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Abstract

Hydrodynamic interaction strongly influences the collective behavior of the microswimmers.
With this work, we study the behavior of two hydrodynamically interacting self-propelled chiral
swimmers in the low Reynolds number regime, considering both the near and far-field interactions.
We use the chiral squirmer model, a spherically shaped body with non-axisymmetric surface slip
velocity, which generalizes the well-known squirmer model. We calculate the lubrication force
between the swimmers when they are very close to each other. By varying the slip coefficients
and the initial configuration of the swimmers, we investigate their hydrodynamic behavior. In the
presence of lubrication force, the swimmers either repel each other or exhibit bounded motion where
the distance between the swimmers alters periodically. The lubrication force favors the bounded
motion in some parameter regime. This study is helpful to understand the collective behavior of

dense suspension of ciliated microorganisms and artificial swimmers.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The swimming behavior of microorganisms is different from that of the macroworld [IJ.
In the former case, viscous forces dominate over the inertia of the body. This belongs to the
low Reynolds number swimming [I], 2]. Different microorganisms employ various propulsion
mechanisms, e.g., Escherichia coli use run and tumble mechanism to propel in a fluid [3],
ciliated microorganisms swim with the help of the metachronal waves generated by the
synchronous beating of cilia [4, [5] and sperm cells move with the flagella attached to its body
[6]. To understand the propulsion mechanism of microswimmers, various models are available
in the literature [4-9]. Though the microorganisms are smaller in size, collectively they can
influence the climate and human life in various ways. For example, massive plankton blooms
in the ocean, harmful red tides along the coastline, bioconvection [10], nutrient uptake [11],
active turbulence [12], and they may even influence the viscosity of the surrounding medium
in which they swim [I3, [I4]. In the past, the suspension of microswimmers was studied
using a continuum model [T5HI8] which works well for dilute suspensions only and generally
not applicable for larger cell concentrations. For a denser system, near field interactions are
vital. The hydrodynamic interaction among the miroswimmers has been extensively studied
both experimentally [I9-23] and theoretically [19, 24H29]. Some of the former studies are
devoted to the two swimmers system [19-22] 24] 27, 29]. Indeed, all these studies take into
account pure hydrodynamic interaction among the microswimmers. When the swimmers
are far away from each other, the interaction among them can be expressed in terms of a
multipole expansion. Conversely, while the swimmers are very close to each other, one needs
to use the lubrication theory to calculate their near-field interaction.

Several studies on the near and far field hydrodynamic interaction between two or more
axisymmetric swimmers [19, 24] are available where the swimmers change their direction
of movement exhibiting attractive or repulsive behavior depending upon their respective
velocity field strengths. A popular squirmer model [4, 5] has been used to understand the
hydrodynamic interactions among the swimmers. However, the squirmer model has its own
limitation as it can be associated only with the translational motion of the body. Conse-
quently, the direction of motion of the body changes either due to the rotational diffusion or
the hydrodynamic interaction with another squirmer. In general, many microorganisms are

able to change their direction of movement by rotation of the orientational vector giving rise



to helical motion [30]. Henceforth, the chiral squirmer model which is a generalization of
the squirmer model [29] 31] is more applicable to study the collective behaviour of the swim-
mers. In the latter model, the tangential slip velocity on the surface of a non-deformable
spherical body is non-axisymmetric, and as a result the chiral flows and helical paths can
be generated by the swimmer.

Similar to simple squirmers, it has been reported that a pair of chiral squirmers also
portray various behaviours, e.g., monotonic divergence, divergence, monotonic convergence,
convergence and even a bounded state [29] 32], 33] as a result of their mutual hydrodynamic
interaction. The helical propulsion of the swimmers leads to this peculiar bounded state,
where the swimmers periodically come closer to and go distant apart from each other pe-
riodically, this was reported in our earlier work [29]. In the latter study, only the far-field
hydrodynamic interaction was considered for simplicity and ignored the lubrication force
which arises when the swimmers are very close to each other [29].

In this article, we study the combined behavior of two chiral swimmers considering both
the near and far-field hydrodynamic interactions. We compute the lubrication force between
two swimmers when they approach very close to each other. Further, we investigate the
complete hydrodynamic behavior of two swimmers. The paper is organized as follows. The
general chiral squirmer model is briefly discussed in section [[I. The lubrication force between
two swimmers is calculated in section [[T], The hydrodynamic interaction, both in the near
and far fields, between two swimmers is discussed in section [[V] Influence of initial conditions
of swimmers on their hydrodymic behavior is explained in section [V} The main conclusions

are provided in section [VI

II. THE CHIRAL SQUIRMER MODEL

The low Reynolds number swimmers obey the Stokes equation [2],
nViu=Vp, (1)

where 7 is the viscosity, u is the velocity field, and p is the pressure field which plays
the role of a Lagrange multiplier to impose the incompressibility constraint V-u = 0. A
chiral squirmer is a rigid spherical body of radius a. On its surface, we prescribe a surface

slip velocity S(6, ¢) which is tangential to the surface and parameterized by the polar and
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FIG. 1: Example of surface slip velocity patterns of a chiral squirmer in the body-fixed reference
frame n, b, and t. Here, we set the velocity and rotation rate of the swimmer as V = v(0,0, 1)
and = v(1/v/2,0,1/v/2)/a, respectively. The slip coefficients of the second mode are chosen as

