arXiv:2210.11074v5 [physics.bio-ph] 30 Mar 2024

Numerical analysis of viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membranes under oscillatory loadings

Naoki Takeishi^{a,b,∗}, Masaya Santo^b, Naoto Yokoyama^{c,∗} and Shigeo Wada^b

aDepartment of Mechanical Engineering, Kyoto Institute of Technology, Goshokaido-cho, Matsugasaki, Sakyo-ku, 606-8585, Kyoto, Japan bGraduate School of Engineering Science, Osaka University, 1-3 Machikaneyama, Toyonaka, 560-8531, Osaka, Japan cDepartment of Mechanical Engineering, Tokyo Denki University, 5 Senju-Asahi, Adachi, 120-8551, Tokyo, Japan

A R T I C L E I N F O

Keywords:

Lipid bilayer, 2D fluid membrane, Viscoelasticity, Computational Biomechan- ics

A B S T R A C T

Biomembranes consisting of two opposing phospholipid monolayers, which comprise the so-called lipid bilayer, are largely responsible for the dual solid-fluid behavior of individual cells and viruses. Quantifying the mechanical characteristics of biomembrane, including the dynamics of their in-plane fluidity, can provide insight not only into active or passive cell behaviors but also into vesicle design for drug delivery systems. Despite numerous studies on the mechanics of biomembranes, their dynamical viscoelastic properties have not yet been fully described. We thus quantify their viscoelasticity based on a two-dimensional (2D) fluid membrane model, and investigate this viscoelasticity under small amplitude oscillatory loadings in micron-scale membrane area. We use hydrodynamic equations of bilayer membranes, obtained by Onsager’s variational principle, wherein the fluid membrane is assumed to be an almost planar bilayer membrane. Simulations are performed for a wide range of oscillatory frequencies 𝑓 and membrane tensions. Our numerical results show that as frequencies increase, membrane characteristics shift from an elastic-dominant to viscous-dominant state. Furthermore, such state transitions obtained with a 1-𝜇m-wide loading profile appear with frequencies between 𝑂(𝑓 ) = 10^1–10^2 Hz, and almost independently of surface tensions. We discuss the formation mechanism of the viscous- or elastic-dominant transition based on relaxation rates that correspond to the eigenvalues of the dynamical matrix in the governing equations.

1. Introduction

Lipid bilayer membranes, consisting of a series of opposing phospholipids arranged in a two-dimensional (2D) fluid crystalline assembly with ∼ 5-nm thickness [49], are a common and fundamentally important structure in all living cells and many viruses [28]. Each lipid covers a surface area of approximately 0.7 nm^2 (= 70 Å^2) [13]. The membrane structure separates the inside and outside of the cell, and assumes various function-related shapes [58]. In addition, membrane mechanical properties affect cell and membrane dynamics, such as active cell migration [26] and endocytosis [2, 10]. From a mechanical viewpoint, while phospholipids in membranes can move in the planar direction, their displacement in their vertical displacement is restricted, and thus the bilayers can behave as a 2D fluid membrane. Such fluid deformable surfaces exhibit a solid-fluid duality, resulting in unique and complex mechanical characteristics wherein in-plane fluidity and elasticity can emerge simultaneously. Thus, quantifying the dynamical mechanical properties of biomembranes can provide insight not only into the aforementioned cell behaviors but also into the development of drug delivery systems with vesicles [22], which are closed biomembranes that typically consist of only lipids and cholesterol without any proteins.

Although the mechanics of biomembranes have been well studied using various experimental strategies such as atomic

∗Corresponding author

ntakeishi@kit.ac.jp (N. Takeishi); n.yokoyama@mail.dendai.ac.jp (N.

Yokoyama)

ORCID(s): 0000-0002-9568-8711 (N. Takeishi); 0000-0003-1460-1002

(N. Yokoyama)

force microscopy (AFM), micropipette aspiration, and optical tweezers, as reviewed in Ref. [52], the dynamical viscoelasticity of (pure) lipid bilayers under oscillatory loadings has not yet been fully understood. Recent experimental techniques have successfully quantified dynamical viscoelasticity by complex moduli in lipid monolayers or bilayers, assuming a linear mechanical response of membranes to oscillatory shear strains [1, 7, 20, 27]. For instance, for different concentrations of cholesterol [i.e., mixtures of 1,2- dipalmitoyl-𝑠𝑛-glycero-3-phosphocholine(DPPC) and cholesterol], Al-Rekabi et al. used AFM to produce a map of the viscoelastic properties of a lipid bilayer composed of DPPC[1], which is one of the primary lipids in lung surfactant [34] and is ubiquitous in cell membranes. Despite these efforts, there is still no consensus on the transition mechanism between viscous- and elastic-dominant states in lipid bilayers.

Along with these experimental studies, various theoretical frameworks have been proposed to describe fluid membrane dynamics [4, 45, 46], and some have been applied to problems regarding the spontaneous conformation of human red blood cells (RBCs) [32] and vesicles [11]. In these works, the lipid bilayer is modeled as a continuous elastic surface [21], considering the scale difference between the micrometer system size and nanometer membrane thickness. Lipowsky described spontaneous curvature by an approximation of solid shells that store elastic energy during stretching or bending [33]. In terms of soft matter physics, Seifert and Langer successfully described bilayer hydrodynamics for almost planar membranes [47], where coupling of the membrane dynamics with the surrounding fluid was taken into account by modeling curvature, density-difference elas-

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 1 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

ticity, intermonolayer friction, monolayer 2D viscosity, and solvent three-dimensional (3D) viscosity.

To further provide a precise mechanical background in membrane dynamics, some numerical models based on the aforementioned results of [47] have been proposed, which make it possible to deal with the complex interplay between membrane elasticity and hydrodynamic forces acting at microscopic scales. Fournier use Onsager’s variational principle to derive the governing equations describing the dynamics of an almost planar bilayer membrane [17], and numerically investigated the effect of membrane tension on the relaxation rate. The principle here is an established, unified framework for the dissipative dynamics of a soft matter system [12, 18]. It provides hydrodynamical equations pertaining to bilayer membranes by minimizing a Rayleighian consisting of potential power for dynamical changes and of dissipated power, to resist the change. More recently, Torres et al. proposed new computational methods that build on Onsager’s formalism and arbitrarily Lagrangian-Eulerian formulations [56]. Their methodologies were successfully applied not only to dynamic lipid bilayers, but also to adhesionindependent cell migration. A molecular dynamic (MD) approach has been applied to the oscillatory behavior of the lipid bilayer membrane [31] and to membrane fluctuations of RBCs [44]. It is expected that the membrane viscoeasticity would actually be observed in all-atom MD simulations as an emergent property if viscoelastic effect are innate to the bilayer. However, this has not yet achieved due to massive computational load. Thus, despite these efforts, the dynamical viscoelastic nature of lipid bilayers, especially with regard to tensile loadings, has not yet been fully described.

Therefore, the objective of this study is to clarify whether the lipid bilayer characterized by a 2D fluid membrane featuring lipid bilayers exhibits a transition between the viscousand elastic-dominant states depending on the oscillatory loading frequencies. We have made use of the AFM measurements in DPPC bilayers [1, 43] in our simulations. In order to limit the study to linear mechanical response, small amplitude oscillatory tensile loadings are considered. If frequencydependent viscoelasticity exhibits in the 2D fluid membrane, we also discuss whether the formation mechanism of the viscous- or elastic-dominant transition can be explained based on relaxation rates that correspond to the eigenvalues of the dynamical matrix in the governing equations. The theoretical framework of 2D fluid membrane in the present study follows the previous study by [17]. To quantify the dynamical viscoelasticity of the 2D fluid membrane model, we propose metrics evaluated by scaled mass density and stress in the membrane: the complex moduli 𝐸^∗(𝜔) = 𝐸^′(𝜔) + 𝑖𝐸^{′′}(𝜔), where 𝑖 = √ −1 is the imaginary unit, 𝐸^′ is the storage modulus representing the elastic component of the stress, and 𝐸^{′′} is representing the viscous dissipation. In this study, in terms of the way of quantification, we distinguish 𝐸^∗ and classical viscoelastic metrics as complex “shear” moduli, 𝐺^∗(𝜔) = 𝐺^′(𝜔) + 𝑖𝐺^{′′}(𝜔) although these may be potentially equivalent. Simulations are performed for wide range of loading frequencies 𝜔 (= 2𝜋𝑓 ) and surface tensions 𝜎.

