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A bstract

The sw Inm ing of a pair of spherical bladders that change their
volum es and m utualdistance ise cient at low R eynolds num bersand
is superiorto otherm odelsofarti cialswinm ers. T he change of shape
resam bles the w riggling m otion know n asm etaloly of certain protozoa.

Swinm ing at low Reynolds num bers can be ram ote from comm on intu—
ition because of the absence of nertia l]. In fact, even the direction of
sv Inm Ing m ay be hard to foretell [[1]. At the sam e tin e, and not unrelated
to this, it does not require elaborate designs: Any stroke that is not self-
retracing w ill, generically, lead to som e swinm Ing [1]. A sin ple m odel that
illistrates these features is the three linked spheres ], Fig.M (right), that
swin by m anijpulating the distances Y, between neighboring spheres. The
sw Inm Ing stroke is a closed, area enclosing, path In the Y 3 plane. An-
other m echanical m odel that has actually been built is Purcell’s two hinge
m odel 1].

Swinm ing e ciently is an issue for arti cialm icrosvinmersi]]. As
we have been cautioned by Purcell not to trust comm on intuiion at low
Reynolds numbers [[1], one m ay worry that e cient swinm ing m ay involve
unusualand nonintuitive sw Inm Ing styles. The ain ofthis ketter isto give an
exam ple ofan elem entary and fairly intuitive sw in m erthat isalso ram arkably
e cient provided it is allowed to m ake lJarge strokes.

The swinm er ism ade of two spherical bladders, Fig.l (eft). The blad-
ders are elasticbodieswhich in pose no-slip boundary conditions. T he device
sw in sby cyclically changing the distance between the bladders and their rel-
ative volum es. For the sake of sin plicity and concreteness we assum e that
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their totalvolum e, vy, is conserved. T he sw In m ing stroke is a closed path in
thev ‘planewhere v isthe volum e of, say, the left sohere and * the distance
between them . W e shallm ake the further sin plifying assum ption that the
viscosity of the uid contained in the bladders is negliglble com pared w ith
the viscosity ofthe ambient uid. For reasons that shallbecom e clear below
we call the sw inm er pushm epullyou.

Like the three linked spheres, pushm epullyou is m athem atically elem en—
tary only in the lin it that the distance between the spheres is large, ie.
when "; = a&=" 1. (a; stands for the radii of the two soheres and " for
the distances between the soheres.) W e assum e that the Reynolds num —
berR = av= 1, and that the distance ' is not too large: ‘v = .
T he second assum ption is not essential and ism ade for sim plicity onlky. (To
treat Jarge ‘ one needs to replace the Stokes solution, Eq. M), by them ore
com plicated, but still elem entary, O seen-Lamb solution [1].)

Pushm epullyou is sin pler than the three linked soheres: Tt involves two
soheres rather than three; it ism ore Intuitive and is easier to solve m athe—
m atically. It also swin s a Jarger distance per stroke and is considerably m ore
e cient []. If large strokes are allowed, it can even outperform conventional
m odels of biological sw inm ers that swin by beatinga agelum []]. Ifonly
an all strokes are allow ed then pushm epullyou, like all squim ers 1], becom es
rather ne cient.

The swinm Ing velocity isde ned byX-= ({U; + U,)=2 where U; are the
velocities of the centers of the two spheres. To solve a sw inm ing problem
oneneedsto nd the (lnear) reltion between the (di erential) digplacem ent
dX , and the (di erential) controls (dY;dv). This relation, as we shall show,
takes the fom :
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where a; ;a, are the radiiofthe left and right spheres respectively and v isthe
volum e ofthe left bladder. dX stressesthatthedi erentialdigplacem ent does
not Integrate to a function X (Y;v). R ather, the displacem ent X ( ) depends
on the stroke ,de ned asa closed path n ¥ v plane. The rsttem says
that increasing " leads to swinm ing In the direction of the sn all sphere. It
can be Interpreted physically as the statem ent that the Jarger sphere acts as
an anchorw hile the sm aller sohere doesm ost ofthem otion when the \piston"
‘isextended. The second tem saysthat when “isheld xed, the swinm ing
is in the direction of the contracting sphere: The expanding sohere acts as
a source pushing away the shrinking sphere which acts as a sink to pull the
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Figure 1: Five snapshots of the pushm epullyou swinm ing stroke (eff) and
the corresponding strokes of the three linked spheres (right) . Both gures are
schem atic. A fler a full cyck the swinm ers resum e their original shape but
are displaced to the right. Pushm epullyou is both m ore intuitive and m ore
e cilent than the three linked spheres.

