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WELL-POSEDNESS OF A VISCOELASTIC RESISTIVE FORCE THEORY
AND APPLICATIONS TO SWIMMING

LAUREL OHM

ABSTRACT. We propose and analyze a simple model for the evolution of an immersed, inextensible
filament which incorporates linear viscoelastic effects of the surrounding fluid. The model is a closed-
form system of equations along the curve only which includes a ‘memory’ term due to viscoelasticity.
For a planar filament, given a forcing in the form of a preferred curvature, we prove well-posedness
of the fiber evolution as well as the existence of a unique time-periodic solution in the case of time-
periodic forcing. Moreover, we obtain an expression for the swimming speed of the filament in terms
of the preferred curvature. The swimming speed depends in a complicated way on the viscoelastic
parameters corresponding to the fluid relaxation time and additional polymeric viscosity. We study
this expression in detail, accompanied by numerical simulations, and show that this simple model
can capture complex effects of viscoelasticity on swimming. In particular, the viscoelastic swimmer
is faster than its Newtonian counterpart in some situations and slower in others, although the
differences are often quite small. Most strikingly, we can predict a situation where viscoelastic
effects lead to a reversal in swimming direction from the Newtonian setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The effect of fluid viscoelasticity on swimming microorganisms is a subject of great interest in
the biofluids community. A major focus of studies on swimming in viscoelastic media is on the
complexity of the impacts that viscoelasticity can have on swimming speeds, depending on the
situation. In experimental settings and in computational models, viscoelastic effects have been
shown to hinder swimming [34], enhance swimming [35] 13}, 4, 31l [32], or both hinder and enhance
swimming depending on factors such as the kinematics of the swimmer [9, [3] [1, 37, 19]. Many
studies emphasize the non-monotonic dependence of swimming speed on parameters relating to

fluid viscoelasticity [211 136l 20}, B8, B3]. Much of this prior work is either experimental, e.g. [34], or
1
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based on computational models which couple an equation for curve evolution with bulk viscoelastic
fluid equations (such as Oldroyd-B) via, e.g. the immersed boundary method [17, [I8], 37, 38].

Here we present a simple model for the evolution of an immersed, inextensible curve which incorpo-
rates linear viscoelastic effects of the surrounding fluid in a closed-form system of equations along
the curve only. The model is derived from the linear viscoelastic resistive force theory described
in [6, B8], but requires some additional interpretation to yield a well-posed curve evolution. The
resulting fiber evolution equations look like classical resistive force theory plus Euler beam theory
[111 2], 12} 89], but incorporate the evolution of an additional variable corresponding to a memory of
the fiber curvature at previous times. This system of PDEs satisfies a very natural energy identity:
in the absence of forcing, the bending energy of the filament plus an energy corresponding to the
memory term are non-increasing in time. We prescribe a time-periodic forcing along the filament in
the form of a preferred curvature and consider swimming as an emergent property. We show that
this simple model, which is not coupled to any equations in the bulk, can capture the complexity of
viscoelastic effects on swimming, including slowdowns and speedups relative to a Newtonian swim-
mer, depending on the form of the preferred curvature and the size of two viscoelastic parameters.

Although the viscoelastic effect is linear, the system of PDEs we obtain is nonlinear due to the
fiber inextensibility constraint. For a planar filament, we prove well-posedness of the fiber evo-
lution problem, including global existence and uniqueness for small data and local existence and
uniqueness for large data. The model inherits many of the features of the Newtonian problem,
studied in detail from a PDE perspective in our previous work [26], but is fundamentally different
in that the analysis now includes an additional ODE for the memory variable. As in [26], we prove
that given a (small) time-periodic forcing along the fiber in the form of a preferred curvature,
there exists a unique periodic solution to the filament evolution equations. Furthermore, we show
that the periodic solution to the viscoelastic PDE converges to the unique periodic solution in the
Newtonian setting as a parameter corresponding to the fluid relaxation time goes to zero. These
analysis questions are interesting in their own right and continue to develop the PDE theory of the
hydrodynamics of slender filaments initiated in [27, 28], 24} 25, [29].

Finally, we calculate an expression for the fiber swimming speed in terms of the prescribed preferred
curvature. The expression depends in a complicated way on the viscoelastic parameters correspond-
ing to the fluid relaxation time and the additional (polymer) viscosity of the fluid. Nevertheless,
we are able to make a few predictions about the swimming speed, which we test via numerical
simulations. The numerical method that we use is a natural extension of the method we proposed
in [26], which is based on a combination of the methods used in [23, 22]. We show that varying
two viscoelastic parameters corresponding to the fluid relaxation time and the additional polymeric
stress of the fluid can have complex effects on the fiber swimming speed. Most strikingly, we find
a scenario in which viscoelastic effects cause the swimmer to reverse direction. Our results are for
a small set of parameter values and two choices of time-periodic preferred curvature, meaning that
much remains to be explored.

We note that prior asymptotic calculations have indicated that linear viscoelasticity does not affect
the swimming speed of a filament to leading order in small amplitude deformations, and nonlinear
viscoelastic effects are needed to see changes in the swimming speed from a Newtonian swimmer
[5L 7,8, 15]. These results rely on an expression for the swimming speed in terms of the actual fiber
shape rather than a given forcing. Here we show that prescribing the same preferred curvature
along the filament results in differences in the emerging shape and hence in the swimming speed.
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We also note that our analysis accounts for effects of boundary conditions on finite fibers and ap-
plies to fibers with small curvatures rather than small amplitude deformations.

We further note that the numerical results reported here are qualitative rather than quantitative in
the sense that the scaling of the model as presented here is not physically realistic. In particular, our
choice of timescale for the fiber evolution removes the dependence of the dynamics on the swimmer
slenderness and its bending stiffness. This makes the analysis and comparison to the Newtonian
setting in [26] more convenient, but makes direct comparison with experiments or biological models
less convenient. These physical considerations are expected to play a role: indeed, the important
role of fiber flexibility on swimming has been emphasized in, e.g., [33, B8]. From an applications
perspective, our main aim is to show that we can indeed get complex swimming behaviors from
the simple model presented here. A more physical rescaling of this model may even amplify these
differences.

1.1. The model. Let X : [0,1] x [0,7] — R? denote the centerline of an inextensible elastic fila-
ment. Throughout, we will used the notation I = [0, 1] to denote the unit interval, s € I to denote
the arclength parameter along X, and subscript (-)s to denote %. At each s € I, the unit tangent
vector to X is given by ei(s,t) = X,/ |Xs| = X due to inextensibility. Here we will consider
a fiber undergoing planar deformations only; in particular, at each point s € I we may define an
in-plane unit normal vector e, | e; to the filament.

The motion of the filament is driven by a prescribed active forcing in the form of a preferred
curvature ko(s,t) along the fiber. Given kg, the filament evolves according to

oxX T H

T —(1+ p) (I + v X X )(Xsss —7X5 — (Ko)sen — 1+ Mgsen)s (1)
0

5£:_£+K_KO (2)

X =1, 3)

with boundary conditions
(Xss — HOen){s:O,l =0, (Xoss —7Xs — (“O)Sen)‘szo,l =0, g}8:0,1 = €8‘8:0,1 =0. (4

Here the matrix (I +vX,X}) in is the resistive force theory approximation relating the hy-
drodynamic force along a slender filament in a Stokes (Newtonian) fluid to its velocity [11} [30, [16].
The parameter « is a shape factor which depends on the aspect ratio of the filament; for a very
slender filament, v ~ 1.

The first three components (XSSS —7X5 — (mo)sen)s of the forcing term in are identical to the
Newtonian setting. The term X4, is the elastic response of the filament to deformations and may
be rewritten as (kse, — k2ey)s, where k(s,t) is the filament curvature. The function 7(s,t) plays
the role of the (unknown) filament tension and enforces the inextensibility constraint (3)). As noted,
ko is the prescribed preferred curvature of the filament and serves as an active forcing along the fiber.

The leading order effects of the filament response to a viscoelastic fluid are encoded in the variable .
As seen from equation , ¢ modifies the evolution of X in the same way as the preferred curvature
Ko, and, from equation , may be interpreted as the “memory” of the curvature difference k — kg
at previous times. The parameters § > 0 and u > 0 are associated with viscoelasticity: ¢ is the
additional relaxation time of the filament due to viscoelastic effects of the fluid, and p relates to
the additional (polymer) viscosity of the viscoelastic medium. Note that if p = 0 or if 6 = 0, we
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recover the classical Newtonian formulation (see [2, 12] 40} 411 [39] 26])

0X
ot
(up to a rescaling of the unknown tension in the 6 = 0 case). However, showing convergence of
solutions of — to solutions of as d — 0 is more subtle than simply verifying that 6 = 0

yields the Newtonian formulation, since § > 0 is a singular perturbation. We address the § — 0
limit in the time-periodic setting in Theorem

= —(T+7X. X)) (Xoss — X5 — (Ko)s€n), (5)

The model — is inspired by the following (perhaps more familiar) framing of linear viscoelastic
effects on filament evolution. We consider

0X .
X o X XD, )
ve HoVis )
(47— + % =50+ o (7)
(Uve)s = (Xsss —7X5 — (HO)sen)S (8)
| X7 =1. 9)

Here o"’e(s t) and o (s, t) are both vectors along the filament X . Equation () relates the filament
viscous drag f¥I5 = (o¥%), along the fiber via resistive force theory. Equation
. ) has the form of a linearized Oldroyd-B model [0, [38], which relates the viscoelastic stresses in
the fluid to the viscous strain rate. Equation (7)) is restricted to the filament only; (s, ) and
0"5(s,t) are both vectors along the fiber. When s and ¢ derivatives commute (i.e. for a straight
filament), equation agrees with the linear viscoelastic resistive force theory derived in [6, [38]
in terms of £¥¢ and fV® instead. Here again ¢ is the fluid relaxation time and 1 + p is the total
viscosity of the medium. Note that rescaling o' by ﬁ and § by 1+ p, we may rewrite in the

6” (1+p)o™, but we will use the form (7)) for analysis.

_ s0oVis
=0 ot

(perhaps more usual) form §

Equation is the force balance between the viscoelastic forces in the fluid f¥¢ = (o¥¢)s and
the elastic forces (X sss — TXs — (Ko) Sen) along the rod, which are subject to the inextensibility
constraint (9). See [2, 138, 26] for a variational derivation of the elastic forces along the fiber; note
that the boundary conditions come from this variational derivation.