2. Methods 2.1. Model of lipid bilayer membrane Following the previous theoretical and numerical study by Fournier [17], we consider a lipid bilayer membrane made of only one lipid type in an unbounded flow field. The membrane shape is therefore characterized by the height 𝑧 = ℎ(𝒓, 𝑡) from the plane at 𝑧 = 0 to the membrane mid-surface, where 𝒓 is the membrane coordinate projected onto the 𝑥-𝑦 plane. Position of a point on the membrane in this coordinate system is thus denoted as 𝑹 = (𝒓, ℎ(𝒓)). Two monolayers in the membrane possess a lipid mass density 𝑛^±(𝒓, 𝑡) in deformed state ℎ(𝒓, 𝑡), where superscript “±” represents the upper monolayer (𝑧 > ℎ) and lower monolayer (𝑧 < ℎ), respectively. Using mass density 𝑛_0 in the tensionless state as the reference, the membrane state can be described by its shape (or height) ℎ(𝒓, 𝑡) and scaled mass density 𝜌^±(𝒓, 𝑡) as:

𝜌^±(𝒓, 𝑡) = 𝑛^±(𝒓, 𝑡) − 𝑛_0 𝑛_0

. (1)

We also consider the 3D solvent velocities 𝑉^±_𝛼 (𝑹, 𝑡) (𝛼 = 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) on either side of the membrane, and the 2D lipid velocities 𝑣^±_𝑖 (𝒓, 𝑡), (𝑖 = 𝑥, 𝑦) in both monolayers. A schematic of the 2D fluid membrane is shown in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: Geometrical description of the membrane shape ℎ(𝒓, 𝑡) and membrane coordinate 𝑹(𝒓, ℎ(𝒓)) with scaled densities 𝜌^±, monolayer velocities 𝑣^±, bulk solvent velocities 𝑉^±, and the surface distance away from the membrane mid-surface 𝑒.

The bulk solvent is assumed to be an incompressible fluid, and hence 𝑉^±_𝛼 satisfies the following mass conservation law:

𝜕_𝛼𝑉^±_𝛼 = 0, (2)

where 𝜕_𝛼 = 𝜕∕𝜕𝑅_𝛼 . The lipid mass conservation equation is 𝜕_𝑡𝑛^± + 𝜕_𝑖(𝑛^±𝑣^±_𝑖 ) = 0, where 𝜕_𝑖 = 𝜕∕𝜕𝑟_𝑖. The first order approximation leads to the following equation:

𝜕_𝑡𝜌^± + 𝜕_𝑖𝑣^±_𝑖 = 0. (3)

The Einstein summation convention is adopted, wherein repeating the same index twice in a single term implies summation over all possible values of that index. Because of

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 2 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

no-slip boundary conditions on the membrane surface, the external fluid must satisfy the following equations:

𝑉^±_𝑖 |_{𝑧=ℎ} = 𝑣^±_𝑖 , (4) 𝑉^±_𝑧 |_{𝑧=ℎ} = 𝜕_𝑡ℎ. (5)

Equation (4) gives

𝜕_𝑖𝑣_𝑖 = 𝜕_𝑖𝑉^±_𝑖 |_{𝑧=ℎ} +

𝜕𝑉_𝑖 𝜕𝑧 | |_{𝑧=ℎ} 𝜕𝑖ℎ, (6)

and the first term of the right-hand side is equal to − ( 𝜕𝑉^±_𝑧 ∕𝜕𝑧 )| |_{𝑧=ℎ} due to Eq. (2). The first order approximation as well as the Stokes approximation allows us to neglect the second term in Eq. (6). Then, Eq. (3) gives

𝜌^± = ∫ 𝜕𝑉^±_𝑧 𝜕𝑧 | | |𝑧=ℎ 𝑑𝑡. (7)

Because ( 𝜌^+ + 𝜌^− ) relaxes almost instantly to zero, the upper and lower monolayers satisfy 𝜌^+ + 𝜌^− ≃ 0 [17]. More precise derivations of Eqs. (6) and (7) are described in Appendix §A.

2.2. Rayleighian and power components In the Stokes approximation (i.e., all forces balance without all inertial effects), the dynamical equations for the motion of the membrane in the bulk solvent can be given by minimizing the total Rayleighian of the system with respect to all the dynamical variables [3, 12, 41]: = 1 2 𝑊 + ̇ (8)

= ^±_𝑏 + ^±_𝑠 + ^±_𝑖 + ̇_{𝑖𝑛𝑡} + ̇_{𝑒𝑥𝑡}. (9)

Here, 𝑊 ∕2(= ^±_𝑏 + ^±_𝑠 + ^±_𝑖 ) is the resistive power against dynamical changes, the so-called dissipated power, which consists of three sources [18]: _𝑏, the viscous dissipation in the bulk solvent above and below the membrane; _𝑠, the viscous dissipation in the lipid fluids of the two monolayers due to 2D viscosity; and _𝑖, the dissipation associated with the intermonolayer friction [15, 47]. Moreover, ̇ (= ̇_{𝑖𝑛𝑡} + ̇_{𝑒𝑥𝑡}) is the driving power for dynamical changes and consists of the intrinsic elastic power ̇_{𝑖𝑛𝑡} and the external elastic power ̇_{𝑒𝑥𝑡}.

As described in Ref. [17], the three dissipated power sources in Eq. (9) can be written as:

±_𝑏 =

∫_𝐵± 𝑑𝑹𝜂𝐷^±_{𝛼𝛽} 𝐷^±_{𝛼𝛽} , (10)

±_𝑠 = ∫ 𝑑𝒓 ( 𝜂_2𝑑^±_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑑^±_{𝑖𝑗} + 𝜆_2 2 𝑑^±_{𝑖𝑖} 𝑑^±_{𝑗𝑗} ) , (11)

±_𝑖 = ∫ 𝑑𝒓 𝑏 2 ( 𝒗^+ − 𝒗^−

)_2

, (12)

where 𝐵^± is the volume defined by 𝑧 > ℎ or 𝑧 < ℎ, 𝐷^±_{𝛼𝛽} (𝒓) = ( 𝜕_𝛼𝑉^±_𝛽 + 𝜕_𝛽 𝑉^±_𝛼 ) ∕2 is the rate-of-deformation tensor in the bulk solvent, 𝑑^±_{𝑖𝑗} (𝒓_𝑠) = ( 𝜕_𝑖𝑣^±_𝑗 + 𝜕_𝑗 𝑣^±_𝑖 ) ∕2 is the rate-of-deformation tensor in the monolayer fluids, 𝜂 is the bulk solvent viscosity, 𝜂_2 is the 2D viscosity, 𝜆_2 is the dilational viscosity, and 𝑏 is the intermonolayer friction coefficient.

Assuming a small level of interdigitation between the lipids, and considering a small area of the membrane midsurface 𝑑𝑆 = [ 1 + (∇ℎ)^2∕2 ] 𝑑𝒓 + 𝑂(ℎ^4) and curvature 𝑐 = ∇^2ℎ + 𝑂(ℎ^3), the density fields are essentially uncoupled. Hence, the internal elastic power of the membrane can be written as described in Ref. [47]:

𝑖𝑛𝑡 =

∫_𝑆 𝑑𝑆 [ 𝜎 2 (∇ℎ)^2 + 𝜅 2 ( ∇^2ℎ

)_2 + 𝑘 2 ( 𝜌^+ + 𝑒∇^2ℎ

)_2 + 𝑘 2 ( 𝜌^− − 𝑒∇^2ℎ

)_2] , (13)

where 𝜎 is the membrane tension, 𝜅 is the membrane bending rigidity, 𝑘 is the monolayer stretching coefficient, and 𝑒 is the surface distance away from the membrane mid-surface [see Fig. 1].

The external elastic energy representing oscillatory loadings and the loading profile are defined as:

𝑒𝑥𝑡 =

∫_{𝑆𝑝} 𝑑𝒓ℎ𝑝(𝒓, 𝑡), (14)

𝑝(𝒓, 𝑡) = 𝑝_0 exp ( − 12|𝒓|^2 𝑤^2 ) sin (𝜔𝑡), (15)

where 𝑝_0 is the loading amplitude, and 𝑤 is the width of the loading profile characterized by the Gaussian function. The integration is performed in the area 𝑆_𝑝, which is the projection onto the reference plane. Considering the previous micropipette aspiration test in blood granulocytes [14], where experiments were carried out with pipette sizes of 2–2.75 𝜇m and suction pressures of ≥ 1 Pa, the loading amplitude 𝑝_0 and the width of the loading profile 𝑤 was set as 𝑝_0 = 0.5 Pa and 𝑤 = 1 𝜇m, respectively. The loading area is equal to or smaller than the scan sizes in the AFM experiment (≥ 2.0 𝜇m × 2.0 𝜇m) [1]. In in vivo, the shear stress varies from 1 to 60 dynes/cm^2 (0.1–6 Pa) depending in particular on vessel types [35]. Thus, the loading amplitude 𝑝_0 corresponds to the physiologically relevant stress in the microcirculation. The scale of force applied to area 𝑤 corresponds to gaps in the endothelial barrier (∼ 1 𝜇m) during the initial stages of transmigration of cancer cells [6], and can be found, for example, in RBC-platelet [54] or RBC-microparticle [53] hydrodynamic interactions. Representative snapshots of extending membranes are shown in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). We also confirm that the given amplitude of oscillatory tensile loadings is small, and hence the linear mechanical responses of the membrane to weak oscillations should be investigated, see panel (c) of Fig. 2.

We have a dynamical equations of the membrane based on the Stokes approximation and the differentiation of the aforementioned Rayleighian (9). The precise derivation of the equation is described in Appendix §A.