B5 = v/3, 75 = v/3, and the others are zero.

azimuthal angles 6 and ¢, respectively, in a body-fixed frame defined by three orthogonal
unit vectors attached to the sphere center n, b, and t (see Fig. [I). It is convenient to
express this surface slip pattern using gradients of spherical harmonics that form a basis for

tangential vectors on the surface [2]. The slip velocity can then be expressed in the form

[29, 31]
S(Q, d)) - Z Z |: - 5lm Vs (le(COS 9) 6im¢)
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where V is the gradient operator on the surface of the sphere defined as V, = €5 9/060 +
(1/sin6) e,0/0¢, t is the unit vector in radial direction, P/™(cos ) €™ are non-normalized
spherical harmonics, where P™(cos) denotes Legendre polynomials. The complex coef-
ficients 3, and 7, are the mode amplitudes of the prescribed surface slip velocity. We
introduce the real and imaginary parts of these amplitudes as Sy, = 87 + im 3} and
YVim = Vi, + im~, with complex conjugates f;, = (—=1)"8.—m and 7, = (—=1)™y —m,
respectively.

The velocity V' and the rotation rate 2 of the swimmer can be determined directly using
the surface slip velocity Eq. 2| [34]. They can be expressed in the body fixed reference frame
as V. = 2(87,, Biy, B75)/3 and @ = (771, 7i, Vio)/a, respectively. Without loss of generality,
the body-fixed reference frame (n, b, t) can be chosen such that t points in the direction of

motion. Accordingly, we have 87, = 8i; = 0 and we write 37, = 3v/2 such that v = |V] is
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the speed of the swimmer. Thus, the velocity and rotation rate of the chiral swimmer read

[29]’

V=ut, (3)
Q="Tp Ty Jog (4)
a a a

Also, for simplicity, we choose that the swimmer has rotation rate in the n — t plane only.
With this choice, we have v, = 0. In addition, we choose the magnitude of the rotation
as || = v/a such that the components of the rotation rate are expressed as ~{,/a =
(v/a)siny ,7i,/a =0 and +},/a = (v/a) cos x, where x is the angle between V and Q. The
corresponding flow field and the pressure field of the swimmer can be obtained by solving

Eq. [I| with the surface slip (Eq. [2)) in the lab frame of reference. They read [29],

3 4 2
uy(r) = 37”% [Pl(t B F— %} +3 85 (% - %) Pyt -#) ¢t
at a’
B Py (B [(6 R)F — t] =2 5 P (6 R) b x (5)
a2
plf(r) = —2n 55@ r_3 P (t ) f") ) (6>

where t is the swimming direction, r is the distance from the center of the swimmer where
the flow field is determined, # = r/r is the radial vector, P,(z) denotes a second-order
Legendre polynomial, and Py = dP,/dx with © = t - = cosf. Note that in Eq. the
higher order terms [ > 2 are being ignored as their contribution is negligible in the current
study. To have a minimal model, in Eq. we have ignored | = 2 modes with m # 0.
However, it is straightforward to include the additional terms in the analysis. Depending
on the sign of the ratio 8 = f5,//5],, the swimmer can be classified as a puller (for 8 > 0) or
pusher (for § < 0) type (see Fig. . While pullers have an extensile force dipole, resulting,
e.g., from the front part of the body, pushers have a contractile force dipole arising, e.g.,
from the rear part of the body [9], see Fig. Note that the flow field in the body frame
(bf) can be obtained from that in the lab frame (If) as upe(r) = u(r) = V- Q x r.