Let oY = oV . e, 0 = 0V . e, and likewise for 07°, o'°. Now, because the filament is
inextensible, the stresses in the tangential direction along the fiber are unknown and are grouped
into the filament tension (see (8)). Up to a redefinition of the (unknown) filament tension, we will
use the same form of stress in the tangential direction as in the Newtonian setting, i.e. oS = 7X,
for some unknown function 7. We will thus consider equation as an equation holding along the
normal direction of the fiber only:

vis

Oove vis .
(1+p)o 8;‘ +oy¢=0 81; +oys.

We can then solve for o) in terms of o}
VlS _ (1+M) _,u(s / —(t—t") /8 vc‘t Y dt/—l—e_t/é( vis,in (1+N) vcm)

(1 +M ,u5 / —(t—t") /5 O)s dt/ + e—t/t;(o_gis,in o (1 +M) ve, m) ’
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- , . I L -
where gy o' = JI‘{‘S‘tZO, oo = aﬁe}tzo. Then £ = 6! fo e~ =t)/0 () — Ko)s dt + p~te t/8 (UXIS’IH —

(1+ ,u)aﬁe’in) satisfies 0§ = —€ + k — ko, vielding the system (0-().
The model — has advantages over other potential ways of incorporating linear viscoelastic

effects of the surrounding fluid due to both its simplicity and because it has an associated energy.
In particular, taking ko = 0 (no internal forcing), equations and reduce to

0X

— = —(1 I XSJKT j(sss_ 4(3_ K stn
29
(58t——£+/€.

Multiplying both sides of the first equation by (Xsss — 7X5 — ﬁfsen) s and integrating in s, on
the right hand side we obtain the negative quantity

1 2 2
—R2(t) e _(1+M)/0 (‘(XSSS—TXS gsen)s +’}’<Xs (Xsss_TXs_l_ﬁlué.sen)s> >d8

__Hr
1+p
On the left hand side, using that X, = e; and X, = ke,, we have

1 1
X " 0X,
7’;(555_ ;Ks_isnsd - -
0 8t ( T ].‘i‘,U/§ € ) y 0 815

1
.
/0 /@(/@ 1+M§)ds,

where we use £ to denote %. Now, k& may be rewritten as

_ _
: (Xsss 7X5 1+ ,uésen) ds

KE = h(E) — 1€ = 0 (s8) — E(6 + 66) = A(E) — J0UE) — 627,

so the left hand side becomes

L 1 _ [ a L '
/0 IQ(H — mg) ds = /0 <2at(f€2) - m(at(ﬁg) - 5&5(52) - 562)) ds.

We thus obtain the energy equality
1 1 1
g0 [ (2 o= ) ds = o [ &as— o) (10)
0 0

in particular, H/{H%Q +ullk—¢& H%g is a monotone quantity. Notice that k — & = 8¢, so this quantity
may be rewritten as ||s/|32 + 1o ||€]13 .

1.2. Analytical setup. Rather than working directly with the formulation —, we will use
the inextensibility of the filament and the planarity of its deformation to write the tangent vector

along the filament as
cos 6
Xs = €t = <Siﬂ0> ) (11)

where 6(s,t) is the angle between ey(s,t) and e(0,0). Differentiating (1)) in s, we may then obtain
a system of three equations: two evolution equations for 6 and £, and one elliptic equation for the
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tension 7, given by
9 = (1 + :u’) ( - gssss + (2 + 7)(02)8 + (2 + 7)7—505 + 7-055 + (/10)555

e +’Y)9§(F00)s> n u<gsss e me?gs)

(55 = —f + (95 — Ko (12)
(1+7)7ss = (05)27' + (95)4 + 938 — (44 37)(0ss0s)s + (2 +7)(K0)ssbs + (1 +7)0ss(k0)s
I
+ m <(2 + 7)(9858)5 - 95358)
(05 — H0)|s:0,1 =0, (0ss— (”0)8)‘5:0,1 =0, (t+ “g)‘s:m =0 5‘5:071 = §S|s:0,1 =0.

However, it will be more useful to consider the filament evolution in term of the fiber curvature
k = @, rather than 6, as is done in [10, 38|, 26]. Furthermore, due to the boundary conditions in
(12), it will be most useful to recast the system in terms of & = kK — kg and T = 7 + k3. The
equations may be written as

E = _(1 + M)Essss =+ ,Ugssss — Fo + (1 + ,u) (/\/’[ﬁ, ’{0])3 - M(l + ’}/)((R + /’7‘0)265)5 (13)
§E=R—¢ (14)
(149070 = (4 0P+ T ] 4 2 (2 )6 — R+ r)s) (15
E‘s:ﬂ,l = Es‘szo,l =0, 5’szo,l = gS|s:0,1 =0, ﬂszo,l =0. (16)

This may be compared with the curvature formulation in the Newtonian case [26], where the
evolution is given by

/-?nw = —E?;A;S — ko + (./\/’[Enw, Ko])

° (17)
—NwW __ (=W 2—nw —NwW
(1 +9)7Tey = (R™ + ko) T + T[R™, ko] -

Here we use the superscript (-)™" to distinguish the solution to the Newtonian PDE from the
viscoelastic . The nonlinear terms A and 7 have the same form in both the viscoelastic and
Newtonian cases and are given by

N, kol := 3(2 + )RR + 2r0)Fs + (5 + 37)KgRs + (5 + 27)R> (ko) s
+ 23 4+ ¥)Fro(ko)s + (2+7)Ts(F + ko) + T(F + Ko)s
TR, ko] == R(F + ko) (R + 2k0) + (R + Ko)sFs
— (14 7)(R(R + 2k0)) ,, — (24 7) (Rs(F + ko)), -

Note that 7 appears in NV, but since 7 = 7(E, rg), we will not denote this 7 dependence in our
notation. The formulation — will serve as the basis for our analysis.

Given 0| o and (%, §) solving (18), we may recover 6(s, t) via

0 = —(1+ p)Rsss — o + (1 + WNTR, o] + pisss — u(1+7) (R + ko) s, (18)

and the evolution of the fiber frame (e, e,) via

éi(s,t) = (s, t)en(s,t), én(s,t) = —0(s,t)ey(s,t). (19)
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Using , we may then obtain the full fiber evolution by

0X

o 600) = (= (1 0 e+ (L )R+ ) = R+ 200) ) e
(20)

() (5 0) (0 e = ) + (L) (72 = R+ 250),) e
To analyze the system —, as in [26], we will begin by defining the linear operator £ by

E["b] = Ossss¥, 7!)(0) = 7/)(1) =0, 1!)3(0) = ’(ZJS(l) =0. (21)
From [14. 40, 41], we have that the eigenfunctions 1, and eigenvalues Ay of the operator £ are
given by

o~

on(s) = L) Me=ab, k=12,
1Ykl 22
where cos(ay)cosh(ag) =1, ap=0 (22)

and 1//1\k(s) = (cos(ay) — cosh(ay)) (cos(ags) — cosh(ays))
+ (sin(ag) + sinh(ay)) (sin(ogs) — sinh(ags)) .

We note that ap — M as k — oo, and that the smallest eigenvalue of L is given by

A &~ (4.73)* &~ 500. We further note that t(s) is even about s = 3 for odd k, and odd about
5= % for even k.

We may consider the expansion of any u € L*(I) in eigenfunctions of £:

o0 1
=Y wbn, = [ ulsunlis. (23)
k=1 0
The domain of L7, 0 < r < 1, may then be defined by
D(L") = {u €L’(I) : Y MN'uj < oo} : (24)
k=1

Note that D(L") C H*"(I) for 0 < r < 1, and D(£°) = L?(I).

With £ as defined in , we may define a mild solution (&, &) to the system — by the
Duhamel formula

_ - t . t _
R\ _ o (B™ _ " ag—ey (Fo) Aty (VTR ko) ) 5
(5)—6 t<€in) /06 t=t <O)dt +(1+,u)/06 =t < 0 dt

(25)
t _
—u(1 _|_,.Y)/ A=) <((I€+ /23)0)255)5> dt/,
0
where A denotes the operator
—(14+p)L L
A= (TR 5. (20

1.3. Statement of results. Our first result is well-posedness for the system — in the case
of small ko and either short time or small initial data ™. We note that the viscoelastic system
inherits all of the subtleties of the Newtonian case that make global well-posedness difficult for
large initial data. In particular, the behavior of the filament tension 7, particularly its dependence
on powers of Ky, limits what we can show in terms of well-posedness. See [26] for a deeper discussion
of these issues in the Newtonian setting.
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Here and throughout, we use the notation

®
D) || grm s gym

The well-posedness results for the system — may be stated as follows.

= ] e+ 1l

Theorem 1.1 (Well-posedness). There exist constants € > 0,7 > 0,e9 > 0 such that, given
ko € CL([0,T); HY(I)) satisfying

sup ||koll gy =e1<e, sup |[Follp2y =2 <e,
t€[0,T] t€[0,T]

there exist
(1) A time T: > 0 depending on (F™, &™) such that the system f admits a unique maild
solution (%, &) € C([0,T]; L2(I) x L*(I)) N C((0,T:]; HY(I) x H'(I)).

(2) A constant €3 > 0 such that if
=eg3<e¢g,

169
& L2(I)x L2(I)

then, for anyT > 0, the system (L3)~(16) admits a unique mild solution (%,€) € C([0,T]; L*(I)x
L2(I))nC((0,T); HY(I) x HY(I)) satisfying

sup < ‘ (2) (’g) H > <c(e1+e2+e3). (27)
t€[0,7] H1x H1

In case (2), in the absence of an internal forcing (ko = 0), we may obtain the bound
+ min{t"/%, 1}

I&) (¢) (&)
&) 2y £ &

where A = min{\, m} for A1 as in (22).

As in the Newtonian case, in the absence of internal fiber forcing, the straight filament is nonlin-
early stable to small perturbations. However, the fiber relaxation time A in depends on the
viscoelastic parameters § and p. In particular, if either § or p is large (even if, e.g., § = p = 1), the
decay rate of perturbations to the straight filament is much slower than in the Newtonian setting
(where A = A\; &~ 500). Finally, similar to the Newtonian setting, the quantity H (R, £im) HL2(I)

+ min{t'/4,1}
L2x L2

<ce ™

HY(I)xH(I)

, (28)
LA(D)

x L2(I)
in case (2) corresponds to the initial viscoelastic bending energy of the filament; in particular,
a small initial energy leads to global existence.