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 3 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

2.3. Dynamical equations and methodology The Fourier transforms of surface and bulk quantities in the (𝑥, 𝑦) plane are defined by:

𝑓 (𝒓, 𝑡) = ∫ 𝑑𝒒 (2𝜋)^2

̂𝑓 (𝒒, 𝑡)𝑒^{𝑖𝒒⋅𝒓}, (16)

𝑔(𝒓, 𝑧, 𝑡) = ∫ 𝑑𝒒 (2𝜋)^2

̂𝑔(𝒒, 𝑧, 𝑡)𝑒^{𝑖𝒒⋅𝒓}, (17)

where 𝒒 is a wave-vector in the semi-Fourier space. Thus, we have ̂ℎ(𝒒, 𝑡) and ̂𝜌(𝒒, 𝑡) by Eq. (16), and ̂𝑽 (𝒒, 𝑧, 𝑡) by Eq. (17). The caret symbol “̂” is omitted below (e.g., ̂ℎ(𝒒, 𝑡) is simply rewritten as ℎ(𝒒, 𝑡)).

Assuming axial symmetry with respect to the 𝑧-axis (𝑥 = 𝑦 = 0), we obtain the linear time-evolution equation of ℎ(𝒒, 𝑡) and 𝜌(𝒒, 𝑡) as:

𝜕_𝑡 ( 𝑞ℎ 𝑞𝜌 ) = −𝐌(𝑞) ( 𝑞ℎ(𝒒, 𝑡) 𝑞𝜌(𝒒, 𝑡) ) (18)

+ ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝜋𝑝_0𝑤^2 48𝜂 exp ( −𝑤^2𝑞^2∕48 ) sin (𝜔𝑡) 0 ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ ,

where 𝐌(𝑞) is the dynamical matrix:

𝐌(𝑞) = ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝜎𝑞 + ̃𝜅𝑞^3 4𝜂 − 𝑘𝑒𝑞 4𝜂 − 𝑘𝑒𝑞^4 𝑏 + 𝜂𝑞 + 𝜂_𝑠𝑞^2 𝑘𝑞^2 2 ( 𝑏 + 𝜂𝑞 + 𝜂_𝑠𝑞^2 )

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ . (19)

By reference to previous experimental works [5, 36, 42, 40, 23], the following standard parameter values for lipid bilayers [17] are used in this study: ̃𝜅 (= 𝜅 + 2𝑘𝑒^2) is the effective bending rigidity at fixed lipid densities [47], 𝜅 = 10^{−19} J, 𝑘 = 0.1 J/m^2, 𝑒 = 1.0 nm, 𝑏 = 10^9 J⋅s/m^4, 𝜂 = 10^{−3} J⋅s/m^3, and 𝜂_𝑠 (= 𝜂_2 + 𝜆_2∕2) is the surface viscosity (= 10^{−9} J⋅s/m^2) [5, 36, 42, 40, 23]. For instance, those model parameters about human RBCs were reviewed in [55]: the surface viscosity (𝜂_𝑠) is (7±2)×10^{−7} J⋅s/m^2, the intermonolayer friction coefficient (𝑏) is 0.2–1.2×10^9 J⋅s/m^4, the bending elastic modulus (𝜅) is (1.15 ± 0.9) × 10^{−19} J, the area compressibility modulus corresponding to the monolayer stretching coefficient (𝑘) is 0.399 ± 0.11 J/m^2. Since the surface viscosity of the RBC is influenced by structure and the mechanical integrity of the spectrin network (RBC skeleton), the resultant value tends to be greater than pure lipid bilayers. Overall, order of the magnitude of model parameters of lipid bilayers in this study are consistent with those in human RBC.

The explicit fourth-order Runge-Kutta method is used for the time integration. Owing to the axial symmetry assumption, the Fourier transform leads to Hankel transform, and we have ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ ℎ(𝑟, 𝑡) 𝜌(𝑟, 𝑡) 𝜏_{𝑧𝑧}(𝑟, 𝑡) ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ = 1 2𝜋 ∫ ∞ 0 𝑑𝑞 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ ℎ(𝑞, 𝑡) 𝜌(𝑞, 𝑡) 𝜏_{𝑧𝑧}(𝑞, 𝑡) ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ 0(𝑞𝑟)𝑞, (20)

where 𝜏_{𝑧𝑧} is the normal stress acting on the membrane, and 0 is the Bessel function of the first kind. In particular, the form of 𝜏^±_{𝑧𝑧} in Fourier space is:

𝜏^±_{𝑧𝑧}(𝒒) = ∓ 2𝜂𝑞𝜕_𝑡ℎ(𝒒) ± 𝜋𝑝_0𝑤^2 24 exp ( −𝑤^2𝑞^2∕48 ) sin (𝜔𝑡). (21)

The first term on the right-hand side represents the (𝑧, 𝑧) component of the liquid stress tensor 𝑇_{𝑖𝑗} ≡ −𝑃 𝛿_{𝑖𝑗} +𝜂 ( 𝜕_𝑖𝑣_𝑗 + 𝜕_𝑗 𝑣_𝑖 ) , evaluated for the upper and lower monolayers; 𝑃 is a one of the Lagrange multiplier fields (see Appendix §A) corresponding to the hydrostatic pressure; and 𝛿_{𝑖𝑗} is the Kronecker delta.

2.4. Analysis of dynamical viscoelasticity We assume a linear mechanical response of the membrane to weak oscillatory strains 𝜀(𝑡) = 𝜀_0 exp (𝑖𝜔𝑡), and evaluate the stress on the membrane Σ(𝑡) = Σ_0 exp 𝑖(𝜔𝑡 + 𝛿) as: Σ(𝑡) = 𝐸^∗(𝜔)𝜀(𝑡), (22)

where 𝛿 is the phase difference between the tensile strain 𝜀(𝑡) and stress 𝜎(𝑡). 𝐸^∗(𝜔) can be decomposed into two components:

𝐸^∗(𝜔) =

Σ(𝑡) 𝜀(𝑡) = Σ_0 𝜀_0

(cos 𝛿 + 𝑖 sin 𝛿) = 𝐸^′(𝜔) + 𝑖𝐸^{′′}(𝜔),

(23)

where the real part 𝐸^′(𝜔)(= (Σ_0∕𝜀_0) cos 𝛿) is the storage modulus representing the elastic component of the stress, and the imaginary part 𝐸^{′′}(𝜔)(= (Σ_0∕𝜀_0) sin 𝛿) is the loss modulus representing the viscous part [37, 50]. We also define the loss tangent as

tan 𝛿 = 𝐸^{′′}∕𝐸^′. (24)

Although various experimental techniques have been proposed to measure the dynamical viscosity of the membrane, it is still a challenge to track the lipid dynamics during deformation. Optical tweezer experiments showed that a membrane shape corresponding to the membrane strain of 1,2- dioleoyl-𝑠𝑛-glycero-3-phosphocholine(DOPC) giant unilamellar vesicles reflects applied forces [29]. In this study, instead of introducing membrane area strain, we can directly track the lipid molecular density, which is the basis for dynamical models including lipid tilt near molecular inclusions or physiochemical interaction of lipids. In this study, therefore, the strain 𝜀(𝑡) and stress Σ(𝑡) are evaluated by the scaled mass density in upper monolayer 𝜌^+(𝑡) in Eq. (7) [or the mean scaled mass density, 𝜌 = ( 𝜌^+ − 𝜌^− ) ∕2] and the normal stress acting on the membrane in upper monolayer 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧}(𝑡) in Eq. (21). Since the applied loading amplitude 𝑝_0 is still small, and since it is practically difficult to quantify the dynamical viscoelasticity of the whole membrane, the aforementioned scaled density and normal stress are evaluated at the center (𝑟 = 0) of the membrane (i.e., 𝜌^+|_{𝑟=0} and 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧}|_{𝑟=0}), where the amplitudes are maximized.

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 4 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

3. Results

First, we investigate the membrane behavior under oscillatory tensile loadings with a specific frequency 𝑓 for infinitesimally small surface tension 𝜎 = 0 N/m. Figures 2(a) and 2(b) show one cycle of ℎ, the mean scaled density 𝜌, i.e., 𝜌 = ( 𝜌^+ − 𝜌^− ) ∕2, corresponding to the upper monolayer scaled density 𝜌^+, the normal stress on the upper monolayer along the 𝑧-direction 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧}, and external loads 𝑝_{ext} at the center of the membrane (𝑟 = 0) for different loading frequencies 𝑓 (= 10^2 Hz and 10^3 Hz) after they have fully developed, where these values are normalized by each amplitude 𝜒_{max}, and shifted so that each baseline is the mean value 𝜒_m. Since the membrane height ℎ and density 𝜌 at 𝑟 = 0 (i.e., ℎ|_{𝑟=0} and 𝜌|_{𝑟=0}) drift as time passes, we use data after they have fully saturated to quantify the phase differences between these values. Hereafter, we redescribe ℎ|_{𝑟=0} → ℎ_{𝑟0}, 𝜌|_{𝑟=0} → 𝜌_{𝑟0}, 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧}|_{𝑟=0} → 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)}, and 𝑝_{ext} |_{𝑟=0} → 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)}. At relatively low frequency 𝑓 = 10^2 Hz, there is no significant phase differences between 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} and 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)} and between ℎ_{𝑟0} and 𝜌_{𝑟0}, where the latter values (ℎ_{𝑟0} and 𝜌_{𝑟0}) are delayed from the other two (𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} and 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)}) [Fig. 2(a)]. A higher frequency condition (𝑓 = 10^3 Hz) causes apparent phase differences between these values, where the stress 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} and scaled density 𝜌_{𝑟0} start to be later for the external load 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)} and height ℎ_{𝑟0}, respectively [Fig. 2(b)].

