circles) and u∗y (squares), normalized to have
a zero-mean and a unity-variance. Solid curves are Gaussian
and super-Gaussian fits to the data. Inset: kurtosis of the
PDFs of u∗x and u∗y as a function of c.

by the vorticity fields [Fig. 1(c) and 1(d)]. This indicates
that bacterial collective motion in these ultra-dilute poly-
meric fluids have distinct underlying flow structures from
those in Newtonian fluids.

The effects of polymers on the flow structures of col-
lective motion are further quantified by calculating the
probability density functions (PDFs) of the velocity mag-
nitude fields. We find that the addition of 20 ppm of
CMC more than doubles the maximum swarming speed
u [Fig. 2(a)], and roughly triples the mean speed ū [Fig.
2(a), inset]. Here, ū is defined by the root mean square
(RMS) velocity, ū = 〈u2〉1/2, where 〈·〉 denotes the spa-
tiotemporal ensemble average. We note that these PDFs
are not simply rescaled, rather, they follow different sta-
tistical distributions. As polymer is added to the sus-
pensions, the PDFs of the velocity magnitude tend to be
a Rayleigh distribution [black curve in Fig. 2(a)]; such
distribution arises when the two velocity components fol-
low independent Gaussian distributions. Previously, it
was reported that the speed distribution in dilute sus-
pensions of swimming peritrichous bacteria follows the
Schultz distribution [55]. Here, instead, we find Rayleigh
and non-Rayleigh speed distributions for polymeric so-
lutions and Newtonian buffer, respectively. This result
also suggests that the PDFs of velocity components are
Gaussian for the 20 ppm CMC case and non-Gaussian
for the buffer case.

To test this idea, we compute the PDFs of the in-plane
velocity components ux and uy for the 0 ppm (PBS) and
20 ppm CMC cases [Fig. 2(b)]. For better contrast, the
velocity components u∗x and u∗y are normalized to have a
mean of zero and a standard deviation of unity. Impor-
tantly, we find no noticeable difference between the PDFs
of x- and y-velocity components, suggesting the in-plane
motion of bacteria is statistically isotropic. In the buffer
case (0 ppm), the velocity distributions are broadened,
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with heavy tails at high velocities. A generalized Gaus-
sian function fitting, N exp(−c|u∗x,y|β), reveals that the
PDFs are super-Gaussian with β ≈ 1.4. In contrast, such
tails are absent in the polymeric case (20 ppm), and the
PDFs are approximately Gaussian with β ≈ 2.0. That is,
polymer additives seem to suppress the tails of velocity
distributions by decreasing velocity fluctuations.

The suppression of tails in the velocity PDFs can be
characterized by the kurtosis of velocity components [Fig.
2(b), inset]. The kurtosis is 3 for Gaussian distributions,
greater than 3 for super-Gaussian and less than 3 for
sub-Gaussian distributions. We find that as the polymer
concentration increases, the kurtosis of velocity compo-
nents decreases from ∼ 4.5 in the buffer (0 ppm) to ∼ 3
in the polymeric fluid (20 ppm). The decrease in kur-
tosis suggests that polymers suppress the intermittency
of velocity fluctuations, making the flows in 2D bacte-
rial turbulence more uniform. The observed decrease in
velocity fluctuation with polymers is consistent with pre-
vious numerical simulations [50].

Next, we quantify the size of flow structures by the
spatial correlation functions of the velocity u and the
vorticity ω, defined as: Cu(r) = 〈u(x) · u(x + r)〉/〈u2〉
and Cω(r) = 〈ω(x)ω(x + r)〉/〈ω2〉. We note that here
u(x) denotes the local velocity of bacteria at the posi-
tion x, and comprises two contributions: self-propulsion
and advection created by other bacteria. As polymers
are added, we find that the velocity fields are increasingly
correlated over a distance of 250 µm [Fig. 3(a)]. Simi-
lar increases in spatial correlations are also found in the
vorticity fields [Fig. 3(b)]. The average vortex size can
be estimated by the integral length scale of vorticity Lω,
defined by the convergent integral: Lω =

∫∞
0
Cω(r) dr.