For applications to undulatory swimming, we are most interested in prescribing a time-periodic
preferred curvature kg and understanding properties of the resulting time-periodic solution. Given
a T-periodic kg, we prove the existence of a unique T-periodic solution (%, £) to —. Moreover,
we show that since the prescribed kg is small, the unique periodic solution (%, &) is close to the
solution to the linearized version of —. This will be useful for computing an expression for
the fiber swimming speed. Finally, we show that as the viscoelastic relaxation time § — 0, the
unique periodic solution converges to the unique periodic solution of the Newtonian PDE ,
studied in detail in [26]. Recall that § > 0 is a singular perturbation of the § = 0 case (see (14))).

Theorem 1.2 (Periodic solutions and properties). There exists a constant € > 0 such that, given
a T-periodic ko € CH([0,T); HY(I)) satisfying

sup ||";50HL2(1) =e1<¢, sup HHOHHI(I) =ez =S¢, (29)
t€[0,T) t€[0,T7]
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(a) There ezists a unique T-periodic solution (R,&) to the system — satisfying

(€

(b) Defining (R, £) to be the unique periodic solution to the linear PDE

sup <c (61 + 82) ) (30)

te[0,7]

’Hl(l) x H1(I)

_~lin i li

k= (1 + M) 51;155 + :ugsl;ss — Ko

5élin _ _ghn + Ehn (31)
—li _ el —li _ ¢l _
mm‘s:o,l = ‘fm‘s:m 0, m‘s 01— sm‘s:og =0,

the periodic solution (%,&) of (30) satisfies

/f—/i 3
in <ce”. (32)
<§ 51 >HH1 (I)yxHY(I)

(¢) In the limit 6 — 0, the periodic solution (R,§) satisfies

sup
t€[0,T]

17 = &l < e02( sup lfollz + sup [lsofly ) - (33)
te[0,T te[0,7)
In particular, as § — 0, (R,§) converges to the solution to the Newtonian PDFE with
the same forcing k.

The proof of Theorem appears in two parts: parts (a) and (b) are shown in section and
part (c) is shown in section

Given a T-periodic kg and the corresponding T-periodic solution guaranteed by Theorem we
may now study the actual swimming speed of the filament. We first calculate an expression for the
swimming velocity V(¢ fol 9X 1s. The expression involves ko, &, and . To better understand
the swimming speed of the ﬁlament especially in relation to the Newtonian setting, we need an
expression in terms of kg only. We use the closeness of (%, &) to (™, £i") from Theorem [1.2 .
obtain an expression for the average filament swimming speed at leading order in terms of xg only
Here and throughout, for u = u(t), we will denote the time average over one period by

1 T
== dt . 34
W=7 [ u (34)
The fiber swimming velocity V' (¢) and average speed in direction e (0, 0) are given as follows.

Theorem 1.3. For e as in Theorem given a T-periodic ko € C1([0,T); H3(I)) satisfying

sup |[|follp2 = €1 < e, sup ||ko|lg = €2 <e, (35)
te[0,T] te[0,T
a filament satisfying equations - swims with velocity
V(t) =U(t)es(0,0) + 7 (t), (36)

where supyepo 7 [U] < ce?, supsepo, 7y I7v| < ce3, and

1 1
U(t) = — /0 (ko) ds — 7 /0 (R — €)(F + mo)a ds. (37)

Moreover, expanding ko as ko(s,t) = > " (@m i cos(wmt) — by,  sin(wmt) )Yy (s), where vy, are
the eigenfunctions of the operator L and w = 2%, the average swimming speed (U) over the
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course of one time period is given by

<U> = % Z (Wngk (am7kbm7g - am,ebm,k) + W2,m€k (am,kam,f + bm,kbm,é)
m,k,l=1 (38)

1
+ W3 ek (@ k@ e — b kbme) + Wamek (m b ke + bm,zam,k)> / Yr(Yr)sds + 1y

Here coefficients W] mek are explicitly computable (see equation ) and the remainder term ry
satisfies |ry| < ce*

The proof of Theorem is given in section [d and various observations and applications of the
swimming expression are explored immediately in the following section

2. APPLICATIONS AND NUMERICAL RESULTS

Here we detail some of the main takeaways and applications of Theorem [I.3] interspersed with nu-
merical simulations. For the numerical simulations, we will rely on a reformulation of — which
avoids the need to solve for the fiber tension 7. We propose a natural extension of the numerical
method in [26], which is itself based on a combination of the formulations of [23] and [22]. The
method is described in detail in Appendix [A]

We begin with some observations about the viscoelastic swimming speed expression . We first
note the forms of the coefficients W s, which are calculated in section 4, We have

dwm
Wl,mﬂk = Qm,k - W( - &Um(l - Hm,@)Qm,k + Qm,@Qm,k)
uowm
=H,— —— 1-H
W2,m£k m,k 1+ ((5wm)2 <5wQO,€Qm,k + ( m,Z)Qm,k) (39)
Wi e = ——F0™( Sm(1 = Hoyp ) Hop o + O o H
3,mlk — 1+ (5wm)2 m,l) I m k mlLIm k
___ Mowm -
Wamer = T+ (dwm)? <5wQO,sz,k (1 Hm,Z)Hm,k> ,
where
o M1+ (14 ) Bom)’)
N2 (1+ (1 4+ p)2(6wm)?) + wm2(2ud A + 1 + (Swm)?) (40)
I w?m?(udAg + 1+ (dwm)?)
m,k —

A2(1+ (14 p)?(6wm)?) + w?m2(2udé g + 1 + (dwm)?)

We will be comparing the coefficients with the Newtonian swimmer for the same preferred
curvature kg. In [26], the Newtonian swimmer satisfying was shown to swim with speed U™
of the form

1
U™(t) = —7/ (ko)sk™ ds, (41)
0
which, again averaging over one period, may be written to leading order in € as
' = w?m? Ak b
™) =5 > Pm? 22 m(amk‘ mt — Dim k@m0
m,k,l=1 (42)

1
+ Ay e Qim0 + bm,kbm,€> / wk(wé)s ds.
0

Some things that we can immediately note in comparing and (38) to and include:
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0. The viscoelastic swimming speed has a complicated dependence on the parameters u, d,
and w and it is not immediately clear how it compares to the Newtonian swimming speed.

1. The velocity expression has the form of the Newtonian swimming speed plus a
correction term proportional to (% — &), but note that & # ™ in general.

2. If either 4t = 0 or 6 = 0, the viscoelastic expression reduces to the Newtonian expression
. In particular, we obtain Wi e = Qm k Where Qp, ), = %, Womer = Hp, i, where

k

Hp, = A{i}im;mg, and W3 e = Wamer, = 0.

3. Due to the form of the eigenfunctions 1, of the operator L (see ), in both the Newtonian
and viscoelastic cases, if the preferred curvature ro(s,t) is always odd or always even about

the fiber midpoint s = 1, the swimming speed will vanish. This is because tox(s) is odd
about s = % and 19;_1(s) is even for each k = 1,2,..., and thus fol o (1har)s ds = 0 and

fol Yop—1(t2r—1)s ds = 0 for each k, . In particular, if ko(s,t) can be written purely in terms
of either o or ¥or_1, the swimming speed will vanish.

Otherwise, owing to the complicated nature of the expression and particularly of the coefficients
(139), it is difficult to say much in general about the viscoelastic swimmer, but we can make some
predictions in certain scenarios. For the following, we will consider x¢ of the form

ko(s,t) = Fi(s) cos(wt) 4+ Fa(s) sin(wt) , (43)

i.e. we will force only a single mode in time. As such, we will drop all dependence on the temporal
mode m in our notation.

We will begin by considering the case F1 = F3, in which case the swimming speed expression
reduces to

o0 1
(U) =~ Z (Waek + W4,£k)aka£/ Y1 (1e)s ds . (44)
k=1 0
We referred to these swimmers as ‘bad swimmers’ in the Newtonian setting [26] because the coef-
ficient Wo g, + Wy is given by w?/(A2 + w?) and thus decays very rapidly as k increases. Even
A~ 5002 is extremely large, and thus to see noticeable displacement for the swimmer over one
period, we need to take w very large as well. For numerical simulations, we will take w = 327.

Since A, is so large, we consider the leading order behavior of the coefficient W gy, + W g5, in 1/ A,
given by

How
—_— H). 45
T3 (w2 (@ T ) (45)

We immediately note that, for large w and fixed p > 0, the expression behaves differently (and
in fact, non-monotonically) depending on the size of § with respect to w. If § = 0 or if  ~ 1 or

larger, then (45]) reduces to just Hy. However, if 6 = 1/w, the second term plays a more prominent
role and we should expect to see cancellations and possibly even a reversal of swimming direction.

Wo ok + Wag ~ Hy —

We study the behavior of Hy, in more detail. We first rewrite Hy, as

w? (14 (14 p)?(0w)?) (200N, + 1+ (dw)?)

= h H = 5 = .
NH o+ Hyp T i+ 1 0w)?) T (o + L (0w)?)

In the Newtonian setting, we have Hy , = Hyj, = 1. We still have 1 < Hyj, < 2for all d, 4 > 0, so we
do not expect much of a contribution from this term for different § and pu. However, we note that,
for fixed & > 0, Hy , is strictly increasing in p, and therefore Hy, is strictly decreasing in p. Further-
more, since we are taking w to be large, if § 2 1, we should not see much of an effect from varying .

Hy,
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We therefore predict the following.

a. For fixed 6 2 1, we will see a slowdown in the swimmer as p is increased. For fixed p > 0,
we will see very little change in the swimming speed as 6 = 1 is increased.
b. For small § = %, however, we expect that the swimmer will be much slower than both the
Newtonian (§ = 0) or § 2 1 swimmers, and can potentially reverse direction.
To test these predictions, we choose a preferred curvature of the form with F} = (s — 1)% and
F5 = Fy (note that we normalize such that || Fi|| 2 = [|F2]| ;2 = 1). We take w = 327 and simulate
the fiber motion until ¢ = 2 beginning from a straight line from z = 0 to x = 1 along the z-axis.
We record the fiber’s dispalcement fol X (s,t2)ds — f01 X (s,t1) ds between times t; = 1 and to = 2
to ensure that the periodic solution has been reached.