We also investigate Lissajous-Bowditch plots [38, 30] of 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} versus 𝜌_{𝑟0}, following the classical method of analyzing nonlinear oscillations. We recall that an elastic solid corresponds to a straight line deviated at 𝜋∕4 from the 𝑦-axis, a Newtonian fluid corresponds to a perfect circle, and viscoelastic materials under small-amplitude oscillatory loadings correspond to an ellipse whose major axis deviates at 𝜋∕4 from 𝑦-axis. Nonlinear responses can generally lead to a more complex shape, which itself is a characterization of the nonlinear viscoelasticity of the suspension [38], as is usually observed under large-amplitude oscillatory loadings. The results for the membrane are shown in Fig. 2(c), where the Lissajous plots are asymptotic from the ellipsoidal shape to the circle shape as 𝑓 increases. The result indicates that the given amplitude is small enough to assume a linear mechanical response of the membrane to oscillatory tensile loadings. Hereafter, we consider small-amplitude oscillatory loadings.

Figures 3(a) and 3(b) show a series of representative snapshots of the deformed membrane during loading cycle 𝑇 (= 1∕𝑓 = 10^{−2} s), where color contours represent the mean scaled density 𝜌, and the stress in the tensile direction 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧}. At the phase when the height of the membrane (ℎ_{𝑟0}) is the maximum (𝑡 = 0), 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} is large, while the density responds late [Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)]. Figure 3(c) shows one cycle of ℎ_{𝑟0}, 𝜌_{𝑟0}, 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)}, and 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)} after they have fully developed (𝑡 ≥ 1 s). Considering Eq. (23), the storage modulus 𝐸^′ and loss modulus 𝐸^{′′} can be quantified using 𝜌^+_{𝑟0} and 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)}, and the results are shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), respectively. Pre-

Figure 2: (a, b) Time history of the calculated values 𝜒: membrane height ℎ_{𝑟0} (red solid line), mean scaled density 𝜌_{𝑟0} (blue dashed line), membrane stress 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} (green solid line), and external load 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)} (black dashed line) at the center of the membrane 𝑟 = 0 during a period 𝑇 , obtained with (a) 𝑓 = 10^2 Hz and (b) 𝑓 = 10^3 Hz. These values are normalized by each amplitude 𝜒_{max}, and shifted so that each baseline is the mean value 𝜒_m. (c) Lissajous-Bowditch plots of normalized membrane stress [ 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} − (𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)})_m ] ∕(𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)})_{max} versus normal-

ized scaled mass density [ 𝜌_{𝑟0} − (𝜌_{𝑟0})_m ] ∕(𝜌_{𝑟0})_{max} for different 𝑓 (= 10^2 and 10^3 Hz). The results are obtained with infinitesimally small surface tension 𝜎 = 0.

vious AFM experimental data of DPPC bilayers by [1] are also plotted, where 𝐸^′ = 63±15.3 MPa and 𝐸^{′′} = 89±20.0 MPa for high frequencies 𝑓 = 150–420 kHz. Furthermore, experimental data of liquid-condensed (LC-)DPPC monolayers for low frequencies 𝑂(𝑓 ) = 10^{−1}–10^1 Hz by [7, 27] are also plotted, where the surface viscoelasticity 𝐸^∗_𝑠 were quantified by applying oscillatory magnetic field. Assuming 1-nm thickness of LC-DPPC, corresponding to the half of the bilayer thickness in our model (i.e., 𝑒 = 1 nm), the surface viscoelasticity was converted to our metrics, i.e., 𝐸^∗ = 𝐸^∗_𝑠 ∕𝑒 [48]. A more precise description about the translational and rotational drug on a cylinder in a membrane should be referred to [24]. Our numerical results show that both the storage modulus 𝐸^′ and loss modulus 𝐸^{′′} increase with

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 5 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

Figure 3: (a, b) Representative snapshots of an extending membrane under tensile loadings for 𝑓 = 10^2 Hz, where color contours represent (a) the mean scaled density 𝜌 and (b) the membrane stress 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧}. (c) Distribution of the calculated values 𝜒 at each time period (𝑡 = 0, 𝑇 ∕4, 𝑇 ∕2, and 3𝑇 ∕4) for 𝑓 = 10^2 Hz. The results are obtained with 𝜎 = 0.

frequency 𝑓 (Fig. 4). These tendencies are consistent with those in previous experimental results for low frequencies [7, 27]. Especially at the highest membrane tension 𝜎 = 1 mN/m, both values agree well with previous AFM measurements [1]. We evaluate the calculated 𝐸^′ and 𝐸^{′′} based on the power law of 𝑦 = 𝛽𝑥^𝛼. At the highest 𝜎 (= 1 mN/m), for instance, the increases of 𝐸^′ for relatively low 𝑓 (≤ 10^3 Hz) can be well approximated as 𝐸^′ ∝ 𝑓^{0.075}, while 𝐸^{′′} for the whole range of 𝑓 (10^0 Hz ≤ 𝑓 ≤ 10^6 Hz) that we investigated can be well approximated as 𝐸^{′′} ∝ 𝑓^{0.86}. Note that the mean value and standard deviation of 𝛼 for different 𝜎 were 0.103 ± 0.059 Pa in 𝐸^′ and 0.753 ± 0.251 Pa in 𝐸^{′′}. These results indicate that a lipid bilayer membrane characterized by a fluid membrane cannot be modeled as Maxwell materials (Appendix §B), where 𝐸^′ ∝ 𝑓^2 and 𝐸^{′′} ∝ 𝑓 for low 𝑓 .

To investigate the effects of frequency 𝑓 and membrane tension 𝜎, the phase differences between ℎ_{𝑟0}, 𝜌_{𝑟0}, 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)}, and 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)} as a function of frequency 𝑓 are shown in Figs. 5(a)– (c). The phase difference 𝛿_{ℎ,𝑝} between ℎ_{𝑟0} and 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)} is shown in Fig. 5(a). The results show that 𝛿_{ℎ,𝑝} gradually reaches 𝜋∕2 as the frequency 𝑓 increases and as the membrane tension 𝜎 decreases [Fig. 5(a)].

On the other hand, the phase difference 𝛿_{𝜌,𝑝} between 𝜌_{𝑟0} and 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)} gradually reaches 𝜋 as the frequency 𝑓 increases and as the membrane tension 𝜎 decreases [Fig. 5(b)]. In comparison with 𝛿_{ℎ,𝑝} [Fig. 5(a)], the effect of the membrane tension 𝜎 on the phase difference 𝛿_{𝜌,𝑝} is relatively small.

Similar to 𝛿_{ℎ,𝑝}, the phase difference 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} between 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} and 𝜌_{𝑟0} reaches 𝜋∕2 as the frequency 𝑓 increases and as the membrane tension 𝜎 decreases [Fig. 5(c)]. Especially for higher frequencies 𝑓 ≥ 10^4 Hz, 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} are uniformly close to 𝜋∕2 independently of 𝜎 [Fig. 5(c)].

Considering the specific value of 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} = 𝜋∕4, i.e., the loss tangent tan (𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} ) = 1, the membrane characteristic shifts from elastic-dominant [i.e., 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} < 𝜋∕4 and tan (𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} ) < 1] to viscous dominant [i.e., 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} > 𝜋∕4 and tan (𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} ) > 1] as the frequency 𝑓 increases [Fig. 5(c)]. Furthermore, the transition appears within the range of 40 Hz ≤ 𝑓 ≤ 400 Hz for all 𝜎 that we investigated [Fig. 5(c)].

We also investigated the effect of the width of the loading profile 𝑤 on viscoelastic metrics. The results of 𝐸^′, 𝐸^{′′}, and 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} at 𝜎 = 0 for 10^1 Hz ≤ 𝑓 ≤ 10^3 Hz, obtained with different widths of the loading profile 𝑤 (= 0.5 and 2 𝜇m) are superposed on Figs. 4 and 5(c). The results are shown in Fig. 6. The storage modulus 𝐸^′ tends to increase as 𝑤 decreases [Fig. 6(a)], while 𝐸^{′′} remains almost the same [Fig. 6(b)]. As a consequence, the phase difference 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} increases with 𝑤 [Fig. 6(c)]. A small 𝑤 leads to a large curvature, resulting in large internal elastic energy (or power) of the membrane and large 𝐸^′. The results indicate that apparent fluidity of a 2D fluid membrane becomes greater with larger loading profile 𝑤.