The equations of motion of the swimmer can be obtained using the force and torque

balance conditions [35]. They read,
qg=V, n=Qxn, b=Qxb, t=0Qxt, (7)

where q is the position of the swimmer in the lab frame of reference and dot represents the

derivative with respect to time. For V | €, we get x = 0, and the resulting swimming
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FIG. 2: Chiral flow pattern exhibited by a pusher and a puller type chiral squirmer in three
dimensions, for A = 3B§%v = 375}]0 in Eq. and the chiral squirmer’s path for different angles x
between the velocity V and the rotation rate €2. The initial velocities and rotation rates of both
the swimmer are set to v(0,0,1) and v(sin x, 0, cos x)/a, respectively. For the flow patterns we set

x = m/4 and A = v for puller, and x = 7/4 and A\ = —v for pusher.
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FIG. 3: Schematic representation of two chiral squirmers in the laboratory frame of reference.
When swimmers are close to each other, i.e., the distance between them R = |q;;| = r < 2(a + ¢),
where a is the radius of the swimmer, then the lubrication forces control the hydrodynamic behavior

of the swimmers. Otherwise, the far field hydrodynamic interactions dominate.

path of the swimmer is a straight line. In this case, the swimmer rotates around the axis of
motion. For x = 7/2, the swimmer moves in a circular path in a plane. For other values of ,
the path is a helix (see Fig.[2) [29]. Note that Eq. [7] determine the motion of a single isolated
squirmer, whereas for a pair of squirmers we need to take into account the hydrodynamic

interaction between them which we study in the following.



III. LUBRICATION FORCE BETWEEN TWO CHIRAL SWIMMERS

A substantial work has been done in low Reynolds number swimming near an air-liquid
interface [36H39]. To find the force on the body near the air liquid interface considering
perfect slip, mirror image technique has been used [38, 39]. To calculate the lubrication
force between two swimmers a similar approach can be adapted. Here, in place of image,
both the swimmers are real and their dynamics is controlled by the Stokes equation. The
lubrication force acting on a swimmer can be calculated by knowing the velocity field of
the nearby swimmer, see for the details provided in appendix [A] The component of the
lubrication force acting on a swimmer along its swimming direction reads,

31 Ba?
F, = 5

Ine (8)

where B = Biyt13 — B%te3, € is half the distance between the swimmers, t13 = t; - e,

ta3 = ty - e,, e, is the unit vector along the Z direction, t; and ty are the orientation

zZ? Z

vectors of the swimmer one and two, respectively (for details see the appendix . Taking
into account the solution for squeezing motion of two rigid spheres, we can find the velocity
of axisymmetric squirmer in the lubrication region as U, ~ eloge [38] [40]. Similarly, the

velocity of the chiral squirmer can be obtained as
U, = —2a’Belne. 9)

Also note that the lubrication torques are of the order O(e'/2), and which can be neglected
in the limit ¢ — 0.

Notably, the results obtained here agree with the ones by Wang et al.[38]. However,
the later is the case of axisymmetric squirmers, whereas the present study deals with chiral
squirmers. The flow field in the narrow gap between the axisymmetric squirmers contains
only radial and polar components. However, for the chiral squirmers, the flow field in the
lubrication region contains an azimuthal component in addition to the radial and polar
components. Note that the lubrication force acting on the case of axisymmetric squirmers
contains the polar slip coefficients only. On the other hand, the lubrication torque contains
the azimuthal slip coefficients for a chiral squirmer. However, contribution from the lubrica-
tion torque is insignificant in the hydrodymic interaction of chiral squirmers. Consequently,
the calculated lubrication forces are the same for both axisymmetric and chiral squirmers

despite having different flow fields.



In the presence of the lubrication force, the corresponding equations of motion of the

swimmers are given by,

2
& =U, + U;ub + Z u;(q;;, ng, by, t2)
J=1;i#j

n; ) n;

b, | = Qi"‘zwj(chj»n%b%t?) X 1'bi| (10)
i#]

j=1 t’L

where Ul"" = U_(cos@'t; — sin@'n;) is the additional velocity contribution arising due to

the other swimmer in the lubrication region, #’ = cos™!(t; - e,), and the vorticity field
2 2

w = (V xu)/2. Note that U"» =0 for R > 2(a+¢€),and U;+ >, u;= Y w;=0

=151 i=15i#j
for R < 2(a +¢), where € < a and R = |q,,| is the radial distance between the squirmers.