0.1 — 0.1
—— Newtonian
—pu=10=1
p=20=1
—u=4,6=1
I S 0.05
0.05
0
0
-0.05 ¢
-0.05 : : : -0.1 :
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
(a) (B)

FIGURE 1. (a) Location of the fiber at time ¢ = 2 for fixed 6 = 1 and five different
values of pu. All swimmers swim poorly, but the Newtonian swimmer (blue) is
noticeably faster. (b) Comparison of swimmer shapes at ten different snapshots in
time for the Newtonian (blue) and y = § = 1 (orange) swimmers.

To test prediction (a), we first fix § = 1 and compare the swimming displacement for 5 different
values of p (see Figure ) We compare 1 = 0 (Newtonian) against ¢ = 1,2,4,8. From Figure
[Ip, we can see that the Newtonian swimmer swims the farthest, although none of the swimmers
swim very well. Between ¢t = 1 and ¢t = 2, the Newtonian swimmer’s displacement is —0.036. For
uw = 1,2,4,8, respectively, the displacement is —0.018, —0.012, —0.0069, —0.0035. As predicted,
the distance decreases with increasing p. Furthermore, when g is fixed at ¢ = 1 and § 2 1 is
varied, there is very little difference in the swimming displacement versus the § = 1 swimmer.
When 6 = 1, 2,4, 8, respectively, the swimming displacement is still —0.018.

In Figure [Ip, snapshots of the location of the swimmer with ;4 = § = 1 at ten different points
in time between ¢t = 0 and ¢t = 2 are plotted against the same points in time for the Newtonian
swimmer.

To test prediction (b), we fix § = 1/w and simulate the swimmer until ¢ = 2 using different values
of u. We again calculate the swimmer’s displacement between ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2. When pu = 1,
the displacement is —0.019, i.e. roughly the same as when § = 1. However, when pu = 2, the
swimmer’s displacement is +0.0062, in particular, we do indeed find that the swimmer moves in
the opposite direction (see Figure . This is the combination of p and ¢ for which the Hj terms in
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0.1 —— Newtonian O-l
—p=10=1/w

p=20=1/w
—p=4,0=1/w

\ A S 0.05} \\
0.05+ 1
/—\/
O \. _;_'T——\

/ \\\-_““-7/ , N _:

20.05| / \

-0.05 — : : : : -0.1
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 0.5 1

(a) (B)

FIGURE 2. (a) Location of the fiber at time ¢ = 2 for fixed 6 = 1/w and five different
values of u. Notice that each of the viscoelastic swimmers appear to have moved
to the right initially, but except for the y = 2 case, after an initial adjustment the
swimmers do move leftward. (b) Comparison of swimmer shapes at ten different
snapshots in time for the Newtonian (blue) and p = 2, = 1/w (yellow) swimmers.
Note that the yellow swimmer moves backward.

cancel, reducing the leading order coefficient to —Q%. The behavior of the swimmer becomes
more complicated as p increases: for p = 4 and p = 8, we observe a displacement of —0.0030 and
—0.0040, respectively. The swimmer now moves in the same direction as for large 9, but instead of
losing speed as p increases, it appears to gain a bit of speed. For p = 8, the § = 1/w swimmer even
swims a bit further than the § = 1 swimmer. This may be due to the behavior of the coefficient
Qp in , which we consider in a bit more detail later.

In summary, for the simple case of a preferred curvature satisfying F1 = Fb, we already see a
complex, non-monotonic response to varying ¢ and y. The Newtonian swimmer § = 0 is by far the
fastest. For 0 2 1, the swimmer’s displacement decreases with increasing p. When § = 1/w, for
some values of p the swimmer’s displacement is in the opposite direction, and as u increases, the
swimmers’s displacement does not monotonically decrease. Importantly, most of this behavior can
be predicted from the swimming speed expression .

We next consider the more complicated scenario of F} # F5 in the preferred curvature equation
. Now all terms are present in the swimming expression , and it is more difficult to make
detailed predictions. However, we can still make some predictions for large § 2 1 and test the
behavior of small 6 ~ 1/w numerically.

To leading order in i, the coefficients of the swimming expression are given by

p(ow)? pow
Wy Ok = Qr + m@k ) W2,Zlc = Hj — ka )
p(dw)? pow w
Ws o = —

MO9S MY g
T+ w2k Wa = 775 59 He

Again we will consider w large. Due to the differing signs of coefficients in the general swimming
expression , it is not so clear what behavior we should expect for § ~ 1/w, but we can still run
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numerical simulations to see what happens.

For large § 2 1, however, we can further reduce the expressions . We will also use that
Qr ~ w/A, while H ~ w?/)\2; in particular, the coefficients @, do not decay as quickly in k and
indeed appear to play a more important role in numerics. We thus approximate the swimming
speed for a general swimmer by

7 = T (14 p)(dw)
~ 2

2 ot 1+ (0w)

{U)

2 1
Qr. (axbe — agby) /0 Vi (te)s ds. (47)

We now need to study the behavior of @y for different values of p and § = 1. We rewrite the
expression as
Q AW 1+ (1 + p)%(6w)? 200\ + 1+ (dw)?
k= y (o = :
AQ1 ke +w?Qa L+ (1 + p)(0w)? L+ (1 + p)(dw)?
Again, in the Newtonian setting, Q1 = Q2 = 1. We note that we have 1 < Q1 <1+ p, while
the behavior of ()2 is a bit more complicated but perhaps plays a smaller role than Q1 ; due to

the leading coefficient of w? rather than )\%. When w is large and 6 2 1, the coefficient in
behaves approximately as

14 (1 + p)(dw)? (1+ (14 p)(dw)?)? w
1+ (dw)? (14 (0w)2)(1 4+ (1 4 pu)2(6w)2) A\
In particular, for fixed §, increasing p may very slightly increase the swimming speed, and for fixed
1, increasing § = 1 again does not appear to have a strong effect. This is not a very exciting
prediction, but we can again test it numerically. We can also test what happens for § = 1/w, where
predictions are harder to make.

where Q1 =

Qr ~

_— }41
L)

0
-0.5 \/

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
s

F1GURE 3. The form of I} and F5 in the preferred curvature used in numerical
tests. This F} and F came from a small numerical optimization of the Newtonian
swimming speed in [26].

To test our predictions for large 6 2> 1 and to see what happens for small 6 = 1/w, we use the
preferred curvature components F; and Fb pictured in Figure (3] These F} and F5 were computed in
[26] as one of two ‘optimal’ preferred curvatures g of the form resulting in the greatest average
swimming speed in the Newtonian setting. The optimization of was performed over the
first 12 spatial modes k of kg and thus may not exactly represent the true optimal g for the New-
tonian swimmer. However, we note that in the Newtonian setting, the combination of F} and Fj
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plotted in Figure 3| does outperform the classical traveling wave forcing F1 = sin(ws), Fy = cos(ws).

As before, we take w = 327 and simulate the swimmer until ¢ = 2. The swimmer begins as a
straight line along the z-axis from z = 0 to x = 1. Again, we keep track of the displacement of the
swimmer fol X (s,t0)ds — fol X (s,t1) ds between times t; = 1 and to = 2.

0.1 : - 0.1
—— Newtonian
—pu=14=1
0.05 0.05 ¢
0r 0r
-0.05 - -0.05 |
-0.1 : -0.1
-08 -06 -04 -02 0 0.2
(A) (B)

FIGURE 4. (a) Location of the fiber at time ¢ = 2 for fixed § = 1 and five different
values of p. All swimmers swim roughly the same distance, but note that the
Newtonian swimmer (blue) is slightly slower. This is opposite from the viscoelastic
effects pictured in Figure (b) Comparison of swimmer shapes at ten different
snapshots in time for the Newtonian (blue), 4 = § = 1 (orange), and = 8,5 = 1
(green) swimmers.

For the case § 2 1, we again start by fixing 6 = 1 and compare the fiber displacement for 5 values
of u (see Figure [4p). In both the viscoelastic and Newtonian settings, the swimmers swim much
further than in the case I} = Fy above, and the differences among their displacements is much
smaller. However, we note that the Newtonian swimmer (1 = 0) has the smallest displacement
between t = 1 and ¢t = 2 of —0.380. This may be compared with each of the yu = 1,2,4,8 swim-
mers, which have a displacement of —0.390, —0.391, —0.392, and —0.390, respectively. Besides the
jump in swimming speed between the Newtonian swimmer (4 = 0) and g = 1, there is not much
difference in displacement among different values of pu. A similar result holds when p = 1 is fixed
and § = 1,2,4,8 is varied. The displacement in each of these cases is —0.390.

The effect of varying p seems to be a bit more interesting at small 0. Fixing § = 1/w, we consider
w=0,1,2,4 8. Recalling that the displacement of the Newtonian swimmer from ¢t = 1 to t = 2 was
—0.380, we note that for p = 1,2,4, 8, the swimmer’s displacement was —0.373, —0.375, —0.380,
and —0.384, respectively (see Figure [5)). The effect of varying p is still relatively small, but already
more complex than at large §, varying from a slight enhancement of the swimming speed at larger
u to a slight inhibition of the swimming speed at smaller .

We note that the numerical tests performed in this section cover a very small portion of the possible
parameter space, and indeed an even smaller portion of the possible forcing functions kg. We hope,
however, that the tests included here serve to emphasize the complexity of possible behaviors in
this model over just a small range of the possible options. We believe this justifies studying the
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0.1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 0.1
—— Newtonian
0.05 - 0.05 +
0 0
-0.05 1 -0.05 ¢
-0.1 : : : : : -0.1
-08 -06 -04 -02 0 0.2
(a) (B)

FI1GURE 5. (a) Location of the fiber at time ¢t = 2 for fixed 6 = 1/w and five
different values of p. Again, swimmers swim roughly the same distance, but now
the Newtonian swimmer (blue) is faster than the p = 1,2 viscoelastic swimmers
and slower than the p = 4,8 swimmers. (b) Comparison of swimmer shapes at
ten different snapshots in time for the Newtonian (blue), u = 6 = 1 (orange), and
uw=28,0 =1 (green) swimmers.

model — in more detail, and hopefully provides convincing evidence that linear viscoelasticity
can have an interesting effect on small-amplitude undulatory swimming.

The remainder of this paper is devoted to proving Theorems and [I.3] regarding the PDE
behavior of the model ())-(4).