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 6 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

Figure 4: Storage modulus (a) 𝐸^′ and loss modulus (b) 𝐸^{′′} as a function of frequency 𝑓 for different membrane tensions 𝜎. Experimental data by [1, 7, 27] are also plotted, where the data of [27] at the oscillatory amplitude of 8 mN/m^{(∗1)} and 10 mN/m^{(∗2)} are shown. Power laws obtained with the largest 𝜎 (= 1 mN/m) for 𝐸^′ in relatively small 𝑓 ≤ 10^3 Hz and for 𝐸^{′′} in the whole range of 𝑓 are also shown as dash-dot lines.

4. Discussion

Recent experimental techniques have made it possible to measure the dynamical viscoelasticity of the lipid bilayer, where classical viscoelastic metrics as complex “shear” moduli, 𝐺^∗(𝜔) = 𝐺^′(𝜔) + 𝑖𝐺^{′′}(𝜔), are quantified assuming a linear mechanical response of the membrane to oscillatory shear strain [7, 20, 27]. These attempts have shown that monolayers of LC-DPPC tend to behave as viscous dominant (𝐺^′ < 𝐺^{′′}) as frequency increases, especially for 𝑂(𝑓 ) ≥ 10^0 Hz [7, 27]. It is also known that complex shear moduli of a phospholipid bilayer composed of 1,2-dimyristoyl-sn-glycero-3-phospho-choline (DMPC) are affected by membrane states or temperatures, wherein a viscous-dominant (𝐺^{′′} > 𝐺^′) state is uniformly present at the liquid-gel transition temperature (= 23.5^◦C) independently of frequency, while at a liquid phase temperature (= 20.1^◦C) or gel phase temperature (= 25.8^◦C), the viscous-dominant state occurs at low frequencies (𝑂(𝑓 ) < 10^0 Hz) and the elastic-dominant (𝐺^{′′} < 𝐺^′) state occurs at high frequencies (𝑂(𝑓 ) > 10^0 Hz) [20]. Applying tensile loadings using AFM, Al-Rekabi et al. showed the effect of cholesterol concentration on the dynamical viscoelasticity [1], at relatively high frequencies

Figure 5: Phase differences (a) 𝛿_{ℎ,𝑝} between ℎ_{𝑟0} and 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)}, (b) 𝛿_{𝜌,𝑝} between 𝜌_{𝑟0} and 𝑝_{ext(𝑟0)}, and (c) 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} between 𝜏^+_{𝑧𝑧(𝑟0)} and 𝜌_{𝑟0} as a function of frequency 𝑓 for different surface tensions 𝜎. Dashed and dash-dot lines in panel (a) and (c) represent specific phase difference values of 0.5 and 0.25, respectively.

(∼ 150–420 kHz), of a lipid bilayer composed of a DPPCcholesterol mixture. Despite these insights, the dynamical viscoelastic characteristics of a bilayer composed of pure phospholipid (e.g., DPPC) has not yet been fully described, especially under tensile loadings. Furthermore, there is still no consensus on the transition mechanism between the viscousand elastic-dominant states in lipid bilayers. We therefore tackle this issue by model analysis following a previous theoretical and numerical study by [17], and quantify the dynamical viscoelasticity of an almost planar bilayer membrane, characterized as a 2D fluid membrane, under oscillatory ten-

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 7 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

Figure 6: (a) 𝐸^′, (b) 𝐸^{′′}, and (c) 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} at 𝜎 = 0 in 10^1 ≤ 𝑓 ≤ 10^3 Hz for different widths of loading profile 𝑤 (= 0.5, and 2 𝜇m).

sile loadings. We obtain hydrodynamical equations of bilayer membranes using Onsager’s variational principle, which is an established unified framework for the dissipative dynamics of soft matter systems [12, 18].

In this study, viscoelastic metrics 𝐸^∗(𝜔) = 𝐸^′(𝜔)+𝑖𝐸^{′′}(𝜔) as a response to tensile loadings are introduced, and are quantified by the time difference between the scaled mass density 𝜌 and normal stress acting on the membrane 𝜏_{𝑧𝑧}. Our numerical results show that membrane characteristics shift from the elastic-dominant state to the viscous-dominant state (𝐸^{′′} > 𝐸^′) when the frequency 𝑓 increases (Fig. 5), which is consistent with previous AFM experimental measurements in DPPC bilayers [1] and in cells [43]. The resultant viscoelastic behavior of the membrane under tensile loadings cannot be estimated by the well-known Maxwell materials, where complex moduli can be estimated as 𝐸^′ ∝ 𝑓^2 and 𝐸^{′′} ∝ 𝑓 for low 𝑓 (see also Appendix §B). Our study further provides conclusive evidence that a 2D fluid membrane featuring lipid bilayers exhibits a transition between the viscousand elastic-dominant states depending on oscillatory loading frequencies. Such transitions appear within the range of 40 Hz ≤ 𝑓 ≤ 400 Hz at a 1-𝜇m width (𝑤 = 1 𝜇m) of the loading profile for all surface tensions 𝜎 that we investigated (0 ≤ 𝜎 ≤ 1 mN/m). The transition shifts to a lower frequency range as 𝑤 increases (Fig. 6). These numerical results, especially at 𝑤 = 1 𝜇m, suggest that vesicle membranes behave almost as elastic sheets under a physiological human heartbeat, which is close to 1 Hz, and that viscous characteristics emerge at high frequencies 𝑂(𝑓 ) ≥ 10^1 Hz, which may occur with artificial blood pumps. Therefore, this knowledge may be helpful for designing novel artificial blood pumps to prevent the risk of vesicle rupture. More recently, the use of microbubbles coated with a biocompatible shell (e.g., lipid bilayers) as an ultrasound contrast agent has attracted attention not only for echocardiographybut also for tumor detection and other therapeutic purposes [57]. The range of microbubble sizes appropriate for clinical use corresponds to resonance frequencies on the order of 1–10 MHz. However, the dynamical viscoelasticity of such a shell is still debated. Our numerical results provide insights into its design, in terms of the mechanical properties necessary for adequate adaption to surrounding solvents with high oscillatory frequencies.

To understand the transition mechanism between the viscousand elastic-dominant states, we calculate the relaxation rates, which correspond to the eigenvalues 𝛾_𝑖(𝑞) (𝑖 = 1 or 2) of the dynamical matrix 𝐌(𝑞) in Eq. (19) as a function of wavenumber 𝑞 for different surface tensions as shown in Fig. 7, where 𝛾_𝑖(𝑞) are obtained with the standard values given below Eq. (19). The values of 𝛾_1 increase with 𝜎 at relatively low 𝑞 and collapse on a single curve for high 𝑞. The values of 𝛾_2 are much lower than those of 𝛾_1, and the two follow almost the same line except for infinitesimally small 𝜎 (= 0). It is known that 𝛾_1 corresponds to the relaxation of ℎ at fixed 𝜌, while 𝛾_2 corresponds to the relaxation of 𝜌 at fixed ℎ [17]. Considering the scale of loading area 𝑤 (= 1 𝜇m), let us take a representative wavelength 𝜆 (= 2𝜋∕𝑞) = 1 𝜇m, corresponding to 𝑞 ≥ 10^6 m^{−1}. The values of 𝛾_1 collapse for over 10^7 Hz, while those of 𝛾_2 collapse around 10^2 Hz independently of 𝜎. For lower loading frequencies 𝑓 < 10^2 Hz, 𝛾_𝑖 for 𝑞 > 10^6 ≈ 1∕𝑤 are higher than 𝑓 . This indicates that the membrane exhibits fast relaxation or immediately respond to loadings, resulting in small phase differences. For higher loading frequencies 𝑓 > 10^2 Hz, 𝛾_𝑖 lower than 𝑓 appears for 𝑞 > 1∕𝑤. Hence, the membrane cannot fully attenuate the scaled density 𝜌, whose relaxation is represented by 𝛾_2, under such high loading frequencies. Consequently, the phase difference 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} increases. Rigato et al. [43] experimentally studied the rheological behavior of the mouse fibroblast-like cell line 3T3 in a vast frequency range by treating the cells

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 8 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

with four different drugs. They quantified viscoelastic properties with frequency-dependent complex shear moduli (𝐺^′ and 𝐺^{′′}). Although the magnitudes of the modulus were different from those of the metrics in our study (𝐸^′ and 𝐸^{′′}), they also exhibited state transitions at specific frequencies. Furthermore, the transition frequency was lower in cells with disrupted actin or reduced prestress (28 kHz and 56 kHz, respectively; compared to 84 kHz for untreated cells) [43]. These experimental results are consistent with our numerical results obtained with larger surface tensions 𝜎 [Fig. 5(c)]. A more recent theoretical study by [19] proposed a hierarchical model, which is in broad agreement with all existing experimentally measured 𝐺^′ and 𝐺^{′′} in [43]. Despite these efforts, the authors acknowledged that there is still no consensus on the mechanism of the change. Our numerical results of 𝛿_{𝜌,𝜏}+_{𝑧𝑧} [Fig. 5(𝑐)] and the relaxation rates (Fig. 7) may provide one explanation for the problem. Although some similarities are found in our metrics 𝐸^∗ and complex shear moduli 𝐺^∗, rigorous experimental measurements of the delay of resultant membrane strain (or force) from given forces (or membrane strain) are required to relate with each other, which will be the topic of a future study.