IV. HYDRODYNAMIC BEHAVIOR OF TWO CHIRAL SWIMMERS

To study the hydrodymic interaction between two swimmers, we numerically solve the
Eq. , to calculate the trajectories of two chiral swimmers and investigate their combined
behavior. For simplicity, we consider chiral swimmers having translational velocities of equal
magnitudes, i.e., |[Vi| = |Vy| = v. The rotation rates of the swimmers are in general differ-
ent and read, 1 = v(sin x1, 0, cos x1)/a for swimmer one and Qs = v(sin x2, 0, cos x2)/a for
swimmer two. Note that changes in x; and s modify the corresponding torsion and curva-
ture of the swimmers’ helical trajectories. Also, [ > 1 modes in the velocity field Eq. play
a crucial role in the hydrodynamic interaction between the swimmers. As mentioned earlier,
we consider up to [ = 2 modes in the flow field. We choose | = 2 modes corresponding to
swimmer one as 335, = 375, = A1 and similarly for swimmer two as 355, = 373, = A2. Note
that for A\; # A9, the swimmers differ in their chiral flows that they generate. Thus, variation
in x; and £\; (i = 1,2) determine the nature of the interaction between the swimmers and
gives rise to several interesting swimming characteristics. As mentioned earlier, the sign of
Ai (see Eq. o)) decides the nature of the swimmer, i.e. pusher or puller type. Accordingly,
we consider the sub cases, i.e., pusher - pusher: (—\;, —\g), puller - puller: (Aj, A2), pusher
- puller: (—A1,\2), and puller - pusher: (A;, —XA2). We have considered various possible

initial configurations for the swimmers. Out of all, in this paper, we present only the planar
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FIG. 4: Panel (a) shows trajectories of two converging (C) swimmers in the absence of near-
field interaction (green and black helices shifted by 70 units along z-direction) and in presence
of it (Purple and red). Similarly, panel (b) shows trajectories of two monotonically converging
(MC) swimmers in the absence and in the presence of near field interactions. Panel (¢) shows the
corresponding distance R between two hydrodynamically interacting swimmers as a function of
time both in absence and in presence of the lubrication force. Here, lengths are scaled by radius
of the swimmer a and time scaled by 7 = v/a. Note that lubrication forces convert the monotonic
convergence (MC) and convergence states (C) into divergence state (D). Here, for the state C, we

choose x1 = x2 = 7/6, Ay = —2.5 and Ay = 2.5. For MC, we choose x = /6, \; = —2 and Ay = 2.

configuration, where both the swimmers start initially on the zy-plane, by a distance Ry,
moving in the positive z-direction. In the planar configuration, swimmers get enough time
to interact with each other, whereas it may not be the case in other configurations. This
particular choice of the configuration recovers the known behaviors exhibited by two simple
squirmers (without chirality) and some additional exciting behaviors discussed below.
Note that the hydrodynamic interaction between two chiral swimmers in the far-field
limit has been explored in the previous work [29]. Five different swimming states were
observed- (i) bounded (B), in which the swimmers oscillate around an average trajectory,
(72) monotonic divergence (MD), in which the swimmers drift away from each other from the
beginning, (i7i) divergence (D), in which initially the swimmers are attracted to each other
but in the long time limit they move away from each other due to the growing repulsion
between them, (iv) monotonic convergence (MC), in which the swimmers due to strong
attraction monotonically approach each other at a distance where near-field interaction
is crucial than the far-field interaction, and (v) convergence (C), in which the swimmers

initially oscillate about an average trajectory and then converge towards each other due



to the hydrodynamic attraction between them. However, if the near-field interactions are
dominant as in the case of a dense suspension, then the fate of the last two states, say,
MC and C, were unknown. In this work, as mentioned earlier, we consider both the near
and far field interactions to get the complete hydrodymic behavior of two chiral swimmers.
Fig. 4] depicts the behavior of two chiral swimmers which exhibit attractive behavior in the
absence and in the presence of the lubrication forces. Due to the lubrication force, the C
and MC states are converted into the D state, see Fig. [l Note that the lubrication force is
repulsive in nature. As a result, as the swimmers approach each other, i.e. as R < 2(a + €)

(see Eq. , they start to repel each other and diverge.
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FIG. 5: (a)-(d) Swimming states of two hydrodynamically interacting chiral swimmers of various

combinations, i.e., pusher or puller. Hollow circles - divergence (D), solid circles- monotonic diver-
gence (MD), squares- bounded (B), cross- parallel swimming and plus- forbidden states. (e) The
corresponding distance R between the swimmers is plotted as a function of time ¢. (f)- (h) Swim-
ming trajectories corresponding to different states, for the values x = 7/3 and (A1, A2) = v(1,—1)
for BS, x = 7/3 and (A1, A2) = v(—1,1) for MD, and x = 57/12 and (A1, A2) = v(—1,—1) for D.
Here, lengths are scaled by radius of the swimmer a, time scaled by 7 = v/a, and velocity with v.
The initial position of swimmer one is (9,9,0)a and for the swimmer two is (3,3,0)a. The initial
velocities and rotation rates of both the swimmers are set to v(0,0,1) and (v/a)(sin x, 0, cos x),

respectively.
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Fig. 5| shows the hydrodymic behavior of two identical chiral swimmers. Here, we set
X1 = X2 = x and |[\| = |Aa] = A, i.e., the relative orientations of the swimmers with respect
to their motion and the strength of the hydrodynamic flow fields of both the swimmers are
identical. As mentioned earlier, due to the lubrication force which is repulsive in nature,
MC and C states do not survive, leaving mainly D, MD, and B states in the state diagrams.
Note that for the pusher—pusher combination, for y = 0, we obtain forbidden states (black
plus). Two pushers swimming in parallel lines attract each other and may converge to a
locked state, considered as a numerical artifact. However, for x # 0, the pushers move in a
helical path, and the locked state does not appear. Note that we can extend this work for
non-identical swimmers, i.e., the parameters Ai, Ag, Y1, and Yo can be varied to study the

hydrodymic behavior of two chiral swimmers. See fig. [0]in the appendix [B] for more details.