3. WELL-POSEDNESS AND PERIODIC SOLUTIONS

In this section we prove Theorems [I.1] and We start by showing some preliminary bounds in
sections [3.1] and and then proceed to the proof of Theorem [I.1]in section Sections [3.4] and
contain the proof of Theorem

3.1. Semigroup properties. We begin by deriving the following estimates for the semigroup
generated by the linear operator A, given by .

Lemma 3.1. For any (u,¢)T € L2(I) x L*(I), for 0 < m + j < 4, we have

J .
‘ etA <85u> H < ¢ max{t~(MH)/4 1} ¢7tA <u>
s Hm(I)xHm™(I) ¢

where A = min{\, 5 1+u)} for A1 as in , and the constant c is independent of J.

L2(I)x L2(I)

As a consequence of Lemma we may also show the following small time estimate, which relies
on approximating (u,¢)T € L?(I) x L?(I) by functions in D(L") x D(L"), 0 < r < 1.

Lemma 3.2. Fiz (u,¢)T € L2(I) x L*(I) and let 0 < v < 1 and ¢ > 0. There exists T. > 0

depending on u and ¢ such that
sup min{t", 1} e ||eA <u> H <e. (49)
¢ H4r(I)XH4r(I)

t€[0,T%]
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Proof of Lemma[3.1. For (w, )T € D(L) x D(L), the eigenfunction expansion of A <:Z) (see (23))

may be written as > ;- A, <g:> 1y, where
~ —(I+ A A
A= (O A A (50)
) )
We study the properties of .Zk The eigenvalues of .Zk are given by
1
v = o < — (14 (14 p)dr) + \/(1 + (1 + u)aAk)Q — 45>\k) : (51)

with corresponding eigenvectors

1 +
v, = ( 1 ) . v = (1 +16Vk> . (52)
1+5Vk_

We note in particular that 61/k+ — —ﬁ monotonically as k — oo, while )\,;151/,; — —0(1+ p) as
k — 0o. We may decompose the unit vectors (1,0)T and (0,1)T in terms of the eigenvectors v,f of
Ay as:
1) 4 _ 1+ 6vy N 1
=a,v, +a,v,, G, = —— 3 > O =T — >
<0 (v —vy) S(vif —vy) (53)
1+ 0v7)(1+ dvy 14 0y,
vy —vy) vy —vy)

Noting that

(v =) = V(L4 (L4 p)ore)? — 40X,
we have that there exist constants ¢ independent of both k and § such that
lagvi | <c, |bpvg| <e, and (0\) |afvf| <c, (OA) |bfvf|<c, 0<r<1. (54)
Using the decomposition and the bounds , for any 0 < r < 1, we may estimate

[e.e] ~ o
‘ [’retA (g) Z )\ZetAk <Uk$k> Z )\7]; <akvket’jk_ + azvzetzﬁ:> Uty
k=1 k=1
< ¢ sup ()\7,; e 407" et'jl:)
k

[e.e]
>
k=1

<c <sup <X;; et“kh)>e”1 +07" e”“““‘”) [l 2
k

L2x L2

L2xL2 L2x L2

L2

< cmax{t™", 1}<e—m 4 e—t/(5(1+u))> | 2 -

By an analogous series of estimates, we may also show

r tA 0 - r tjk ~0
‘[’ ‘ (f/)) 2 e (mm)

k=1
Recalling that D(L£") C H*" for each 0 < r < 1 by ([24)), we obtain estimate for 7 = 0.

o)

> (bkvke”'? N ) " kK

k=1

L2x L2

L2x L2 L2x L2

<ec max{t_r, 1}<e—t)\1 + e—t/(5(1+ﬂ))> ||¢||L2 .
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For 0 < j < 4, we proceed by a duality argument as in [26]. In particular, for (u, ), (w,¢) €

CX(I) x C(I), we have
J
= o () )
r2xr? Nwdlpzy2=l(w@)l2, 2=t \ \¥ 50/ ) 12x12

etA aﬁu
0%
. * w u
= o (o2 (2) - (5))
w2 2=l (w22 2 =1 ¢) '\?) ) 1212

° 2
where we are using the notation

( (1;]) ’ <Z> >L2xL2 = (w,u)r2 + (p, 9) 2 -

Now, the adjoint operator A* satisfies

A= (AT = <_(1 + Ay 0! ) |

sup
||(u7¢)HL2 ><L2:1

< sup
H(W#P)H[) ><L2:1

)

L2x L2

UL —5t

with the same eigenvalues as .Zk but with eigenvectors given by

o 143v;" . 1
vt = e |, v = won | . (55)
1 1+6v;

We may again decompose the unit vectors (1,0)T and (0,1)" in terms of the eigenvectors of
A*p as

1 L k— x— *t okt *—__ﬂ- *+—&
(o>‘“k Sk I T ) T ) 56)
1+ 6v)(1 + 6y, 1+ oy
(3) =viror +oropt. g = CIURICEMA) g S
1 poAe (v, —vy) 5(v, =)

Note that

1 1 1
1+ 6y = 5 5\/(1 + (1+ )oA)? — 40X = o (14 1)o

Ak [ 21+ p) + (1+ p)200, +4 .
_<1 AT A E o) —dony a +“)> ’

2

in particular, we may bound

1+ 5Vk+

O

for some ¢ independent of £ and 4. Then, as in , we have that the components in satisfy

lay v | <e, |bpvi <, (ON) |aptopt| <e (M) |t <e, 0<r<1. (57)
Using the decomposition and the bounds in the same way as above, we have that

o
; « (w 4 e e +\ -
’£7/4et“4 <0> E /\i/ <az vy, ek +az+vz+et”k>wkwk
k=1

<c max{t_j/4, 1} (e_t)‘l + e_t/(é(H”))) l[wl[ 2

2 2
L2XL 2% L2
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and
. 0 e . —_ +
e ()] =S (e e )
P/ llL2xre k=1 L2x L2
<c max{t_j/4, 1} (e_t)‘l + e_t/((s(H”))) el -
In particular, since D(Ej/4) C HJ for 0 < j < 4, we have
J C Ak
sup etA (gju) = sup 0! etA (w)
1wl g2 p2=1 50/ 2wz w2y 2=1 ) 22
< e max{t—/1,1} <e—m N e—t/(5(1+u))> '
The desired estimate then holds for (u, ¢) € L? x L? by density. O

Proof of Lemmal[3.9 Let up, = Y p_ Uty and ¢, = > 4 ¢ r. Since these sums are finite, we
have up, ¢, € D(L") (see (24)) and we may estimate

tA [ Un < lgr tA <un)
L 69 I L s

By Lemma (3.1} we then have

tA <U>
(&
¢ H4r X H4’V‘

< e min{t", 1} <

tA [ Un
o))
(6=%)
¢_¢n

Taking n sufficiently large and ¢ sufficiently small (depending on n), we obtain Lemma ([l

S c 6_tA

L2x L2

n . gk
; Ntk ( m)

L2x L2

e min{t", 1} ‘

tA (U — Up
e +
<¢ - ¢TL> HH4T><H4’I‘

+ min{t", 1} ¢, .
L2xL?

<c

3.2. Tension equation. We next prove the following lemma regarding the elliptic equation (|15])
for the tension 7.

Lemma 3.3. Given (R,&, ko) € HY(I) x HY(I) x HY(I), there exists a unique weak solution T €

H(I) to satisfying
17l i 1y < C( IR (IRl 2 + 1) + 1€l (1l + 50l ) + 1l g Imoll g (ol 2 + 1)) - (58)

Furthermore, given (Ra,&a), (Fp, &) € HY(I) x HY(I), define 7o, 7p € H}(I) to be the corresponding
unique weak solutions to . The difference T, — Ty then satisfies

1T = Toll g < ¢l[Fa = Fpll 2 ((I|§a||H1 11811 71) (IFall g+ 1Bl 2 + N0l g1 )

—_ —_ —_ _ 2
+ (IRallF + IRl + llmoll7 )> (I1%all 2 + [Fsll 2 + llsoll 2 + 1) (59)

+ el = Foll g (IFall g + 1Foll o + €all g + lloll g )
+elléa = Sll g (Rl o + lImol ) -
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Proof. We begin by decomposing 7 into 7 = 7V + 7, where

N G 10 U R

oy — T T —1+77[/1,/$0] (60)
O G i) S _ e

[ T PR (2 + (R + ko)és)s — (R + ko)s&s | - (61)

From [26], we have that there exists a unique 7°V € H}(I) satisfying in a weak sense, with

17 e < ( %120 (IRl + 1) + 1Rl o 5ol zn (loll 2 + 1>> ' (62)

It thus remains to consider . As in the Newtonian setting, we define the bilinear form
_ . (R + r0)®_
B(T,¢) := /0 <7's¢s + 1‘*"YT¢) ds,
which is bounded and coercive on H}(I). A weak solution to may then be defined as 7'° € H}
satisfying
B(T, ¢) = RENI <(2 +V)(E + K0)ésds + (R + Ho)sfs¢) ds
1+ Y 1+ M Jo

for all ¢ € H& (I), and existence and uniqueness follow from the Lax-Milgram lemma. Furthermore,
we may estimate

BT, 7€) < e[l g+ lwoll g 1€ g 17N g
and using that H?"GH?F < eB(7V¢,7V¢) along with Young’s inequality, we obtain
7l < e(llRl g+ llwoll o) 1€l - (63)

Combining estimates and , we obtain .