The inset of Fig. 3(b) shows that the average vortex size
increases with polymer concentration; Lω increases by as
much as 50% (relative to the buffer case) by adding 20
ppm of polymers. This result is in contrast to previous
numerical studies [50, 56], where the addition of polymers
seems to break down large-scale flow structures and re-
duce the structure size. We note that a much lower swim-
mer number density was used in the simulations than in
the current experiments, which may be responsible for
the discrepancy.

The lifetime of flow structures are examined by the
temporal correlation functions of velocity u and vortic-
ity ω, defined as: Cu(τ) = 〈u(t)·u(t + τ)〉/〈u2〉 and
Cω(τ) = 〈ω(t)ω(t + τ)〉/〈ω2〉. To compensate for the
increases in flow speed and structure size with polymers,
the time lag τ for velocity correlation is rescaled by the
eddy turnover time, Lω/ū, where ū is the RMS veloc-
ity [see Fig. 2(a), inset]. An increase in velocity tem-
poral correlations is found [Fig. 3(c)] up to half of an
eddy turnover time (∼ 5 s), suggesting that polymers
increase the average lifetime of flow structures. The vor-
ticity fields are also increasingly correlated in time with
the addition of polymers [Fig. 3(d)]. Here, the time

lag τ is normalized by the enstrophy time scale, Ω̄−1/2,
where enstrophy is defined by the mean square vorticity,
Ω̄ = 〈ω2〉/2. The mean lifetime of flow structures can
be measured by the vorticity integral time scale, defined
as: Tω =

∫∞
0
Cω(τ) dτ . We find that the normalized

mean lifetime is more than doubled in the 20 ppm case
compared to the buffer [Fig. 3(d), inset]. Overall, these
results indicate that polymer stresses lead to larger struc-
ture size [Fig. 3(b)] and longer flow memory [Fig. 3(d)]
in 2D bacterial turbulence.

So far we have shown that minute amounts of poly-
mers, while not imparting significant changes to the bulk
fluid properties, are able to modify collective motion of
swarming bacteria. One possibility is that the polymer
molecules are locally oriented and stretched by the rotat-
ing flagella of the bacteria [43]. This can be estimated
by calculating a (local) Weissenberg number, Wi = λγ̇,
which characterizes the degree of anisotropy in the shear
deformation experienced by polymer molecules. Here,
λ is the fluid relaxation time and γ̇ is the fluid local
shear rate. Since the polymeric solutions are well below
their overlap concentration (c/c∗ � 1), we compute the
Zimm relaxation time for dilute polymeric solutions [57]:
λZ = FMwηs[η]/RT , where F is a factor [52], Mw is the
polymer molecular weight, ηs is the solvent viscosity, [η]
is the polymer intrinsic viscosity, and R, T are the gas
constant and the temperature, respectively. We find a
Zimm relaxation time of λZ ≈ 2 ms [52]. While this is a

a b5 ppm

10 ppm 20 ppm

0 ppm

d
5 ppm

10 ppm 20 ppm

0 ppm
c

FIG. 3. (a, b) Spatial correlation functions of (a) velocity
and (b) vorticity. Inset: vorticity integral length scale Lω.
(c, d) Temporal correlation functions of (c) velocity and (d)
vorticity. The time lag τ is normalized by the eddy turnover
time Lω/ū in (c), and by the enstrophy time scale Ω̄−1/2 in

(d). Inset: normalized vorticity integral time scale Tω Ω̄1/2.
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FIG. 4. Energy spectra E(k) for different polymer concen-
trations. Solid curves are exponential fits to low-k values,
exp(−kLc). A power law of k−2 (dashed line) is drawn only
for comparison. Inset: characteristic length scale Lc obtained
from the exponential fits, versus polymer concentration.

relatively short time scale, S. marcescens possess rapidly
rotating flagella generating significant fluid velocity gra-
dients. A rough estimation [52] yields a local Weissenberg
number in the range of Wi ∼ 2 – 20, suggesting significant
stretching of the polymer molecules near individual bac-
terium, and strong viscoelastic effects. This is supported
by the experiments performed with tethered Escherichia
coli, which can stretch DNA molecules in the vicinity of
their flagella [43]. The stretching of polymers may then
mediate bacterial local interaction and lead to long-range
hydrodynamic effects, which could explain the increase in
structure size [Fig. 1 and Fig. 3(b)].