()

10 100 1000
t

FIG. 6: (a) Circular motion of two swimmers in the absence of the lubrication force. (b) Bounded
motion of two swimmers in the presence of the lubrication force. The corresponding distance
between the swimmers as a function of time is shown in (¢). We set A = 55/12 and x = 7/2. The
initial positions of the swimmers as (3, 3,0) (puller) and (9,9,0) (pusher). Here, lengths are scaled

by radius of the swimmer a and time scaled by 7 = v/a.

For the choice, y1 = x2 = 7/2, swimmers move in a plane. In this case, an isolated
swimmer moves in a closed circular path with no net displacement, see fig. @(a). However,
the presence of a second swimmer in its proximity changes its movements dramatically. The
hydrodynamic forces from the second swimmer convert the two-dimensional circular swim-
ming into three-dimensional helical swimming, see fig. @(b,c). Though in some situations,
the pair of swimmers perform a bounded motion, however, in the other situations, they
drift away from each other in the long time limit (see fig. [5). These behaviors are therefore
sensitive to the strength of the flow fields (A) and the associated lubrication force. Note that

the origin of the bounded motion, in this situation, is the lubrication force acting between
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the swimmers. However, the bounded motion is less stable here, and in some cases, the
swimmers diverge from each other in drifting circular paths. Note that, for other values of
X, the bounded motion occurs due to the helical propulsion of the swimmers, and x plays
a more crucial role than A there. Consequently, the former bounded motion is more stable
compared to the ones observed due to the lubrication forces.

Notably, a bound state was observed experimentally for a pair of spinning bottom-heavy
Volvoz due to the combined interface effect, gravity, and lubrication forces [20-H22]. Here, the
bound state is observed for three-dimensional chiral swimmers due to far—field hydrodynamic
interaction among them. Note that the bounded motion is restricted to parallel swimming
with equal strength of flow field of chiral swimmers, i.e., swimmers with identical y and A,
see figs. 5[ & @ However, for certain situations, say, x1 = x2 = 7/2, we encounter bound

states originating from the combined effect of lubrication force and hydrodynamic attraction.

V. INFLUENCE OF THE INITIAL CONFIGURATION OF THE SWIMMERS

(b) Ro =9v2

ooooo L]

FIG. 7: Numerically obtained swimming behaviors of pusher-puller type chiral swimmers with
different initial positions. The corresponding initial distance is Ry. (a) For q; = (9,9,0)a and
a2 = (3,3,0)a (as in Fig. [5fc)), (b) for q1 = (12,12,0)a and g2 = (3,3, 0)a, (b) for q1 = (20,20, 0)a
and q2 = (3,3,0)a, and (b) for q; = (60,60,0)a and g2 = (3,3,0)a. Swimmers have the same
initial velocity Vi = Va2 = v(0,0,1) and rotation rate ©; = Qs = v(cosx,0,sin x)/a, which

depends on the angle . Symbols are same as in Fig.

12



In this section, we study the impact of the initial distance Ry between the swimmers on
their hydrodymic behavior. As a test case, we consider the pusher-puller combination, see
fig.[7l The nature of hydrodynamic interaction between the swimmers changes with varying
Ry. As Ry increases swimmers exhibit mainly B, D, and MD states. Due to the lubrication
forces, the states C or MC do not appear in the state diagrams. As R, increases swimmers
tend to exhibit B states than MD. The general tendency of the swimmers is repulsive or
attractive. For purely repulsive situation swimmers exhibit MD state. If swimmers tend
to exhibit attractive behaviour then based on their near field interactions the swimming
behavior can be classified as D or B. With increasing Ry, the flow field of the swimmers
prohibit them to approach close to each other. Thus, swimmers exhibit bounded states
only. Note that the lubrication forces become redundant for higher R, values. For y = 7/2
swimmers exhibit bounded states between the MD states, depending on strength of A, at
lower Ry values. However, as Ry increases, these D states are converted in to B states. In
the other combination of swimmers, e.g., pusher-pusher or puller-puller, MD states do not
alter with respect to Ry. However, for smaller Ry, swimmers mostly remain in D state. With
increasing Ry (intermediate region), the probability that the swimmers will be bounded to
each other increases (see fig. @ If Ry is very high (~ 10%), the swimmers never approach
each other very close so that they cannot interact effectively. Swimmers moving in straight
lines or having no stresslet do not interact with each other also (gray cross states in the
state diagrams). Note that for Ry ~ 10?, the hydrodynamic interaction becomes ineffective.