To show the Lipschitz estimate , we first recall that, from [26], we have
= - - = — 2 — 2 2 — — 2
178" = 7" < ellfia = Foll 2 (IRallf + 1Bl + lsollzn ) (IRall g2 + [[Foll 2 + ol 2 + 1)
+ellFa =Bl (IFall g + Rl g1+ lloll g ) -
(64)
It remains to estimate the viscoelastic contribution, which (weakly) satisfies
(Fa + #0)® + (Rp + )
2(14+7)

(72 = T30 — (7 = 7°)

1 1
— m <2(,<;a — Rp)(Ra + Ry + 2k0) (T0° +T7°)

+ ﬁ <(2 +7)((Ra = Fp) (&a)s + (Rp + ko) (€a — &)s)

(o = () + (ot )6 — ) ) ).
In particular, we have

1 = 2 (¢ 2
Ra + ko)* + (Rp + K

2(1+7)

(7 — TW) s
< ( I%e = Foll 2 (1Rall2 + [oll 2 + lmoll o) (IZell g all s + WRoll e ]

+ (lall g+ 1861 g0) 10ll g ) 1767 = 7351 2
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+ (IR — Foll g ll€all gro + (Rl g + 5ol 1) 1€a = bllgra ) 117" = To¢ 1 > :

Applying Young’s inequality, we obtain

7 =75l < C< 7o = Foll 2 ([Fall 2 + [1Foll 2 + loll 2 ) (IRl g1 + 1ol o
+ kol ) Ul€all g + €] 2) (65)

R = Tl Eallgr + (1Flgs + o) e — ébum) |
Combining and yields . O

3.3. Evolution equation. We now proceed to the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [1.1. We will consider the map
\Il[ (“)] = At (”:) - / t A=) <“0> dt’ + (14 p) / t A=) ((N % “0])5> dr’
13 13 0 0 0 0
t _
—u(1 +’}’)/ A=) <((H+/‘(€)0)2£s)s> dt’
0

and show that ¥ admits a unique fixed point in a suitable function space. To construct such a
function space, we first define the spaces

(66)

Yo = {u e C([0,T) L*(I)) « llully, < oo}, [y, = S Il z2ry
S

. ’ . (67)
Vi ={ueC(0,T);H(I)) : ully, < oo}, [Illy, = ts[tépT] min{#t/4,1} -l gy -
S 1

We close our contraction mapping argument for (%, &) in (Mo x Vo) N (Y1 X J1).

Given a function space X x X, we will use the notation Bp;(X x X) to denote the closed ball in
X X X of radius M, i.e.

mon-{(erc Q0w

We first show that ¥ maps Bz, (Vo x Vo) N Bar, (D1 x Y1) into itself for some M, My > 0.
Since the nonlinear terms A have the same form as in the Newtonian setting, from [26], we have
_ 12 2 _ _
INR, ko]l 2(ry < (I + ol + 71 ) (IEN g + [0l 1)

—3 3 — —112 2
< C((H“Hm + [l5oll g ) (%l 22 + llmoll L2 + 1) + 1€l o (I + Hﬁollm)) :

Here we have used the new viscoelastic tension estimate (Lemma (3.3) in the second line. Then,
using Lemma for (%, &) € By (Mo x Vo) N B, (V1 x V1), we may estimate the second forcing
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term of in H™(I) x H™(I), m = 0,1, as

’ /Ot A=) ((/\/‘["ééﬁo})s> dat’

HmxHm™
< [ ma{(e = ) 1O N el .
/ max{(t — ¢') "V 1} max{ ()74, 1} e @ MP (Mo + My + 1)

< ¢ max{t™™* 1} M} (Mo + My +1).

estimate the third forcing term of in H™(I) x H™(I), m = 0,1, by

‘/t SA—1) (((Wrﬂo) &), )
0

Here we have also taken SUPte[O,T] I my S M. Furthermore, using Lemma we may

HmxH™
/ max{(t — /)" 1y e OM e g (11R]172 + [lkoll72 ) dt’ (71)
/ max{(t — ')A 1} max{(#) "4, 1} e N dt! My (ME + M?)

Finally, the forcing term involving fo may be estimated in H™(I) x H™(I), m = 0,1, as
t . t
A=) (RO gy <ec [ max{(t—t)""™*1 e N ol o dt
0 ' 0llL2(1)
0 H'm XH‘"L 0
< s lalag ).
te(0,T7]

Combining the above three estimates and using Lemma to estimate the initial data, we obtain

the following Yy x Yy bound:
o = U(&)

K
(O]
+ My (ME + M?) + sup Hﬁ0||L2> < Mo,

(HI > I ,2 I 2
5111 o

and M; small enough that ¢(MP (Mo + My + 1) + My (M§ + M3)) < Mo/4.

+ M7 (Mo + My +1)

L2xL2 (72)

provided that we choose My = ¢ for ¢o small enough, ¢ supycjo 11 llfoll 2 < Mo/4,

We may also obtain the following )i x )4 bound for W:

()] (&)

< sup min{

’ +C<M13(M0+M1+1)
H1xH1

V1 xY1 t€[0,T7
+ MM +047) + sup [l ) (73)
te[0,7)
—in M
< sup min{ A (“in> ’ L=t
E" Ml 2

te[0,7
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provided that ¢ sup,cpo 7y l|foll 2 < M1/4, and My and M; are small enough that c(M3(Mo+ My +
1) + My (Mg + M) < My /4.

It remains to show that

<
HlxH!

sup min{t'/4, 1}’ , (74)

My
t€[0,T] 2

” <§m>

which we may achieve by either choosing a small time interval T" or small initial data. For small
time, we may use Lemma [3.2 to find Ty, > 0 such that holds. For small initial data, we may

use Lemma [3.1] to obtain
<£m> H =¢ (5)
HlxH!

(&)

We next show that the map W is a contraction on Bz, (Yo X Vo) N Bar, (V1 X V1). Given two pairs

)
(Fa»€a), (Fp, &), we seek an estimate for W [ <§a> ] [ ( ) }

First, from [26], we may borrow the estimate

INTFa (- )] = NTR ()]l 2

9

sup min{t"/*, 1}‘
L2xL?

t€[0,T7]

and for sufficiently small (7', £'), we may take M; = c; to obtain the bound .

L2x L2

— — 2 — 2 2
< 0< 7o = Foll g1 (1Rall s + Bl + ol )

e = oll g (Wl s + Nroll s ) + 1% — Foll o ||n,||H1)
(75)

_ _ _ _ _ — 12 — 12 2
< ( 1Ra — Rl 1 + [Fa — oll e ([Rell 2 + ol )) < Rall2 + IR l%0 + Irol2e

_ _ _ _ 2
+ (l€all g + €01 o) (IRall g + 1%sll g2 + N0l g0 )) (I7allg2 + IRell 2 + kol g2 + 1)

+elléa =&l (IFall g + ol ) (Rl g1 + ol 1) -

Here we have again used the new viscoelastic estimates of Lemma to bound the tension in the
second inequality. Furthermore, we have the following Lipschitz bound for the new viscoelastic
nonlinear term:

H(Ea + /‘30)2(60,)5 - (Eb + HO)z(gb)sHLz(])
< 1160 = &l i1 (IRallZs + lImollFr) + Ra = Foll g 1661l sr1 (IRall g2+ %ol 1 + ol ) -

Together, we may then obtain the Lipschitz estimate

()] -‘P[ <’”’> | P

< c/ max{(t — )"/ 1y e CON (N TR (1)) = NRo (- 0] 2y
+ H Kq + 50)2(&1)3 — (Rp + HO)Q(&)SHLQ(I) ) dt’

< c/ max{ (¢ —(mAD/4 1) e (=) <||/€a_"fbHH1
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+Mw*MW(MMm+WWMJ)OMﬂm+W&MJW%Mp+Mﬂm+WMMJ
+ ||— 2 — 12 2 — — 1 2d/

Fall % + sl + 50l2 ) (IFall g2 + 1Bl 2 + 1ol 2 + 1) dt

A — 12 — 2 2

+c/’mm4 )=mED/A 1Y == e g (Rl + 1B e + 0]l )
/ max{(t — ¢')~" T/ 1} max{(¢)” 3/4,1}6<“’>Adt’M%(H§a—5bHy1
+Mﬂm—mu+MMﬂ%—WM)

<c max{t_m/4, 1} M3 < 1€a = &blly, + MZ ||Fq — Fblly, + My M ||Rq — Fblly, ) .

HW[(Z:;)} @)

c M?

We thus have

YoxYo
I — mm+Mm%—mm+MMm%—mM)

H‘I’[(Z:)} 1@

Mlz( 1€a = &blly, + M02 [Fa — Fblly, + M1M02 [Fa — ’fbHyo) .

/\

For sufficiently small My, M; < 1, we obtain a contraction on Bz, (Vo X Vo) N Bar, (V1 x V1), thus
proving Theorem [L.1] for ko # 0.

If kg = 0, we may replace the norms in the definition of Yy and Yy with the exponentially
weighted norms

s = sup e ezl o= sup minge! S 1 g (77)

where A is given by Lemma We obtain analogous estimates to and in 52\0 X 525 and
V1 X Y1, except, crucially, no term depending on &g, allowing for the desired time decay. U

3.4. Existence of a unique periodic solution. We next consider solutions to the system —
when the internal fiber forcing k¢ is T-periodic in time. We prove Theorem in two parts:
in this section, we prove parts (a) and (b) on the existence of a unique periodic solution (%, ), and
in section we show part (c) concerning the limiting behavior of this periodic solution as § — 0.

To prove parts (a) and (b) of Theorem we begin by considering the following linear PDE, where
ko and g are both given, T-periodic functions:

_(1 + H)Essss + Mfssss — Ro + gs

. 78
5£:_£+R7 ( )

with boundary conditions as in . For the system , we show the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.4. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, given a T-periodic ko € C([0,T]; L*(I))
satisfying

sup ||follp2 =e1 <¢ (79)
te[0,7)
and a T-periodic g(s,t) € C([0,T); L*(I)) satisfying
sup lgll 2 =2 <e, (80)

)

there exists a unique T'-periodic solution to satisfying

(€

Proof. We consider the map W7 taking the initial data (&, &™) to the solution to at time T,
which may be written as

#in —in T : T
T _ TA[FK . (T—t)A [ Ko ’ (T—tHA [ Ys /
o] (@) = () = e (5) e [ <O)d,,

We show that U7 maps By (H' x H') to itself, where By/(H' x H') is as in (68). Using Lemma
3.1} for m = 0,1, we have

sup
te[0,T)

gc( sup kol 2+ sup ngLz). (s1)
HlxH! t€[0,T7] t€(0,7]

‘IJT|: <112)} < ceTA </€112> ’ 4 /T o(T—t)A (’%) dat'
£ Frm fm &)l gmwgm — Jo 0 )1l grm e grm
T
L
0 Hmx Hm

c/ max{(T — ¢')"™/* 1} e~ T~ || dt’

/ max{(T — ¢/) ="t/ 1} e TN g, at!
Sc(e TA <£m> + sup |[[follz2 + sup HQHL2>'
H'nL XH"L tE[O,T] t€[07T}

In particular, provided that the period T is large enough that ce T < %, we may choose k¢ and
g such that ¢ sup,cio r) [|follp2 < % and ¢ supyepo 71 119l 2 < % to obtain

WT[(g:) §<M+M+M>§M. (83)
HlxH!