Figure 7: The eigenvalues of the dynamical matrix 𝐌(𝑞) in Eq. (19) as a function of wave-vector 𝑞 for different surface tensions 𝜎: 𝛾_1(𝑞) (solid lines) and 𝛾_2(𝑞) (dashed lines). The results are obtained with the standard values given in the text. The dash-dot line represents the eigenvalues at 100 Hz.

The calculated complex moduli (𝐸^′ and 𝐸^{′′}) obtained with the specific surface tension 𝜎 = 1 mN/m agree well with those in DPPC bilayers [1]. Although surface tension depends on various conditions, e.g., temperature and cholesterol concentration, the orders of magnitude that we investigated (0 ≤ 𝜎 ≤ 1 mN/m) cover the physiologically relevant surface tension not only of a bilayer composed of pure phospholipid but also of some cell membranes such as lined structures. For instance, the interfacial tension of a lipid bilayer was numerically estimated in the range of 6 to 200 mN/m [16, 25]. By applying a pressure difference on both sides of the membrane and measuring its curvature, the interfacial tension of lipid bilayers is identified as 3.4±0.6 mN/m, with variation depending on the electrolyte composition [9]: 1.623 mN/m and 4.715 mN/m for pure lecithin and pure cholesterol membranes, respectively [39]. Using AFM, the lateral tension of pore-spanning lipid bilayers composed of N,N,-dimethyl-N,N,-dioctadecylammoniumbromide (DODAB) was estimated as 1.0 mN/m in the fluid state, and as 5.0 mN/m in the gel state [51]. Considering these studies, the order of magnitude of surface tension of lipid bilayers in the fluid state can be estimated as 𝑂(𝜎) = 1 mN/m. Hence, our numerical results for complex moduli and the phase differences obtained with 𝜎 = 1 mN/m potentially represent the dynamical viscoelasticity of a lipid bilayer membrane in the fluid state and at fixed temperature.

Although we considered a homogeneous lipid bilayer membrane, cell membranes in vivo contain non-negligible numbers of various proteins, e.g., cholesterol and phosphatidylcholine, and are embedded with various functional molecules such as peptides, proteins, and polysaccharides. Previous studies have revealed that changes to the local mechanical properties of the cell membrane regulate the propagation of forces in cells [26]. Moreover, it has been reported that mechanical properties can modulate a membrane’s interface with its surrounding liquid and selectively control ionic adsorption and condensation [8]. Hence, it would be interesting to study how these factors, which may be roughly represented by stretching or bending stiffness in our membrane model, change the dynamical viscoelasticity of the membrane. Further systematic analysis to investigate the effect of membrane parameters on 𝐸^′ and 𝐸^{′′} will constitute a future study.

Our numerical results and quantitative model analysis of the dynamical viscoelasticity of lipid bilayers characterized as a 2D fluid membrane will be helpful to build more rigorous continuum membrane models that consider multi-scale dynamics, and to gain insights not only into active or passive cell dynamics but also into vesicle design for drug delivery systems [22].

5. Conclusions

We have explored the dynamical viscoelasticity of a 2D fluid membrane featuring lipid bilayers under oscillatory tensile loadings. Following a previous theoretical and numerical study by [17], we have used hydrodynamical equations of bilayer membranes. Our numerical results show that membrane characteristics shift from elastic dominant to viscous dominant (𝐸^′ < 𝐸^{′′}) when the frequency 𝑓 increases. Thus, our study provides conclusive evidence that a 2D fluid membrane exhibits state transition depending on the oscillatory loading frequencies. Calculated complex moduli are consistent with previous experimental measurements in both low and high frequencies [1, 7, 27]. In particular, calculated complex moduli obtained with a specific surface tension (𝜎 = 1 mN/m) agree well with those in a previous experimental work using AFM and DPPC bilayers, at high frequencies [1]. Our numerical results obtained with the width of loading profile 𝑤 = 1 𝜇m further show that state transition appears within the range 40 Hz ≤ 𝑓 ≤ 400 Hz almost independently

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 9 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

of surface tension 𝜎. The transition shifts to a lower frequency range as the width of loading profile increases. These numerical results provide fundamental knowledge to build more rigorous continuum membrane models that consider multi-scale dynamics, and yield insight into characteristic cell dynamics at various time scales.

Credit author statement

Naoki Takeishi, Masaya Santo, Naoto Yokoyama: data curation, figure construction, validation, Naoto Yokoyama, Shigeo Wada: advisor, conceptualization, Naoto Yokoyama: Methodology, Naoki Takeishi, Naoto Yokoyama: reviewing and editing.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgements

This research was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP20H04504. N.T. is grateful for the financial support of UCL-Osaka Partner Funds. The presented study was partially funded by Daicel Corporation. Last but not least, N.T. thanks Mr. Yu Taniguchi, Dr. Hiroshi Yamashita, and also Prof. Masako Sugihara-Seki for helpful discussions.

A. Derivation of the dynamical equation

Let us take a total differential form of the solvent velocity 𝑉^±_𝑖 = 𝑉^±_𝑖 (𝒓, ℎ(𝒓)), (𝑖 = 𝑥 and 𝑦),

𝑑𝑉^±_𝑖 =

𝜕𝑉^±_𝑖 𝜕𝑟_𝑖 𝑑𝑟_𝑖 +

𝜕𝑉^±_𝑖 𝜕ℎ 𝑑ℎ, 𝜕𝑉^±_𝑖 𝜕ℎ 𝜕ℎ 𝜕𝑟_𝑖

= 0,

𝜕𝑉^±_𝑖 𝜕𝑧 𝜕_𝑖ℎ = 0 (∵ ℎ = 𝑧, 𝜕∕𝜕𝑟_𝑖 = 𝜕_𝑖). (25)

Thus, we obtain Eq. (6) from the no-slip boundary condition, Eq. (4):

𝑣^±_𝑖 = 𝑉^±_𝑖 |_{𝑧=ℎ}, (∵ (4))

→ 𝜕_𝑖𝑣^±_𝑖 = 𝜕_𝑖𝑉^±_𝑖 |_{𝑧=ℎ} +

𝜕𝑉^±_𝑖 𝜕𝑧 | | |𝑧=ℎ

𝜕_𝑖ℎ,

= 𝜕_𝑖𝑉^±_𝑖 |_{𝑧=ℎ} (∵ (25)), = − 𝜕𝑉^±_𝑧 𝜕𝑧 | | |𝑧=ℎ

(∵ (2)). (26)

Finally we have Eq. (7) as:

𝜕_𝑡𝜌^± = −𝜕_𝑖𝑣^±_𝑖 , (∵ (3))

= 𝜕𝑉^±_𝑧 𝜕𝑧 | | |𝑧=ℎ

, (∵ (26)),

→ 𝜌^± = ∫ 𝜕𝑉^±_𝑧 𝜕𝑧 | | |𝑧=ℎ 𝑑𝑡. (27)

Taking into account the constraints described in (2)–(5), and introducing the Lagrange multiplier fields 𝑃^±(𝑹), 𝜁^±(𝒓), 𝜇^±_𝑖 (𝒓), and 𝛾^±(𝒓), we take an extremum for the functional ^∗ ∗ = ∑ 𝜖=± ∫_𝐵𝜖 𝑑𝑹 [ 𝜂𝐷^𝜖_{𝛼𝛽} 𝐷^𝜖_{𝛼𝛽} − 𝑃^𝜖 𝜕_𝛼𝑉^𝜖_𝛼 ]

+ ∑ 𝜖=± ∫ 𝑑𝒓 [ 𝜂_2𝑑^𝜖_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑑^𝜖_{𝑖𝑗} + 𝜆_2 2 𝑑^𝜖_{𝑖𝑖}𝑑^𝜖_{𝑗𝑗} + 𝜁^𝜖 ( ̇𝜌^𝜖 + 𝜕_𝑖𝑣^𝜖_𝑖 )

+ 𝜇^𝜖_𝑖 ( 𝑣^𝜖_𝑖 − 𝑉^𝜖_𝑖 ) + 𝛾^𝜖 ( ̇ ℎ − 𝑉^𝜖_𝑧 ) +𝑘 ( 𝜌^𝜖 + 𝜖𝑒∇^2ℎ ) ̇𝜌^𝜖 + 𝜖𝑘𝑒∇^2 ( 𝜌^𝜖 + 𝜖𝑒∇^2ℎ ) ̇ ℎ ] + ∫ 𝑑𝒓 [ 𝑏 2 ( 𝒗^+ − 𝒗^−

)_2 + ( 𝜅∇^4ℎ − 𝜎∇^2ℎ + 𝑝_0 exp ( −12|𝒓|^2∕𝑤^2

)) ̇ ℎ ] . (28)