Note that, as reported in our earlier work [29], the bound state is stable even with
a small perturbation to their initial orientation, say, (—0.0067/24) < ¢; < (0.0077/24),
(—0.0077/24) < 1) < (0.0077/24), and (—1.47/24) < 15 < (7/24). Beyond this range the
B states are converted into divergence states. Here, 11,15 and 13 are initial rotations about
to, by and ny axes respectively. Notably, (n;, by, t1) and (ng, bs, to) are material frame of
references of the first and second swimmers. While the first swimmer is initially aligned
along the z-axis, the initial orientation of the second swimmer is perturbed by (11, ¥, 13).
Note that D and MD states are not influenced by the initial perturbation in orientation of

the swimmers.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have determined the near-field interaction between the two chiral swim-
mers using the lubrication theory. The hydrodynamic force and the torque on a swimmer
due to the presence of other swimmer have been determined analytically, in the lubrication
region, and deployed in the numerical simulations to investigate the hydrodynamic interac-
tion between the two swimmers. When the swimmers approach very close to each other,
the lubrication force drives the swimmers away from each other in the long time limit. Con-
sequently, due to near and far-field hydrodymic interactions two chiral swimmers exhibit
only monotonic divergence, divergence, and bounded states. We find that the coupling
of near and far-field hydrodynamic interactions convert the planar circular movement of a
swimmer, observed for y = 7/2, into three-dimensional helical swimming. This leads to an
unstable bounded motion of a pair of swimmers. However, the stable bounded motion of
the swimmers, observed for y < 7/2, is solely due to the far-field hydrodynamic interaction
between the swimmers. This study is useful to understand the collective behavior of ciliated

microorganisms and artificial swimmers [41H45].
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Appendix A: Lubrication force

We briefly explain here the lubrication calculations [38]. When the spherical swimmers
approach each other, i.e., R < 2(a + €), the narrow gap between them forms a cylindrical
region (see fig. . Here, R is the distance between the swimmer, «a is radius of the swimmer,
and ¢ is half of the distance between the swimmers. The flow fields generated by the
swimmers obey the Stokes equation, Eq.[I], in this region. The surfaces of the two spherical
swimmers in the narrow gap region can be considered as parabolic surfaces having the form,

’2

h1:6+%+..., (A1)

hy = —hy , (A2)
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FIG. 8: (a) schematic diagram of the lubrication region. (b) schematic of the cylindrical region
of length 2¢ between the spherical swimmers. Here, p is the radius of the cylinder, X, Y, and
Z form the cartesian frame whose origin is at the middle of the parabolic surfaces h; and ho
(ha = —h1) of swimmer one and two, respectively. The corresponding radial vector is defined as
p = Xex +Yey = pe,, where e, is the unit radial vector, and ey, is the unit vector along the
azimuthal direction (on XY-plane) in the cylindrical region. t1 and tg are the orientations of the

swimmers.

where p’ is the dimensionless radius in cylindrical coordinates. We set the origin is at the
mid point between two spherical squirmers. The stretched coordinates (X,Y, Z) [38] used
here are defined as (see fig. [§|(b)),

VeX =z VY =y eZ = 2z,
pr= a2y Vep=p.

Accordingly, the scaled surfaces are defined as H; = hy /e and Hy = hy/e = —H;. The radial

(A3)

vector in the stretched coordinates is defined as p = Xex +Yey = pe,, where e, is the unit
radial vector. The Stokes equation, Eq. [T, in the stretched coordinates can be expressed in

dimensionless form as,

0 0 0 _ 1/2 dp 1/2 dp Op
{6 (aX2 * aw) * az2] u=e ( ax < v a_z> ’ (A4)
du  Ov ow
1/2 [ Y% 7 -
‘ (aX * ay> 9z =" (A3)

where u, v, and w are the components of the velocity field, and p is the pressure field.