expanding sohere. This iswhy the sw inm er is dubbed pushm epullyou.
To gain further insight consider the specialcase ofan all strokesnearequal
bispheres. Using Eq. W) one nds, dropping sub—eading term s in 1 = a;=":

1
X = —dbgv"d @)

T he distance covered In one stroke scales like the area In logv ~ ‘plane. Note
that the sw inm ing distance does not scale to zero with ", when the spheres
are far apart. This is in contrast with the three linked spheres where the
sw In m ing distance of one stroke is proportionalto ". For a an all cycke in
the Y 3 planeNa®R et. al. nd fora symmetric ssInmer Eqg. (11) In
Sk
X = 07"dog %"~ dYy 3)

W hen the sw Inm er is elem entary, Ewhen " is an all), it is also poor.

Consider now a large stroke associated w ith the closed rectangular path
enclosing the box Y Vo v, V> Y ¥ ¥,wherev; = vand
v, are, regectively, the volum es of the keft and right bladders. If ag ar,
then from Eq. W), X () isessentially Y, e
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X ()= (v Y 1+0 (™) )
a;, + ag




T his says that the distance covered in one stroke is of the order of the size
of the swinm er, ie. the distance between the balls .

Certain protozoa and species of Eugkna perform a wriggling m otion
known as m etaloly where, lke pushm epullyou, body uids are transferred
from a large soheroid to a an all spheroid [1]. M etaboly is, at present not
well understood and whilke som e suggest that it plays a rok in feeding oth—
ers argue that it is relevant to locom otion [[]]. T he pushm epullyou m odel
show s that at least as faras uid dynam ics is concemed, m etaboly is a vi-
abl method of locom otion. Racing tests made by R. Trem er [1]] show
that Euglenoids swin 1-1.5 their body length per stroke, in agreem ent w ith
Eqg. ) fr reasonable choices of stroke param eters. Since Eugkna resamble
deform ed pears | for which there is no known solution to the ow equa-
tions | Pushm epullyou is, at best, a biological over-sin pli cation. It has
the virtue that i adm its com plete analysis.

T he second step In solving a sw inm ing problem isto com pute thepowerP
needed to propelthe sw inm er. By generalprinciples, P is a quadratic form
in the velocities in the control space and is proportional to the (ambient)
viscosity . The problem is to nd this quadratic form explicitly. If the
viscosity ofthe uid inside the bladders is negligble, one nds that n order
to drive the controls ' and v, Pushm epullyou needs to invest the power
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N ote that the dissipation associated with Y, is dictated by the am all sohere
and decreases as the radius of the an all sphere shrinks. ( The radius can
not get arbitrarily sn alland m ust rem ain much larger than the atom ic scale
for Stokes equations to hold.) The m oral of this is that pushing the an all
sohere is frugal. The dissippation associated w ith v is also dictated by the
an all sohere. However, In this case, dilating a an all sphere is expensive.

The drag coe cient is a naturalm easure to com pare di erent swinm ers.
tm easuresthe energy dissipated n swinm lnga xed distanceat xed speed.
(O ne can always decrease the dissppation by sw Inm ing m ore slow Iy.) Let
denote the stroke period. The drag is form ally de ned by [, ]:

R
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X () is the swinm ing distance of the stroke . The analler the more
e cint the ssInmer. has the dim ension of length (in three din ensions)



and is nom alized so that dragging of a sohere of radius a w ith an extemal
fororehas = a.

To ocom pute the dissipation for the rectangular path we need to choose
rates for traversing i. The optin al mte@laie constant on each lg provided
the coordinates are chosen as (Y;arcsin V—‘;). This can be seen from the
fact that ifwe de ne x = arcsjnq + then 4vyx® = V—11+ L ¥ and the

V2
Lagrangian associated with Eq. M) is quadratic n (}x) with constant coef-
cients, lke the ordinary kinetic Lagrangian ofnon relativisticm echanics. It
is a comm on fact that the optin alpath of such a Lagrangian has constant
soed.

P
>From Eq. ) we nd, provided also ¥ Y, L=as Vg, =V
Z
1 2a: % ,vi, T
——  Padt 1+0 ™21, T+T,= =2 )
6 T vs Ty

where T. (T,) isthe tin e or traversing the horizontal (vertical) leg. Here "
isactually (@as=Y )? ratherthen themuch larger (a;="%)?. A Iso note that the
second term .n Eq. M) contrdbuted O (v, =T.) ratherthen O (vf=(vsT\)) asone
m ay have expected from Eq. W) which is dom inated by the am all volum e.)
T he optin al strategy, in this range of param eters, is to spend m ost of the
stroke’s tin e on extending ‘. By Egs. i) this gives the drag

4a @®)

where a5 isthe radius ofthe an allbladder. T his allow s for the transport of a
large sphere w ith the drag determ ined by the am all sphere. To beat dragging,
we need a; = a=4, which m eans that m ost of the volum e, 63=64, m ust be
shuttled between the two bladders in each stroke.