Taking an extremum for ^∗ with respect to the fields 𝑉^±_𝛼 , ̇𝜌^±, ̇ℎ, 𝑣^±_𝑖 , 𝑃^±, 𝜁^±, 𝜇^±_𝑖 , and 𝛾^± yields

𝜕^∗∕𝜕𝑉^±_𝑖 (𝒓, 0) = 0

→ ∓𝜂 ( 𝜕_𝑧𝑉^±_𝑖 + 𝜕_𝑖𝑉^±_𝑧 ) − 𝜇^±_𝑖 = 0, (29) 𝜕^∗∕𝜕𝑉^±_𝑧 (𝒓, 0) = 0 → ∓2𝜂𝜕_𝑧𝑉^±_𝑖 ± 𝑃^± − 𝛾^± = 0, (30) 𝜕^∗∕𝜕 ̇𝜌^± = 0

→ 𝜁^± + 𝑘 ( 𝜌^± ± 𝑒∇^2ℎ ) = 0, (31) 𝜕^∗∕𝜕 ̇ℎ^± = 0

→ 𝛾^± + ̃𝜅∇^4ℎ − 𝜎∇^2ℎ + 𝑘𝑒∇^2 ( 𝜌^+ − 𝜌^− ) + 𝑝_0 exp ( −12|𝒓|^2∕𝑤^2 ) = 0, (32) 𝜕^∗∕𝜕𝑣^±_𝑖 = 0

→ 𝜂_2𝜕_𝑗 𝜕_𝑗 𝑣^±_𝑖 − ( 𝜂_2 + 𝜆_2 ) 𝜕_𝑖𝜕_𝑗 𝑣^±_𝑗 − 𝜕_𝑖𝜂^± + 𝜇^±_𝑖 + 𝑏 ( 𝑣^±_𝑖 − 𝑣^∓_𝑖 ) = 0. (33)

For further description of the derivation of the membrane hydrodynamic equations in Eqs. (18) and (19), see Ref. [17].

B. Linear Maxwell materials

The constitutive equations for the Maxwell materials, which are represented by a linear combination of the two types of material responses, specifically a dashpot (viscous fluid) and a spring (elastic solid), can be written as

Σ(𝑡) + 𝜂_𝑑 𝐺 ̇Σ(𝑡) = 𝜂_𝑑 ̇𝜀(𝑡), (34)

where Σ(𝑡) and 𝜀(𝑡) are the total stress and strain at time 𝑡, 𝐺 is the elastic constant of the material, and 𝜂_𝑑 is the fluid viscosity. The time derivations of periodic strain 𝜀(𝑡) =

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 10 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

𝜀_0 exp (𝑖𝜔𝑡) and its response Σ(𝑡) = Σ_0 exp (𝑖𝜔𝑡 + 𝛿) are written as

̇𝜀(𝑡) = 𝑖𝜔𝜀_0 exp (𝑖𝜔𝑡) = 𝑖𝜔𝜀(𝑡), (35) ̇Σ(𝑡) = 𝑖𝜔Σ_0 exp (𝑖𝜔𝑡 + 𝛿) = 𝑖𝜔Σ(𝑡), (36)

Substituting these equations into Eq. (34), we have

Σ(𝑡) + 𝑖𝜔 𝜂_𝑑 𝐺 Σ(𝑡) = 𝑖𝜔𝜂_𝑑 𝜀(𝑡),

→Σ(𝑡) = { (𝜔 )^2𝐺 1 + (𝜔 )^2

+ 𝑖 𝜔 𝐺 1 + (𝜔 )^2 } 𝜀(𝑡), (37) = (𝜔 )^2𝐺 1 + (𝜔 )^2 𝜀(𝑡) + 𝜂_𝑑 1 + (𝜔 )^2

̇𝜀(𝑡), (38)

where we have introduced the Maxwell relaxation time = 𝜂_𝑑 ∕𝐺 [37]. Equations (37) and (38) demonstrate that the Maxwell model exhibits a stress response both in and out of phase with the applied deformation. Comparing the expressions in Eq. (22) and Eq. (37), we conclude that complex modulus 𝐺^∗(= 𝐺^′(𝜔) + 𝑖𝐺^{′′}(𝜔)) is defined as:

𝐺^′(𝜔) =

(𝜔 )^2 1 + (𝜔 )^2

𝐺, (39)

𝐺^{′′}(𝜔) = 𝜔

1 + (𝜔 )^2

𝐺. (40)

We also conclude that the stress response can be interpreted in terms of a frequency-dependent elastic modulus ̃𝐺 and viscosity ̃𝜂 as

̃𝐺(𝜔) = 𝐺^′(𝜔) = (𝜔 )^2 1 + (𝜔 )^2

𝐺, (41)

̃𝜂(𝜔) = 1

1 + (𝜔 )^2 𝜂_𝑑 (42)

At short times (𝜔 ≫ 1), the Maxwell model behaves like a solid with the elastic modulus ̃𝐺(𝜔) ≈ 𝐺, while at long times (𝜔 ≪ 1) it behaves as a viscous fluid with viscosity ̃𝜂(𝜔) ≈ 𝜂_𝑑 . The crossover between the two states occurs when the time scale of deformation is similar to the time scale of relaxation, 𝜔^{−1} ∼ .

References

[1] Al-Rekabi, Z., Contera, S., 2018. Multifrequency AFM reveals lipid membrane mechanical properties and the effect of cholesterol in modulating viscoelasticity. Proc. Natl. Acad. USA 115, 2658–2663. doi:10.1073/pnas.1719065115.

[2] Anishkin, A., Loukin, S.H., Teng, J., Kung, C., 2014. Feeling the hidden mechanical forces in lipid bilayer is an original sense. Proc. Natl. Acad. USA 111, 7898–7905. doi:10.1073/pnas.1313364111.

[3] Arroyo, M., DeSimone, A., 2009. Relaxation dynamics of fluid membranes. Phys. Rev. E 79, 031915. doi:10.1103/PhysRevE.79.031915 .

[4] Barthes-Biesel, D., Sgaier, H., 1985. Role of membrane viscosity in the orientation and deformation of a spherical capsule suspended in shear flow. J. Fluid Mech. 160, 119–135. doi:10.1017/S002211208500341X.

[5] Bitbol, A.F., Puff, N., Sakuma, Y., Imai, M., Fourniera, J.B., Angelova, M.I., 2012. Lipid membrane deformation in response to a local ph modification: theory and experiments. Soft Matter 8, 6073– 6082. doi:10.1039/C2SM25519G.

[6] Chen, M., Whisler, J.A., Jeon, J.S., Kamm, R.D., 2013. Mechanisms of tumor cell extravasation in an in vitro microvascular network platform. Integr. Biol. 5, 1262–1271. doi:10.1039/c3ib40149a.

[7] Choi, S.Q., Steltenkamp, S., Zasadzinski, J.A., Squires, T.M., 2011. Active microrheology and simultaneous visualization of sheared phospholipid monolayers. Nat. Commun. 2, 312. doi:10.1038/ncomms1321.

[8] Contera, S.A., Voïtchovsky, K., Ryan, J.F., 2010. Controlled ionic condensation at the surface of a native extremophile membrane. Nanoscale 2, 222–229. doi:10.1039/B9NR00248K.

[9] Coster, H.G., Simons, R., 1968. Energy of formation of bimolecular lipid membranes. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 163, 234–239. doi:10.1016/0005-2736(68)90102-8.

[10] Diz-Muñoz, A., Fletcher, D.A., Weiner, O.D., 2013. Use the force:

Membrane tension as an organizer of cell shape and motility. Trends. Cell Biol. 23, 47–53. doi:10.1016/j.tcb.2012.09.006.

[11] Döbereiner, H.G., 2000. Properties of giant vesicles. Curr. Opin. Colloid Interface Sci. 5, 256–263. doi:10.1016/S1359-0294(00)00064-9.

[12] Doi, M., 2011. Onsager’s variational principle in soft matter. J. Phys. Condens. Matter Phys. 23, 284118. doi:10.1088/0953-8984/23/28/284118 .

[13] Engelman, D.M., 1969. Surface area per lipid molecule in the intact membrane of the human red cell. Nature 223, 1279–1280. doi:10.1038/2231279a0.

[14] Evans, E., Yeung, A., 1989. Apparent viscosity and cortical tension of blood granulocytes determined by micropipet aspiration. Biophys. J 56, 151–160. doi:10.1016/S0006-3495(89)82660-8.

[15] Evans, E., Yeung, A., 1994. Hidden dynamics in rapid changes of bilayer shape. Chem. Phys. Lipids 73, 39–56. doi:10.1016/0009-3084(94)90173-2.

[16] Feller, S.E., Pastor, R.W., 1996. On simulating lipid bilayers with an applied surface tension: periodic boundary conditions and undulations. Biophys. J. 71, 1350–1355. doi:10.1016/S0006-3495(96)79337-2.

[17] Fournier, J.B., 2015. On the hydrodynamics of bilayer membranes. Int. J. Non-Linear Mech. 75, 67–76. doi:10.1016/j.ijnonlinmec.2015.02.006.