The surface slip (Eq. [2]) of swimmer one, for [ = 1 mode, is given by,
wh = —Fo[(tr - er) e — ta] — (t1 X )7y, (AG)

where t; is the swimming direction and e, is the unit radial vector measured from center of

15



the swimmer one. Similarly, for swimmer two,
u? = —3[(t2 - €)) e, — ta] — (ta x )77y (A7)

where t, is the swimming direction and €. is the unit radial vector measured from center
of the swimmer two. Following the procedure given by Ishikawa et. al. [24], we expand the

velocity and pressure fields on the surface of the swimmer in terms of €/? as,

uw=ud+e/2u ., (A8)

D=+ (po+ P+ ) (A9)

Similarly, the surface slip of swimmer one and two can be expanded in terms of €'/? as

wt = ufl + /2 ust + .. and uS? = ug? + /2 us? + ..., respectively, where

o = Bl [(t1-en) e, — ta] + (t1 X e,) V1 (A10)
W™t = Bl (b1 - p) e, + (61 €,) p] — (t1 x )iy (AL1)
o™ = — B2 [(ta - €,) €, — ta] — (b2 X €,) 72, (A12)
u*2 = B2 [(ta - p) e, + (b2 - €,) p] — (b2 x p) 72, . (A13)

Here, t; = t11 ex +tis ey +tiz3ez and to = ty1ex + tasey + tozez. Note that ey, ey, and ey
are the unit vectors along the stretched coordinates X,Y and Z, respectively.

Following the procedure by Wang et. al [38], we get the solutions for the velocity and
pressure fields in the lubrication region. We found that, in the lubrication region, only the
first order term survives in the solution of the pressure field, and the contribution from the
other terms is negligible in the limit ¢ — 0. To the first order, the lubrication equations for

the given system are,

Op 9%*u
a—); =5 Z; (Al4a)
op 0%
w0 (A14b)
% ~0, (Aldc)

where uy, v, and p; are the components of the velocity and pressure fields, respectively,

corresponding to the first terms (see Eqs. & .
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As the velocity field is equal to the active slip at the surface of the swimmer, the corre-

sponding components (first order) of the surface slip of swimmer one read,

Uil = 1_1151 cexy = Bllotl?)X + ’yllot13Y7 (A15a)
V11 = ulsl ey — 6110t13Y — ’yllotng, (A15b)
wi =w" ez = Bio(t - e)p +vop(ts - es) (Albc)

where e, is the unit vector along the azimuthal direction (on XY-plane) in the cylindrical

region. Similarly, for the components of the surface slip of swimmer two read,

Uo1 = 1].182 cex = —5%0t23X + ’}/%Ot23Y, (A16a)
V21 — 11152 ey — —B%Otggy — ’}/%OtggX, (A16b>
war = w* - ey = —fiy(ts - e,)p + ipp(ta - €p) . (Al6c)

Note that, in laboratory frame of reference, the velocity field is zero, i.e., u = 0 far away
from the swimmers. Integrating Eq. twice we get,
Z%* — H? Op, Z 1

up = 5 X + 2—H1(u11 — ug) + 5(“11 +ug1) (Al7a)
Z*— H 0 Z 1
n=—a L % + 2—]:]1(7)11 — U91) + §(UH +v21) (A17b)

Now, differentiating Eq. with respect to X and Eq. with respect to Y we get,
aul . Z2 — H12 82]?1 H 8p1
ox 2 ox? Tox

A
+ (24 X2 +Y?2)2 [ - (5%07513 + 5%07523)(—2 + XQ)

+ 2(—1ot1s + Viotes) XY + Y?(Bipts + 51207523)] : (Al8a)

1
+ 5(51101513 - 5%01523)

oy ZQ—Hl2 0*py HY%

oy 2 9y? oy
7

MCES R [(5%0’513 + Blotaa) 2+ X)

+ 2(1iot1s — Yiotes) XY — Y (Blotis + Biotas) | - (A18b)

1
+ 5(511&13 — Biotas)

Adding Eq. and Eq. we get,

duy  Ov, Z*—H? _,

e et § — H,(p-
ox "oy ;v HileVim
1z

+B+ (2+X2—|—Y2)2D1 ) (A19>
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where B = f3]yt13 — (ytas and Dy = Bigt13 + Biptas. Integrating Eq. with respect to Z

between the two surfaces, and using the incompressibility condition we get,

H2  Ouy Ony 2 Oy
/H <8X 8Y>dZ s 22" (A20)
H3 ,
5 Vipi+ 2H (p- V) p1 = 2BHy = p(Bia - €, + Eiy - ey), (A21)

where Ejp = (lyt1 + B3t and E}, = 7{,t; — 7it2. Using the operators, V? and V, in

cylindrical coordinate system the above equation can be simplified as

2H}11 0 1 0O 1 0

ML)+
3 Lpdp\ 0p/ = p*0¢

=p(Eiz-e, + Ejy-ey). (A22)