3 3 3

Furthermore, again using Lemma we may obtain the following Lipschitz estimate:

L) () \M—\ ”( )

= 4 in _gln
HlxH! a b HlxH!

as long as the period T is sufficiently large. By the contraction mapping theorem, there exists a
—in

*Hl
unique fixed point of the map U7, i.e. ¥7 [ <§in> } < €m> , corresponding to a unique T-periodic
solution (%, &) to ([78).

<ce” TA
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In addition, using and , the T-periodic solution (%, &) satisfies
< sup floll + sup llls ). (51)
HlxH!

(&)
& t€[0,T] t€[0,T]

To obtain the bound , we may use Duhamel’s formula to write (%, &) as

— —in t . t
RY _ At (R} A(t—t") [ Ko ’ A(t—t") [ 9s ’
() = (o) = [ () are [ (5) o

Then, as for the time-T map , but now for any t € [0,7] and m = 0, 1, we have

— —in t ,
\() () \ e [ max{(e ) 1 e CON ool
3 E | gy gym 0

t
+ / max{(t — ')~ 1} =N g, at!
0

_oa || (F™ :
<o (@) o+ s ol s ol ).
HmxHm™  te[0,T] te[0,7
Using , we obtain . O
We now show parts (a) and (b) of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.3, parts (a) & (b). We will use Lemma Let A7™ denote the solution op-
erator mapping (—#g + gs,0)" to the unique periodic (%, £):

(e) = ()|

We will consider g(&, &, ko) = (1 4+ p)NR, ko] — (1 + ) (F + Ko)?Es, i.e. the nonlinear terms from
(13)), and show that, given ko, the operator A" admits a unique fixed point in the space X7 x Xr,
where

< Ce—tA

Hmx {gm

Xp = {ue C(0,T]; H'(I)) : wis T-periodic}, |||, ::tSE(J)p [ull 1y -

)

We show that AY" maps the ball By (Xr, Xr) to itself for some M > 0. For g as above, we
first note that, by , we have

lgll z2(ry < C((Ilﬁlﬁp + llwollz ) (1Rl 2 + ol g2 + 1) + €]l (IRl + ||f~€o|!§p)> : (85)

Then, using Lemma taking ko such that ||kol| 5, = c1 M, for (,§) € By (Xr, Xr) we have

e ()

. —n4 4 —13 3
< C< sup |[ol[ g2 + [[Fllx + lIFollay + IRl + lImollx,
XTXXT tG[O)T}

el (I3, + HnouiT>) (86)

< <A24+C(M4+M3)> <M,

where we have taken ¢ sup,cpo 7y ||foll 2 = c2M for ¢y < 3 and M sufficiently small.

To show that AV is a contraction on By (Xp, Xr), we note that from and (76]), given two
pairs (Eaa €G)7 (EIN gb) and deﬁning Ga = g(ﬁav fa; /4'0)7 gy = g(Ebu §b7 ’%0)7 we have

— - _ — 2 — 2 2
190 = gell L2 < C( 7o = Foll g1 + [Fa = Foll 2 (1[Rallprn + lls0]l o )) ( [Rallzrs + %ol + lI5oll
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—_ —_ — _ 2
+ (1€allr + M€l o) (IRall o + 1ol g1 + llsol| )) (I%all > + 1Bl 22 + llsoll 12 + 1)

— 12 — 2 2
+elléa = &llgr (IFallz + 1Rl + llsolle) -

We then have
< (M (017 4 1) 7o Rl + M a6, )

“A%er[ ((ga ng)s) ]
<5)(&72)]

for M sufficiently small, yielding a contraction on By (X7, Xr).

XTXXT

XTXXT

For part (b) of Theorem we note that (", ") is the solution to (78) with ¢ = 0. In particular,
using the bound on g(R,§, ko) = (1 + /J)N[FL, ko] — u(1 4 7)(F + ko)*¢s and the estimate (36)),
for the periodic solution (%, &) of part (a), we have

el =L ) (o))

—n4 4 —113 3 —12 2
< C< 1=l + ol + 1R %, + 5ollx,, + 1€l (1Rl + HffonT)>

§053.

XTXXT

O

3.5. Small relaxation time limit. We next show part (c) of Theoremconcerning the behavior
of the periodic solution (%, &) of part (a) as the relaxation time § — 0. To show that (%, {) satisfies
the estimate , we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. For f € L*(I), let

wi\ _ e (OF) L
<¢j>—e <0> 7=0,1. (87)
Then for 0 <m <4 —j and t € (0,T], we have
—(g+m — v, vt
i = 6yl < €804 s (5 4o 4 ) 112 (55)
where
1
v = o%; < — (61 + A +1) £ \/(5(1 + )Mk + 1)2 - 45)\k> (89)

are the eigenvalues of the matriz JZ(k defined in .

() =27 ()
©j 0

iy - — +
s = @5l jn < €804/ sp ( i | €+ || ) Il 2y s

Proof. 1t suffices to show that

satisfies

Lemma then follows by a duality argument as in the proof of Lemma
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We begin by recalling the decomposition in terms of eigenvectors of .:lk; in particular

]. _ + o+ _ 1 1+5Vk_ + + 1 <1+5V2_>
= +apv ) ap UV, =~ =% 9 AU, = 7 % )
(0) IR 5(u;—uk)< 1 S (S AN

where

S —vy) = V(61 + p) e +1)2 — 46X,
Note that for 0 < r < 1, we have

(. ()" <e

Sy —vy) ¢(1 — OAR)Z 4 2u0N, + (20 + p2)6202

for ¢ independent of both § and )\k Letting alfv;,t (1)’ alfv;,t @) denote the first and second component,

respectively, of the vectors ak ’Uk , for 0 < r <1, we then have

(v~ - r 5]/1; r 1—r |, —
’ak (V) — ”k,(g))‘ Ak = ‘6(1/,? ~0) ’ A =<cé"" |y |,
+ (0t + - 57/; A< 51—r +
a (V1) = Ve 2)| Ak = S — oy | S c |
Using the decomposition , we then have
lw; — @ i < i “(v” o — v Ye 4 at (vt — o )ty,j )\(j+m)/4f~.¢
Wj = Pjllfm = e V(1) — Yk, (2)/€ A Vi (1) — Yk, (2)/€ k Kk
k=1 2
< et 0 sup (o e+ o e ) |5
k k=1 L2

Using Lemma we may now show part (c) of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.9, part (c). We consider the T-periodic solution (&, §) of part (a), which sat-
isfies the bound . Note that ¢ in is bounded independent of § as & — 0, due to the
d-independence of the constant ¢ in Lemma

By T-periodicity, we have that (&, &) at time ¢ € [0,7] may be written

K _ J@+NT)A R I Ef ’ Eﬁ — e QUANT—)A (—ho + s\ g
5 gln é- € 0 0

for any N € N, where g(%, £, ko) = (1+p)NR, ko] — u(14+7)(F+ro)?Es. Recall that by and the
estimate on (%, ), we have that supcio.7) 191127y < c(subseory 1ol 2 + supseio,ry 5ol 1 )-
By Lemma for m = 0,1 we have

(@) (&)l
& 3 s [T

for ¢ independent of 6 and A = min{\, FICEM) +u } In particular, for sufficiently small §, we have

A = )\1. Note that since (%,&) € H' x H', we use H™ x H™ m = 0,1 on the right hand side. For
any (small) 0, we may choose N = N large enough that

Q(tHNT)A (in> ‘
é—ln

< e~ (HHNT)A

HmXHm

<5, (90)

HlxH!
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Furthermore, for N = N; as above, by Lemma we may estimate the difference &' — ¢! as
£ s [T tv, V|t
E—fH, <ecd ™ / sup(z/_e”k—i-l/ e”k>HFo0H2 dt’
H Hm(I) 0 & ‘ k ‘ | k ‘ L2(1)

+ ¢t (Fm/4 t+N6Tsu v [ + |vi] e ) ||| dt’ (91)
; kp & k 9llL2(n)

§c51‘<1+m>/4<(1+51/4) sup |foll 2 4+ sup ||Ho||H1>-
t€[0,7) t€[0,7]

Here we have integrated in time and used the T-periodicity of both kg and g to take the supremum
only over time ¢ € [0,T]. Combining and (91)), as  — 0 we obtain

7~y < 6+ [ €] <a4es 2 sup Yiolle + sup lsoll)-
(I te[0,T) te[0,T)

4. VISCOELASTIC SWIMMING

In this section we give a proof of the fiber swimming expressions in Theorem We will first need
a brief lemma. A version of this lemma also appears in the Newtonian case [26] and states that,
given some additional regularity on our (small) kg, we can ensure that the fiber frame (e, e,) is
not varying much over time.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that ro € C1([0,T); H3(I)) is T-periodic and satisfies

sup_||fol| 2 = €1 <, sup_||roll 1 =e2 <e,

te[0,T] t€[0,T7]
for some 0 < ¢ < 1, and let (R,&) be the corresponding T-periodic solution to —. The
evolution of the fiber tangent vector ey then satisfies

sup |le¢(-,t) — €¢(0,0)[| 2y < ce. (92)
te[0,T
Proof. Since kg € H?(I), we may use estimates and for the Duhamel formula for
(R, &) along with Lemma to show
(&)
Eln

sup min{t™* 1} <I§>H <c
HmxHm™
<ce, 0<m<3.

te[0,7

, 0<m<3.