To gain further structural insights into the bacterial
turbulence, we examine kinetic energy distribution over
different length scales by the energy spectrum, E(k) =
2πk〈|û(k)|2〉, where û(k) denotes the Fourier transform
of the velocity field, k is the wavevector, and k = |k| is
the wavenumber. While in inertial turbulence the energy
spectra are routinely used to study the energy transfer
across scales [58], recent works demonstrate the absence
of such energy cascade in active turbulence at low in-
ertia [59–61]. Instead, we view the energy spectra as a
proxy for the spatial structure of swarming S. marcescens
suspensions and the associated velocity fields. As shown
in Fig. 4, at large scales (low k), E(k) for all polymer
concentrations are found to follow an exponential decay,
exp(−kLc). The characteristic length scale of the expo-
nential decay, Lc, is of the same order as the integral
length scale, Lω, and follows the same increasing trend
with the polymer concentration (Fig. 4, inset). There-
fore, we identify the exponentially-decaying part of E(k)
with the large-scale collective motion of bacteria.

At smaller scales (high k), below the film thickness
(40 µm), we report a power-law decay close to E(k) ∼
k−2 for all cases. The observed power law is inconsis-
tent with the universal scaling laws recently reported for

active matter in Newtonian fluids [59–63]. Within that
scenario, the suspension is viewed as a “gas” of clusters:
within a cluster, swimmers are nematically aligned with
their neighbors, while at large scales, the directions of lo-
cal nematic order are decorrelated. In the absence of con-
finement, the large-scale spectrum corresponds to that
of a suspension of independent hydrodynamic dipoles
[59, 60, 62–65], E(k) ∼ k−1, while the small-scale spec-
trum below the cluster size is E(k) ∼ k−4 [59, 61–63].
We, therefore, conclude that the active nematics spec-
tra [59, 62, 63] and the underlying assumptions about
the structure of the chaotic motion are inconsistent with
our observations in swarming S. marcescens. This dis-
crepancy cannot be attributed to the rheological proper-
ties of the polymer solutions either, since simulations of
dipole pusher swimmers in Oldroyd-B type viscoelastic
fluids have found power laws of approximately k−4/3 and
k−4 for low and high k, respectively [50], in line with
the active nematics spectra. We note, however, that the
scale at which the exponential decay gives way to the
power-law decay in Fig. 4 is broadly consistent with the
thickness of the film (40 µm), thus lending support to its
hydrodynamic origins.

Finally, Fig. 4 also shows that the addition of polymers
leads to an increase in spectral power at all wavenumbers
due to the enhancement in bacterial swimming speed; the
increase is, however, non-uniform due to the accompa-
nied increase in flow structure size. These observations
contradict recent theoretical work on collective motion in
model viscoelastic fluids in 2D suspensions of motile or-
ganisms [50, 51, 56], which predicted the reduction of the
flow structure size and suppression of the energy content
at large scales in the presence of polymers. Overall, our
energy spectra show an exponential decay at large scale
that is associated with the length scale of collective mo-
tion, and a power law of approximately k−2 at smaller
scales, with accompanied increases in spectra power due
to larger swimming speeds.

In summary, we experimentally show that even minute
amounts (≤ 20 ppm) of polymer additives can signifi-
cantly alter the structure and dynamics of bacterial col-
lective motion in dense active suspensions. As the poly-
mer concentration is increased, we find an increase in
the average swimming speed but velocity fluctuations are
systematically suppressed (Fig. 2). These are not merely
flow modifications; the presence of polymers in the bacte-
rial swarms leads to different flows. One piece of evidence
is that the velocity distributions of the swarms in the
polymeric solutions are approximately Gaussian, while
these in the buffer case (without polymer) are super-
Gaussian. Surprisingly, the addition of polymers leads
to an increase in the size and lifetime of coherent flow
structures. This is in contrast to the trends found in
numerical simulations [50, 56], where polymers decrease
the size of flow structures. Overall, our work provides
insights into the collective dynamics of microswimmers
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in complex fluid environments, in particular those con-
taining polymers such as mucus and biofilms.
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