]pl +2H?)p a_ — 9BH,

Note that the pressure term does not contains Z component. Let,

P1 = Pa + ps<E12 : ep) + pm(E/12 . eqﬁ) ) (A23)

where p,, ps and p,, are the solutions of Eq. (A22)). Inserting Eq. in Eq. we get

the equation for the particular solution as,

H} 0  Opa Pa
H —B=0. A24
3,0 8,0( 8p)+ 1p8p (A24)
This gives us,
3 3
pa(p) = =B [E + 8_H12} (A25)

Note that p, has no ¢ dependency. The 2nd term in Eq. (ps) gives us,
2H}11 0/ 0 1 92
5 Loop35) * e (B0
0
+2H7 ’ap ps(Eiz-ey) = p(Erz-€)) . (A26)

Using the relations, de,/0p = 0, e4 = Oe,/0¢, and e, = —0ey/0¢p, Eq. can be simplified

as,

2H? 0 / Ops 2H? Ops
e O Y £ Ly A27
3p 8p< 8,0) 3p? * 1p8 P (A27)
The solution of Eq. is given by,
6p
(p) = —— T A28



One can follow a similar procedure to obtain the solution for p,,(p) as

Pm(p) = —ﬁ. (A29)

Incidentally, the solutions of p, and p,, are the same. Therefore, from Egs. [A25] and
we get the solution for p; as,

3 3 6p
ol sl
7 i, T 8HZ) T 52+ ) [

(5110t1 + 5%0132) e, + (’Yiotl - ’7%0132) : eqﬁ} (A30)

The corresponding velocity field (Eqs. |[A17al& [A17b]) of swimmer one can be determined

in the lubrication region as,

3(2° — HY) 3
o1 = ot (3B + B0 = d(e,  Bua + €5 By
+ 6p? E E’ QD BB A31
p(ep' 12+e¢. 12) +2H1 1+2 ’ ( a’)
6(2° — H?) Zp .,
Ug1 = m [ —ey-Epnte,- E/12} + 2_H1[7mt23
- '7110t13] - g['ﬁot% + 71107513] ) (A31b)
Z

19+ ') +12(2 + p)2(6 + ) (X (41 + C)

Uz 1

FY (At 01)> 40D Z(2 + )+
32(—4 + p?) (X(Al +Cy) 4 (—Ag + CH)Y) 22}
1 22 1 2
+ 5 Dy + X (—Piotar + Yipti2 + Viptaz)
— Y (Btan + Yigtin + Vitar) + By (tn X + t12Y)] , (A31c)
where B = (Biyt13 — Biptas), D1 = (Bigtis + Bigtas), A1 = (Biotin + Biptar), C1 = (Bigtia +
Biotaz), Az = (Yiot1n — Yiota1), and Co = (yiptiz — Yiotaz)-

Finally, the force component along the Z direction can be calculated using the relation,

dF, = ez-(01-1n1) dA, where o is the corresponding stress tensor, dA is the area element on
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the swimmer surface and n; = — cosfe; + sinfe, (normal vector, see fig. . Subsequently,

we can calculate the force component as,

F, = —37T§a2 [—In(2) +In(2 4+ p3)] - (A32)

Here, pg is the distance up to which the lubrication force is considerable. Generally, py =

ae~'. Therefore,

31 Ba?

F, ~ Ine. (A33)

The corresponding toque along the Y-direction can be calculated using the relation,
dT, = —(n; - e, )dF, + (n; - e,)dF,. The torque is given by,

172 37
10

8 2
[2+p2+31n(2+p)+4+1n8] (A34)

T, =€ [(5%07511 + Biotar) + (gt — 7%01521)}

Similar expression for torque can be obtained about the X-direction as well. However note
that torques are of the order €'/2, and the contribution of the torques to the rotational motion

of the swimmers is negligible. Thus, we do not include them in the numerical simulations.

Appendix B: x — x and X — )\ state diagrams

Aforementioned, a pair of chiral swimmers exhibit mainly B, D, and MD states in the
presence of the lubrication forces. Fig. |5 depicted these states for the choice Ay = Ay = A
and xy1 = x2 = x. However, one can also vary the parameters \;, A, x1, and x» to study the
hydrodynamic behavior of two chiral swimmers (see fig. E[) With varying, Ai, A2, x1, and
X2, swimmers mainly exhibit the D and MD states. Only in the asymmetric combination
of pusher and puller type swimmers exhibit bounded states for |A;| = |Aa| or x1 = x2. This
means, swimmers with same V and €2, and equal strength of flow field (however, the sign of
A should be different) exhibit the interesting bounded states. Note that when the swimmers
are very close to each other, due to the lubrication force, swimmers repel each other strongly
and they do not exhibit either convergence (C) or monotonic convergence (MC) states. A

similar behavior can be observed in the case of axisymmetric squirmers.
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