L2xL2
Due to the T-periodicity of kg, we in fact have

E Eln
(5) H i <s>
HmxH™ L2x L2

Using the equation for 6 in the frame evolution , we thus have

sup [lec(-1t) — e 0)l 2y < ¢ sup [10l]z2qn
te[0,T] t€[0,7]

< ¢ sup ( HESSSHLZ(I) + H"%0HL2(I) + ||§sss”L2(I) + 52)
t€[0,T]

<ce.

sup
te[0,7)

In addition, since (ey)s = key, we have

lec(,0) — ex(0,0)[ 2y < cllkll 2y < ce.
Together, these two estimates give Lemma ]
Equipped with Lemma we may now prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[1.3. It will be convenient to define the difference z := & — ¢ and work in terms

of ¥ and z rather than ¥ and £. Using the definition of z and the equation for %—f, we may

calculate the velocity of the swimming fiber as
tox
V(t) = / H(s,t) ds = Vyis(t) + Ve (1),
0
where V,is and V. are given by

1
Viis(t) i= — /0 (I+ ,Yete’tr)( — (R? + 2Rkg)e; + Rsen — ?et)s ds
1
= ’y/ (3%5 + 3Rsko + 2R(Ko)s + ?s)et ds;
0
1
Vie(t) := —,u/o I+ fyetetT) (- (7% 4 2Rko)e, — Teq + zsen)s ds

1
— %u/ ((E2 + 2RKo)s + Ts + 25K + Zslﬂio)et ds.
0

Then, using Lemma along with the vanishing boundary conditions for %, 7, and z, for small xg
we may write

1 1
Viis(t) = ’y/ koRset(0,0) ds + ryis(t) = —7/ (ko)sk ds ey (0,0) + ryis(t)
0 0

1
Vielt) = —u / 2(F + ro)s ds €4(0,0) + ro(t)
0

where both
[ris(t)| < ce3, [rve(t)] < g3
We thus have

1 1
V(t) = < - 'y/ (ko)skds — 'y,u/ z(F 4+ Ko)s ds) €(0,0) + 7yis(t) + rve(t),
0 0
from which we obtain the first swimming expression —.

To obtain the second expression , we first note that by Theorem part (b), we may ap-
proximate & and z = & — & by &' and 2™ = gli» — ¢lin the T-periodic solutions to the linear
equations

Ehn —_ —[,Elin _ /JJ,CZHH _ I'€0
li — lin li <93)
Hin _ & _5—1211’1'
More specifically, defining
1 1
Ulin = —7/ (Ko)sR™ ds — 7@/ ANE 4 k) ds, (94)
0 0

we have that

1 1
|U_Uhn|§c/0 ](/10)5||/~$—/£1m|d$+/0 |2 = 2| (Rs] + | (m0)s] ) ds

1
+/ |Zhn|‘(ﬁ—ﬁlm)s|d8
0

< cllmoll g IR =&z + 12 = 2 g2 (IRl g1 + ol gz ) + 12" | 2 7 — &

§654.
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Therefore, it suffices to use #' and 2™ to compute a more detailed expression for the time-averaged

swimming speed (U). We being by solving for ™ and 2™ in terms of k. Defining w = 27?, we
expand each of kg, 7", and 2™ as a Fourier series in time:
Ko = Z Ap(s) cos(wmt)—Bp,(s) sin(wm ) , Z Cin () cos(wmt) — Dy, (s) sin(wmt),

Z Ep.(s) cos(wmt) — Fyy(s)sin(wmt).

Using , the coefficients of this expansion then satisfy the following system of equations:
—wmCyy, = LDy + pLF, +wmA,, , —wmE,, = —wmCp, + 6" F,,,
—wmD,, = —LCp, — pLE,, +wmB,, —wmF,, = —wmD,, — 6 'E,,

Further expanding each of these coeflicients in eigenfunctions of the operator L, i.e.

0o 0o 0o
Am = Z am,k’¢k , Bp= Z bm,kwk y Cm= Z Cm,kwk )
k=1 k=1 k=1

Dy, = Z Ak, Em= Z emkVk, Fm= Z Sk Wk 5
k=1 k=1 k=1
we may solve for the coefficients ¢, , and d,, ;. as
Cmk = Qumkbm ik — Hm kOm Ak = —Qmkmk — Hp pbm i s
where
O r — Arwm(1 4 (1 + p)(dwm)?)
TN (T4 (14 p)?(6wm)?) + w?m?(2ud X + 1 4 (dwm)?)’
. (N 11+ (wm)?) |
" A2(1+ (14 p)?(6wm)?) + w?m?(2ud i + 1 + (dwm)?)

Additionally we may solve for e, and f,, 1 as

dwm
Em,k = W <Qm,k(am,k + 6wmbm,k) - Hm,k(bm,k - 5wmam,k)>
f _ dwm Qm k(b — 0wman, 1) + Hyp g (—am e — 0wmby, 1)
m,k — 1+ ((50.) ) m,k m,k m,k m,k m,k .

We now need to use the above expansions in the expression to calculate the average swimming
speed (U'™). We first calculate

— /0 (o) F ™) ds = — 3

m,kf=1

< A 0Cr e + bmedmk>/ Ui (Ye)s

ry Z <ka(amkbm€ amfbmk)+Hmk(amkam£+bmkbm€>/ ¢k W

mk[ 1

Furthermore, noting that

(7 4 ko)s = Z(W)S((am,g + Cmye) cos(wmit) = (e + dim ) sin(wmt)) ,

m,l
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we may also calculate

1 1
—")/,u/ <Zhn(ﬁhn + HO)S> ds = _% ((am,é + Cm,@)em,k + (bm,ﬁ + dm,@)fm,k) / ¢k(¢€>s ds
0 mkl 0
K dwm

= 2 m ((Qm,ébm,é + (1 - Hm,Z)am,Z) <Qm,k(am,k + 5wmbm,k>
m,k.,l

- Hm,k(bm,k - &Umam,k)) + (bm,f - Qm,fam,é - Hm,me,K) <Qm,k(bm,k - 6wmam,k)

1
_ m’k(am,k-l—éwmbm,k)))/o Vr(p)s ds .

Rearranging the above expression and combining the two components of (U'""), we obtain the form
of the swimming speed reported in and . [l

APPENDIX A. NUMERICAL METHOD

For the numerical simulations of section 2 we use the formulation introduced in [26], which readily
adapts to the viscoelastic setting. The formulation is based on a combination of works by Moreau,
et al. [23] and Maxian, et al. [22]. For convenience, we recall the original formulation ([I)-(4) of
the viscoelastic resistive force theory equations:

0X

A, =-(1 I XsXT Xsss_ Xs_ s H_Ls n
o7 (50 = =1+ ) (T+ X, X]) ( X~ (Ro)sen — 7 &een)
552—54-/’?—/{0 (95)
]X5]2:1

(Xss — ”Oeﬂ)‘szo,l =0, (Xss —7X — (KO)SGH)}S:OJ =0, €’szo,l = E8’s=0,1 =0.

The formulation used in numerical simulations will be derived from . We begin by parameter-
izing the filament using the tangent angle description . In particular, we write

X (s,1) = Xot) +/05 eul(s,t)ds', e = (COSG) Cen— (‘Sine) (96)

sin @ cos

As in 26, 23], 22], we exploit that, due to the inextensibility constraint, only the normal components
of the hydrodynamic force along the filament actually contribute to the fiber motion. In particular,
using the parameterization , we may rewrite the first three equations of as a closed system:

Xo + /0 é(s') ds' = —(1+ p)(I+ verel )h(s) (97)

(I- eu(s)ews)T) /0 h(s')ds' = (I— eq(s)e(s)T) (X — (Ko)sen — 1_'l:ufsen> (98)

06 =—E+ K —Hp. (99)

Note that in , by projecting away from the tangential direction along the filament, we have
eliminated the need to solve for the unknown fiber tension. Instead, inextensibility is enforced
directly via the parameterization .

Solving directly for h and inserting this expression in , we obtain the system

/

en(s1) - /08(1— llvete;r)<Xo + /O é.(3) ds>ds’ — (14 )0+ (14 1) (K0)s + s (100)

06 = —E+0s— ko (101)
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for unknowns Xy (t), 6(s,t), and £(s,t). Equations (100) and (101 serve as the basis for our
numerical method. The boundary conditions (6s — ro)|,_,, = 0 are enforced directly in the

discretization of 6,5 on the right hand side of (100f), while 6‘5:0 L= 55’320 , = 0 is enforced in the
discretization of £ in ((101). To enforce the boundary condition (—fss + (ko)s) |S:1 = 0, we will also

need to require
1 s
/ (I- . Z ’Yetet )(Xo + / éi(s) ds') ds = 0. (102)
0

The analogous condition at s = 0 is then satisfied automatically via the formulation (100)).

We discretize the arclength coordinate s € [0,1] into N + 1 equally spaced points s;, i =0,..., N
and define X; = X (s;). We consider the fiber as N straight segments between each X, and define

0;,1=1,..., N, to be the angle between segment i and the x-axis.
The evolution equation (100]) is enforced at the midpoint of each segment X, 1= w,
i=1,...,N. In particular, we parameterize the evolution X, 1 of each fiber segment as
. (%o 1 [—sing; sin 6y, .
X, 1= (y()) + o ( cos 6, > P+ — Z < cos 0, ) , i=1,...,N.
We also define rg; = ko(s;,_1) where s, _1 = &%ﬂl, i=1,...,N, and we define &; similarly.
2 2

For the middle segments j = 2,..., N — 1, we obtain 2(N — 2) equations from the discretization of

and. (T01)

1 [(—sing;) <
N(;j; ) ZMRFT = N2 O~ 2054 0) + (L )0y (109

N .
+p— (§g+1 §-1), j=2,...,N—-1
(5éj :—§j+2N(9j+1—0j_1)—,‘£0,j, j=2,...,N—1. (104)
Here the 2N x 2N matrix Mrpr(6;) is given by

1 — L cos?b; L cos 6, sin §;
Mgrr(0;) = ( I+y REE )
—mCOSH sin 0; 1—msm 0;
At the fiber endpoints, we set £, = {n = 0 and enforce the boundary conditions (—Qs—l—mo)s‘szo =0
via the following two equations:
1 [—sind
N ( COIS 911) Mggpr(61) X 1= —~N?%(2604 — 261) + 2N ko1 (105)
1 V-1
N > Mgpr(6:)X;_1 =0, (106)
i=1
To enforce (05 — ﬁo)|s:0 1 =0, we discretize 0,5 near the fiber endpoints as
038‘520 ~ N2(202 _2'91) _2N’€O,1 s 953’521 ~ N2(29N71 —201\]) —|—2Nl€0’N. (107)

At the s = 1 endpoint, equations (100 and ((102|) coincide to give the boundary condition 055‘5
(ko) 8‘5:1’ which, using (107]), becomes an equation for 0y:

1 1

NHO,N - W(HO)S,N

-1

Oy =0n_1 + (108)
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Counting equations, we have 2(N — 2) equations from (103|) and (104]), 1 equation from (105)),
2 equations from ((106]), and 1 equation from (108]) for a total of 2N equations. These uniquely
determine the 2N unknowns xg, yo, 01, ..., On, &2, ..., EN—1-

The equations (103)-(|108]) are evolved in time using a built-in ODE solver in Matlab.
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