[18] Goldstein, H., Poole, C., Safko, J., 2001. Classical Mechanics, 3rd ed. Addison-Wesley, San Francisco.

[19] Hang, J.T., Xu, G.K., Gao, H., 2022. Frequency-dependent transition in power-law rheological behavior of living cells. Sci. Adv. 8, eabn6093. doi:10.1126/sciadv.abn6093.

[20] Harland, C.W., Bradley, M.J., Parthasarathy, R., 2011. Phospholipid bilayers are viscoelastic. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 108, 19146– 19150. doi:10.1073/pnas.1010700107.

[21] Helfrich, W., 1973. Elastic properties of lipid bilayers: theory and possible experiments. Z. NaturForsch. C 28, 693–703. doi:10.1515/znc-1973-11-1209.

[22] Herrmann, I.K., Wood, M.J.A., Fuhrmann, G., 2021. Extracellular vesicles as a next-generation drug delivery platform. Nat. Nanotechnol. 16, 748–759. doi:10.1038/s41565-021-00931-2 .

[23] Horner, A., Akimov, S.A., Pohl, P., 2013. Long and short lipid molecules experience the same interleaflet drag in lipid bilayers. Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 268101. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.268101 .

[24] Hughes, B.D., Pailthorpe, B.A., 1981. The translational and rotational drag on a cylinder moving in a membrane. J. Fluid Mech. 110, 349– 372. doi:10.1017/S0022112081000785.

[25] Jähnig, F., 1996. What is the surface tension of a lipid bilayer membrane? Biophys. J. 71, 1348–1349. doi:10.1016/S0006-3495(96)79336-0.

[26] Janmey, P.A., Kinnunen, P.K.J., 2006. Biophysical properties of lipids and dynamic membranes. Trends. Cell Biol. 16, 538–546. doi:10.1016/j.tcb.2006.08.009.

[27] Kim, K., Choi, S.Q., Zasadzinski, J.A., Squires, T.M., 2011. Interfacial microrheology of dppc monolayers at the air–water interface. Soft Matter 7, 7782–7789. doi:10.1039/C1SM05383C.

[28] Lamers, M.M., Haagmans, B.L., 2022. SARS-CoV-2 pathogenesis.

Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 20, 270–284. doi:10.1038/s41579-022-00713-0.

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 11 of 12

Viscoelasticity of two-dimensional fluid membrane

[29] Lee, H.J., Peterson, E.L., Phillips, R., Klugb, W.S., Wiggins, P.A., 2008. Membrane shape as a reporter for applied forces. Proc. Natl. Acad. USA 105, 19253–19257. doi:10.1073/pnas.0806814105.

[30] Lee, Y.S., Wagner, N.J., 2003. Dynamic properties of shear thickening colloidal suspensions. Rheol. Acta 42, 199–208. doi:10.1007/s00397-002-0290-7.

[31] Li, S., Yan, Z., Huang, F., Zhang, X., Yue, T., 2020. How a lipid bilayer membrane responds to an oscillating nanoparticle: promoted membrane undulation and directional wave propagation. Colloid. Surf. B-Biointerfaces 187, 110651. doi:10.1016/j.colsurfb.2019.110651.

[32] Lim, G., Wortis, M., Mukhopadhyay, R., 2002. Stomatocyte–discocyte–echinocyte sequence of the human red blood cell:evidence for the bilayer-couple hypothesis from membrane mechanics. Proc. Natl. Acad. USA 99, 16766–16769. doi:10.1073/pnas.202617299.

[33] Lipowsky, R., 1991. The conformation of membranes. Nature 349, 475–481. doi:10.1038/349475a0.

[34] Lipp, M.M., Lee, K.Y.C., Zasadzinski, J.A., Waring, A.J., 1996.

Phase and morphology changes in lipid monolayers induced by SP- B protein and its amino-terminal peptide. Science 273, 1196–1199. doi:10.1126/science.273.5279.1196 .

[35] Loscalzo, J., Schafer, A.I., 2002. Thrombosis and Hemorrhage, 3rd ed. Lippincott Williams and Wilkins, Philadelphia.

[36] Merkel, R., Sackmann, E., Evans, E., 1989. Molecular friction and epitactic coupling between monolayers in supported bilayers. J. Phys. France 50, 1535–1555. doi:10.1051/jphys:0198900500120153500.

[37] Mewis, J., Wagner, N.J., 2012. Colloidal suspension rheology. Cambridge University Press. chapter 1 Introduction to colloid science and rheology. pp. 25–30. Subsec.1.2.3 Viscoelasticity.

[38] Mujumdar, A., Beris, A.N., Metzner, A.B., 2002. Transient phenomena in thixotropic systems. J. Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech. 102, 157– 178. doi:10.1016/S0377-0257(01)00176-8.

[39] Petelska, A.D., Figaszewski, Z.A., 1998. Interfacial tension of the two-component bilayer lipid membrane modelling of cell membrane. Bioelectrochem. Bioenegetics 46, 199–204. doi:10.1016/S0302-4598(98)00138-X.

[40] Pott, T., Méléard, P., 2002. The dynamics of vesicle thermal fluctuations is controlled by intermonolayer friction. Europhys. Lett. 59, 87–93. doi:10.1209/epl/i2002-00163-6 .

[41] Rahimi, M., DeSimone, A., Arroyo, M., 2013. Curved fluid membranes behave laterally as effective viscoelastic media. Soft Matter 9, 11033–11045. doi:10.1039/C3SM51748A.

[42] Rawicz, W., Olbrich, K.C., McIntosh, T., Needham, D., Evans, E., 2000. Effect of chain length and unsaturation on elasticity of lipid bilayers. Biophys. J. 79, 328–339. doi:10.1016/S0006-3495(00)76295-3.

[43] Rigato, A., Miyagi, A., Scheuring, S., Rico, F., 2017. High-frequency microrheology reveals cytoskeleton dynamics in living cells. Nat. Phys. 13, 771–775. doi:10.1038/nphys4104.

[44] Sadeghi, M., Noé, F., 2020. Large-scale simulation of biomembranes incorporating realistic kinetics into coarse-grained models. Nat. Commun. 11, 2915. doi:10.1038/s41467-020-16424-0.

[45] Secomb, T.W., Skalak, R., 1982. Surface flow of viscoelastic membranes in viscous fluids. Q. J. Mech. Appl. Maths. 35, 233–247. doi:10.1093/qjmam/35.2.233 .

[46] Seifert, U., 1997. Configurations of fluid mebranes and vesicles. Adv.

Phys. 46, 13–137. doi:10.1080/00018739700101488.

[47] Seifert, U., Langer, S.A., 1993. Viscous modes of fluid bilayer membranes. Europhys. Lett. 23, 71–76. doi:10.1209/0295-5075/23/1/012.

[48] Shkulipa, S.A., den Otter, W.K., Briels, W.J., 2005. Surface viscosity, diffusion, and intermonolayer friction: simulating sheared amphiphilic bilayers. Biophys. J. 89, 823–829. doi:10.1529/biophysj.105.062653 .

[49] Singer, S.J., Nicolson, G.L., 1972. The fluid mosaic model of the structure of cell membranes. Science 175, 720–731. doi:10.1126/science.175.4023.720.

[50] Squires, T.M., Mason, T.G., 2010. Fluid mechanics of microrheology. Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 42, 413–438. doi:10.1146/annurev-fluid-121108-145608.

[51] Steltenkamp, S., Müller, M.M., Deserno, M., Hennesthal, C., Steinem, C., Janshoff, A., 2006. Mechanical properties of porespanning lipid bilayers probed by atomic force microscopy. Biophys. J. 91, 217–226.

[52] Suresh, S., 2007. Biomechanics and biophysics of cancer cells. Acta Biomaterialia 3, 413–438. doi:10.1016/j.actbio.2007.04.002.

[53] Takeishi, N., Imai, Y., 2017. Capture of microparticles by bolus flow of red blood cells in capillaries. Sci. Rep. 7, 5381. doi:10.1038/s41598-017-05924-7.

[54] Takeishi, N., Imai, Y., Wada, S., 2019. Capture event of platelets by bolus flow of red blood cells in capillaries. J. Biomech. Sci. Eng. 14, 18–00535.

[55] Tomaiuolo, G., 2014. Biomechanical properties of red blood cells in health and disease towards microfluidics. Biomicrofluidics 8, 051501. doi:10.1063/1.4895755.

[56] Torres-Sánchez, A., Millán, D., Arroyo, M., 2019. Modelling fluid deformable surfaces with an emphasis on biological interfaces. J. Fluid Mech. 872, 281–271. doi:10.1017/jfm.2019.341.

[57] Versluis, M., Stride, E., Lajoinie, G., Dollet, B., Segers, T., 2020.

Ultrasound contrast agent modeling: a review. Ultrasound in Med. Biol. 46, 2117–2144. doi:10.1016/j.ultrasmedbio.2020.04.014.

[58] Zimmerberg, J., Kozlov, M.M., 2006. How proteins produce cellular membrane curvature. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 7, 9–19. doi:10.1038/nrm1784.

N. Takeishi & N. Yokoyama et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 12 of 12