Tt is Instructive to com pare P ushm epullyou w ith the svinm Ing e ciency
ofm odels of (spherical) m icro-organian sthat swin by beating agella. These
have been extensively studied by the school of Lighthill and Taylor [, ]
where one nds 100a. This ismuch worse than dragging. W e could
not nd estinates for the e ciency for swimm Ing by ciliary m otion [1],
but we expect that they are rather poor, as for other squim ers [1].) For
m odels of bacteria that sw In by propagating longiudinal waves along their
surfaces Stone and Samuel 1] established the (theoretical) lower bound

%a. (A ctualm odels of squim ers do much worse than the bound.) If



the pushm epullyou sw Inm er is allowed to m ake large strokes, it can beat the
e ciency of all of the above.
Eqgs. lill)do not strictly apply to m etaboly because the viscosity of the
uid inside the organism can not be neglected and presum ably dom nnates
the dissipation. Eugkna are not ase cient as Pushm epullyou.
Tt is likely that som earti cialm icro-sw in m ersw illbe constrained tom ake
only an all (relative) strokes. Sm all strokes necessarily lead to large drag L],

but it is still Interesting to see how large. Supposs log ' Iogv; a 3.
T he dissppation in one stroke is then
R
Pdt , a 5 T
= (Y - 1+0 ™— )
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>From Eq. W) and noting that T. = 1
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W e shallnow outlinehow thekey resuls, Egs. i), arederived. The ow
around a pair of spheres is a classical problem in  uid dynam ics which has
been extensively studied [, 0]. W e could have borrowed from the general
resuls, eg. In 1], and adapt them to the case at hand. However, it is
both sim pler and m ore instructive to start from scratch: T he classical Stokes
solution [l] descrbbing the ow around a singlke sphere of radius a dragged by
a force £ and, In addition, dilated at rate v

2 2
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8 6g;a;f;v) isthe velocity eld at a position % from the center of the sohere.
The left tertm is the known Stokes solution. (A Stokeskt, ], isde ned as
the Stokes solution fora = 0.) The temm on the right is a source tem .

Since Stokes equations are linear, a superposition of the solutions fortwo
dilating spheres is a solution of the di erential equations. H owever, it does
not quite satisfy the no-slip boundary condition on the two soheres: There is
an error of order ". T he superposition is therefore an approxin ate solution
provided the two spheres are far apart.

The (@pproxin ate) solution determ ine the velocities U; of the centers of
the two spoheres:

U= u@fra; ( PE00+ u(( Ffra;( V6 ( fw; i6 j2 f1;29 12)
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The rsttem on the right describes how each sphere m oves relative to the
uid acocording to Stokes law as a resul of the forcef acting on it. The
seoond tem  which is typically am aller) describes the velocity of the uid
surrounding the sphere (at distances a but Y) as a result of the m ove—
m ent of the other sphere. By symm etry, the net velocities of the two sphere
and the net forces on them are paralkl to the axis connecting the centers of
the two spheres, and can be taken as scalars. To kading order in " Eq. [l)

reduces to
£ 1 1 v

2U;= - —  — 4+ 13
(7 = 2 2% 13)
Using *= U + U, gives the force In the rod
101 !
fF= 6 —+= (14)
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D ropping sub—leading termm s in " givesEq. W).

Wenow tumtoEqg. M. Consider rstthecasev= 0. Thepower supplied
bytherodis £ )=  flwhith givesthe 1rsttem . Now consider
the case *= 0. The stress on the surface of the expanding sohere is given by

0

S . 15)
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T he power requisite to expand one sohere is then
2 4 2
4a”a= v= —@ 16)
3v

Since there are two spheres, this give the second term n Eq. W).

T here are no m ixed tem s in the dissipation proportionalto Y. This can
be seen from the Hllow ing argum ent. To the leading order .n "°, which isall
we care about, the m etric m ust be independent of ¥, (see Eq. ). Sending
A ' is equivalent to exchanging the two spheres. This can not a ect the
dissipation and hence the m etric m ust be even function of Y. In particular,
there can notbe a temm vYin them etric. This com pletes the proofofEq. W).
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